
Technical and Bibliographic Notes / Notes techniques et bibliographiques

The Institute has attempted to obtain the best original copy
available for scanning. Features of this copy which may be
bibliographically unique, which may alter any of the images
in the reproduction, or which may significantly change the
usual method of scanning are checked below.

D Coloured covers /
Couverture de couleur

D Covers damaged /
Couverture endommagée

D Covers restored and/or laminated /
Couverture restaurée et/ou pelliculée

D Cover title missing /
Le titre de couverture manque

D Coloured maps /
Cartes géographiques en couleur

D Coloured ink (i.e. other than blue or black) I
Encre de couleur (i.e. autre que bleue ou noire)

D Coloured plates and/or illustrations /
Planches et/ou illustrations en couleur

D Bound with other material I
Relié avec d'autres documents

Only edition available /
Seule édition disponible

Tight binding may cause shadows or distortion
along interior margin / La reliure serrée peut
causer de l'ombre ou de la distorsion le long de la
marge intérieure.

Additional comments I Page 683 is
Commentaires supplémentaires:

L'Institut a numérisé le meilleur exemplaire qu'il lui a été
possible de se procurer. Les détails de cet exemplaire qui
sont peut-être uniques du point de vue bibliographique, qui
peuvent modifier une image reproduite, ou qui peuvent
exiger une modification dans la méthode normale de
numérisation sont indiqués ci-dessous.

w
W

Coloured pages I Pages de couleur

Pages damaged I Pages endommagées

Pages restored andlor laminated /
Pages restaurées et/ou pelliculées

w Pages discoloured, stained or foxed/
Pages décolorées, tachetées ou piquées

Pages detached / Pages détachées

Showthrough I Transparence

Quality of print varies /
Qualité inégale de l'impression

D Includes supplementary materials /
Comprend du matériel supplémentaire

W Blank leaves added during restorations may
appear within the text. Whenever possible, these
have been omitted from scanning / Il se peut que
certaines pages blanches ajoutées lors d'une
restauration apparaissent dans le texte, mais,
lorsque cela était possible, ces pages n'ont pas
été numérisées.

incorrectly numbered page 783.



DEBATES

THE SENATE
0F THE

DOMINION OF CANADA

1894

REPORTED AND EDITED BY

HOLLAND BROS.
Official Reporters of the Senate of Canada

FOURTH SESSION-SEVENTH PARLIAMENT

OTT AWA
PRINTED BY S. E. DAWSON, PRINTER TO THE QUEEN'S MOST

EXCELLENT MAJESTY

1894





THE DEBATES

0F THE

SENATE OF CANADA
IN THE

FOURTH SESSION OF THE SEVENTH PARLIAMENT OF CANADA, APPOINTED TO
MEET FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS ON THURSDAY, THE FIFTEENTH DAY

OF MARCH, IN THE FIFTY-SEVENTH YEAR OF THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, March 15th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at 2:30
p.m.

Prayers.

The House adjourned during pleasure.

After some time the House was resumed.

THE SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

This day, at THREE o'clock P.M., His Ex-
CELLENCY THE GOVERNOR GENERAL proceeded
in State to the Senate Chamber, in the
Parliament Buildings, and took his seat upon
the Throne. The Members of the Senate
being assenbled, His Excellency was pleased
to command the attendance of the House of
Cormons, and that House being present,
His Excellency was pleased to open the

oURTH SESSION of the SEVENTH PARLIA-
MENT OP THE DOMINION OF CANADA, with the
following Speech':-

Honouralte Gentlenen of the Senate:
Genemewn of the House of Comptons:

In the Queen's name I greet you, for the first time
""'ce as.uming the high functions intrusted to me by
H er Majesty; and it is with feelings of the liveliest

satisfaction that I thus meet you assembled for the
labours of another session of Parliament.

This feeling of satisfaction is enhanced by the op-
portunities which I have already enjoyed of visiting,
and in my official capacity renewng acquaintance
with, several of the chief centres of the enterprise and
activity of this Dominion; nor need I refrain from
assuring you that I have been deeply impressed by
the heartiness of the reception accorded to me as Her
Majesty's Viceroy and Representative, a reception
which has once more manifested the loyalty, the cor-
diality and the public spirit of the Canadian people.

My predecessor was able to express gratification to
you last year, on an increase in trade and on the con-
tinued progress of the Dominion. It is gratifying to
me to observe that the expectation which was then
formed-that the volume of trade during the then
current year would exceed that of any year in the
history of the Dominion-has been fully realized, and
that Canada's progress continues with every mark of
stability and permanence.

It may be observed with satisfaction that a large
proportion of this increase is shown to have been due
to an extension of our commerce with Great Britain.

It is a cause of thankfulness that our people have
been spared in a very great degree from the sufferings
which have visited the populations of some other
countries during many months past, and that while
the commercial depression prevailing abroad could not
but affect the activity of business in the Dominion.
we have been free froni any extensive financial disas-
ter or widespread distress.

The revenues of the year have been ample for the
services which you provided for, and have met the
expectations on which the appropriations of last year
were based.

The peaceful conclusion, by the award of the arbi-
trators at Paris, of the controversy which bad pre-
vailed so long, with respect to the Seal Fisheries in
the Pacific Ocean and the rights of British subjects in
Behring Sea, has removed the only source of conten-
tion which existed between Great Britain and the
United States with regard to Canada. There is every
reason to believe that Her Majesty's Government will
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obtain redress for those Canadian subjects of Her
Majesty who were deprived of their property and
liberty without just cause while the controversy was
m progress.

At an early date a measure will be laid before you
having for its object a revision of the Duties of
Customs with a view to meet the changes which time
has effected in business ,operations of all kinds
throughout the Dominion. While my Ministers do
not propose to change the principles on which the,
existng enactments on this subject are based, the
amendments which will be offered for your considera-
tion are designed to simplify the operation of the tariff
and to lessen, as far as can be done, consistently with
those principles and with the requirements of the
Treasury, the imposts which are now in force.

There will also be laid before you a measure on the
subject of Bankruptcy and Insolvency which wili, it
is hoped, make more adequate provision than now
exists on that subject for the increasing trade and
commerce of the country and for the greatly expanded
trade between the several provinces of Canada.

Measures will also be submitted to you making
more effective provisions for our lines of steam coin-
munication on the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans, for
improving the law with regard to Dominion Lands
and with regard to the management of Indian Affairs ;
also a Bill respecting Joint Stock Companies, another
with respect to the Fisheries, and several less impor-
tant measures which experience has suggested with
regard to various matters under your control.

Gentlemen of the House of Coeimns:

The Public Accounts will be submitted to you at an
early date and also the estimates of the expenditure
which has been considered necessary for the ensuing
year.

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commuions:

While it is hoped that the public measures which
will demand your attention will not be very numerous,
some of them will be of great weight and importance,
and it is my earnest hope and prayer that the care and
zeal which you will apply to the deliberations of the
session may be aided by the abundant blessing of the
Alniighty.

NEW SENATOR.

Hon. Donald Ferguson, of Marshfield,
P.E.I., was introduced and took his seat.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill " An Act relating to Railways."
(Mr. Bowell.)

THE ADDRESS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that the
House do take into consideration the Speech
of Ris Excellency the Governor General on
Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, MVareh 19th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LATE SENATORIS ABBOTT, BOYD
AND MONTGOMERY.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, it is my painful duty
to express the regret which I am sure we
all feel at the death of Hon. Sir John
Caldwell Abbott, the late leader of this
House, who, after a long and wasting illness,
was called to his rest in November last. His
removal is a serious loss to this House and
to the country. By all of us he was esteemed
for his sterling character and admired for
his great ability. In manner he was sin-
gularly unostentatious, and yet there were
few men in this country of richer talents.
As a lawyer he stood at the head of his pro-
fession, and as a statesman he exhibited that
sagacity and unshakable patriotismi which
made him of great service to his country.
He entered public life when yet a young
man, but his splendid àbilities were soon
recognized, and in 1862 he was called to the
high office of Solicitor General. He held
that portfolio until the fall of the John
Sandfield Macdonald Governmnent in the fol-
lowing year. His career was marked by
restless activity and by the creditable dis-
charge of high public and private trusts. He
entered this House in 1887, and by his un-
changing affability and perfect fairness, soon
won the confidence and admiration of poli-
tical friend and opponent alike. As the
leader of this House the public records attest
his attention to duty and his mastery of the
legislation in hand. It will be long before
another of such attainments and capacity
for leadership will fill his pl.ace. With
these few utterances I desire to record mv
own deep sense of loss by the death of an
old and long-tried political and personal
friend. The hand of death has also taken
from us two other highly esteemed meibers
of this House-the Hon. Donald Mont-
gomery and the Hon. John Boyd. We shall
all miss the hon. member from Prince Ed-
ward Island for his genial and kindly nature,
as well as for his counsel. bis twenty years
of service were marked by faithfulness and
ability. The circumstances surrounding the
death of Hon. Mr. Boyd were particularly
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Sad. After fifteen years of earnest service towards those who differed from him poli-
in this House he had been called to the tically. 1 may say the same of the late
honourable position of Lieutenant-Governor Mr. Boyd. He was a mail possessed of
of his adopted province,. and had hardly high qualities, an able speaker, a most
more than assumed the high functions given interesting lecturerone who was socially,
him than be was suddenly stricken down. 1 believe, in his own province, highly es-
Hismeoory will long linger with us for bis teemed for his many excellent qualities. It
goodness of heart, and the aid he afforded us
by his judgment on all matters brought
before the House. I can only express my
sense of the great loss which this House has
sustained through the death of its late
leader.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I most cordially agree
with all that has fallen froin the lips of the
leader of this Chamber in reference to the
late Sir John Abbott. It was my privilege
to know him intimately, personally, more than
thirty years ago, and I can therefore vouch,
from my own knowledge and experience,
that the Minister, in expressing himself as
he has done, in reference to the qualifications
of the late Sir John Abbott, has not, in any
sense, exaggerated. He was above all a warm
personal friend. Though we had been poli-
tically separated for many years, it in no
way disturbed the social relations existing
between us. I think that is the best test of
the character of any man-that he is true to
the natural instincts of a gentleman. Sir
John Abbott would, no doubt, have occupied
at a much earlier period in life, an important
Position in this country, had he so chosen.
I was with him at the tine when he was
offered the position of Solicitor General for
the province of Quebec. We sat in Par-
liament together at that time and were in
each other's confidence. Had Sir John
Abbott chosen to follow more closely than
he did a parliamentary career, I have no
hesitation in saying that at a much earlier
period, he would have occupied the high
position which two years ago be was called
Upon to fill in this country. I did not know
the late Senator Montgomery before he
beCame a member of this Chamber, but I
have reason to appreciate all that has been
said by the hon. Minister of Trade and Com-merce in reference to his excellent qualities.
AIways kind-hearted, always open, candidand frank, he gave his judgment on the
committees of this House fairly, and with
every desire to do what he thought was rightand proper. While a close adherent to his
own party in all political matters, he was
nevertheless courteous and considerate

was a very great source of regret to us all
to hear that be had been cut off so suddenly
and so soon after the honour of the Lieute-
nant Governorship had been conferred upon
him. I am quite sure had he continued to
fill that position for the allotted term, no
man would have been more personally pop-
ular in the position to which be was called,
than would have been the late Hon. Mr.
Boyd.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Having been for
many years on terms of intimate friendship
with the late Sir John Abbott, I may be al-
lowed, perhaps, to say a few words on this
occasion. I wish to add to the very feeling
and appropriate remarks to which we have
just listened from the leader of the House,
this further remark, that in the late Sir
John Abbott we had the example of one who
sacrificed his own ease and comfort, and
even health itself, to what he considered to
be a matter of public duty. I know well
that so far as any personal considerations
were concerned, no one could have been less
desirous of assuming the high position to
which be was called, than was Sir John
Abbott, and that it was entirely from a sense
of public duty, that he consented to make
the sacrifice, and àssumed the duties and
responsibilities which led undoubtedly to
the failing health which -was so soon to
terminate his career. For these reasons the
name of Sir John Abbott ought always to be
held in honour, and especially in the House
of which he was so long the leader. The
Senate has indeed been very fortunate in the
men who have led its deliberations for many
years past. In Sir John Abbott, like his
predecessor, Sir Alexander Campbell, we had
a leader not only of great ability, but whose
tact and courtesy conduced not a little to the
satisfactory conduct of the business of the
House and to the preservation of good feel-
ing among all the members, and we have
reason to congratulate ourselves that these
traditions are being perpetuated under the
present leadership of the House. On this
occasion I think it is only fitting that we
should renew the expression of our strong
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sense of the advantage it was to this House
in having for many years as its leader such
a man as the late Sir John Abbott, as well
as the deep appreciation of the great sacri-
fices which he made in the service of his
country.

Hon. Mr. ARMAND-(in French)-I
wish to add my tribute to the memory of
our illustrious colleague who has lately
departed to his long home amid the general
regrets of his country. Sir John Abbott was
one of these men of humble origin, practical
and industrious, who appear from time to
time, but rarely and at long intervals.
When Sir John Abbott lef t the paternal roof,
he carried with him for his sole patrimony
a pen behind his ear. Subsequently he
demonstrated to the intelligent and indus-
trious young men of his country the truth of
that saying that "Where there's a will there's
a way." Sir John Abbott showed that by
industry, courage, activity and perseverance
one can always win honour and fortune and
rise in the social scale. I need say nothing
more, his career is before us. The history
of his life will be a mirror in which the
industrious youth of the country can study
and learn the means to take to win the
success which he achieved.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I think the hon.
leader of this House has omitted to men-
tion the name of one who has left us, and
one who was greatly valued here-Mr.
Carvell. He was long a member of this
House and was known for his geniality
towards all, and his 'usefulness in this
Chamber. He did not often address this
House, but when he did his phrases were very
well turned and he spoke on every subject in
which his island was interested. I think the
loss of the late Mr. Carvell has slipped the
memory of the hon. leader of this House.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I assure the House
that it was not from any want of respect or
admiration for the character of the hon.
senator froin P.E.I., that I failed to mention
his name, but I thought I was going a little
beyond my duty in calling the attention of
the. House to the demise of Mr. Boyd, who
was no longer a member of the Senate when
he died. Mr. Carvell having left the Senate
some four or five years ago, I frankly confess
it did not just come to my mind in the same
manner as in the cases of two gentlemen who
were members of the House and one who had

left it since we last met. Had I thought it
was my duty to call attention to it, I should
have done so, and I assure the House it was
not from any want of feeling for the loss of
Mr. Carvell or froni any want of respect for
him that I have not referred to him.

THE ADDRESS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.) moved:

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

To Hrs EXCELLENCY the Right lonourable SiR
JOHN CAMPBELL HAMILTON-GORDON, Earl of
Aberdeen; Viscount Formartine, Baron Haddo,
Methlic, Tarves and Kellie, in the Peerage of
Scotland ; Viscount Gordon of Aberdeen, County
of Aberdeen, in the Peerage of the United King-
dom; Baronet of Nova Scotia; Governor Gen-
eral of Canada.

MAY IT PLEASE YoUR EXCELLENCY:-

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

We gratefully acknowledge the greeting which
Your Excellency has given us in the Queen's name,
for the first time since assuming the high functions
intrusted to you by Her Majesty ; and we rejoice
to hear that it is with feelings of the liveliest satis-
faction you thus meet us assembled for the labours
of another session of Parliament.

We are deeply gratified to feel that this satis-
faction is enhanced by the opportunities which
Your Excellency has already enjoyed of visiting,
and in your official capacity renewing acquaintance
with, several of the chief centres of the enterprise
and activity of this Dominion ; to receive your
assurance that you have been deeply impressed by
the heartiness of the reception accorded to you as
Her Majesty's Viceroy and Representative ; and
that you recognize in this reception one more
manifestation of the loyalty, the cordiality, and
the public spirit of the Canadian people.

Your Excellency's predecessor was able to express
gratification to us last year, on an increase in trade
and on the continued progress of the Dominion. It
is gratifying to us to observe that the expectation
then formned-that the volume of trade during the
then current year would exceed that of any year in
the hist ory of the Dominion-bas been fully realized
and that Canada's progress continues, with every
mark of stability and permanence.

We hear with satisfaction Your Excellency's
statement that a large proportion of this increase
is shown to have been due to an extension of our
commerce with Great Britain.

We cordially agree with Your Excellency that
it is a cause of thankfulness that our people have
been spared in a very great degree from the suffer-
ings which have visited the populations of somne
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other countries during many months past, and that
while the commercial depression prevailing abroad
COuld not but affect the activity of business in the
Dominion, we have been free from any extensive
financial disaster or widespread distress.

We are glad to be informed that the revenues of
the year have been ample for the services which
we provided for, and have met the expectations on
which the appropriations of last year were based.

We rejoice that the peaceful conclusion, by the
award of the arbitrators at Paris, of the contro-
versy which had prevailed so long, with respect to
the seal fisheries in the Pacific Ocean and the
rights of British subjects in the Behring Sea, has
removed the only source of contention which ex-
isted between Great Britain and the United States
with regard to Canada. We are also pleased to be
informed that there is every reason to believe that
lier Majesty's (overnment will obtain redress for
those Canadian subjects of Her Majesty who were
deprived of their property and liberty without
just cause while the controversy was in progress.

We thank Your Excellency for informing us that
at an early date a measure will be laid before ushaving for its object a revision of the duties of
customs with a view to meet the changes which
time has effected in business operations of all kinds
throughout the Dominion; and that while Your
Excellency's ministers do not propose to changethe principles on which the existing enactments on
this subject are based, the amenduents which will
be offeredi for our consideration are designed toSimplify the operation of the tariff and to lessen, sofar as can be done, consistently with those prin-
ciples and with the requirements of the treasury,
the imposts which are now in force.

We also thank Your Excellency for the informa-
tion that there will also be laid before us a measure
on the subject of bankruptcy and insolvency tomake more adequate provision than now exists onthat subject for the increasing trade and commerce
of the country and for the greatly expanded trade
between the several provinces of Canada.

Your Excellency having been pleased to inform1s that measures will also be submitted to us mak-
ing more effective provisions for our lines of steamn
communication on the Atlantic and Pacific Oceans,for improving the law with regard to Dominionlands and with regard to the management ofIndian affairs, also a Bill respecting joint stock
companies, another with respect to the fisheries,and several less important ieasure which expe-rience has suggested with regard to various mat-ters under our control, we respectfully assure YourExcellency that all these measures shall receive ourmost attentive consideration.

We respectfully concur in Your Excellency'sOpinion that of the public measures which willdemand our attention some will be of great wei htand importance and we sincerely share Your x-Cellencys earnest hope and prayer that the care and
zeal Which we shail apply to the deliberations ofthe sesion may be aide by the abundant blessingof the Almighty.

I fully appreciate the honour conferredon ne by the extension to me on this
ocasion of that courtesy by which the
duty I am about to discharge is usually
a8'gned to a new member. I am sure that

in the performance of this duty I will
receive, on the ground of my inexperience,
the generous consideration of hon. gentlemen.
It is true that I have had some experience
in another place, yet the greater magnitude
of the questions requiring consideration here,
the contact on this floor with gentlemen
(such as I see around me) of great training
and experience in public life, together with
my entire unfamiliarity with the rules and
usages of this honourable body render my
taskoneof considerabledifficulty. Thesoundof
a ne w voice on this floor reminds hon. gentle-
men of the removal of one of their number, a
landmark in the political history of Prince
Edward Island. The Hon. Donald Mont-
gomery was probably the oldest legislator in
the Dominion. He entered the House of
Assembly of Prince Edward Island in 1838,
and continued a member of either branch of
theLegislatureuntil 1873, whenhe was called
to a seat in this honourable H ouse. Although
Mr. Montgomery wasnot a prominent debater
yet his strengthof character wasamplyproved
by the duration and continuity of his legisla-
tive career, while his sterling honesty and
charming personality endeared him to the
people of his native province, as Iamsurethey
did to the members of this honourable House.
Amongst the many changes which have oc-
curred since the prorogation of Parliament,
the departure of the late Governor General
and the arrival of his successor, are the most
important. It is not too much to say that
in relinquishing the Government of Canada,
and returning to a political career in Great
Britain, the Earl of Derby carries with him
the highest esteem and best wishes of the
people of Canada from the Atlantic to the
Pacific. During his administration of the
Government he fully maintained the high
standard which had been set up by his
illustrious predecessors, and has left a noble
record for ability, impartiality and devotion
to the interests of the people over whom he
was called to preside. Not soon will the
people of Canada forget the earnest efforts
of Lord Derby and his amiable consort to
promote the moral, educational and material
interests of our Dominion. In the appoint-
ment of Lord Aberdeen to the office of Gov-
ernor General, Her Gracious Majesty has
given another proof of her great regard for
the interests of Canada. Ail the appoint-
ments of Governor Generals since Confeder-
ation have been made from the front rank
of British statesmen. The influence of these
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appointments has been very great in the
past, not only in elevating and directing the
tone of public life amongst us, but in secur-
ing for Canada, in the persons of retiring
Governors, most devoted and influential
friends in the councils of the Empire. The
present Governor General and the noble lady
who shares his joys and responsibility are
not strangers to us; indeed, we may claim
them as belonging to ourselves, and, as a
farmer, I rejoice in the elevation to the
Vice-royalty of Canada of a practical and
enthusiastic Canadian farmer. It was my
good fortune, in the summer of 1892, when
on the Pacific coast, to pay a visit to one of
the farms of our Governor General in the
beautiful valley of the Okanagan, and I was
impressed with the greatness of the work
that Lord Aberdeen was there doing. I had
not at that time seen the Governor General,
nor was I very well acquainted with his
political career, but I was struck with the
educational character of his work in the in-
troduction of new modes of husbandry in
that part of our Dominion, and it is a matter
of congratulation to the farmers of Canada
that the gentleman who has been called to
the very high and responsible position of
Governor General is one who takes such an
active interest in agriculture.

The Speech from the Throne expresses
satisfaction at the increased trade and con-
tinued progress of our Dominion. It is a
cause for congratulation at the present
time, when the nations of the earth have
suffered from a wave of depression, which
has been felt with painful effect in the great
republic to the south of us, that in this
country we have experienced so little of its
effects. It is a inatter of great pride and
satisfaction to Canada that such is the fact.
The speech refers to the great increase in
the trade of Canada within the last two
years, and expresses satisfaction that a large
proportion of that increase is due to an ex-
tension of our commerce with Great Britain.
While I am proud of any extension of our
commerce with the nations of the world, I
think I speak the sentiment of Canadians
generally, when I say that it is always a
ground of satisfaction when the trade fol-
lows the flag, and when the increase of our
commerce is well maintained with the coun-
tries which own allegiance to our Sovereign
the Queen. In this connection I shall quote
the following figures:-

TRADH wrrH GREAT BRITAIN.

In 1890-91 ........ .... ... 91,328,384
1891-92.. ............ 106,254,984
1892-93 .... ..... .... . 107,228,906

Increase in 1891-2 over 1890-91. . $14,926,600
1892-3 do 1891-92.. 973,922
1892-3 do 1890-91.. 15,900,522

Our trade with the neighbouring republic
has also made satisfactory progress during
the same period. Although there was a
slight falling off in 1892, the increase has
been marked in 1893 :-

TRADE WITH UNITRE STATES.

In 1890-91 ............ .... $ 94,824,352
1891-92 . .......... ... 92,125,599
1892-93 ... ...... ...... 102,104,986

Decrease in 1891-92compared with
1890-91 ..... . ......... $ 2,698,753

Increase in 1890-91 over 1891-92.. 10,019,387
1892-93 do 1890-91. . 7,286,634

Increase of trade with Great Britain for
two years 17 -4 per cent.

Increase of trade with United States for
the last two years 7 -6 per cent.

There are several reasons which, I think,
make it satisfactory that this increase of trade
has occurred with Great Britain. An increase
of trade strengthens the bonds of union
which, I am sure, we are all desirous should
exist between Great Britain and Canada.
There is another consideration, that what-
ever trade we once secure with Great Britain
is more likely to be permanent than the
trade that we have with any other country.
We do not apprehend any danger from very
serious fiscal changes, or from any unfriendly
attitude towards us, and for that reason we
may count on more permanent trade with
Great Britain than with other countries.
There is another feature of our trade with
Great Britain that makes it satisfactory, and
that is that the British market generally
calls for better products than other countries,
and it stimulates the people of Canada to
send what they have to spare to the markets
of the world in the very best form, in order
to command the highest prices. I have
often met the statement that our tariff
discriminates against the trade of Great
Britain, that the fiscal policy of Canada
imposes a larger duty on British than on
United States goods. That I regard as an
incident of all tariffs. On looking over the
figures, I find that the very same result
occurred under the different tariffs that we
have had since confederation, and J attri-
bute it to the fact that Great Britain is not
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uty collected on above .
1875...... ............
1876 ... ..............
1877 . .... . ........
1878..................
1879 . ............ ....

q

8,881,997 si
6,075,759 82
6,377,596 23
6,445,985 38
5,561,933 02

33,343,272 26

Rate of taxation on dutiable and free goods 15'55
per cent.

IMPORTS for Home Consumption froin United StateF
for five years from 1875 to 1879 inclusive.

1874-5......... . ....... S 50,805,820
1875-6 ........... 46,070,033
1876-7 ..... . . ..... .51,312,669
1877-8 ............ ..... 48,631,739
1878-9 .... ... ..... 43,739,219

8240,559,480

buty collected on the above:
1874-5............$ 3,860,087 10
1875-6....... ..... 4,117,223 40
1876-7.. ............ 4,426,394 79
1877-8.. ........... 4,794,599 63
1878 9 ............... 5,529,150 64

$22,727,455 56
Rate of duty on dutiable and free goods for this

period 9-44 per cent.
cexcess of rate on British over U.S. goods, 6-11 perCent.

IMPORT.' fron Great Britain for fourteen years froin
1880 to 1893 inclusive.

... . . . ........... 8 34,461,2241881 .. ................ 43,583,808
1882. . .. -.......... .. ... 50,597,3411883 ............. ....... 52,052,465
1884 .............. ... 43,418,015
188 ....... ........ 41,406,777
188 .... ... ..... .. .. 40,601,199
1887................ 44,962,233
1888............ .... ... 39,298,721
189....... .... . 42,317,389
189 ....... .. . ... 43,390,2411891 ... ..... .... 42,047,526
1893 ................ 41,348,435

........ . 43,148,413

$602,633,787

Duty collected on above
1880. .. .... . ....... 6,737,997 0
1881......... ......... 8,772,949 97
1882 ......... ........ 10,011,811 0)
1883 ........... . ..... 9,897,785 16
1884.................. 8,001,370 74
1885.... ....... .... . 7,617,249 45
1886... ...... .... .. 7,817,357 45
1QQ7 9 1Q 8 0 081

so large an exporter of raw inaterial as the
United States. It has been more or less a
feature of the different tariffs that we have
had since Confederation to allow raw material
for manufacturing purposes to come into the
country, if not entirely free, at a much lower
duty than manufactured articles. I find the
following figures in the Trade and Navi-
gation returns

IMPORTS for home consuniption from Great Britain
for 5 years from 1875 to 1879 inclusive.

1875. .. ........ ... ...... . 60,347,067
1876 ............... ..... .. 40,934,260
1877..... ...... .. ....... 39,572,231
1878 .............. ..... 37,431,180
1879 ........... .. .. . 36,295,718

-r 8214,380,464

8,972,739 84
9,450,242 70
9,576,965 75
9,114,271 75
9,074,200 71
9,498,747 08

8123,862,608 73

Rate of taxation on British goods dutiable and free
from 1880 to 1893, inclusive 20'55 per cent.

IMPORTS froni the United States froni 1880 to 1893,
inclusive.

1880. ....... .... .... $ 29,346,948
1881.......... ....... 36,704,112
1882 ...... ........... 48,289,052
1883 ..... .... ... ... 56,032,333
1884. ................ 30,492,826
1885. ............. 47,151,201
1886............... 44,858,039
1887. ............. 45,107,066
1888 .. . . .. ........ 48,481,848
1889. .. ... .......... . 50,537,440
1890..... ...... ..... 52,291,973
1891................... 53,685,657
1892 .... ............ 53,137,572
1893............. ... 58,221,976

674,338,043

Duty collected on above
1880............ . 4,521,311 08
181..... . ......... 5,657,292 75
1882... ....... . ... .. 7,082,722 29
1883........... .... . 8,158,023 35
1884............... .7,420,461 79
1885.. ........... 6,636,405 83
1886.., ........ .... 6,790,080 78
1887.. ......... .. 7,299,591 68
1888............... 7,131,006 23
1889....... ... .... . 7,413,354 83
1890... ............ 8,220,299 55
1891................. 7,799,318 12
1892...... . . .... .7,814,666 93
1893..... ............ 7,636,075 81

99,580,611 00

Rate of taxation on United States goods,
dutiable and free, from 1880 to 1893, in-
clusive, 14.76 per cent.

The rate of taxation on British goods
during the period from 1880 to 1893, was
5·79 per cent higher than on United States
goods.

I would not call it a discrimination, but
the operation of the tariff during the first
period of five years was rather more against
British trade than it has been during the
last fourteen years. The difference is not very
great, but whatever difference there is, is
against the first period. I account, as I

. ...... . . ... ......
1888 ............... ...
1889 ....... ... ......
1890 .. .. .. ... .. ...
1891 . .... . ...........
1892 . ... .. .........
1893...... ..... ...
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have already intimated, for this difference ability to face difficulties so bravely and
in taxation collected on United States and successfully as they are doing. Although
British goods by the fact that we import we sometimes cast jealous eyes on the
raw material more largely from the United neigbouring country and envy them the
States, as is shown by the following figures comparative mildness of their climate, I
from the returns of last year :- believe that the best part of the re-

From UJ. S. Fron G. B. public is found in the strip of country lying
Fromracie.cFrom d.cB.lwithin one hundred miles to the south of

Ahracite coal and cal 6,349,819 our boundary, possessing a climate similar
Tobacco manufactu r e à , to ours, and that if it were not for that

for excise ............. 1,616,201 546 portion of their country, the United States
Cotton wool . . . . . . . 3,188,145 13,30 would not be as great as it is to-day. It is

-. -. .in the northern portion of the republic that
12,885,118 113,207 the greatest development is taking place.

Total free goods from United States .. .... 29,659,926 Although some hon. gentlemen may not agree
do do Great Britain ..... 11,279,136 with me, I think that the moderate character

e otof our fiscal system has had something to do
Excess of free goods from the United States 18,380,780 also with our ability to successfully stem

Total dutiable goods from United States.. 33,699,389 the tide of depression prevailing around us.
do do Great Britain.. 31,869,267 Although we are in the habit of speaking of

our tariff as a very extreme one, we should
Items of this character fully account for bear in mind that it is very moderate as

the difference which must unavoidably exist compared with that of the United States,
in regard to the operation of the tariff. and just as the banking system of Canada

The Speech from the Throne congratulates has proved itself to be adapted to the wants
us on our comparative escape from the of the people, our fiscal system, though it
depression which has prevailed in almost nay not be perfect, and may require, as I
every other country during the past year. believe it does, very serious consideration
I am inclined to attribute the im- and adjustment, has saved us from dis-
munity of Canada from this great and aster-the test of experience has proved
serious depression to causes, some of that the principles underlying it are adapted
which I shall refer to-causes which hon. to the condition of our country. I feel
gentlemen will bear me out in saying are like congritulating the Government on one
very potent influences in warding off such a very gratifying feature of our public affairs
depression as that which has been passing -that is, that having long ago grappled
over the earth. One is our banking system- with great public enterprises, such as the
the adaptability of our system of banking to Qanadian Pacific Railway, and having ac-
the wants and necessities of the country. complished what they had undertaken,
One very powerful reason why our republican thereby considerably increasing the debt
neighbours have suffered so severely is that of the country-having still liberally
they have not adjusted their banking system provided for such great works, there has
to the wants of their country. That system not been any serious increase in the
was an abnormal growth of the civil war, and taxation of the country during the last
the statesmen of the neighbouring republic ten years. I look upon that as a very
have not been alive to the necessities of the gratifying circumstance. In expressing to
time. Had they been, they would have the members of the Government my views
more thoroughly adapted their banking sys- on this point, I am pleased to be the medium
tem to the wants and necessities of their of conveying to them the congratulations of
country. Another reason is found in our a very nuch greater authority than I am-
climate. Notwithstanding the grumbling one whose good opinion, I know, they wili
we sometimes hear among our people about very highly appreciate. Ten years ago, a
the rigorous climate of Canada, I believe, very distinguished gentleman, still distin-
and have always felt, that our climate is guished in the political affairs of Canada, Sir
calculated to develop a more vigorous and Richard Cartwright, declared himself in the
robust type of manhood than more southern words which I am now about to read to this
latitudes. In no small degree our people House. I am quoting from a speech of his,
are indebted to our rigorous climate for their in reply to the Budget Speech, in 1884:-



iMARCH 19, 1894] . 1

Now, I admit that abstract propositions cannot
always be depended on. But I say that in matters
financial you can aliost certainly, with safety, lay
down this proposition: that whenever, without
war or some other extraordinary cause like that,
you find the taxes of a country increasing very
rapidly, increasing out of all proportion to its popu-
lation, you nay rest assured that the Government
has been grossly extravagant, and in all probability
grossly corrupt. And when you find the taxation
remain stationary for a term of years, you niay feel
equally assured that the Government has been
honestly and econoinically conducted.

In connection with this proposition I
have here some figures that I have taken
from the Public Accounts.

TA xATION.

1883-84. .... ...... $ 25,483,199 19
1884-85.. .......... . 25,384,529 32
1885-86 .................. 25,226,456 21
1886-87 ...... ..... ... 28,687,001 93
1887-88.. . 28,177,413 18
1888-89.. .... ......... 30,613,522 51
1889-90...... ..... ... . 31,587,071 73
1890-91..... ........... 30,314,151 15
1891-92....... .......... 28,446,157 31
1892-93.. ... .... . 29,321,367 42

283,240,869 95

Average taxation for 10
years. ............... $28,324,086 99

Taxation for years 1882-83 29,269,698 81
do do 1892-93 29,321,367 42

Amount of average taxa.
tion fer 10 years, les
than taxes for 1882-83.. 945,611 82

Amount of taxation for
1892-3 in exces of taxa-
tion for 1882-3 . .. .... 51,668 61

Rate of taxation per head
in 1882-3.............. 75

Rate of taxation per head
in 1S92-3 ............. 6 07

During the last year a most important
exhibition of the industries of the world was
held in the city of Chicago, and it is a mat-
ter of great satisfaction and gratification to
the people of Canada that our country took
such a good position on that occasion. I
have been looking over the reports, as far as
they are available, and find that in two
articles especially Canada has made extraor-
dinary progress: one is in the matter of
dairy products, especially of cheese, and the
other manufactures.

At Philadelphia, in cheese,Canada received
49 awards out of 195 entries, whilst at
Chicago, Canada received 736 awards out of
849 entries. At Philadelphia, the Canadian
cheese was very uneven, some made four
points over any American cheese, others of
very low grade.

It is most gratifying, that almost the
entire exhibit from Canada was of such
a high character at Chicago that it almost
debarred United States cheese from taking
awards at all.

In another department Canada has proved
herself to have progressed admirably, that
is in manufactures. It is true that at the
Chicago Exhibition there were not as
many Canadian exhibitors as there were
at Philadelphia, but the more important
and higher character of the exhibits is
proved by the larger percentage of awards
given to Canadian exhibitors on that
occasion, and it is worthy of note that
a very eminent authority, the Hon. Robert
Thurston, who was chairman of the com-
mittee on jurors and awards at Chicago,
made a statement which is certainly in
the highest degree creditable to Canada.
He is from Cornell University, a pro-
fessor in that university, and was officially
connected with the Centennial Exhibition
as well, and he stated that he had
examined the Canadian exhibit of general
and agricultural machinery with very
great care, as he had sixteen years be-
fore at Philadelphia. In design, con-
struction and smoothness of running,
he considered ours equal to any in the
exhibition, and he considered that Ca-
nada had in these sixteen years shown
greater progress than any other nation.
I may say that this is a matter of great
satisfaction to us, because it is not so very
long ago since Canada was dependent upon
the neighbouring republic for its agricul.
tural implements, and it is a very unsatis-
factory state of things indeed when a coun-
try has to depend upon foreign nations for
its agricultural machinery. It is less
than twenty-five years since Canada-at
least the part of it from which I come-
was the dumping ground ' for the agricul-
tural implements of the United States, for
mowing machines and reaping machines
which were passing out of use in their own
country ; these machines were dumped upon
us and our farmers were using them years
after they had become unsaleable in the
United States. They purchased them at
very high prices indeed, and it is very
pleasing that during the last few years
our manufacturers have so successfully
grappled with this question and placed
Canada on an equality with the United
States in the matter of agricultural imple-
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ments. I believe that our manufacturers
have the trade in these machines at this
time very well in their hands, except to a
small extent, it may be, in the North-west.
Canadian manufacturers have not had so
long an experience in manufacturing for the
prairie country as their competitors in the
South, but this difliculty will, no doubt, be
overcome before very long. It has been
overcome so far as the old prdvinces are
concerned, and we have implements well
suited to our wants, and I think as good
in quality as can be found in any coun-
try under the sun. The state of Canada
in respect to farming implements might be
compared to that of the children of Israel
under the rule of Saul, the son of Kish. It
is perhaps unnecessary to recite to hon.
gentlemen, who are well acquainted with
this little bit of biblical history, how in that
time :-

There was no smith found in all the land of
Israel. For the Philistines said lest the Hebrews
make them swords or spears. But all the Israelites
went down to the Philistines to sharpen every
man his share, and his coulter and his axe and his
mattock. Yet they had a file for the mattocks,
and for the coulters, and for the forks, and for the
axes, and to sharpen the goads.

We were not quite as badly off as that
twenty or thirty years ago, but our con-
dition approximated to it. We remember
the extraordinary industrial development
of the Israelitish nation under King
Solomon when the temple was built
fifty or sixty years afterwards. The
change in Canada has, perhaps, not been
so great, but it is very gratifying that
we now find manufactured in our own
country a line of agricultural implements
well suited to our wants, excellent in
their character and cheap in their price. I
am not expressing any opinion whatever as
to the rate of duty imposed on these articles,
whether it may be reduced or otherwise. I
am not in a position to express any opinion
on that point at the present time. If these
manufacturers are as well established as I
believe they are, and can now maintain
themselves with a smaller rate of duty, the
farmers of Canada will hail the change with
a great deal of satisfaction. I congratulate
Canada on the showing made at the Chicago
exhibition, and on the admission of the
chairman of the committee of jurors and
awards, that Canada had progressed well in
the matter of manufacture of agricultural

implements since the Centennial Exposition
at Philadelphia. Similar testimony was
given by the commissioner representing the
Austrian nation on that occasion to which I
would also refer. While speaking on this
subject, I may also say a word about the
breach of comity on the part of the American
managers of the exposition in regard to
these very agricultural implements. It was
most extraordinary conduct, according to the
information I have obtained-the treatment
which Canadian exhibitors of farming im-
plements received at Chicago. It appears
that Canada and even Great Britain had no
representative on the committee of jurors.
There were five American gentlemen upon
that committee, and a representative each
from Austria and Russia. Neither Britain
nor Canada was represented upon that
board of jurors: nevertheless awards were
made to the Canadian binders, nowers,
reapers, threshers, separators and all the dif-
ferent classes of implements. The awards
were made, but were either changed after
they passed out of the hand of the jurors, or
suppressed afterwards, so that they have not
been given to the manufacturers of Canadian
goods. This is a matter of very great regret,
for it is the only unpleasant thing and the
only cause of unpleasant feeling that has
arisen between the two countries in connec-
tion with this Chicago Exhibition. I might
here refer to the examination of the Hon.
Mr. Thacher, the chairman of the executive
committee of the exposition, at a meeting
of the National Commission held at Wash-
ington in September last, where lie was
asked some questions on this subject of
awards to Canadian manufacturers. He said:

There are only three exhibits so far as I can
understand, represented by foreigners of the clasm
that were ordered into the field, and those exhibits
were examined, but as I stated in my paper here,
they did not receive an award-that is information
which I perhaps ought not to give.

Q. Does that cover the entire ground that they
will not receive an award ?-A. Yes, sir.

Q. Then there will be no cause for alarin on the
part of American exhibitors that foreign exhibits
will be examined on the floor in any way to harn
the trade of the home exhibitor at ail ?-A. No,
sir.

Was it not outrageous that the manage-
ment of the exposition conducted the matter
in this way, intercepting the awards on their
way from the committee of jurors to the
manufacturers who had fairly won theuw,
intercepting them in the interest of the
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United States inanufacturers in order to see
that they would not harm their trade ? This
is a most regretable incident in connection
with the awards, and I am sure that every
hon. gentleman in this House will be ready
to share my sentiments.

It is a matter of satisfaction to the people
of Canada (satisfaction which I am sure is
not confined to gentlemen of any political
party), that in the arbitration which has been
held during the past year in reference to the
Behring Sea fisheries, the contention of
Canada has been so thoroughly vindicated.
It is a great point that when a contention
of this kind has been pronounced upon by
independent arbitrators, it is found that the
Government and people of Canada were
right. It gives them a character command-
ing the respect of the nations of the earth,
of which they may very well feel proud.
Some of the regulations made by the arbi-
trators may not meet with the entire andi
perfect concurrence of our people, but at the
same time it cannot fail to be observed that
the commissioners representing the United
States, with whom our great contention
arose and with whom it was settled at Paris,
as well as one of the commissioners repre-
senting Great Britain, dissented from these
regulations : therefore, although some of our
Own people felt hardly in the matter, I cannot
help feeling that as the representatives of
the United States as well as one of our own
dissented from these regulations, while all the
foreign arbitrators and one of the arbitrators
from Great Britain agreed with them, it
may be that these regulations are after
all in the general interest of the United
States as well as of Canada. I do not pro-
fess to have any exact information on this
subject, but the circumstance of the dis-
agreement of the arbitrators points very
strongly in that direction.

Reference is made in the Speech from the
Throne to a subject which cannot fail to be
of very great interest-that is a rapid mail
service on the Atlantic and the Pacific.
For my own part, I may say, as one who
long ago advocated the principles upon
which this great union of the provinces of
Canada is based, I look upon more perfect
communication with the mother country,
entirely between our own ports, and perfect
commlarunication westward . and southward
from the Pacific coast to other parts of our
empire, as a consummation of the great plan
of confederation. Confederation will not be

fully complete until we have such perfect
communication with the mother country as
will not be second to any other upon the
ocean. The Speech from the Throne inti-
mates that a measure with respect to
Dominion lands is about to be introduced. I
do not know what that measure is to be,
but I have a very lively interest in our
great North-west. I have had the pleasure
of .making two visits to that part of Canada,
and have traversed a great deal of it and I
feel a deep interest in its progress. I regret
very much that the tide of immigration has
not set in more strongly in that direction.
It was quite easy to understand that the
great American nation, with the enormous
inducements which they were holding out-
I may be permitted to say the abnormal in-
ducements which they were extending to
the people of other countries-should
draw a population to the United States and
that they should be enabled to fill up their
prairies before ours were occupied. They
had indeed begun work long before we
acquired the North-west, and the stream of
immigration had set in there before we were
in a position to offer lands to settlers at all.
I am also aware of the fact that within the
last year or two there has been an extra-
ordinary depression in the price of wheat,
that great staple of Canada, and that this
circumstance has had a very serious ten-
dency to restrict immigration to that part
of the country. From what I was able
to see, from the impressions I was able to
form through coming into contact with the
people of that great North-west, and from
the observations which I made in almost
every part of it, I feel convinced that there
never was at any time, that there is not at
the present time, anything at all to prevent
active, earnest, hardworking people from
going into that country and becoming suc-
cessful farmers, not entirely as wheat pro-
ducers, but as mixed farmers, raising all
productions that the climate and the soil are
adapted for, and they are very varied and
numerous. I believe that the commerce of
that great North-west will be very active
in the future-I hope it will, for it is a
magnificent country. I dare say that most
of the hon. gentlemen whom I am addressing
have visited that country, as I have done.
If so, they must have formed a very high
opinion of it. Manitoba is a magnificent
province, standing in the very gateway of
the North-west Territories, and it has
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received during the last few years a portion
at least of the tide of immigration fron the
old world. Going further west we enter the
great territories of Assiniboia, Saskatche-
wan, Alberta and Athabasca. In traversing
that country one feels that his tread is not on
an empire's dust, but that on every hand is to
be heard the tread of pioneersof nations yet to
be. I earnestly hope that there will be no
difference of opinion, either in this House.or
in this country, upon any policy that may be
adopted to encourage settlement in and im-
migration towards that great North-west,
for the future of Canada, if I am any judge
at all, is there, in that magnificent heritage
which we have in the great North-west. In
the discussion of such political questions as
come up before us, in the sharp -divergence
of politics, it sometimes appears to those on
one side that their opponents are not quite
as patriotic as they ought to be, that they
do not always stand up as well for our own
country as they should, but whatever nay
appear on the surface, I am satisfied that in
the ranks of both political parties in Canada
there is a united sentiment and desire that
our country should prosper and become great
and glorious in the future; and J am sure
when any question arises affecting the
honour and the dignity of Canada, there will
be found in the ranks of both political parties
and anong the leaders of both parties men
who will stand up for Canada and apply to
the occasion the words of the Scottish bard,
Robert Burns, in addressing the Dumfries
volunteers:-

The kettle of the kirk and state
May hae perhaps a flaw in it,
But de'il a foreign tinkler loon
$hall ever put a claw on it.
Our fathers' blood the kettle bought
Then wha would dare to spoil it,
By Heavens, the sacrilegious dog
Shall fuel be to boil it.

The arena of political discussion in Canada
is surely wide enough without encroaching
on ground which can be regarded as unpat-
riotic. We have a territory extending from
the Atlantic to the Pacific capable of main-
taining an immense population in the lati-
tudes, as I have already stated, in which
have been nurtured the men who for centuries
have controlled the destinies of the world.
Canada has at present a population of tive
milliens of hardy self-reliant people, unfet-
tered by any grievance or by any condition
unfavourable to national growth. Our dom-

inion enjoys a connection with the most
powerful empire on which the sun has ever
shone, giving perfect security with entire
exemption from the responsibility of national
defence. Wehave an unsurpassed railway sys-
tem, unequalled facilities for internal naviga-
tion, and shipping interests only surpassed by
Great Britain, France and the United States.
Canada has to-day resources far more exten-
sive than those possessed by the original
thirteen colonies even twenty-five years after
they attained their independence.

Can it be that the gospel of blue ruin is
the message which the press of Canada is
intrusted to deliver to the men of this gen-
eration? Can it be that the children of
men who never quailed are unequal to the
task of going forward in days of peace and
plenty with the work which had its founda-
tions so firmly laid in the midst of toil, danger
and privation?No, abovethehoarse, uncertain
growl of political disputation may be heard
the clear ringing voice of enterprise, inviting
the men of Canada to come up and possess
the heritage which God has given them. If
there be a man amongst us who has no faith
in Canada, no word of cheer to offer to the
brave toilers who in the workshop, on the
deck, in the mine, on the farm, or in the forest
are labouring to make our country great and
glorious, I would address to that man the
words of Henry V. at the Battle of Agin-
court :

He who hath no stoinach for the fight,
Let him depart. His passport shall be made,
And crowns for convoy put into his purse,
We would not die in that man's comîpany.

Hon. Mr. CASGRAIN-In availing my-
self of the honour of seconding the resolu-
tion, I beg to also avail myself of the pri-
vilege of seconding the noble sentiments,
which have been so admirably presented, by
the mover and in extension of the views
which he has expressed, I can do little more
than reiterate the hope that they will be
unanimously endorsed by this House.

It is indeed a pleasure to those concerned
with the Parliament of Canada, to enter up-
on our labours with the knowledge that the
representative of Her Majesty in this coun-
try is one in whom we have not only un-
bounded confidence, but who hps already
awakened the strongest feelings of respect
and the deepest sentiments of affection. It
is truly a compliment to Canada, and an
indication of the high status which she oc-
cupies as a portion of the Empire, that a
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statesman whose counsels have been earnest- wisber of our country, but in this connec-
ly sought for by leading statesmen of the tion I may add that our prosperity can only
realm, and whose experience in other and be continued by adhesion to those principles
difficuit stations earned for him a reputation which have protected Canadian industries
as an Imperial representative which few from the whirlwind of depression which has
have attained to, should be asked to repre- raged to the south of us.
sent Her Majesty in Canada; and it is the The intimation contained in the Speech
strongest indication of the value which is of His Excellency, of the consummation of
set upon this Dominion by the Imperial a steamship communication between Canada
Government and by our beloved sovereign, and England and between Canada and Aus-
whom he represents. We naturally hail tralia is an event of more than continental
With delight the arrival on our shores of any importance. Canada bas hitherto occupied
statesman bearing such an important trust, a position at the further extreme from that
but it is doubly satisfactory to the people of occupied by the Australian colonies. She
Canada to realize that ever since His Execl- is now to be placed immediately in the path-
lency set foot upon Canadian soil, at the old way of connection between the great Aus-
and bistoric city of Quebec, every action and tralian continent and the centre of the
everv movement which His Excellency has Empire. She cannot but reap advantages
made has more firmly convinced us that he hitherto unknown to us, and it gives ber
bas the welfare of the country at heart and new possibilities of development neyer before
is determined to more firmly cement Canada possessed. her position as an integral
as a portion of the Empire, and continue and indispensable portion of the Empire
Witbin our borders tbat deep feeling of is, by this enterprise, permanently assured,
ioyalty which throughout our bistory lias and the wisdom of the undertaking reflects
been cbaracteristic of our people. the higbest credit upon the Government

The prosperity of the Dominion as evinced wbicb has given us this additional boon.
by reports from every authentio source, is In seconding this resolution, permit me
inideed a matter of congratulation. It is to express the hope that the labours of the
true that the de pression which as been present session, may be both useful and bar-
SWeePng over other countries bas affected monious and that we may ail enter upon
one of our staple products, but no one can our duty with a fervent desire to promote
hUccessfully contend, that this is true of our the well-being of this fair Dominion.
general trade or that Canada to-day does n pot
ascupy a Most enviable position as compared a on. Mr. SCOTT- desire to offer my
with other countries. So far as MYo wn congratulations to the Senator from Prince
province is concerned, need only quote Edward Island, who has been selected by
from the annual reports of the cashier of the Government to move the resolution on
One of our leading banking bouses to, show whicb. to base the Address in answer tothat our prosperity is not a mere illusion, the Speech from the Throne. That bon.
producer b political bias or asserted for gentleman need not have asked the forbear-
Political purposes, but indeed a enuine ance or indulgence of the House-althoughvtru taIn bis reports this gentleman says: the Senate would be always ready to grant

swerything farmers have raised this ear h mas an indulgent hearing to all its new membersoieded profits and given good resuts for their -for t wa fven deie t proot
sbur; therefore the value of the production of he biv n s eidnion.

reeara, for thatsourcelasbeencosiderahy notunaccustomed to addressing deliberative

occupy,%e an motnviate po siti ns opare on. Mre. O t--I n desir toofer myd

cioenun city at large and ifs general trade, which explicit, from bis rn standpoint, and,
droetY depends for the activty on the fariners althoug do not agree with him in ail his

ne of o lead been goohs The power ow purchasin hich ion bs th ae it asertbeen ireased by the good return, an a as a naturaiios eh from t Thn Tt hon.
seIuenice farmers budgets ail roand have interesting speech that e deivered to th s
enyrepleinsheh Country storekeeperh have pur- Chamber and, t have no doubt, in the

caoed pero tal and ie d reulttas fiornhi) frh a ienu vdneta ei

ht ery fre a e the future we sha have an opportunity of ear-
{ tr yehave een satisfactory. The sales ino u

Wholesaie trade hav bee i lai and< the ing his voice on the various subjects wbichnolure Of business cas been inaterialsy over the corne up fr consideration. The bon. gentle-
ni yof ast year. i man who seconded the resolution did so witb
That this pro perity may continue and the good taste whic i he always dispiays

Increase the eartfe t wish of every wel wen e addresses the Senate, wbich, 



[SENATE]

regret to say, is not very often. The lion.! man vho moved these resolutions, His
gentleman possesses sound judgment, and on Excellency took an interest in Canada long
the committees of the House his opinion is before his name was connected with it in an
always looked up to with great consideration official character. He manifested bis appre-
and respect. I join most cordially withi ciation of the future of Canada by investing
both hon. gentlemen in all they have said in bis money in it. At that time there was a
reference to His Excellency the Governor general expression of opinion that he might
General, and in according to him as w, arm a possibly be the next Governor General, and
welcome as it is possible for us to give when the hope was heralded forth through the
he bas assumed the position of the Governorot that Mr. Gladstone migbt possibly
General of the Dominion of Canada. ws select him nd that if he did so the CaHadian
Excellency cones from a distinguished people would welcome bis choice. Having
famil, whose ancestors served the State, botb said that nmuch, I part company, to some ex-
in Scctland and in England. They occupied tent, with the hon. gentlemen who inoved
very higb positions. his Excellency comes and seconded the address. I think it would
to us under circugstances that are somewhat have been only due to Parliament hai the
peculiar and different from those which Governient explained why we were not
attended. bis predecessors, mnaking bis advent called together at an earlier date. Recently
to Canada one of much greater interest to, there bias been an unwritten agreernent that
the Canadian people than tas been usual in Parliament should be called together about
the selection of bis predecessors. Jn the the beginniing of February eacb year. It
pa.st, tbe position of Governor General in would be founid more convenient for busi-
this country lias ratber been regarded as a ness mer to leave Ottawa before the middle
stepping-stone to, advancement, than as tbe of May or tbe beginning of Junie. Tbis
ultimate ambition of Englis statesmen. The year, if we bave the usual session, it mav be
late Lord Elgin went from Canada to India. extended to the end of June, or possibly the
Lord Lansdowne did the same ; after serving beginning of July. I tink Parliament was
a termn in this country ble was appointed entitled toh some explanation from the Gov-
Viceroy to Idia. Lord Dufferin likewise ernment of the reason for the extraor udiary
followed in the same path, and subsequently delay in summoning the flouse.
occupied very hig and distinguished posi- The next paragrap of the Address refers
tions in the diplomatic service. Witb Lord to, the gratifying fact that the volume of
Aberdeen it b aas been somewbat different. trade last year exceeded that of any year in
He sas selected some six years ago te fil the bistory of tbe Dominion. I do not tbink
the first position under the Crown of Great it anytbing very wonderful that a country
Britain in a representative capacity-that possessing te elenents of greatness that
sf Viceroy to Ireland. We al know that Canada bas and sucb weth of resources
he conducted imself there witb suca success should increase in trade as the years go by.
and such tact that he not only softened the The increase as not .een at ail commensu-
aearts of the Irisb people towards the Britisb rate witb the circumstances of the countrv.
Crown, but b and Lady Aberdeen endeared I Iooked up the figures wbile my onourale
temselves to the people by the very great friend vas speaking on that point, and it
interest tvey took in ad that tends to tbe did not occur t o me that the growt areed
amelioration of the peopie of any country. deveopment were of that magnitude that he
Hie departure from Dubin Castie was would lead us to believe. I find that se far
marked witb an event wicb indicates the as our exports go, the export of the products
success wich attended his administration. of the mine was less than it was the precd-

i believe the bands of tbe national societies ing year and the year before-that the ex-
had Vot play Il God save the Queen" for port of the products of our fisheries was less
many years before, but they played it on the than it was the preceding year and th e y ear
occasion of the departure of Lord Aberdeen before. Our forests gave a considerable
from Dublin. It is only an indication of part of the increase. The exports of the
what tact and sympaty with the people e products of the forest rose from $22,000,000
was called to preside over can accompish. teo $26,000,000. The exprt of animais (the
These characteristics are possessed by our products of the farm) rose from $28,000,000
present Governor Generai. As bas been to $31,000,000 between 1892 and 1893. So
very bappilv observed by the hon gente- far as other sources of agricultural wealth
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go, they were about at a standstill. In 1892
they were $22,000,000 and in 1893, they.
were $22,000,000, so it will be seen that the
additional amount of export was due entirely
to the products of the forest and the products
of animals. These are two sources of wealth
to this country that are susceptible of the
most extraordinary development. So far as
the wealth of the forest goes, it depends en-
tirely on whether our foreign customers can
buy our lumber. W hen the United States
or Great Britain are booming there is a
greater demand for Canadian lumber; when
there is any depression in the United States
or Great Britain, but more particularly in
the United States, the demand for lumber
falls. The trade is not dependent on any
innate factor in Canada, but on causes out-
side. So it is with animals-facility and
cost of transport and incidents of that kind
govern our ability to place them on the mar-
kets of the world as low as the producers of
other countries are able to do. The growth
of our trade is due entirely to the industry
of the Canadian people. It is in no way
dependent on the fiscal policy of the country.
The fiscal policy is adverse to them. It
bears heavily on the articles that they con-
sume. There is no special credit to be
claimed by the Government. Then, again,
We are told that one gratifying phase of it
is the increase of trade with Great Britain.
I find the increase there is only about
$1,000,000 over the preceding year. The
trade with Great Britain was $106,-
000,000 in 1892, and in 1893 it was
$107,000,000; but a very singular coinci-
dence is that 20yearsagoitwas $107,000,000.
Going back to 1873 it was exactly $107,-
266,000, and in 1.893 it was $107,228,000,
which is a few thousand dollars less than it
Was in 1873. Now that is not very much
to boast of-nothing that can be held forth
as evidenceof great development in the trade
of the country, when we have so many more
broad acres under tillage, when we have so
mnany more people engaged in agriculture,
when we have so many more facilities for its
transportation, and when we ought to be in
a position to buy so much more than we did
twenty years ago. Our trade with the United
States last year was $102,000,000, as agaiist
$107,000,000 with Great Britain. . It must
be remembered that the British market is
open to us. We can readily increase our
8gregate trade with Great Britain by taking
down our tariff. If we do, our trade will

2

certainly increase. The British market is
always open to us. We do not pay a farthing
on anything we send to that market, and
therefore it rests entirely with ourselves to
say whether our trade with Great Britain
shall be increased or not. There is a con-
stant reference to the advantages of the
Britishmarket. I am mostanxious to increase
our trade with the British market, but to do
so let us take down our tariff-that is the
common sense way to do it. On their part
there is no tariff barrier. The only. wonder
is that between the McKinley tariff on the
one side and the Foster tariff on the other
there is any trade between this country and
the United States. What is surprising about
it is that in spite of the difficulties created
by both countries, we have $102,000,000
trade with the United States, only $5,000,000
less than with Great Britain. I may be told
that that is due to some extent to the passage
of bullion back and forth, but even allowing
four or five millions of dollars for bullion, it
shows an extraordinary expansion of trade
with the United States in spite of all the
difficulties and barriers thrown in the way.
The hon. gentleman seemed to think, from
the course of his remarks, that there was a
degree of prosperity in Canada that we ought
all to appreciate, and he did not seetn to think
that we were a highly taxed people or that
we had anything to complain of with regard
to the tariff. He comes from a part of the
Dominion where nature has been most boun-
tiful in her gifts-where they have not only
the wealth of the land, rich soil for agricul-
ture, but they have the wealth of the ocean
around them. They have in addition to
that an opportunity for recuperating the
soil by gathering shells from the sea shore
and enriching the land, yet Prince Edward
Island has not made that progress which,
under fair and ordinary conditions, from my
standpoint, it should have made since it
entered confederation. When I come to
discuss the question of taxes, I think I will
be able to show to the hon. gentleman that
there are two ways of paying taxes-that
the $23,000,000 that we pay as customs
duties and the $6,000,000 or $7,000,000
that we pay as inland revenue-or those
who drink whisky and wine pay-repre-
sents a very small part of the taxes levied
upon the people. Coming to Prince Edward
Island I find that in 1874, the year after
they came into confederation, they imported
for consumption into the island $1,900,000
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worth of goods on which they paid a duty
of $219,000-that is a duty of about 12
per cent. Last year they only imported
$481,811 worth on which they paid a duty
of $142,000. Although they imported one-
fifth of what they had imported before,
they paid about half as much duty on that
one-fifth. Of course it will be said that the
reductions in the importations was due to
the fact that they were buying in 1893
very largely from Ontario. They bought
those agricultural implements that my hon.
friend has lauded so much, giving the manu-
facturers the benefit of 30 or 35 per cent
that the tariff of this country enabled them
to charge over and above the fair value of
the article in a free market ; but I find also
that, taking the five years fron 1873 to
1878, the first five years after Prince Edward
Island came into confederation, they sold
abroad $7,500,000 worth, and during the
last five years from 1889 to 1893, they
,only sold $5,500,000 worth-$2,000,000 less
in the last five years than in the former
period. That must have had some effect on'
the island. I think Prince Edward Island
is situated, for the purposes of trade,
for opportunities of reaching the world's
markets, . in a more favourable position
than any other part of the Dominion.
It is within easy sail of the markets
along the New England coast, and it
is nearer the markets of Europe, and,
therefore, the progress of Prince Edward
Island ought to be great, but if we want the
clearest evidence that the growth is not
there that it is entitled to expect, we have
only to point out the fact that her sons have
emigrated to other parts of this continent.
The census of 1881 showed a population of
108,000, and in 1891 there were only 187
more persons, men, women and children in
the island than there were ten years before.
In the face of that fact, the hon. gentleman
required a great deal of faith in the policy,
in the tariff, and all the other acts of the
Administration to laud them, as he did, in
ascribing the success that this country has
achieved, in the last ten or fifteen years, to
their policy. The hon. gentleman endeav-
oured to prove to us-and he quoted figures
from Sir Richard Cartwright's speech-that
Canada was not unduly taxed. He pointed
out that, apparently, the taxation was not
greater in 1893 than it was ten years ago.
But there are other ways of paying taxes
than paying into the Treasury. If the hon.

gentleman were to enumerate the taxes that
we pay on our cotton goods, which go to
swell the dividends of the cotton lords, and
if he were to mention the taxes that we pay
on all the iron used in this country he would
find that the burden is very much greater.
For instance, if he will take the taxes which
we pay on sugar to the refiners of Canada
and the taxes we pay on our coal oil-I will
not go on and enumerate a long list of ar-
ticles-he will find that the $23,000,000 that
we pay in customs and the six or seven mil-
lions of dollars that we pay in Inland Re-
venue, are very small items in the amount.
Take sugar as an illustration, because while
he was speaking it occurred to me that I
might quote the figures. The average amount
of sugarthat we consume isabout 150,000,000
pounds. An hon. member near me says it is
more than that. It is put in the official return
at 200,000,000 pounds, but that includes
some of the coarser kinds that we would
not use, those below 14. There must be a
large loss in refining such sugar, but I will
put it at 150,000,000 pounds. The refiner
gets eight-tenths of a cent-that is the duty
on sugar, the quality which is consumed in
a country like Canada. If that four-fifths of a
cent went into the treasury it would mean
$1,000,000 or a little more added to the
revenue. But what went into the treasury
last year for sugar ? I have just turned up
the amount on sugar and it is $9,000.
Somebody must get the benefit of the bal-
ance. The refiner has to get his prices
a shade below foreign prices in order to
keep out the foreign article. Suppose he
takes only a half cent (and the figures I have
given are within the mark) we should re-
ceive three-quarters of a million dollars.
Now that is quite plain. My hon. friend
shakes his head-it seems to me that if he
were to try to experiment we would find it so.
Between 1873 and 1878, we derived a con-
siderable revenue from sugar and closed the
refinery in Montreal. But is it not better
that we should get a revenue from sugar and
the people have their sugar cheap than that
we spould have a few people employed in
refinng sugar in this country? Would it
not be better, if need be, to pension off the
few people employed in refining sugar and
let the people have cheap sugar? The same
argument applies all through. I might go
on and illustrate that every other article
which is protected imposes an indirect tax
on the consumer. What is the object of a
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protective tariff ? It is to force the consumer ruptcy in a few years if they persisted in it.
to purchase in the home market. If we They now have $500,000,000 of silver in
could all get a little advantage over each their vaults. Is not that enougl to croate
other and be puton afooting of equality, Icould a depression ina country? That $500,000,000
recognize the fairness of it, but we are pro- is held at a national loss. That is the cause
tecting a favoured few-fifteen per cent of the of the depression, and the gold is being ex-
Population-and the othereighty-fiveper cent ported rapidly from the country. The
have to pay the shot. It is unfair-it is reserve of gold from week to week was de-
robbing the country, and disturbing the creasing. It was simply the outgrowth of
financialequalitythatwe ought all tostandon. their extreme protective policy. When you
Is it not a fact that a few men in Canada are get a protective policy-happily it has not
getting richer and a good many are getting got such a hold on the Canadian people as it
poorer or cannot make headway ? There is no had on the peoplq of the United States-
land under the sun as favoured as Canada is, it is almost impossible to shake it off. The
no country has such forests and fisheries. No people of the United States decided in
country has finer land to till. No country favour of free trade or a revenue tarif a
can produce cheaper under normal circum- year and a haif ago, yet to-day they are
stances than Canada, none can more success- powerless, because even Democrats get into
fully compete with the world in everything the ranks, just as in this country opponents
that is indigenous to the soil, but because it of the Government get into the combines,
suits the policy of the Government to favour and favoured and subsidized companies are
a few individuals who, it is said, reciprocate incorporated, and the moment they do
one way or another-of course I do not speak that they becomo true Tories and upholders
of the Red Parlour or anyreciprocityof that of a protective policy. The moment
sort-but for some reason or other there is we are ourselves interested, we are in-
a disposition to tax the consumer for the fluenced. My hon. friend thinks thatbenefit of the few. While Canada has been is an admission - it is an admissiongrowing richer, there 18 no doubt about it, sheply that huma0 nature is weak, andthe wealth is ot ftairly distributed. It runs we are al, Grit or Tory, ohable to theinto particular lnes, it runs into particular 8ame influences. Every man is a protec-
industries that are subsidized by the State, tionist in his own business and a free traderbecause it is a subsidy by the State where in every one elses. That is the supreme lawYoucompel people to purchase the articles of human nature. We mayas well befrank;

from certain producers. That is there is no use deceiving ourselves. When
a subsidy given to the producer by the State persons become interested in any particularat the expene of the consumer. There i r no business they naturally want to keep othersother way of ooking at it. The hon. out. They get 30 per cent protection, andgentleman ascribes the depression in the then they want 35; they get 35, and then
UJnited States to their defoctivo banking they want 40, and so it gos on. Unless theslystera. Their banking system is not as poticy of the Government gets a rude shakgood as Ourh-there is no doubt about that- at the next election, it may continue goingbut that could not disturb, to, the extent that on in this country for the next 25 years,it did, the condition of the United States. because if you give the leading and influen-
It wa-s due siraply to the protective policy. tial men in the country an interest in itsThe silver men of Nevada and California growth ad development, you cannot shakomady a ring with the iron, the coal and other it off. The mass of the people do not under-itpterests of the United States and said stand the matter. It is only recntly that

here we are in the swim, we want the the farming intarest has taken this question
ljnuted States Government to buy our sil- up, and why 1 Simply bocauso the McKinleyver*o The Government of the United States tarife and the Fcster tarif were two bless-
agreed to buy one million dollars silver every ings in disguise. They taught th people toWeek, and they have been throwing over fifty reason and to look for the origin of things,
millions of dollars a year away-they xnight and to endeavour to flnd out what was theas well have thrown it into the sea. They cause of the depression and f tholbard
have been buyg an aricle that is daily be- tumes. It was a very difficult matter to,

we are ourslve in erstd weare in

ressed in value, an article they can- convince them, because the tarif was thoughtnot get rid of. They would go into bank- to bo some ingenious way of putting money

grwn2ihr hr sn dutaotisml ht ua auei ek n
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into the exchequer without seriously affect-
ing anybody's interest or making a drain on
anybody's pocket. This was a delusion under
which the people remained for a long time,
but owing to the McKinley tariff more par-
ticularly, the people began to discover that
the tariff was simply a tax which contributes
to the support of the revenue or to the
support of the individual who was reaping
the benefit of the fiscal policy. But I
am glad to know that under the influence
of a high tariff the people of this country
are being educated up to the truth. If 75
per cent of the community choose to go and
enrich the remaining 25 per cent and pay
their quota to add to the wealth of that 25
per cent they have themselves to blame for
it. Unless the Government come down with
the changes which they have foreshadowed
to some degree, they will find a considerable
upheaval in public opinion at the next elec-
tion. They tell us in the next paragraph of
the speech that they do propose to make
some changes, which is an indication that,
at all events to some extent, I am right.
They say it is lopping off the mouldering
branches. The minute you begin to lop off
those branches you have to make the admis-
sion that the tariff was too high. If you
take anything off cotton, is it not a fair
admission that the cotton men are getting
too much of an advantage and that their
market was too heavily protected? You give
them the raw material free and they have
many other advantages. Selling in the
country in which they manufacture, they
have a great advantage over the foreign
producer or manufacturer in the matter of
freight, and they should be satisfied to a
large extent with that. But the very fact
of your consenting to lower the tariff is an
admission that undue advantage is being
taken by persons who are in those special
lines of business which are so highly protect-
ed. Of course you will find, to use a vulgar
expression, that somebody will squeal. If
you begin to talk about taking away the
privileges from a class they begin to remon-
strate. They make it appear that their
business is being injured. The hon. gentle-
man from Prince Edward Island spoke about
the agriculturalimplements that we produce.
I quite agree with him that we do produce as
fine agricultural implements as are made in
any country, and I think if the raw material
were made free altogether our manufactures
would be able to compete with the world. I

have no doubt that ny hon. friend opposite
was very much pleased when he saw those
Massey-Harris agricultural implements for
sale in Australia, and heard them so highly
spoken of. It was a compliment to the coun-
try, and I am sure he felt justly proud. Now,
why could not the Massey-Harris Company
seil in Canada as well as in Australia ? They
send their machinery to Australia and there
compete with the United States, Germany,
Great Britain and all the rest of the world.
Why should they have the privilege of mak-
ing Canadian farmers pay more for their
binders, or their reapers and mowers than
they would pay in Australia? Of course
the prices are increased in Australia, no
doubt, because these articles are not manu-
factured there, but in Australia this company
is in competition with those of the United
States and on an equal footing. The hon.
gentleman seems to think it was rather un-
fortunate that Prince Edward Island was
used as a dumping ground for machines
f rom the United States. I doubt very n.uch
whether he would find that the opinion met
with general approval in Prince Edward
Island. I think there are men there who
would like to buy agricultural implements a
little cheaper than they can be bought in
Ontario during the last ten years-at all
events give them a chance, let them have
the opportunity, let them be the judges
whether they will pay the Massey-Harris
Company, or buy their agricultural imple-
ments in the United States, or in some other
conntry. It is, of course, fair and proper
to put a tax on these articles up to the point
of the requirements of the revenue, but not
above that point where the duty goes into
the pockets of the manufacturers. It is a
fair thing to tax anything coming into the
country so long as that tax is shown to go
directly into the public exchequer, but it
ought not to be used as a lever to benefit
the manufacturer in Canada. We come
next to that paragraph in the Address in
which we are asked to rejoice at the peace-
ful conclusion of the Behring Sea contro-
versy. I am gratified that the Government
did seek that method of settling this ques-
tion. Whether the decision was for us or
against us was quite immaterial, so far as
concerns the propriety of the submission to
arbitration. It is, of course, the true tribu-
nal to which we refer all international sub-
jects, and we must recognize the fact even
though we may fail where we thought to
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succeed ; that is something we cannot sealers will be able to continue their work,
help. Having made the bargain we must but fot to the extent that it was carried on
adhere to it. Under any circumstances, no formerly. It does seem to me a very curi-
matter what the result may be, it is an ous conclusion, and I quite appreciate the
immense advance, and I hope in the future reasons which prompted the representative of
the precedent may be followed that wherever Canada to decline to sign the convention.
we have these international difficulties they Mhile saying that, 1 ar quite sure that
will be referred to an independent tribunal Canada had a very faithful and able repre-
for settlement. There is no doubt that we sentative, and that it was through no omis-
have suffered in this, as we have suffered in sion or want of consideration of his or of
many other things. We are overshadowed the ministers who prepared the factum. It
by the mother country. Britain nust be on lis myfirrn conviction that had the arbitrators
good terns with the'United States. They been influenced by the reasons which ought
each do with the other their largest trade; to have prevailed, the matter would have
they buy and sell with each other more 4en differently settled. However, it seems
largely than with any other country, and to have been settled on the ground of expe-
Great Britain cannot afford to quarrel with diency, and I ar glad it was settled, no
so good a customer. I need not cover the matter what the resuit. We can afford to
ground which I have gone over so often lose even that inuch, so long as we feel that
before in this House, but this illustrates my we are living up to the arrangement which
principle. It is a matter of historv now, but we ourselves have been a party to, and when
it seems rather curious that on this occasion things go against us, the best policy is to
all the points were settled in favour of Canada. accept the decision with good grace. We
The contention of the United States that are next informed that some very important
Behring Sea is mare clausum, and their legislation is to be brought under the notice
pretensions that they bought from Russia of Parliarent this session on a matter that
the right to the whole of the Behring Sea, has for some tire agitated the rinds of the
on which they founded their claim to exclude mercantile comrunity-I allude to the sub-
us, were decided a<gainst them, and Canada ject of insoîvency. No doubt hon. gentle-
was declared perfectly right. And so in men are aware that partial legisiation, as
regard to the Pribyloff Islands ; it was far as the province could enact it, has already
decided that England, France, Newfound- been adopted in at least one province, but
land and Canada all had their rights up to it is unsatisfactory in many ways. The deci-
the three-mile limit. Having gone thus far, sion of the Imperial Privy Council rendered
one would suppose that the natural conse- the other day, like sore other decisions of
quence would be some proposal f rom the that august body, has not proved quite satis-
other side as to what Canadians were willing factory to some. J ar very glad indeed
to do about it as to whether they would that the Government has taken the sub-
make a bargain-some proposal to have an ject up and will subînit to Parliarent a bil
international talk on this and other inter- (ealing with insolvency. The subject is one
national questions, as to the preservation of which speciaîîy appertains to the depart-
the seals, and as to the three-mile limit-but ment over which the hon. leader of this
no, the Alaska Company had the ear of the buse presides, and 1 would ask that he
United States Governinent and the United take charge of the bil in this Chamber
States, by some very clever method, seem to and give us something to do while they are
have obtained the ear of those gentlemen who discussing the tarif in the other branch of
were on the board. They say " we will give the legislature.
the United States the control within a zone Then the îast paragraph of the Address
of sixty miles." That seems to be a rather refers to the question of stear communica-
paradoxical way of settling matters. Prac- tion on the Atlantic and Paciflc oceans, no
tically, I suppose, it gives to the Americans, doubt foreshadowino what has been the sub-
if they can enforce the regulations as ject of a very great deal of discussion in the
against the rest of the world, exclusive press, and of what is known in the east as
control in those waters in the future to the fast Atlantic service. It of course is a
a very large extent. No doubt some subject of very great gratification to Cana-
of the seals will come outside of this dians if they can make Canada the highwayZone, and if they do our olever Canadian between the otherland and Australta. If
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they can divert even a reasonable amount of its attractions, I must say, and no doubt, if
the passenger traffic or the light freight it could be proved feasible it would be under-
traffic through Canada, it will be a very taken by some company. It is to be, no
desirable object to attain even at considerable doubt, subsidiary to the steamers on the
expense. I myself, however, speaking of Pacifie that are now running between Van-
course with the imperfect knowledge of a couver and points in Asia and Australia.
layman, fear that it may not prove feasible We were glad to hear of the cordial recep-
or attractive to the British investor, for I tion to the hon. leader of the House in
suppose it is in Great Br*tain that the pro- Australia and of his many efforts to develop
ject will have to be floated. We have had, trade between Canada and that country.
as hon. gentlemen know, an offer of a very Heretofore the trade bas not assumed large
handsome subsidy on the statute-books for proportions. It has not grown at ail. It
a good many years, to any company that may be said that it has not had those facilities
would start sucd an enterprise, placing on the un

takha een b somecompany. t istrtibe n

Atlantic a fast dne of steamers, and it has o itself. , quite appreciate the fact that in all
not attracted capital. I presurne, f rom the cases of that kind, where a country is so
manner in which it is mWentioned in the Ad- distant the attention of those interested in
dress, that it is in' end d to supplerent this the products of either country has to be called
amount with some considerable addition. It to such a distant market, and it may be, and
is doubtful if, even witi that addition, itwill probably will be, that we shah find that there
be taken up, and, if taken up, whether the are articles in the products of both countries
enterprise can be ultimately made a success. that can be mutualy exchanged. Heretofore
To shorten the time means a higher rate of the quantities we have sent to them have
speed. That would no doubt be a part of been small and they have sent us, I believe,
the contract-twentv knots an hour tas wool and cotton. Certainy, so far as these
what wain discussed. Hon, ientlemen ho articles are concerned the ineestedtin

have crossed the Atlantic inust know that to interfere with the growth of the trade,
when you approach -Newfouiidlanid, and par- Ibecause they pay no duty. We have sent
ticularly when you cone up through the then lumber and ish and recently some
straits, there are sucih things as fogs and ice- agricultural implements, and arn glad to
bergs met with at most periods of the year, hear that the trade in the latter article is
and it is extrenely dangerous undem such ikely to increase. I can only hope that the
conditions to run at a high rate of speed. It foreshadowing of this trade may meet with
is very well known that the fast steamers results that probably some of us at present
that run between New York and Liveo o are skeptical of. It wil no doubt lead to
and New York aid Southampton, favour a r the laring of a cable across the Pacifi.
route a long way south of the latitude of In that I should take a good deal of interest,
Nen York, and even then they occasionally as e think it will be probably the precurser
meet ith fogs, although notvery of ten andit of a trade that might follow. It would
must berenembered thatthefast steanmers can draw public attention, more particularly in
only be maintained, under our present syter the motherland, to the very great advantages
of obtaining power, by an enormous expendi- il that Canada offers for alternative communi-
ture, and that heretofore the greyhounds, Ication with those reote colnies. Whether
as theyare called, have not paid except during it will end, as some hon. gentlemen who are
a comparatively few months of the year. great federalists anticipate, in our making a
We know that these vey fast steamers have fusion with these colonies is questionable. I
been laid up in the winter when the ex- very much doubt whether it is practicable or
tensive passenger travel is over. They ru n advisable. We can commercially be on the
during the months of July, August and Sept- est terms with them. We can commercially
ember, and therefore, judging from the ex- have the freest trade, and have doubt
perience of other Atlantic nes, we have to that at this convention to be held here in
calculate whether, even with this short June nexth this subject will be duly dis-
distance to be traversed between Halifax and cussed, and as we have now a federaist at
Liverpool, under conditions so adverse to us, the head of affairs in England, Lord Rose-
we can succeed in attaining that spee and berry, who has very great faith in the weld-
attract a susjicient amount of travel in ordering together of the various colonies, it is
to make it a remunerative enterprise. It h Js quite possible that the project may be

distnceto e tavesedbeteen aliax nd ussd, nd s wehav no a edealit a
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revived. So far as all the colonies are con- governing of the empire, but that has not
cerned, I think it would only be a graceful always been the case, and the Governors
act if they were to commercially unite. It and Viceroys of India have been appointed
is not at all essential that we should be from other colonies than Canada. If
united on the question of administration. If Sir Henry Norman, the Governor at
we throw our ports open to each other we present of Queensland, one of the smallest
can certainly cultivate the broadest possible colonies of Australia, was offered the
friendship which ought to exist between the viceroyship of India after the retirement of
iembers of the same family. Lord Lansdowne, I scarcely think I should

be correct in stating that the appointment of
Hon. Mr. BOWELL-In attempting to a Governor of Queensland was made a step-

reply briefly to the remarks of the hon. ping stone to the higher position. I am
leader of the Opposition, I shall endeavour inclined to the opinion that in the selection
to do so in the spirit which has character- of viceroys for India thestatesmenof England
ized his utterances. I congratulate the look more to the capacity and the ability of
House, and I congratulate the hon. gentle- the nominees than they do to the positions
uan himself, if I may be permitted to do so, which they may have held, either in Canada

on the spirit with which he has approached or any other portion of the empire. Looking
the different subjects mentioned in the at the men who have been sent to India, we
Speech from the Throne, but before doing can but come to the conclusion that it is their
so, I join with him most heartilv in con- character, their ability and intellect that
gratulating this House upon the admission governed the selection. Lord Elgin, whorn
to it of the hon. member from Prince my hon. friend referred to, was known to be
Edward Island. His address to-day has a man.of very great ability and very great
been one which gives promise that in the intellect. Lord Dufferin and Lord Lans-
future he will be of great advantage to downe have been appointed for their ex-
Us, however old or experienced we may be perience and their fitness to govern the
in our legislative duties, and however per- country, and if the gentleman who is now
fect, or rather I shouid say imperfect, in our at the head of affairs in this country should
ideas of governing the country. His ad- receive that honour, it will be, I am sure,
dress gave evidence of thought and perfect from the knowledge that they have of his
knowledge of the wants and requirements governing ability, rather than from the fact
of this country. After long study and a good of his being the Governor General of Canada.
deal of experience in the political sphere The hon. gentleman, I notice, lias pursued
of his own province he bas come to a con- in this debate the saie course and used the
clusion which I am certain every thinking same arguments and objections that have
mnan im the whole Dominion will not only been heard in another place. He complains
appreciate but approve. The remarks of that Parliament was not called together at
my hon. friend froni Windsor were strictly an earlier date. I do not know that it is
to the point, and I can only echo the re- necessary for me to enter fully into the
marks of the leader of the Opposition, when reasons why this was not done. He has
he said that they were of a practical char- called attention a number of times during
acter, and gave evidence of thought and his speech to the relative position which
contemplation in the consideration of ques- Canada holds to the United States, and
tions affecting tbis country. I also join most what might follow if a certain policy were
heartily in the eulogies whicl have been carried out. Now, I am not blind to this
passed on Lord Stanley, our late Governor fact, that, being contiguous as we are to the
General, and also on Lord Aberdeen, our pre- neighbouring Republic, so far as our fiscal
sent Goveriior. I must, however, and I policy is concerned, our legislation may in
suppose it is natural, dissent to a certain the future be governed to a greater or less
extent from the opinion expressed by the extent by their action. It may not be politic
lion. gentleman when he said that Canada to say so, but I believe in dealing with

as made a stepping stone for advancement questions affecting our country, as we would
in imperial politics. It is true that many with one another, and wherever a fact
Governors General, after having left us, have exists, no matter what party is affected by
been promoted to what is considered a it, we should not fail to recognize it and to
higher and more responsible position in the govern ourselves accordingly. While I say
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that, I wish to be distinctly and positively present day, is, to a very great extent due to
understood as not being one of those who the fact that people are in an unsettled state,
are desirous of framing our fiscal policy, or i fot knowing what the Governrent intend
any other policy, upon the basis upon which to do. It is true, as he says, the late elec-
the United States govern their people. tions in the United States gave the impres-
What I think we should do as Canadians is sion, at least to the people of the outer
to consider first what is in our own interest, world, that Congress was to reduce the
what is to our greatest advantage, and just tarif, and, with that expectation, trade at
as soon as we have cone top that conclusion, once became disturbed to a very great extent.
our policy should be along that lne and When I say trade, mean the buying and sel-
along no other. At the saine time, while a lingand the inporting f roforeign countries.
neighbouring country places on its statute- No man will import and pay a high rate of
books anv, law which materially affects us, if duty when he is looking forward with fond
we can gain any advantage by following in expectation to the duty being lowered. What
their footsteps in that particular, J do not are the facts ? The hon. gentleman has
hesitate sto say that in the interests of the admitted that the people of the United
people of Canada, we should follow that States are not to receive the advantages that
course, but where it does not have that effect, they anticipated after the election. Look at
were it bas a contrary effect, we should the Wilson Biu itself. Take it in ail its
neer be, as a. independent people, the slav- details: whilethereisareductionin tuetarif,
ish folowers of any foreign country, parti- it is fwrom 15 to 25 per cent higer than our
cularly as affects our fiscal policy and our tarify. That is the position in which it went
tarifn arrangements. Tese are the views up froin the house of Representatives. How
that i hold, and 1 believe they are held gen does it present tself to us to-day? Are thev
erally by the party hiti which I ar con- to have a tarif hased upon free trade prin-
nected in this country-Canada first, and ciples, and which we are asked to follow?
in ac l particulars we ought to fovern our- Would my hon. friend he willing to enter
sees in ou own interests. The bon. geolte- into a reciprocity treaty, pure and simple,
man repeated statements that w-e have with the United States, taking their tariff
heard very often as to the trade policy of this as proposed by the Senate, or as it is ikely to
counti-y. Hie tells us that ouir increase in be placed on the statute-book ?-We are told
trade yas not been wonderful durinc the that the McKinley tarif in the United
past year. t is not as great, I presume, as States and the Foster tarif " in this ountry
any of us would ike it to have been, but have been the cause of great depression in
when we contrast the trade of Camada and the country. Why, the Foste tarif as he
its present financial, moral and industrial terms it, or the Canadian tarif bas been 30
position with that of any other portion of to 50 per cent ess than that of the United
the world at the present day, there is no States, and I arn one of those who believe,
Cauarian wHlo knows anything of bis coun- and have not besitated to express that
try but unust be proud of the fact that he is a opinion, not only in this country, but in the
Canadian. Has not ou trade increased Antipodes, when 1 was addressing the cham-
in a greater ratio than that of our neigh- bers of commerce in Australia, that instead
bouis across the border? Have we not, dis- of the McKinley tarif ruining the trade of
played iall our enterprises more caution, and Canada and injurin our farmers, it h only
have we fot attaiîîed to a grater height in coînpelled Canadians to seek other mnarkets,
the length of tirne that we bave been work- Iand in seeking tbose markets, they have not
in- under the policy whici my hon. friend only secured thend but bave obtained
condemns so strenuously, than any other better prices and a better profit from the
country in the world? I will not attewpt to change. In speaking of the trade of the
waste the time of this use in discussing Dominion, we are constantly reminded of
the causes wbich led to the depression that the year 18i3. 1 venture the assertion that
prevails in the United States. Lt is a happy there is scarcely a gentleman in this couse
taougfht with the lion, gentleman opposite! wbo bas not heard the same thing repeated
and those wbo oppose the policy of the pre c in every speech made by gentlemenof the
sent goverinent, to attribute it to the siler opposition, on this question. The year 1873,
question. Myown convictions are that the as hon. gentleme know, was abnormal in
great depression ii the United States at the the bistory of Canada, so far as our imports
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and exports are concerned, but it must also THE SENATE.
be borne in mind that, although the trade
of 1873 was very large and greater than at Ottawa, Tuesday, 2Oth Marelt, 1894.
almost any other period, it was before the DE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 ocock.
hon. gentleman opposite attained to office ;-
that the very moment he and his party began Frayer and routine proceedings.
Controlling the destinies of this country, it
sank from $217,575,510 in 1874, to $153,- THE LATE SENATOR BOISFORD,
455,682 in 1879; on being 64,109,828,
during the five years they were in power. Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Before the Orders
I do not know that it is necessary for me of the Day are cailed it is again my painful
to point out that fact, but it is a fact, as duty to cali the attention of the buse te
proven by the Trade and Navigation the deatb of one of its oldest members, since
returns. If the hon. gentleman had been a our meeting yesterday, our old and esteemed
little more fair in dealing with this question, friend Senator Botsford has been called to bis
he would have dealt with it in the aggregate, long home. I do net knowthat anywords f rom
and not selected any particular article, me are necessary in eulogy of the character
whether it be lumber or animals, to base an of the departed gentleman. He was well
argument upon, to show that the country is known in this buse, particularly te tbe
not progressive, because the exportation of eider members, and I think 1 am net saying
that particular article has decreased during tee much wheu I state that ne man whe
a certain time. Let him take the trade of ever sat in the Senate of Canada was more
the whole country and then be can have a highly esteemed than the departed gentie-
correct idea of what the advance has been man, Senator Botsford. He had occupied
during the last five or ten years. verypreminent positions inthe public service.

Hie wvas twice Speaker cf this bouse, and
Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that the was on a number cf commissions cf very

debate be adjourned until to morrow. great importance, net oniy in bis own coun-
try, but aise te Wasbington, wben difficulties

The motion was agreed to. arose between that great republic and the
province cf whicb he was a native. We shail
ail miss bim. It is a warning te, the wbole

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE. cf us, and I can only hope and pray that a
Slike duty may net devolve upon me again

of . Mr. BOWELL-It is the intention for sone tire te ceme. Those who have
the ovenmen teadjorn fterWedes-occupied seats with tbe late Senator Botsfordof the Government to adjourn after Wednes- i h eaeo aaa ilb etralday's sitting until the following Tuesday, t seat er Cand will be bete andbut it has been suggested to me, and I think t

the suggestion is a very goood one, that bis unswerving integrity, and bis devoted
before recommending to the House the patriotism than I can. 1 wish again te ex-
appointment of the different committees, press my very deep regret at the loss sus-
should give notice, after the adoption of the tained by the Senate and by the country of
Address, of a reference of the rules as they
were laid before the members of the last Hon. Mr. SCOTT-1 entirely concur in
session of Parliament, to a committee of the
whole House in order that we may consider t

tbemlieue, . Heuse in reference te, the deceased gentle-them fully, and then, after their adoption, man. Mr. Botsford was a character peculiar
appoint a committee to strike the com- country.
rnittees and have our committees in the
future based upon these rules. If that meets Empire Loyalist steck, he through a long life
the views of hon. gentlemen, I give verbal showed that he possessed the tinest cbaracter
notice now that I will to-morrow move that that any man can possibly aspire te. Few
the rules be referred to a Committee of the men bave been blessed with se long a life,
louse. few bave been given se many opportunities

as he possessed to serve his country. He
held an important position in the public life

The Senate adjourned at 5.45 p.m. for over 60 years. I remember on the
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anniversary of his 50th year the members of lative Council of his native province. He
the Senate of that day were only too glad to left that position in the year 1867, at the
attend a reception in his honour and con- eau of the Queen, to become a member of the
gratulate him on the many services he had Senate of the newly forred Confederation
been able to render to his country. During of Canada. In reference to the qualities
the two months that on onie occasion he filled which have been spoken of by rny hon. friend,
the Chair of the Senate, now so worthily filled 1 would also like te ask the attention of the
by yourself, Mr. Speaker, there was a House to this fact, that those qualities seer
unanimous feeling in this House that no one to have been recognized by persons high in
could have been fairer or more reasonable position a great many years ago. Many
than he proved himself to be. A gentleman years before the rajority of the members of
in every way, he inspired confidence in the this House entered into public life at ail,
Assembly that he presided over. His is a over 50 years ago, Mr. Botsford acquired the
career to be pointed to as worthy of imita- confidence and, 1 may add, the friendship of
tion by those younger than himself in this three successive governors-the late Manners
Chamber. Sutton, Sir Edrund Head and Sir Arthur

Gordon, since elevated to the peerage, who
Hon. Mr. DICKEY-The echoes of the was a well-known scion of the faiily and a

tribute paid to the memory of our late leader near relative of the present Governor of
had scarcely died away when we heard of the Canada. Mr. Botsford acquired their confi-
death of my late friend and neighbour Senator dence, showing the integrity of the man and
Botsford. Living as we did for a long period his higb character wherever he was known,
of our lives, extending certainly over 60 years, and he was on two or three occasions sent on
within a few miles of each other, it is but confidential missions to Washington and to
natural that I should take this opportunity Quebec, especially during the time of Lord
of paying at all events my tribute of respect Durham. He was also a commissioner who
to his memory by saying a few words. Born was called upon to lay ont the boundary
in 1804, our late friend, Mr. Botsford, came between his native province and mine some
of good stock. His family was one of the flfty-six years ago. He was aise called upon
oldest and most honoured in New Brunswick. to lay out the boundaries, and was employed
His father was a judge of the Supreme Court in that work some two or three years, be-
of that province and his grandfather was one tween his native province of New Brunswick
of the U. E. Loyalists who came to this and the old province of Canada. I mention
country in consequence of the condition of these facts to show the estimation in which
affairs during the revolution and became he was heli in his own country by his own
the first Speaker of the first Legislature of peiple before he had got through the forties
the province of New Brunswick. His father of his life. We have ail known hin so Wel
was a speaker of that saine House and it may that it is scarcely necessary te enlarge on
be said that the son was literally born in the the subject. Personallv I dislike, as 1 am sure
purple, so far as legislation is concerned, he would dislike to discuss such a matter at
because that has been carried down in the any greater length, but if I were asked what
family up to the present time through where his peculiar characteristics, J would
about a century and a quarter, and we may say that Mr. Botsford had by sound obser-
therefore speak of him as having been, vation and extensive reading become a fairly
in connection with his two immediate good constitutionalist and deeply acquainted
ancestors, born in the legislative purple. with parliamentary practiceand we have had
My hon. f riend from Ottawa has paid the benefit of his services in beth these
a very proper tribute, and just what I might capacities. I say peace to lus ashes, aid may
have expected from him, to the excellent his exaînple aet upon even the youngest
qualities of Mr. Botsford. I am sure that members of this fouse who were not,
no one who was with him, as he and I have as 1 have been among his contemporanes.
been since the early days of confederation, 'May his exanple long remain, and may we
could have spoken with greater propriety always renember that such a ian as Amos
than he has with regard to the feeling of Edwin Botsfocd was one of the oldest
members on all sides of the House. Mir. members of the fouse, one Who had always
Botsford was first called into public life in done his duty in the positions which he
1833--ovel 61 years ago now-to the Legis- occupied and one ithowas aways a credit to
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the province from which he came. I there-
fore respond (as far as I can and under cir-
cumstances which preventme from continuing
the subject) to what has been said in his
memory. I thank hon. gentlemen on both
sides for the kind opinions they have ex-
pressed, and I trust that they will be some
balm to the feelings of those that he left
behind in his native province.

Hon. Mr. WARK.-I ought not to allow
this occasion to pass without joining in the
expressions of regret at thedeceaseof our late
colleague. There is perhaps no man living
who was so long connected with him in public
life in one way or another as myself. It is
true, as my hon. friend opposite has remark-
ed, that he entered public life several years
before I did. He was appointed to the
Legislative Council in 1833, sixty years ago.
I was connected with the House of Assembly
in 1842, nine years after, and from that time
down to the present we have seemed to run,
as it were, together. After sitting in the
House of Assembly eight years, I was
appointed to the Legislative Council. That
brouglit him and me into closer connection.
It is true that we differed on most public
niatters, but there was one question on which
We cordially united, and that was the union
of the provinces. We both took a very
deep interest in that and we both lent some
assistance to the carrying out of the measure.
When it was carried we both came here in
1867, and since that time we have stood
together as representatives from the same
province. He was a man of extensive
information, especially on public matters,
and I join cordially in everything that my
hon. friend opposite has said with regard to
bis qualities. I may say in conclusion that
the Government will find it difficult to find
any one equal to him to take his place.

THE ADDRESS.

THE DEBATE (continued).

The Order of the Day being called "re-
surning the adjourned debate on the con-
sideration of His Excellency the Governor
General's speech, on the opening of the fourth
session of the seventh Parliament."

which prevented me dealing as I should
have liked to do, with the subject before the
House. I will, however, in as brief a man-
ner as possible, endeavour to reply to some
of the observations made by the hon. gentle-
man. When the House adjourned I was
on the point of referring to the trade of the
country. My hon. friend, while acknow-
ledging that it had progressed, and was
greater in the aggregate last year than at
any previous time, could not help using
the expression that it was " not at all won-
derful." When we reflect upon the financial
and commercial depression in the different
countries of the world at the present moment
we have cause to be thankful that the trade
of our country, both in its exports and in
its imports, is so sound, and to claim that it
is really wonderful we occupy as proud
a position as we do to-day. The hon. gen-
tleman said among other things that the
principal increase had been in lumber.and in
animals. I admit the truth of that state-
ment, but I think I am justified in repeat-
ing what I stated yesterday in reference to
that mode of argument-that it is unfair to
the country, unfair and misleading to our-
selves, to pick out any particular article and
base an argument upon it as to the progress,
material or otherwise, of the country. We
must take the trade as a whole, and if it
shows a healthful increase it is an evidence,
at least to that extent, that the Dominion
as a whole is prospering. Now, on turning
to the Trade and Navigation returns of last
year, page 26, we find that the trade of 1893
consisted of the following items:-

Products of the mine.8. ... S 5,625,526
Products of the fisheries..... 8,941,357
Products of the forest ....... 27,632,791
Animals and their products.. 32,775,879
Agricultural products . ..... 27,093,195
Manufactures............... 8,487,271
Miscellaneous articles....... .392,327

Total..... ...... $110,948,346.

Coin and bullion.. ...... 4,133,698
Estimated amount short at

inland ports .............. 3,482,308

G4rand total......8118,564,352

The two former show a decrease as com-
pared with the exports of the preceding
year, but in the products of the forest there
is an increase of about two and a quarter

lon. Mr. BOWELL said-I have first to millions. Now, I wish the House and the
thak the leader of the Opposition for the country to pay particular attention to this
courtesy extended to me yesterday, when I fact: It has of late been the stalking-horse,
was labouring under a bronchial affection so to speak, of all those.who oppose the pre-
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sent policy, that prevails in this country, to last fall, that our manufacturers were suc-
take up and champion the farmer. One cessfully competing there. I can assure him
would suppose, to hear the speeches made in that it was. One establishment in Ontario
the different representative bodies in this made its first exportation to that country
country by the opponents of the Government, about five vears ago, when they were
and more particularly by those who indulge' laughed at, and when Canada was looked
in this kind of argument out of doors, on the upon as an outside part of the world
stump or when addressing the people, that situated somewhere near the North Pole-
the poor unfortunate farmer of this country some of them had scarcely heard of it. He
had become so reduced in his ability to was told to take his five machines that he
produce from the soil or f rom the forest or had taken to that country back again, that
any other source, or in the manufacturing they could not be sold ; but with that true
industries of cheese and butter, as to enterprise which characterizes the people of
deserve ·the commiseration of the people this country-and by the way he was a
of this country. Notwithstanding all that Nova Scotian from Cape Breton-he said,
has been said about him, we find that it " I came here to sell these articles, and I
is in that particular branch of industry propose to sell them or give them away."
in this country that the greatest progress He was urged not to undertake it. Why ?
lias taken place, giving evidence of two Because the agent of the MacCormick
facts-first, that they are producing more Machinery Company desiredtokeepthewhole
from the soil and f rom the industries which of that market. He succeeded in selling the
they pursue, and also that they have become five machines; the following year he sold
richer than they were before. Whether it twenty-five, and last year he put on that
be the result of the present policy or not, the market together with mowers and other agri-
pleasing fact is made clear that they are cultural implements and parts thereof,
better off to-day, for the reason that they 8,000, and sold them all. If that can
are producing and exporting more, and be done through enterprise and energy,
consequently receiving more,-unless the why should not we protect them until
prices have become so low that there is no they are enabled to compete in other
profit, which is a matter absolutely beyond markets? I know my hon. friend will say
either their or our control. So when these
people are represented as labouring under
enormous taxation we have but one conclu-
sion, with these trade figures before us, at
which to arrive: That they are better off
to-day, progressing more rapidly and doing
better than at any other period in their
existence. The next item is that of lumber.
As my hon. friend says, our export trade
depends in a great measure upon the require-
ments of the foreign market, and that it
might have increased is not to be wondered|
at, but was just in proportion to the demands
both in England and Europe, and the United
States. In manufactures there has been
also an increase of three quarters of a
million dollars, a matter which is to me, be-
lieving as I do, firmly in the correctness of
the policy- which has been in existence in
Canada for the last fifteen years, gratifying
in the extreme. I am gratified for many
reasons. First, it shows we are producing
in this country an article which can compete
successfully in other portions of the world
against other manufacturers. As the hon.
leader remarked yesterday, it must have been
pleasing to me to learn, when in the antipodes

" if they can afford to manufacture them in
this country and send them abroad, why do
they need protection." I will tell him why?
They require protection for the same reason
that protection was given to manufacturers
in England in the olden times and in the
United States in later times-until they had
acquired a position which enabled them to
compete in every market. I am glad to
know that the Canadian people are possessed
with as much energy and " push " to use an
American expression, as any people in the
world. I look forward at no distant day to
see not only the distant colonies of Austra-
lia, but the different islands of the Pacific,
supplied by the manufacturers of this coun-
try with as good articles as can be produced
in any other part of the world. And what
is more gratifying-the manufacturers under
that protective tariff which my hon. friend
condemned so earnestly yesterday, have been
enabled to attain a position of wealth and
to acquire the skill and efficiency to com-
pete with others in outside markets. When
I was urging this system of reciprocal rela-
tions between New South Wales and Canada,
in talking with the Premier and the Finance
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Minister of that colony, after I had pointed
out these facts as an illustration of what
could be done between the two countries, and
said that if we had direct communication we
could take their products in exchange for
those we had to sell-how was I met by the
treasurer of New South Wales ? He said,
" That is just what we have done: .we are
trying to prevent your people bringing those
things into this country, and we desire to
establish manufactures of our own." My
reply to that was " you are quite right to do
precisely as we Canadians did." Before 1878
Canada was made the " dumping ground," as
my hon. friend designated it the other day,
for all the surplus stock that they had
in the United States or nearly the whole of
it. We were depending on them for nearly
all we required in this country for our agri-
cultural wants. Now, I said, "we put a
high duty on imports. We encouraged
peuple to invest their money in manufactur-
ing industries, and they did invest it-they
Went on progressing until they have reached
the status which they now occupy. They
have carried on the competition not only in
Canada but in France, England and your
Own country, and succeeded in carrying off
the prizes, giving evidence that they pro-
duce as good or a better article than any
other country. Go on precisely as we did.
I have no fault to find with you; but until
you have attained that efficiency in the
manufacture of agricultural implements and
other things that we can supply you with
now, we want you to take them from us in-
stead of the United States." He said, " I
have no objection to that." * My reply was:
"If you desire to buy, buy f rom us, from
Your kin, your brothers, living under the
same flag "-and I am glad to say that that
feeling prevails not only now,'but has for
some time prevailed in the Australian colonies,
and they will deal with us in the future, I
an quite satisfied, when they desire to ob-
tain those articles which they do not manu-
facture themselves, rather than deal with any
other country, if we can only have direct and
continued communication with them. So
mauch on that point. My hon. friend then
says, " Throw down the barriers-wipe out
the distinction that exists between our
tariffs." I do not know that he intended
that remark to apply particularly to England,
'where there is free trade. If he did · not,
then it simply means this, that we are to
deStroy all our industrial establishments in

Canada and to provide a a market for our
f riends across the border.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I spoke of the colon-
ies. I said we could easily get up a trade
with Australia by taking down our tariff.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL.-That is precisely
the policy of this Government, and that is the
very reason why the Governnient sent me to
Australia to try to accomplish such an object.
Having given, by the sanction of Parliament,
without a dissenting voice, one hundred
thousand dollars to establish direct commu-
nications between the Australian colonies
and Canada, the next thing to accomplish
was to establish a trade, if possible ; and if,
when the convention meets, anything like
fair propositions are made by which we can
have access to their markets for that which
we have to produce-lumber, fish and other
articles-we shall be very glad to reciprocate,
so in that respect the hon. leader of the Op-
position and myself and the Government are
for once, at least, in accord. Has the pro-
tective policy done that harm and injury to
the people that my hon. friend says it has,
or do not the figures, as given in the Trade
and Navigation returns, show that we are pro-
gressing and that our markets are equal to, if
not better than they ever were before i Has
it been a loss, except of a temporary charac-
ter to this country, to the farming commu-
nity particularly, or to any other class of
people, to have partially lost the United
States markets? I readily admit that any
violent or sudden change in the fiscal policy,
or the tariff, of any country, particularly in
countries lying contiguous to each other, as
do Canada and the United States, must of
necessity have a serious effect at the time.
Now, as an illustration, it would be folly
for me to say that the imposition of 30 cents
per bushel on barley did not temporarily
affect the people of my own province of
Ontario. But the farmers of Ontario-and
my remarks apply as much to the people of
the other provinces as to the people of
Ontario-showed that they were quite able
to meet any emergency. When the recipro-
city treaty was repealed we haà an illustra-
tion of this. Then the United States was
the market for all our coarse grains and
animals. That was cut off. Then our
farmers turned their attention to other
pursuits, particularly in the way of dairying,
and I do not hesitate to say that they-I
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am speaking particularly of the section
where I have resided for the last half century
-are better off to-day than they were under
the old reciprocity treaty. They have turned
their attention to an industry by which they
concentrate the product§ of the land into a
small compass, and that concentrated pro-
duct can be transported to distant lands
where a good market is found; whereas if
they had confined themselves to their old
mode of farming, in the production of coarse
grains ; the freights would have eaten up
the profits, so that they are better off under
the present system than they ever were
before. There is one thing I am glad to
know, that that little island in the sea, to
which the leader of the Opposition referred
yesterday as having suffered from the National
Policy, is turning its attention now to the
production of that which will find a ready
market in England, and which will supplant
the cheese and butter now sent from Den-
mark, Norway,. and other portions of Europe,
to the British Islands. I predict that the
people of that island, after they have pursued
this industry which they are establishing all
over the island, for a few years, will soon
find they are not dependent on the markets
of the United States, or of any other foreign
country-other than that of England, if that
may be termed a foreign market. Turning
my attention again for a moment to the
foreign market, I should like to place upon
record and lay before the Senate what the
result of the McKinley Bill has been, during
the last five years, upon our trade with the
United States and with England:

Great Britain.
1890 .... .... 22,240,548
1891.......... 26,245,171
1892. .. ...... 39,187,861
1893.......... 42,495,261

United States.
$ 13,485,727

11,608,225
8,509,703
8,083,955

Now, if any figures could possibly prove to
this country that our natural market is
England, they are the figures that I have
quoted. They show the people of the
country where their interests, financially and
otherwise, lie ; it certainly is not to the
south of us, but in the motherland, for which
we all have an admiration.

like my hon. friend to tell me if the English
people would eat any less because they had
to pay two cents a pound on cheese and five
cents a bushel on wheat ? I rather think
that the consuming powers of that people
would be just as great under a 5 per cent
tariff as it would be with free wheat. There
are many other things that suggest them-
selves to me in connection with that remark
of my hon. friend from Marquette, but I
will not detain the House with them at the
present moment. Let me look again at
these returns, because, if I am not wearying
the House, I desire to have this point im-
pressed upon the minds of those who take
any interest in it, that Great Britain is the
ultimate market to which the products of
our soil must be sent. If we take the period
from 1890 to 1893 with reference to the
exportation of animals and agricultural pro-
ducts to the United States, we find the
following results :-

1890. 1893.
Horses........... $1,887,895 $1,123,339
Cattle ........... 104,623 11,032
Sheep.... ....... 761,565 1,088,814
Eggs ...... .... 1,793,104 324,355
Barley. . ......... .4,582,562 638,271
Hay.. ........... 922,797 854,958
Potatoes. ........ 308,915 259,176

10,361,461 4,299,945

Now, with regard to sheep, if the House
will examine the facts, they will find that
more than two-thirds of those that are
termed sheep were lambs, and no matter
what duty the United States Government
may put on-at least that is the feeling of
the trade-the Americans will have Cana-
dian lambs. There has been a decline in the
exports of barley. It may be argued that
that is the result of not having a profitable
market for this particular product. The
Ontario statistics show that the agriculturists
were alive to their own interests, that if
they lost that American market it was quite
proper to turn their attention to something
else, and last year the area sown with barley
was only a little over 468,000 acres, while
the year before it was 875,286 acres. The
acreage sown last year was only one-half of
that which was sown the year before

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Because it is an Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They may put in a
open market. good crop this year.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL--My hon. friend
says it is because it is an open market. I
admit it is an open market, but I should

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I do not know ; I
am not so sure of that. If the Bill which is
now before the United-States Senate indu-
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ces the Canadian farmer to return to his
old habit of raising barley, and 20 cents is not
found a pretty high protective duty on an
article which is to-day selling at 60 cents per
bushel, I do not know what is. And then,
if my hon. friend has paid any attention
to the farming operations of the United
States as far west as Michigan, Ohio and
Wisconsin, will know that the western far-
mers are producing barley to-day and send-
ing it into the state of New York, com-
peting with the Bay of Quinté barley, which
was the be-st in the markets of the continent.

An hon. MEMBER-It is not equal to
our barley.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I did not say it was.
It is nearly equal to it, and if they go on
Progressing, as they have done, and paying
attention to the seed and the production of
the crop, it certainly is an article which will,
in the future, as in the past two years, come
into competition with and displace that
which formerly was held in such high esteem
in that country. The world moves, although
it might appear that my Liberal friends, who
are supposed to be the progressive party in
that country, do not know it ; but it does
maove and move rapidly, and people adapt
themnselves to all circumstances which may
comle Up, and there is no class of people who
have more active intelligence in that respect
than the farming people of this country. No
tariff of the United States, I care not if it
be three times as high as the McKinley
tariff, can crush the industries of Canada,
While they have a market which is more pro-
fitable and better for them than the one to
which they formerly sent their products. The
same thing is precisely the ca-e with hay and
Potatoes. Taking the whole of these articles
we find that while the Americans bought from
Canada in 1890, $10,371,461, last year they
bought only $4,299,095. If these people
are determined to pursue a course hostile to
Canada, we have, at least, this evidence that
We can live without them, however desirable
it mnay be to live on terms of amity and good-
Will. I do not wish in this discussion to intro-
duce questions which, probably, mightarouse
the ire of the hon. gentlemen opposite,
but I do say this, that we should have less
difficulty and less trouble in effecting amic-
able trade relations in such articles as would
be of benefit to both sides of the line, were
it not that there are certain politicians in

this country who are so unpatriotic that, in
their great desire for power, they urge
upon United States statesmen not to make
concessions to Carrada, because if they did, it
would drive usfurther away from annexation.
I say this is a matter of serious moment.
It is a matter which every honest and
patriotic Canadian should take to heart,
that when attempts are made by others to
do that which opponents of the Government
declare to be in the interests of Canada, they
should not throw obstacles in the way of our
dealings with foreign countries. If the
policy of the Government does not meet
their approval, it is their right, as British
subjects, to turn them out on the first
opportunity. No one can blame them for
that. I assisted in doing that on one
occasion, and I do not blame any one else
for taking the same course, but let them
pursue an honourable patriotic course, and
not a course which tends to make a foreign
people believe that the more they legislate
against us, the nearer they are to forcing us
into a political alliance with them. I will not
weary the House by pointing to the advan-
tages which there are in exporting the
cereals of the country to Great Britain
instead of the United States. While I am
anxious and willing that we should recipro-
cate in such articles as, I think, would be
advantageous to the country at large (not
speaking of the advantages to be derived
on our side, because it always takes two to
make a bargain), I am not prepared as a
public man, and a Canadian, to make con-
cessions simply in the interest of a foreign
country, which would carry no advantage to
ourselves. There is another point which I
think is of some interest, and more parti-
cularly as it affects that portion of the
argument of the leader of the Opposition
in which he tells us that we were building
up the barriers and preventing the trade of
this country increasing. I propose to give
one illustration to show what effect the im-
position of the high duty has had upon
one particular branch of agriculture. In
giving that illustration I shall simply con-
tent myself with saying that itis applicable to
almost every article grown by the farmers.
My hon. friend says " pull down the bar-
riers." Let us take the question of the hog
product alone, and see whether the protective
duty has assism our farmers in this country,
I took the trouble to prepare a table show-
ing the total hog product imported and
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entered for consumption, not that which is this, which my hon. friendterms a marvellous
imported into the country and then change, in the importation of this particular
exported, but the produet imported into article? But is that all? Let me turn your
this country for home consumption. This attention next to the exportation of hog
table gives the figures since 1884, by years, products during these periods, and the figures
and if you will examine the figures you will will prove that not only has the protective
find that until the duty which we imposed policy secured the market to the farmers of
upon the article got sufficiently high to this country for that which the country con-
keep out the foreign product, the importa- sumes, but it has induced them to carry on
tions into this country were large; but just the industry to such an extent as to enable
as soon as it was properly protected, then them to export as înuch in proportion as the
the importations fell off and our own people importation from the United States bas
produced that which was required, not only fallen off. In 1884 we exported ail these
for home consumption but for exportation three articles to which I bave called atten-
also. Wipe off the duties as my hon. friend tion, the product of Canada. he figures are:
suggests, and you would return instantly to EXPORTs-Hoa PRODUCTS OF CANADA.
the satoe position you were in some 10 or 15p
years ago, that is, the farmers would beon
deprived of their arkets ere and the ea on. n rd al

Americans would brinto in their cheap ogad a

products and destroy the Canadian industry. --- __ ______

iNow, t shat read the figures, and give Lbs. Lbs. Lbs. Lbs.
the totals in bacon, hams, shoulders and sides, 1884.. 8,117,970 630,970 214,772 8,963,712
wbich bear oee rsi rate f duty, and 188- 8,152,087 555,436 63,559 8,t i71,082

1886.. 8,566,490 346,105 95,790 9008385pork, whaic under the Late tarif beurs a duty 1887.. 11,400,420 617,13 159,248 11,816,803
of one and one half cents per pound and lard 1888.. 7,019823 2à4,140 75,165 7.389,128
which bears another duty. All these articles 1889.. 4,066,682 284,697 92,002 4,443,381

1890.. 7,492,082 2-38,899 92,434 7,813,415
we imported for home consumption in 1884. 1891.. 7,634,237 67,687 47,734 7,749,658

1892.. 12,142,9 142,386 31,886 1 2,316,650
1893.. 18,54,347 903,022 709,624 20,116,993

Bacon hais
shoulders Pork. L
and sides.

Lbs, Lbs. L
4,458,710 13,721,308 3,6

13,476,385
14,308,040

9,658,322
9,974,523

15
17
il
9
3

ard. Total.

I -

bs.
96,992

3,045,417
3,061,744
3,388,942
6,271,922

21
21
20
15
118

',206,172 8,290,001 27
',185,794 4,828,678 26
,116,948 991 655 14
,508,666 693,269 11
,862,546 147,630 4

Lbs.

,877,010
,413,724
,934,279
,415,452
,394,142
,155,140
,368,125
,679,021
,218,302
,680,331

When we imposed a high duty, in 1890
the importation was 26,368,125 pounds. The
farmers had not yet had time to turn their
attention to the production of this particular
kind of meat. In 1891 the importation fell
from 26,000,000 poundstol4,679,021 pounds
and in 1892 it tumbled down to 11,218,302
poundsandlastyearitfellto4,680,331 pounds.
Will any one in his senses tell me, or can
he convince the agriculturists of this country
that if the duty had not been increased to 3
cents upon hams, 1f cents upon barrelled
pork and 2 cents on lard, we would have had

Here begins the operation of the high tariff
In 1890 we exported 7,813,415 pounds,and in-
1891, 7,749,658 pounds; 1892, 12,316,6c0
pounds ; in 1893, 20,116,993 pounds of the
product of the hog of this country alone.
Now, this shows that, for instance, from
1889, when we imported for home con-
sumption no less than 27,000,000 pounds of
the product of the hog, which was consumed
in Canada; last year the importation
amounted to four and a half millions, while
our exportation of the product of this par-
ticular animal, which consumed the coarse
grains which the Americans used to take,
actually amounted to over 20,000,000 pounds
of the product of Canada; and yet people
will tell me that the protective policy has
done nothing to help the agriculturists
of the country. My hon. friend says :
" Wipe out the tariff, let us have free trade."
That is the doctrine now, I believe, in favour
with the Liberal party. A little while ago
it was commercial union,--which my bon.
friend, although a Liberal, repudiated some
little time ago. Then, it was the more plaus-
ible doctrine of unrestricted reciprocity.

Year.

1884..
1885..
1886..
1887..
1888..
1889,.
1890..
1891.
1892..
1893..

4.891,922
3,564,495
2,368,188
2,147,697
3,658,967
4,353,653
2,570,418
1,016,367

670,155

.

.

.
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An hon. MEMBER-Is not the market
regulated by the export?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Not always. The
market may be regulated in a great ineasure
by the demand and if we had not had any to
export, the trade would not have grown so
much in the last few years. If the demand
in England had been greater than it was,
and we had not the pork ready to send there,
they would have got it somewhere else. I
do not desire at all in my argument to deal
with the abstract question of the principles
of free trade or protection. I prefer to deal
with the question as it presents itself to me
and to every intelligent man in this country,
that is to say, from a practical standpoint. I
find that the imposition of a duty keeps out of
the country that which we produce ourselves
and enables us to export one hundred, yes, one
thousand per cent more than we did before;
that is all I care about so far as political eco-
nony is concerned. If our farmers can put the
value of twenty million pounds of pork into
their pockets in a year, that has more to (1o in
convincing me, and I think it will have
more to do in convincing the people of Can-
ada generally, of the benefits which are de-
rlived from that policy, than if you preach
the abstract theory of free trade until
doomsday. I will give my hon. friend be-
fore I sit down a quotation from a gentle-
man who is an ardent free trader, who was
in this country last year, upon that particu-
lar point. I might deal with these matters
at greater length, but I do not think it
necessary to do so. I have taken this course
because of the remarks of my hon. friend,
the leader of the Opposition, who tells us
that we are taxed to death, that the effects
of the policy have been to grind the poor
unfortunate producers, who toil for their
livelihood, down into the very ground, though
I think these facts which I have cited will
show him that the policy is not so bad after
all when compared-and we can judge of
its effects better by comparison than by any
other mode-with the results of the period
during which he had the honour of advising
lier Majesty through her representatives in
this country. Now, what were the taxes
levied upon goods imported into this coun-
try during the five years, or rather the six
Years the Liberals were in power, because I
consider the Liberal party responsible for
the year after my hon. friend ceased to
have the honour of being a member of

3

the Government of this country. What
were the taxes as compared with a later
period of five years, being from 1889 to
1893 ? In looking at these figures I think
they will show that while we have placed
a high protective duty upon many articles,
there are equally as many articles which
formerly were taxed under the rule of my
hon. friend opposite, that are now on the
free list. I wish to draw the attention of
the House in this manner to the fact that
those articles, which are upon the free list
to-day, are articles which are not produced
and cannot be produced in Canada. It is a
part of the protective policy, as I under-
stand it, that we should protect that, which
we can produce, and that we should allow
to come into Canada free, or to the greatest
extent that may be possible, all those articles
which we cannot produce ourselves. We
have placed upon the free list sugar and tea ;
we have relieved the newspapers from their
postage in sending them through the country
and we have removed that tax which was
considered to be such an odious tax, namely
the stamp duties. I might go on for half an
hour reciting these instances. Over 120
articles are on the free list to-day, placed
there by the present government, which
were taxable under my hon. friends opposite,
and they are all articles which are not pro-
duced in Canada. My hon. friend will say,
I have no doubt, that that was done for
revenue purposes and I am quite willing to
admit that. I reply we have provided a
sufficient revenue and we have secured ever
since we have been in power a surplus, instead
of ruining the industries of the country and
having a deficit every year, as was the case
in the period during which my hon. friend
was in power,-that is to say, except the first
year.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
is making a great mistake there. Your
Government has had some pretty big deficits
since 1878.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The firstyear, when
we had to assume the responsibilities of your
administration, I admit that we had a deficit.
I stand corrected, and I am very much
obliged to the hon. member from Halifax,
for calling my attention to the fact. I hope
he will be equally candid in acknowledging
that the deficit for 1879, the year after we
took the reins of power, was the result of
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the baneful effects of the legislation and the
administration of the affairs of this country
by my hon. friends opposite.

Hon. Mr. POWER. There were at
least three other years in which there were
considerable deficits.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If the hon. gen-
tleman is right, I stand corrected, but if
he will look at the facts I think my hon.
friend will find that he is in error. How-
ever, there is one cause for gratification: if
there were one or two, or even, to please my
hon. friend, say three deficits, there have
been surpluses since that time to more than
cover the deficits of the first year or two.
The country had not to be encumbered with
additional debts in order to provide money
for running expenses, as was the case during

the affairs of Canada, the rate of taxation
began to increase greatly year by year, while
on the other hand the taxation during the
last five years has been greatly decreased.
My hon. friend made use of an expression,
which I do not think he intended should
have the full force of his utterance, although
he qualified it by saying it was human
nature when a man becomes pecuniarily
interested in anything to change his belief
if his interest leads him to do so. Now I
am not prepared to admit that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I was pointing to the
Democratic senators.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Not the Canadians.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is a little human
nature in some Canadians too.

the regime of my hon. friend. They had to Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I think the buse
borrow every year except one, I think, in wiIl agree with me that human nature on
order to make up the deficiency in the re- this side of the lime is about the same as
venue and to carry on the ordinary affairs of that to the south of it, although I ar quite
this country. Going back to 1889, the per- willing to admit that his estimate of the
centage of duty levied on goods entering integrity and honour of Canadian statesmen
Canada for home consumption was during is justified. However, I arn inclined te be
the past five years :-- a littie more charitable, although I ar

1889. ....... ..accused of having very strong opinions on
1890. . . .. ........... 21-21 "c most things. I ar inclined to tink
18910.... ..... .... ... 20'06 "1891 .. ....... 20*06 that people can change their opinions,
1892.... .......... .... 17 56 and change them honestly. I do not
1893....... ............ 17'38 believe that a man, although he ay have

In 1883 the people of Canada paid $5.23 been born in a certain rut, rust always
per head for duty, while in 1893 they paid remain in it. I know in my own farily my
but $4.26 per head. A reduction of nearly father was an ardent English Whig when he
one per cent per annum in the rate of duty came to this country, but he was not bere
for the past five years, and a reduction of long until he saw what he thought were the
ten cents per head per annum in the amount very malign influences of the Liberal party,
of taxes collected during the past ten years and I think that I can apply that to an hon.
make it pretty clear that the Liberal-Con- friend opposite me. I know a more ardent
servative party bas been doing consider- English radical than is father I neer eard
able tarift reforming for some time past. of in my life, but when he came te this coun-
There was a graduai decrease during tbese try he thougbt that it was not rigbt for a man
five years from 1889 to 1893 in the taxation who loved bis country te continue connected
of the people of the country, although we with that party. That was bis opinion.
bad raised the duties upon miany articles. Although in my earlyyouth I was brought up
Let me turn your attention to the period in tbe Whig school, the opinions I hold te-
between 1874 and 1878, and precisely the day are honestly entertained. I an quite
contrary effect was the resuit of the adninis- willing to credit My bon. friend opposite
tration of the Liberal party. Jn 1874 the witb equal honesty and t admit that men
taxation per head was 1 1 *32 per cent, in may change their opinions and change them
1875, 12-38, in 1876, 13a44, in 1877, 13te3. honestly. When men saw in tbis country
The bast year that they had control of the in theyears fro 1876 to h8 7 8 ,everythingina
destinies of this country, it was 1403, thus state of stagnation and our industries paralyz-
soowing that from the moment they attained ed, they began t think that sogeting was
office, the moment they began tv administer wrong, and when tey observed the pro-
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grAss which was made in the United States
under the policy which had been pursued
there for a quarter of a century, they came
to the conclusion that unless we in Canada
changed our policy and our system we should
become poorer and poorer every year we
lived. Hence niany gentlemen belonging to
the Liberal party, in the province of Ontario,
particularly--I speak of this province be-
cause I know the fact-seeing that some-
thing must be done to change the condition
of affairs, joined hands with the late illus-
trious leader of the Conservative party and
Wiped out of existence a party that had de-
clared themselves utterly unable to do any-
thiug to assist the industries of the country.
They joined with those who had sufficiently
progressive ideas to change the whole fiscal
policy, and I leave it to the judgment of
this House and the country to state the re-
sults which have followed. But the hon.
gentleman says you have placed all these
millions in the pockets of the bloated-no, I
do not think he used that word-the pockets
of the manufacturers of this country.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Increased their divi-
dends.

lon. Mr. BOWELL-He complains that
the cotton lords, the sugar dukes-they must
he sweet-and a variety of other people
have grown comparatively wealthy under
the system. It is a levellihg principle
with which I have not the slightest
sympathy. I have no sympathy with that
cry against people who through their in-
dustry and integrity have acquired a com-n
petency in the course of trade which they are
Pursuing. That is a species of socialism.
Which I commend to my hon. friend from
Marquette, who seems to have the bugbear
of protection constantly before his eyes. Ithaunts him by day, and I have no doubt
by night. I like to see the country
progress, and no country can progress
unless the institutions of that country
are immutable in their character and the
people become satisfied and contented with
their lot. Now, my hon. friend's argument
Would be correct if he had taken the trouble
to prove that these cotton lords had taken
out of the pockets of the people the full
amount Of the duty that had been imposed.
If he could have proved that these sweet
.sugar dukes, who were revelling in luxury,
had taken out of the pockets of the people
the amount of the duty which is imposed

upon sugar, I readily admit that lie
would have established a position which
every Government should take steps to pre-
vent, if possible, just as the present Govern-
ment did when it was shown that a monopoly
and combination existed in the case of salt.
They at once struck a blow and broke up
the monopoly by opening the markets. Has
it been the fact, or is it the fact that the
people pay the amount imposed in the way of
duty in addition to the fair price of the goods?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I allowed a margin,
I put it down at one half cent a pound. I
did not go into the cotton question.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-My hon. friend
might have made a better statement if he
had looked at the Trade and Navigation re-
turns, and he could have increased his in-
come to a very much greater extent than he
did. If he will take the duty on 300,000,-
000 pounds of sugar imported he will find
that we should get between $2,000,000 and
$3,000,000 revenue. He says, " I allow a
margin for the dirt that is washed out
of the sugar." Now, that applies to raw
sugar, but not to imported refined sugar,
when they do not pay for dirt. The refined
sugar is made out of raw sugar. If we
import 300,000,000 pounds, and pay eight-
tenths of a cent uponit you willsee how much
should have gone into the treasury-some
$2,400,000, but instead of that we imported
the raw material. We encouraged anindustry
which exists. Perhaps it may be interest-
ing for him to know it, and he will probably
be surprised if he looks at the Trade and
Navigation returns to find that our manu-
facturers of raw sugar did, to a certain ex-
tent, export refined sugar from Canada
to the United States. I have under my
hand a statement showing that we ex-
ported between 5,000,000 and 6,000,000
pounds of sugar to the United States and
Newfoundland last year and I also have
letters from the refiners at Halifax showing
that they exported some 10,000 barrels of
sugar to Boston alone, and from the Redpath
refinery showing that they sent over 5,000
barrels to the market of Chicago in the pre-
vious year paying the freight upon the whole
of it and paying six-tenths of a cent per pound
upon it and underselling the United States
refiners who were getting two cents per
pound bounty on all sugar grown in the
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country-even maple sugar-and were allow-
ed all sugar free under16. Isnot that evidence
that the consumers of this country did not
pay the eight-tenths of a cent duty imposed
on sugar i My hon. friend says wipe out
the industry. You will have the opportunity
then of destroying the carrying trade
of our shipping to the extent of over
300,000,000 pounds of sugar a year. You
will destroy all the industries connected
with it-the cooperage industry, the whar-
fage, the cartage and others connected with
it. What do with it, if has all that got to
you can raise a cry and convince the people of
the country that they are having taxes extort-
ed from them that should not be? I have just
one point more on this question I add here a
statement of the prices of sugar every week
from January to December in 1892, in New
York and in Montreal. It is as follows:

WEEKLY PRicEs, New York and Montreal, Granulated
Sugar for Year 1892.

Jan."

Feb.

Mar.
"d
"
"i

Apr.
"i
"i
"

"

May
"i
"

"

June

July

Aug.

Sept.

Oct.
"

"

"i

Date.

8.... .... ........
15 .................
22 ..... ..........
29.......... . ....
5.... ...........12. ....... .....

26 .......... .....
4.............

il... ..........
18......... ......
25...............
1.............
8...........

15.............
22 . ..........

29. ...............
29

13..............
20...............
27..........,....
3.............

10................
17.................
24...............
1........ .. .......
8..... ............

15............ .....
22................
29...............

5
12 ...
19.............
26...............
2................
9 .............
16...............
23 ... .........
30 .............
7...............

14.............
21 ........ ........
28 ........

New York,
Net per lb

4.00
4.00
3.93
3.94
3.92
3.92
3.92
3.92
3.92
4.13
4.24
4.29
4.29
4.29
4.29
4.27
4.23
4.23
4.23
4.23
4.23
4.23
4.26
4.29
4.26
4.23
4.23
4.19
4.13
4.19
4.23
4.23
4.44
4.47
4.59
4.90
4.90
4.90
4.90
4.72
4.72
4.72
4.72

Montreal,
Net per lb.

4.39
4.33
4.33
4.33
4.33
4.33
4.33
4.33
4.33
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.26
4.26
4.20
4.20
4.20
4.20
4.20
4.14
4.14
4.14
4.14
4.14
4.08
4.08
4.08
4.14
4.26
4.63
4.6.3
4.63
4.63
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39

WEEKLY PRIcEs, New York and Montreal, Granulated
Sugar for Year 1892-Continued.

Date.

Nov.
".
"
"

Dec.

4.......... .... ..
11..... ..... ...
18.... ............
25...............
2..... ... .........
9................

16 .......
23..............
30 .... ...... ...

New York,
Net per lb.

4.72
4.61
4.59
4.59
4.59
4.59
4.59
4.59
4.59

Montreal,
Net per lb.

4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39
4.39

You will observe that for over six months
of that period refined sugars were cheaper in
Canada than they were in the United States,
and that has all been done through judicious
management of business under a protective
policy. Now my hon. friend says the
consumer pays all the taxes, that the imposi-
tion of the duty has but one result, and that
is the bearing down heavily upon the poor
unfortunate consumer. There was last year
a deputation of English journalists to the
World's Fair, and they visited Canada.
Among them was a Mr. Carr, a very eminent
literary man, who edits a newspaper in
Cardiff, Wales. I met him at a club in
Toronto, where he made a most violent free
trade speech at a dinner given by the Board
of Trade, in the course of which he told us
that he looked forward at no distant date to
seeing the period described by Macaulay
when the New Zealander would be found
sitting on the ruins of Blackfriars Bridge
looking at the ruins of London. He said
also that protection was a robbery of the
people, and went on in a very learned style
to show what a pair of trousers should cost a
man and claiming that they should not be
taxed. On his return to England he pub-
lished a brochure on what he had seen while
travelling on this continent and he did me
the honour to send me a copy. He was
horrified to find that under a protective
tariff things were actually cheaper than in
that elysium, as my hon. friend considers it,
free-trade England. I will read one para-
graph for the information of those who take
strong views on the other side of this ques-
tion. He writes in his letter upon " Econo-
mical Heresies in the United States," the
following:-

Mixing as I have done of late amongst all
classes of republican worknien and manufacturers
-having witnessed the phenoinenal prosperity
alike of capital and labour-in formed as I have been
of the extent and strength of the enormous interests
created by the American policy of protection, I
cannot help realizing the fact that those of our
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English people are living in a fool's paradise who I have but a few words to say with refer-
believe that the result of the recent democratie ence to my hon friend's remarks on the
victory in this country, although based on the cry
of tariff reformn, will result in any measure that question of trade and cable communication
will open the markets of the United States to the with Australasia. I was pleased to bear his
nanutactured goods of England or the Continent of remarks on what was tbe resuit of the
Europe. Behring Sea arbitration, because he viewed

le was a true prophet as has been that question, to my mmd, from a broad states-
proved not only by the Wilson Bill itself, manlike standpoint so different from that
but as has been proved by the revision of in wbich it was deait witb by bis own leader
that bill in the Senate. Then he goes on to in another branch of the legisiature and thesay: opposition press of the country. I readily

There is no Anierican statesinan living who admit witb im that we did not, as
dare precipitate such a national economic criss. Ii Canadians, get ail that we sbould have likedwould not be reform-it would be revolution. 1 to obtain, but there is this cause for satis-as You know, a convinced free trader. Pro- faction -and t am ony reiterating whattection 1 to me an economical heresy, the f mraud the hon. gentleman sad-that every con-ad folly of which are capable of mathemtaticalwe
demlonst ration -cîemnîstration as absolutely con- stitutional issue that was.raised, evr point
Vhicing as that by which the solution of a problem that was taken by our Minister of Marinein Euceid is arrived at. And yet throughout the and by our Minister of Justice, the leaderlength and readth of this vast continent oneis of the Government, and by the Governmentalwnost dily brougt face to face with solid indos-

Putable, facts that seem to give the lie to the of Canada in reference to the rigbts of thisaoundest and nost aniversally accepted axions of country and of tbe world generally in BehringPolitical econo ay. Let me give you just one Sea, were sustained by that arbitration, andexamnspe Under the shadow of a stringent protec- if there is anything wrong it may be througbtive tarif, the manufacture of paper was coin-nuencel in the United States. Paper is still subject t strict regulations. Bot of the represen-
to a heady ibport futy. According to our tneories, tatives of tbe United States, and tbe arbi-thae ought to enhance its price to the consumer in trator for Canada who was acting on behaifthîs country. As a inatter of fact, the New York o b rts oenet eue osgoewpaper proprietors by their ped aios of etthe awsorleneally in B in
price than that at which it could e supplied to tbem-so tbat taking the old adage, waenthem in London, and soe of the p nper milos in nobody is pleased it must be rigbt-whenNew Jersey are actually exporting paper to the old neither tbe United States nor Canadaeountry. Unless it cen )e shown that this pater ased with the proposed regulationsindustry would have grown up without th e ai(oftias bila protective tarif, it is futile nay, it is an imper- they were as near rigt as foreignerstinencefor an outsider to say that the Anericans at least could make thein. It bas beenhate acted unwisely in taxing themselves for a few said that it will ruin our industry. yers in order to establish i their midst a great have it from a British Columbian that heidustry giving occupation to a great quantity of bas already sent out two or tbree vessels thishrghly paid labour. And i sees to me that this
set of facts and the arguments based on it apply to year, and that as large a fleet has gone into
nany of the other industries which are assuming that business this year as last year. My
Sea colossal proportions throughout the length and hon. friend shakes his head-perhaps hebreadtîî of the land. knows better than I do. I am giving this

There is the evidence of a confirmed free statement, not on my own authority but on
trader of England showing the beneficial what I conceive to be good authority-that
effects of a protective tariff in the United is, those who are engaged in the trade them-
States. If this Mr. Carr had travelled selves. My bon. friend, spoke very plea-
further and inquired more into the effects sently about my trip to Australia and the
and results of the protective tariff in the manner in which the Canadian representative
United States, he could have applied the was received-I can only say to him that he
same remark to hundreds of other things did not exaggerate that reception. I did
that they have succeeded in producing under not accept that as a tribute to myself, bel
that protective tariff as cheaply as they do1 cause if my hon. friend or any one else had'
in the older countries, and are actually ex- gone as representing Canada, he would have
porting to that free trade country which we received the same attention. Greater
all admuire so much. Although a free trade warmth of feeling and a greater desire to
Pohcy may be right in the abstract to a discuss the object of that mission, and a
gleat extent in England, it would be de-! more earnest interest taken in the building
structive in a new country like Canada. 1up of a trade between the colonies to bring
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closer together the people of the British race,
could not be exhibited anywhere than in
every part of the four colonies which I had
the honour of visiting, and I shall never
forget, personally, not only the attention, but
the kindness which was extended to me
during that trip. My hon. friend said that
the trade of the country was falling off. It
is true that the trade with Australia in the
last year has fallen off. Is it necessary
for any reasoning person-is it necessary
for any one who knows the financial
position that Australia has been in for
the last two or three years-is it necessary
for those who have read the papers and know
the position of the American continent
generally, outside of Canada, to come at once
of a conclusion as to the reason of that
tailling off? Has it fallen off more than the
trade of the United States? I tell the
bon. gentleman that it bas not. In 1892
our trade with Australia amounted to
$436,603. It fell off last year to $288,352
being a falling off in that year of $148,581.
But I find in looking at the figures that for
the last five years the aggregate trade be-
tween the Dominion of Canada and Australia
has been$2,446,391, while forthepreviousfive
years it was only $1,852,873, showing when
you compare the two periods, that our trade
bas been gradually increasing, although we
have had no direct communication with that
country other than by sailing vessels, while
the United States bas had a subsidized line
of steamers running for the last 20 years
between the Australian colonies and San
Francisco. We find that in 1892 the trade
of the United States with Australia was
$11,246,474, and in 1893 it fell to $7,881,000
being a greater percentage of falling off with
a country that had direct steam communica-
tion than with a country that had no com-
munication other than by sailing vessels,
and that only occasionally. Ipredict that with
steamers that trade will steadily increase as
the years roll along. As an illustration, take
the six months ending the 30th December, we
did only some $7,000 worth of trade with
the Sandwich Islands, the capital of which

s my bon. friend knows, is Honolulu.
uring the last six months, that is during the

period of the existence of this line of steam-
ers, it has run up to between $60,000 and
$70,000. It is not much, I admit, in the
trade of a country, but it shows a gradual
gr)wth and I think we may look forward to
a time when we shall be pleased with the

idea that we subsidized that line and created
that connection. My hon. friend did make
use of an expression that I deeply regretted
to hear fall from his lips. J say it in all
sinceritv. It is a misfortune in this country,
whenever a proposition is made by which we
hope to build up our country either by
subsidizing steamship lines or by the
construction of railways, opening up and
developing its resources,that some politicians
begin to decry the enterprise at once. It is
not long since we were told that we were
expending hundreds of millions of dollars in
order to make a connection acress the moun-
tains with British Columbia. The present
Opposition at one time told the people of this
country that the Canadian Pacific Railway
would never pay for the grease that would
be necessary to lubricate the axles of the
trains running across the country. Another
ardent politician told the country that the
ties at one end would be rotted out before
we could finish its constructi.n through the
Rocky Mountains. It was by this kind of
statements-I cannot dignify them by the
term of arguments-that difficulties were
thrown in the way not only of the Gov-
ernment but of those who had the great
enterprise in their hands and were
endeavouring to carry it out. What do we
find to-day ? The same policy exactly
pursued in connection with a fast line of
steamers across the Atlantic. We were told
in the other branch of the Legislature and the
remark was repeated here the other day-
that therouteby the St. Lawrence couldnever
be navigated to any advantage which would
justify the expenditure of that amount of
money and the establishment of that line-
that fogs, icebergs and other obstacles were
constantly presenting themselves to the
navigators of this route. Was that all ?
Why, worse than that, my hon. friend niade
use of this unfortunate expression that he
did not believe it would be profitable to
British investors to put their money into this
enterprise. What effect, I ask, can that
have upon the money market of England,
when Mr. Huddart, who has entered into
this provisional arrangement, goes upon the
market and asks the capitalists to assist him
in establishing this line? No man knows
better than my hon. friend that there is
nothing so sensitive as the money markets of
any country, for the moment you touch a
man's interest that moment you lead him to
refrain from touching speculations that he
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would otherwise enter into. I say it is un- leader of the Government. I think the
fortunate, coming f rom the leader of a great House has reason to congratulate itself that
party like the Liberal party in this Domi- his cough interrupted his speech yesterday ;
nion, that he should throw his great because he has started in to-day with a clear
weight and influence into the scale, to ruin voice and a supply of material which he
an enterprise of this kind, which I look might not have had at his conmand yester-
Upon not only as apt to promote the lasting day. I would make one observation on the
interests of the country, but absolutely speech of the hon. gentleman. He tells us
necessary in order that we may have in the that -the Liberals, although their name would
near future an imperial highway f rom the indicate that they were progressive are not
mother land across Canada, making its the progressive party of this country; that
terminal ports in the Colonies of Australia, they remain stationary. Now, I could not
carrying not only a great proportion of the help thinking when I heard certain passages
wealth of the country, but making a highway of the hon. gentleman's speech that that
for travellers who will spend their money want of progress was not confined to Liberals.
with us, as well as the profit to be derived During part of the hon. gentleman's speech,
from the carrying of freight across the I could fancy myself back in the days when
country. What do we more need in the my hon. friend from the Quinté division and
interests of that down-trodden class of people the hon. gentleman who represents the
we have heard so much of-the farmers- Saugeen division in this House made vigorous
than facilities for carrying to the English onslaughts on the policy of the Mackenzie
market the perishable articles that they Government. During another portion of
produce,-facilities in the way of refri- his speech, I could imagine myself here
gerated storage in our ships; and I assure when the tariff Bill of 1879 was before the
the House that that is one of the conditions House. I may be excused for saying so, but
which we made in dealing with the gentle- I think we have had a disproportionate
man who has taken this great enterprise amount of talk on the tariff, considering that
under his management and control, namely, we are now dealing with the Speech of his
that all steps possible must be taken to enable Excellency the Governor General and not
the farmers to export their butter, eggs, with the Tariff Bill. When that bill comes
cheese, turkeys, and in fact whatever produce before us, we shall try to discuss it to the
is of a perishable chai acter, including, of best of our ability. However, there is this
course, fruits, to the British market. When advantage, in the course pursued by the hon.
the time arrives that the exporter of gentleman. I think he has given us some,
fresh eggs can place them on the London inkling of what the proposed tariff changes
markets in six days, thereby furnishing are to be. For instance, I notice, that the
a good fresh article, that is the time hon. gentleman pointed out that in the
when the Governinent will be able to matter of agricultural implements we would
Present to the legislative bodies of this be able to defy the United States manu-
country statistics showing that our ex- facturers. I take it for granted that that
Portation has increased ten, yea, one hundred- indicates the reduction of the duty on agri-
fold over that which I have already shown cultural inmpleinents. Then, the lion. gentle-
for the last few years. I say it in sincerity and man later on pointed out that under the
friendliness that if it should be my lot to live beneficent influence of protection, the hog
long enough to sit on the other side of the product of this country has marvellously
House, I promise my hon. friend that when- increased. Canada instead of importing
ever any proposition is made-if his party has over twenty million pounds of pork as she
the courage to do it-or any offer is enter- did somne years ago, imports only four million
tauned to promulgate a scheme for the pounds, while the export has grown corres-
advantage of the country, it shall have my pondingly. I take that to mean that the
Most ardent support. I give them this promise Government proposes to put such a duty on
in advance, although I hope in the interests, pork as will obliterate the small importation
of the country that the time is far distant which now takes place.
when itsdestinieswill be placed intheirhands. Having said so much with respect to the

speech of the hon. the leader of the
Hon. Mr.' POWiR-I do not rise for the House, I propose to go back to the speech of

Purpose of replying to the hon. the the hon. gentleman who moved the resolu-
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tions now before the House. I must express with pleasant expectation to His Excellency's
my gratification at the fact that the Govern- career in the Dominion. In Ireland Lord
ment have called to the Senate a gentleman Aberdeen was the most popular Lord Lieu-
like the hon. member from Marshfield i tenant who had represented the Sovereign
(Mr. Ferguson). His speech was able and there since the early part of the century,
well reasoned. Its language was good; and and I trust that when the time comes when
more than that, it was a common-sense we shall have to part with His Excellency
speech; there was no spread-eagleism in it- we shall have the same feeling towards
no denunciation of people who happen to him which the people in Ireland had when
differ from him in their political views as the scene took place, described by the
being enemies of their country. I regret to hon. gentleman from Ottawa (Mr. Scott).
say that the speech of the hon. the With respect to the second paragraph of
leader of this House was not similar in that the Speech, which deals with the increase in
respect. I am surprised that one so clear trade and the continued progress of the
headed as the hon. the leader of the Dominion, I may say that we are all gratified
House, should undertake to lay down the to know that at a time when there is
proposition that nearly one-half the people undoubtedly depression in other places,
of this country are not patriots and do not Canada has not suffered very raterially;
wish for the well-being of their country; but I do not think there is any reason for
that they are in some kind of a conspiracy boasting, because, as was pointed out by the
with foreigners to injure the country in hon. gentleran fror Ottawa, we can go
which they live, and in which they expect back twenty years and take Up the trade
to make their living and ultimately to die. returns and tind that at that tire the aggre-
We had here, as most members of this House gate trade of this country was nearly as
will recollect, a gentleman fron Marshfield great as it is now; and considering that
in Prince Edward Island, who was one of Canada is a young and should be a very
the model members of this House, and I progressive country, I do not think that
am glad to think that the hon. gentleman there is any special reason for the expression
who not sits in this House from Marshfield of exultation or surprise at the fact that
is not an unworthy successor to hlm-I there has been a moderate increase in our
refer to the hHon. Mr. Haythorne, a gentle- trade,-in our exports and i eports. The
man universally loved and respected. same observation applies to the next para-

t is unnecessary tor say anything about graph, which says "t t may be observed with
the speech of the hon. gentleman f romnI satisfaction that a large proportion of this
Windsor (Mr. Casgrain). That hon. gentie- increase is shown to have been due to the
man does well everything which he under- extension of our commerce with Great
takes.. Perhaps it is unnecessary to, say that Britain." If we look at these sarne trade
he spoke well, as the French members of returns-I do not take the year 1873, be-
this bouse al speak well, and I only wish cause, as the hon. gentleman said, that
that we English-speaking niembers could do was an abnorral year: I s e ight reply
as well as they. Before beginning to deal to him that 1893 was an abnormal year,
witrr the Speech of ris Excellency the but J shau not do so- let us take
Governor Gtneral, I may say that I think 1874, and we find that the aggregate trade
Canada is to be congratulated upon the choice of this country with Great Britain in 1874
which Rer Majesty has made of a Governor was $108,083,000. Last year it was $107,-
for this country, and we have especial reason 228,000. Ltisactually ess owtn fitwas
to rejoice, because the distinguished states- 19 years ago. I do not think that these
man who now presides over our destinies figures afford any special ground for satisfac-
did not core to Canada without knowing tion. "t is well that the trade with Great
what he was doing, FHe did not take a Britain is larger than it bas been during the
aeap in the dark. He had ived in Canada, past few years, but looking at our history in
had identified himself with the interests of a broader way than by si-ply comparing one
the country before coming here, and he knew year with the year before, I do not think
what lie was coming to; and he carne volun- there is here any special reason for boasting.
tarily and wit e pleasure. Hon. gentlemen Hon. Mr. DiCKEY-I hope my hon.
who know anything of is record in Ireland, friend bas not overlooked the question of
and I suppose we ail do, must look forward values.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-I presume there
has been some change in that. I think in
some respects the values have fallen and in
other respects they have risen. I imagine
that the value of wheat is probably less; on
the other hand there are cheese and other
things of that sort which have gone up, and
I presume lumber must be worth more than
it was at that time.

Now, the third paragraph of the Speech is
Ns follows:

It is a cause of thankfulness that our people
have been spared in a very great degree f rom the
sufferings which have visitec the populations of
some other countries during many months past,
and that while the commercial depression prevail-
ing abroad could not but affect the activity of
business in the Dominion, we have been free fromany extensive financial disaster or widespread dis-tress.

. That paragraph is put in a very becom-
ing way ; it is very guarded and modest
in its wording and I do not think that
any one could quarrel with it, but some
of the speeches that have been made in
relation to this paragraph are very much
more exaggerated than the paragraph itself
and are not justified by the existing circum-
stances. Any one who goes to the Lower
Provinces, to Prince Edward Island, New
Brunswick, or even Nova Scotia, with all its
varied resources, will not find that things
are very flourishing. They might be worse,
as the last speaker says, and I have no fault
to find with the paragraph. In the hon.
gentleman's own province, I understand
there are in the city of Toronto some thou-
sands of persons at the present time looking
for work or for assistance from the city. If
that had happened in the old regime to
which he referred so often, I have no doubt
we should have heard a good deal about it
in this Chamber but it has not been men-
tioned and I do not lay any special stress
upon it.

The fourth paragraph of the Speech, the
Paragraph which deals with the Behring Sea
award is one upon which I propose to say a
!el words. Unlike the paragraph of the
Speech which deals with the tariff, this matter
of the Behring Sea award has not to come
before the House again, and for that reason
I hope the House will bear with me if I
deal with the ruatter at a little length. Inthe first place I might call attention to the
fact that the wording is a little peculiar.It ys.c

The peaceful conclusion, by the award of the
arbitrators at Paris, of the controversy which had
prevailed so long, with respect to the Seal Fisheries
in the Pacifie Ocean and the rights of British sub-
jects in Behring Sea, has removed the only source
of contention which existed between Great Britain
and the United States with regard to Canada.
There is every reason to believe that Her Majesty's
Government will obtain redress for those Canadian
subjects of Her Majesty who were deprived of their
property and liberty without just cause while the
controversy was in progress.

Now, it is a rather curious fact that we are
told that a controversy existed with respect
to the seal fisheries in the Pacific Ocean,
and the rights of British subjects in Behring
Sea. I have always understood that the
controversy was with respect to the seal
fisheries in Behring Sea, and the rights of
British subjects in that connection, but
here there appears to be distinction made
between the Pacific Ocean and the Behring
Sea, which I do not understand. Perhaps
some hon. gentleman will explain it later on.
If hon. gentlemen will carefully examine the
language of this paragraph of the Speech, it
will be founri, I think, that there is no
objection to it whatever. There is no word
of boasting in the paragraph. I should not
say much about it, only there has been some
exultation indulged in by the friends of the
Government with respect to this award of
the Behring Sea arbitrators. The hon.
gentleman who has just sat down, expresses
his great gratification that every principle of
international law-I do not know that he
used that expression, but that was the gist
of it-that every principle of international
law, which had been contended for by
Canada, had been upheld by the tribunal.
Now, if we were told some day that the
Dutch had taken Holland, we should not
think that the Dutch had achieved anything
remarkable. That is exactly what has been
done in this case. If we were told that two
and two made four, and that the Board of
International Arbitrators had so decided,
we should not be very much surprised, and
this is really just about what this award has
done. If we look at the award, which is not
very long, we shall be satisfied on that point.
The first point submitted to the arbitrators
was

1. What exclusive jurisdiction in the sea now
known as the Behring's Sea and what exclusive
rights in the seal fisheries therein did Russia assert
and exercise prior and up to the time of the cession
of Alaska to the United States?
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That question is a mere question of fact mon sense ever supposed that there could be
and it was a question about which there was any other decision than that which was
no doubt, and the arbitrators found that- given as to the law of the matter. The im-

By he kas of182 Rusiaclaîne juis-portant matter, what we were all interestedBy the ukase of 1821 Russia claimedl juris-
diction in the sea now known as the Behring Sea to in was not the decision of law, because we
the extent of 100 Italiain miles fromn the coasts and knew that there could be only one lecision,
islands belonging to lier, but in the course of ttoe but the question of what sort of regulations
negotiations which led to the conclusion of the the
treaties of 1824 with the United States aid of 1825 aitshin w
with Great Britain, Russia admitted that lier juris- i f going to fare under these
diction iii the said sea should be restricted to the sregulations. I do noV hesitate to say that
reach of cannon shot from shore, and it appears
that fron that time up to the timne of the cessidn
of Alaska to the United States, Russia never
asserted in fact or exercised any exclusive rights
in the seal fisheries therein beyond the ordinary
limits of territorial waters.

That was simply two and two make four
the Dutch taking Holland. The nýext

question was : " How far were these claims of
jurisdiction as to the seal fisheries recognized
and conceded by Great Britaii ?"-another
question of fact, and one Amnerican arbitrator
as well as all the rest of the arbitrators de-
cided and determined that Great Britain did
not recognize or concede any claim on the
part of Russia.

The next question was: "Was the body
of water now known as the Behring Sea in-
cluded in the phrase Pacific Ocean as used
in the treaty of 1625 between Great Britain
and Russia, and what rights, if any, in the
Behring Sea were held and exclusively ex-
ercised by Russia after said treaty ?"

The arbitrators were unanimous as to the
first part, and as to the second part as to what
rights, if any, in the Behring Sea were held
under the said treaty, the arbitrators with
the exception of Senator Morgan held that:

No exclusive rights of jurisdiction iii Behring
Sea and no exclusive rights as to the seal fisheries
therein, were held or exercised by Russia outside
of ordinary territorial waters after the treaty of
1825.

That was as plain as possible. No sensible
or reasonable man ever supposed that they
had any more claim upon those seals outside
of the threô-mile limit than they had upon
the fish which swim in the territorial waters
when found outside the limit, and on that
point a majority of the arbitrators decided

if the decision had been the other way, if
the decision had been that those absurd ad
ridiculous claims set up by the United States
-I fancy just for the purpose of getting regu-
lations to suit themselves-if those claims
of the United States had been upheld, the
regulations could hardly have been more
unfavourable to our fishermen than they
actually were. I take up the regulations.
Now reinember it had been decided that out-
side of the three-mile limit the United
States had no more rights in the waters of
Behring Sea and the Pacific Ocean than
England had. Let us see what sort of regu-
lations have been made under these circuni-
stances. The first article is -

The Governinents of the United States and
Great Britain shail forbid their subjects respec-
tively to kill, capture, or pursue at any time and
in any manner whatever, the aiimals comnmonly
called fur-seals within a zone of sixty miles around
the Pribylov Islands, inclusive of the territorial
waters.

In order to give that provision the widest
meaning, this regulation goes on to say that
the miles mentioned in the preceding para-
graph are geographical miles of 60 to a
degree of latitude; so that there are almost
70 miles around the islands reserved, and
our fishermen are not allowed to kill seals
there. What was the proposition made by
the Englislh commissioners with respect to
the Pribylov Islands? They suggested that
there should be a zone of 20 miles. That
would have been reasonable, and I think one
of the mistakes made by England, particu-
larly in dealing with such a country as the
United States, was that England should have
made such a reasonable demand. If England
had claimed that there should be no zone

chat the United States has not any right to around the Pribylov Islands, then a reaon-
exclusive jurisdiction in Behring Sea and no able and proper zone of twenty or Vhirty
exclusive rights as to the fisheries therein, miles might have been established. England
outside of ordinary territorial waters. That had other negotiations with Russia with
was the decision. It could not be otherwise, respect to the Commander Islands, while
there was no room for any other decision. those negotiations with the United States
No lawyer, no mani governed by any coi- were going on those ilaends are situated
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similarly to the Pribylov Islands-and the seals in the Pacifie Ocean or Behring Sea,
zone agreed upon between England and it follows of course that the nen who are
Russia is a zone of thirty miles. This zone allowed to kili them at the Pribylov Islands
of 60 geographical miles is calculated to to which they ail resort, are going to be
render it almost useless for Canadian sealers benefited and nobody else. There has been
to go to the neighbourhood of the Pribylov nothing whatever done to prevent the indis-
Islands. The Alaska Commercial Company criminate and unlimited slaughter of seals
is given a practical monopoly of the seal fish- while they are on the shore. A regulation
ing in the neigbourhood of the Pribylov to that effect was proposed on behaîf of
Islands. That is the first regulation and Canada, but refused by the United States.that is bad enough. The second regulation Article 6 of the Regulation say e o

aloe okiltest h rblo sad

The two governInents shall forbid their citizens
and subjects, respectively, to kill, capture or pur-
sue, in auy nanner whatever, during the season
extending each year fron the Ist of May to the318st of July, both inclusive, the fur-seals on thehigh sea, in the part of the Pacific Ocean, inclusive
of the Behring Sea, which is situated to the northof the 35th degree of north latitude and eastward
of the 180th degree of Ion itude from Greenwich,
till it strikes the water bondary described inarticle 1 of the Treaty of 1867, between the United8tates and Russia, and following that line up toBehring Straits.
This article forbids the killing of seals, not
in the Behring Sea only, not even in the
open sea to the north and west of British
Columbia, but actually forbids the killing of
seal east of longitude 180', from about thelatitude of San Francisco north to Behring
Straits. You start from the latitude ofSan Francisco, and run west to the 180th

eridiain of longitude, and then north to
Behring Strait, and in all that region, our
sealers are not to be allowed to kill sealsfrom the 1st day of May to the 31st of July,
which is just the season when they go out
after seals. They can kill seals, if they can
get them, in August, September and Octo-
ber, and afterwards ; but the seals are not
to be had then. At the season of the year
when the privilege of killing seals is of anyvalue, our fishermen are forbidden to kill
seals, not only in Behring Sea, but in the
whole. Pacifie Ocean, east of the 180th
mIeridian. The hon. gentleman says Ameri-
cans are excluded too, but the Commercial
Company of Alaska is not excluded. It
just mneans this, that the most extreme care
's taken to provide that the greatest pos-
sible number of seals shall go to the Priby-
1y Islands, where they can be slaughtered

y the Alaska Company.
'Ion. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I can-

nlot see it.

l'on, Mr. POWER-That must be the
result. If nobody else is allowed to kill

The use of nets, firearins and explosives shall be
forbidden in the fur-seal fishing. This restriction
shall not apply to shot guns wheu such fishing
takes place outside of Behring Sea, during the sea-
son when it muay be lawfully carried on.

Now the only way in which our Canadian
sealers as a rule have killed seals has been
by shooting them with shot guns. They are
not to be allowed to use shot guns in the
Behring Sea at all, and not on the Pacifie
Ocean, at the season when seals are to be
found there. Practically the regulations are
prohibitory. It has been stated by the hon.
leader of the Government and I think by
some other hon. gentlemen, and itwas stated
in another place also, that vessels were fitted
out this year for the seal fishing as usual.
I happen, for the best of reasons, to know
something about that matter. Where have
the vessels gone that have been fitted out in
Victoria this year? They have gone to the
regions west of the 180th meridian. They
have gone to the coast of Japan and the
coast of the continent of Asia. The people
of British Columbia interested in the sealing
business look upon these regulations as being
practically prohibitory. If the people of
the United States had succeeded-if their
claim to exclusive jurisdiction in the Behring
Sea had been recognized, could things have
been worse? They did not claim exclusive
jurisdiction in the Pacific Ocean, they
claimed it only in Behring Sea. If their
claim to exclusive jurisdiction in Behring
Sea had been recognized, our sealers would
have been better off to-day, because then
they could'have killed seals in the Pacifie
Ocean without restriction, while now they
are shut out from the Pacific Ocean at
large as well as from Behring Sea. I can
readily understand why the Canadian
arbitrators should not have assented to
these regulations. This paragraph of the
Speech is in itself unobjectionable, because
there is no tone of boasting about it; and I
agree with the gentlemen who have spoken
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that even though our interests have been
sacrificed in the matter still the sacrifice to
the country at large is not as great as would
have been a war, but I cannot help feeling,
too, that seventy or eighty years ago Eng-
land would have taken a totally different
line. When those three vessels were seized
in 1886, at distances from seventy to one
hundred and fifty miles from the shore,
there would have been very serious difficulty
in a short time, and the United States would
have surrendered those vessels with a very
little hesitation. Numbers of hon. gentle-
men are old enough to remember the case of
Slidell and Mason, and if the same attitude
had been assumed by the Imperial Govern-
ment in connection with those Canadian
fishing crews that was assumed with re-
spect to Slidell and Masoii we should have
had none of those troubles at all and our
fishermen would have been allowed to con-
duct their lawful occupation during all those
years.

I do not propose to say very much on the
remaining portion of the Speech. The next
paragraph is that which deals with the
tariff. It is well to know that amendments
are to be offered for our consideration and
that they are designed to simplify the oper-
ation of the tariff. The hon. gentleman
who leads the House should, from his long
official experience, know that the tariff will
bear simplification, and J have no doubt but
that in his capacity of Minister of Trade
and Commerce he has given very valuable
advice in that direction. This paragraph is
rather enigmatical. It does not say that
all the changes which are proposed to be
made are to be in the direction of diminu-
tion, although it seems to imply that. It
says they are to " lessen so far as can be done
consistently with those principles and with
the requirements of the treasury the imposts
which are now in force." I hesitate after
listening to the very elaborate speeches of
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa and the
hon. leader of the Government about saying
anything with respect to this question. I
nay make one observation, however, as to

the conduct of the Ministry with respect
to these proposed changes. A committee of
the Ministry went around the country during
the past year making inquiries on the spot
in various places as to the operation in those
places of the existing tariff ; and I think
that on the whole that was probably a rather
judicious course of action. It is not a usual

course, but still J think there was a good
deal to be said in favour of it. They came,
for instance, to Halifax, and heard there the
representatives of the importers and the
representatives of the manufacturers and of
other classes. They went round the country
and gave fair and reasonable hearings to the
representatives of the various classes, the
representatives of the consumers as well as
those of the manufacturers ; but I have
noticed that since that time there have been
numbers of hearings given here, at Ottawa,
to the representatives of the inanufacturers.
They appear to have been allowed, in every
case, to have the last word with the Ministry,
and every one knows that the last word is
often a very valuable and important word.
As one of the consumers, I regret it.

Hon. Mr. SMITH-If the Ministry were
very forgetful it might be, but that is not
likely.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think that the
speech of the hon. leader of the House this
afternoon did not indicate forgetfulness at
any rate. I think lie remembered a good
many things that he might just as well have
forgotten. With respect to this tariff ques-
tion, J feel tempted to say something, but
probably the less said the better; but J
cannot help making this observation. The
government told us that protection was a
capital thing-that it had no drawbacks-
that it made things cheaper than they were
before-and did not hurt anybody ; but
still, in spite of that, some little time ago,
they reduced the duty on sugar very consi-
derably, and then their newspapers and
speakers all over the country asked the people
to fall down and worship the government
because they had taken off three millions of
dollars taxation. They told us before that
things were not made dearer by a tariff and
that there was no taxation in reality. They
asked credit for putting on the duties, and
then when they took off the duties, they
asked credit for taking them off. There was
a duty on coal oil, and that was reduced.
They took credit for having done so much in
the way of reducing the burden on the
consumers.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-We did not put on
that tax. Your friends put it on.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As I understand,
our friends diminished the duty. It was a
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specific duty, and a duty which was reason-
able in 1874 had become an unreasonable
duty in 1893. But at all events, if the pro-
tection of the Canadian oil maker was a good
thing, why should you cut down his protec-
tion while you kept it up for other people?7

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-The duty was not
lowered.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There were changes
made which were equivalent to a reduction.
Then the duty on binder twine was reduced
one-half. The duty on cordage was supposed
to be a capital thing, yet we are called upon
to thank the Governmnent for reducing theduty. To be consistent we should have been
indignant with the Goverment for reducing
that duty. If it was a good thing to put on
the duty, we must have been worse off for the
reduction. The truth does, in spite of the
shrewdness of our friends opposite, come to
the surface occasionally. They do feel, andhave acknowledged in various instances that
a duty is a tax, and that it makes things
dearer; and I only hope that in the pro-
Posed changes in the tariff they are going torecognize that principle to a very consider-
able extent. While my hon. friend across the
floor was talking about how much had been
done for the farmers, I could not help think-
ing that, possibly the fact that the Patrons
of Husbandry in the west had been makinga good deal of noise over the tariff latelyhad much to do with the character of thehon. gentleman's speech. Those farmers in
Ontario and Manitoba have been enjoying
all the blessings of the duties on pork and
flour for some years, but they do not seem tobe satisfied; and they ought to know their
Own business. Probably the farmer of
Ontario thinks he was just as well off whenhe was doing his business in another way
when he was selling his grains close at hand,and that he could find a better use for his
coarse grains than feeding them to hogs.

Hon. Mr. SMITH-I donot know of any
better at present.

lon. Mr. POWER-No better at pre-
sent ; he is driven to that. There is a para-graph which speaks of a measure on bank-
ruptey and insolvency which it is hoped
Will make more adequate provision than now
exists on that subject for the increasingtrade and commerce of the country. I am

quite aware that the law with respect to in-
solvency is not in a satisfactory condition,
but I trust that the measure which is fore-
shadowed in that paragraph of the speech
will be altogether different in principle from
the Insolvent Act which we had before.
Under the Act of 1875, insolvency was en-
couraged, and the creditors, as a rule, got
practically nothing. The assignees and the
lawyers concerned in the settlement of in-
solvent estates generally came off very well,
but as a rule-I speak, of course, only of my
own province, I cannot speak of other prov-
inces-as a rule the creditors got next to
nothing. The present system is unsatis-
factory, but there is one thing about it, in-
solvency is discouraged. As it is now, a
creditor can get a judgment against a man
and hold it over him, and, if a debtor makes
an assignment and acts dishonestly, and
afterwards attempts to go into business, that
judgment is there in terrorem and can be en-
forced. Insolvency is discouraged. There
is, undoubtedly, in some of the provinces
room now for unfair preferences ; but I think
that on the whole the present system is bet-
ter than the one we had in 1879. They have
in England an Act which works well, and if
the measure which the Government propose
to introduce follows generally the lines of
the English Act it may improve the con-
dition of things ; but I for one should not
care to commit myself to an unqualified ap-
proval of this measure until I see what it is.

The next paragaph is important but does
not need much comment now, because the
measure to which it refers will be before us.
It is with respect to what is known as the
fast Atlantic service. The leader of the
House became very emphatic in dealing
with that service, and condemned in ad-
vance any one who ventured to express a
doubt as to the entire wisdom of the course
indicated by the government. I do not pro-
pose for one to be scared by any decla-
ration of that sort. We are here to' use
our best judgment with respect to the
measures which come before us, and if a
member of this House honestly thinks that
any measure that is proposed is going to
cost more than it is worth, it is his duty to
say so and oppose the measure; and I have
no hesitation in saying with respect to
this Atlantic fast line that it is going to cost
a great deal more than it will ever be worth.
I do not hesitate at all to say that. I have
said it in Halifax and I say it here, and I
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am prepared to say it and defend it any- an hour. There are four of these vessels to be
where. In the first place the game is not constructed. Within two years I am satis-
worth the candle. What does it come to, fied that those four vessels would have left
supposing we do get our mails a day quicker their bones somewhere in the neighbourhood
than at present ? That is not such a won- of Newfoundland or ourGuif shore. Another
derful advantage. It is a good thing, but objection is that naval science bas not got to
not an importnt advantage. Supposing a that point at wbich it can construct a vessel
passenger who wishes to come to Canada to carry a large quantity of freight and run
direct can get from England to Canada a twenty knots an hour-it cannot be done.
day quicker than he could otherwise, that The ocean greyhounds wbicb run to New
may be desirable, but it is not a very im- York neyer carry more than 1,000 tons
portant thing, and when it comes to paying of freight, and until the science of naval
$750,000 a year for that advantage, taxing construction has advanced further than it
ail the -est of us to that anount, 1 an per- boas now, we cannot have a fast une which
fectly safe in saying that that game is will carryany reasonable quantity of freight.
not wortb the cande. lion, gentlemen Mr. Huddart bas been spoken of as a gentle-
have talked a good deal about its being a man who is going to bring this line into
magnificent thing to have to travel frorn I operation. As J understand it, Mr. luddart
England passing through Canada to the is not a capitalist hiself. ae is not a ship
Pacific. J fail to see that that is any great builder. The Government have been for sore
advantage to Canada. It is just like water years engaged in negotiations with ship-
passing trough a funnel. Passengers going builders and ship-owners in the old country
from England to China, Japan and Austra- and have failed to get any one to, undertake
lia across Canada, how inucb do they leave this service. Is it reasonable to expect that
in Canada on their wayt? wbere the Government have failed in dealing

with ship-owners and ship-builders, Mr.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD(B.C.)-A great Huddart, a private gentleman fromAustralia,

deal to the railways and hotels. is going to succeed ? The thing seems to me
absurd. Until I saw it in the Governor

Hon. Mr. POWER-How long do the pas- General's Speech J thought it was something
sengers who are making these quick trips got up to influence the late election in
spend in hotels? Halifax.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-They
have to pay the railway fares and other
charges.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am satisfied that
they will never leave $750,000 a year in the
country. I can readily understand how the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company should
be desirous that that line should be esta-
blished- do not know whether they are or
not, but I can understand why they might
be-because it would have a tendency to
secure more passenger traffic for their line.
I should not mind paying something for it,
but J think we are asked to pay too much.
Another objection to the proposed line-I
do not hesitate to state that fact, notwith-
standing what the leader of the House says
-is that it is impracticable. Any one who
knows the Straits of Belle Isle route or the
route between Newfoundland and Cape Bre-
ton, knows that in the spring and early sum-
mer months it would be madness for a ship-
master to run his vessel at twenty knots

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-You should not
have drawn conclusions in advance of facts.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have seen so much
of the ways that are dark and tricks that
are sometimes vain of our opponents, that I
am justified in drawing the conclusion.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL- -It is only a matter
of fairness to Mr. Huddart to say that he is
the principal proprietor of the Australian
line of steamers. He has been engaged in
shipping from his boyhood up and his father
was a ship-builder. It is true he is not a
ship-builder himself, but he has been con-
nected with ocean steamers all his life.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Do I understand the
hon. gentleman to say that Mr. Huddart is
connected with the line between Australia
and British Columbia ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I have not only
said so, but I have stated that he is the



[MARCH 20, 1894] 47

principal owner and manager of the line,
and has been running lines of steamers
between the different Australian colonies for
years.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That
seriously modify the position.

will not

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It modifies it to
this extent-the hon. gentleman stated that
he was not a capitalist, but merely a private
individual, intimating that he was simply a
speculator.

Hon. Mr. POWER-With regard to the
Australian line, our Government has given
8o generous a subsidy that I do not think a
man needs much capital to run a line between
Vancouver and Sydney.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is quite evident
that the hon. gentleman knows very little-
about it.

Hon. Mr. POWER--There is no difficulty
chartering steamers to do the work for

that subsidy. Then there is another objec-
tion to that scheme, which I think is impor-
tant. Enterprising Canadians have, after
struggling with difficulties of various kinds
for many years, succeeded in building up
excellent lines of steamships. I think it is
unfair to our own people and our own indus-
tries, when they have got things into a satis-
factory condition-they have not attained
Perfection, but they have reached a reason-
able degree of perfection-it is unfair to
push them to one side and give those
immense subsidies to outsiders. I think we
could by a slight increase of the existing
subsidy to the Allan line and the Dominion
"ne obtain a service of sixteen or seventeen
knots an hour which would better serve the
Purposes of all Canadians and more particu-larly of Canadian farmers than the proposed
ine. I find to my great disappointment and

surprise that I have detained the House some
ten minutes longer than I expected.

Hon. Mr. SMITH-How much a head
Would it be on the community per annum?
Only 15 cents-that is all.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It just depends on
ow many are paying it.

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-I am very much
taken by surprise by the speech of my hon.

friend from Halifax. There is but one
paragraph of the Address to which he has
referred on which I agree with him, and that
is with regard to the bankruptcy law. The
evils of the last Bankruptcy Act were very
great. In fact, it brought more injury on
the commercial community than any act of
the same character that was ever put on
the statute-book. I agree with my hon.
friend that the lawyers and assignees, and
interim assignees pocketed the estates, and
with the experience which the Government
have had of the inefficiency of that Act, I
hope they will be on their guard against
repeating the evil. If they will give us a
simple bankruptcy act, which will equitably
dispose of the assets, and where the case is
clear that through no fault of bis own, but
through misfortune, a man has been brought
to bankruptcy, that in such case only shall
the debtor have a discharge ; the legislation
would be acceptable and in the interest of
the trade of this country, but if it goes
beyond that, if it induces people of no means,
without experience and without character,
to embark in business in which they have
everything to gain and nothing to lose, and
lead to the slaughter of bankrupt stock on
the market, destroying the enterprise of
honest traders, then we had better do without
a bankruptcy act altogether. I am very
inuch surprised at my hon. friend's po-
sition with regard to the proposed fast
steamship service. He must know that he
is speaking for himself only, and that the
people of the whole Maritime Provinces are
in favour of it, and he knows, or will find out
that all men of business, ability and energy,
all who put country before party, go heartily
in favour of that enterprise. The Govern-
ment has been more than once censured for
delay in this matter, but it has been no fault
of theirs that the line was not established
long ago. It was simply because those who
were anxious to go into it found that the
subsidy was not sufficient. My hon. friend
from Halifax says that it is not fair to other
steamship lines.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-They
can take it up if they like.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Year after year
they continuously for several years had the
offer before them, and if they considered
their own enterprises sufficiently lucrative
and had not ambition enough to extend their



[SENATE]

operations, the fault is theirs. I consider direct, easy and shorter communication with
that this is going to give unequalled advan- the greater part of the commercial centres
tages to the trade of Canada, especially to the of the world, and thereby increase our com-
farmers of this country-something that merce and international relations. We must
they never have had, and will never get recollect that in this country we hold a great
except by a large subsidy. Without it we and noble heritage and no mean position in
would have to send out light freight and our the empire. We have a territory which
passengers to New York. Should we conti- includes one-haîf of North America and more
nue to do so ? No. I believe our country than one-third of the whoie of the empire,
has become so important that we need not with capabilities and possibilities beyond
depend upon the United States for commu- anything that we are fuily conscious of. Our
nication of any kind with the mother heritage is great and our duties and respon-
country. By a direct line we shall not sibilities must correspond with it Our
only benefit merchants and the travelling country faces both shores of two uighty
community, but the farmers will be especi- oceans and we have 1,000 miles of inland
ally benefited in the shipping of dairy pro- navigation. If we remain true to ourselves
duce and fresh meat, fruit of all kinds and and united and loyal to our country in the
many things which we do not at present face of externai rivais and internai foes,
think of sending to the English markets, having confidence and faith in Canada, there
enabling them to compete more favourably is a future of greater prosperity and progress
with our neighboùrs. In every enterprise for this country than any of us can realize.
that the Governident has undertaken we We have Australia, on one side with its
have had this opposition f rom our Libera immense area and undeveloped resources and
friends-o might say from our illiberal non- great possibilities, and we are bound, as they
progressive opponents They seem to think are, to go forward with the march of impro-
that anything the Government proposes vement and help as far as our grand position
cannot be good or useful to the country or enables us, to unite together this great em-
else are envious of the progress and prosper- pire of which we form a first and commanding
ity that abound under wise administration, part. Engand and her colonies are becomin
Their soie object seems to be to obstruct, yes, conscious of our commanding position and
even to destroy, any enterprise which tends of the vast capabilities and possibilities,
to enhance the popuaarity of the Govern- of our immense and as yet cargey undeveloped
ment or wouhd give to Canada that promi- area, and though not a nation, we have in
nence which her great heritage and her many ways the interestofa nation toconsider.
position in the empire demands. The Therefore this question of rapid steamship
remarks of the leader of the Opposition and service is one which no patriotic Mail should
the hon. gentleman from Hahifax are not in raise bis voice against, certain y not the hon.
harmony with the sentiment of the people member who comes from Halifax, the win-
of Canada but are the expressions of a class ter port of the service, and yet while Mr.
of people who decry any enterprise which Huddart is endeavouring to start this pro-
tends to advance the prosperity of the ject and interest capitaists in it 0 the
Dominion. If capitaists are scared out of other side of the Atlantic, we find the leaders
this enterprise, if it fails, the opposition in of the Opposition in both Houses of Par-
this and the other branch of parliament wilI liament here with the senior member from
be held responsible by an indignant people. Haifax throwing cold water on the enter-

prise, yes, even attempting to strangle it.
At six ocuock the Speaker left the chair. If Mr. Huddart shoud meet with failure,

ihe country has a right to and woud lay the
After Recess. bame at the door of the Opposition in

Canada. My hon. friend from Haifax
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH resumed his touched on the Behring Sea question, and

speech. H1e said :At six o'ciock 1 was endea- assured us that there was reaily no question
vouring to show that this fast steamship to be decided at al, and yet we ail know
service would give unequalled facilities to that it was a question that brought England
the farmers of this country to reach the best neariy to the verge of war. He Éaid that it
and only profitable market for their produce. was as plain as that two and two makes
When the service is established we will have four, or that the Dutch had captured Hol-
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land, and he virtually told us that the people United States and Canada to get all other
of the United States were pirates and nations to join with them in the arrangement
marauders on the high seas. I do not quite for the protection of the seals, especially
agree with him in such an assertion. We Russia and Japan. Even if those countries
had, as we always held all the rights of law joined with us, it is a question whether we
on our side, and in all of them we have been can so effectively police and guard the seal
SUstained, it is true, but still there was a fisheries as to enforce the regula ions ; it
serious as well as a large subtle, and I miglit imight perhaps involve a greater expense
say a sentimental contention on the other thañ* the seal pelts are worth. At all events,
side, and I am surprised that my hon. friend it is an industry in which British Columbia
should imagine that a complicated case, such is deeply interested, and one also' in which
as it was, could be so easily disposed of, re- the people of the United States are
quiring no more capacity to determine than interested. We from Lunenburg have sent
what two and two make. We got our rights somte of our best vessels and fishermen
by arbitratio, and we maintain our right to to pursue that industry,and it is yet believed
float our flag, the British flag, as British sub- to be a profitable business. When my hon.
jects on the high seas-rights whici were friend from Halifax speaks about the whole
threatenedtobetaken ruthlessly fromus when thing being given up, he assumes to know
Our vessels were captured and our people im- more than the people who are engaged in the
prisoned. The regulations were a matter of industry. The seal fishermen 'that have
minor importance. It may be that they are engaged in that industry continue in that
not such regulations as we conceive to be in industry and are prosecuting it since the
the least in the interests of Canada and we regulations were framed. They evidently
hear that our neighbours are equally dissatis- do not think that sealing bas been destroyed.
flied, but they were made by able and impar- If they thought so, they would not have
tial men and are intended to protect the seals this winter bought ves§els in Nova Scotia
as much fron the citizens of the United and invested capital to fit them out for the
States as.from our own people. My hon. enterprise. They are practical men, know
friend from Halifax says that by these their own business and mind it, and they are
regulations we will be thrown out of the satisfied that the industry is not destroyed.
sealing industry altogether. If so the citi- My hon. friend referred to the stand taken
zens of the United States inust be thrown by the English Government in the Mason
out also. The only place where they have and Slidell case sixty years ago, and he told
the advantage over us is on the islands, and us that if England were to-day what she was
if the Government of the United States at that time she would soon have terminated
really wish to protect their seals, their this dispute in war. Well, we were verynearly
Police force united with our force will see that brought to war on this question-we were
the regulations areobserved on theislands, and verging upon it as England was compelled to
thattheannualslaughterofsealsiskeptwithin uphold Canada's rights as British subjects
limits agreed on between the United States when this arbitration was agreed to. I may
and the seal company. I do not think the say that I do not wish to see war with the
Government of the United States would United States, and I am glad to know that
Pursue such a suicidal policy after all the on this, as in ail other matters of interna-
trouble and expense they have incurred, tional dispute, we can have a peaceful settie-
and even straining after rights that they ment by means of arbitration. Why should
did not possess, as to destroy the sealing in- it be otherwîse, situated as we are alongside
dustry by an indiscriminate slaughter on of a nation who are of our own kindred and
their own islands, protected by the 60-mile blood 1 We shouid be sorry to have war
zone or girdle. But there is one thing cer- with ouit neighbours, and it should neyer
tain to us, that these regulations apply only be contempated except as a dernier reort.
to citizens of the British empire and of Canada would have everything, at least very
the United States, and our sealers may much, to lose by such a confiict. Therefore,
gi ucder a foreign flag and pursue pela- I ar gad that this dispute as been ami-

nc sealing with impunity. We have cably settled, and that an example as ben
not the control of them outside of the set to ail the nations of the world, showing
three-mile limit, and I think it would them that the moet unyielding questions and
be a god policy on the part of the aims of nations may le settled by arbitra-

4
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tion and not by the sword. It is the most some tine to divert them into Canadian
Christian, just and humane manner in which channels. Now we know that the great
to dispose of disputes which cannot be ad- bulk of their trade is with other provinces
justed directly by the parties interested. of Canada and therefore not accounted
My hon. friend is disposed to think it very for in the trade returns of the Dominion.
improper that those connected with the The hon. gentleman neyer took that into
Inland Revenue and Customs Departments, account we must in charity suppose he
after getting all the information they could forgot it. Prince Edward island's trade
regarding the wishes and interests of ail with us is most profitable, it is aike
industries while travelling through the profitable to them and to us--the trade
country, should allow persons interested of Prince Edward Island bas largely in-
in inanufacturing industries to confer creased since it united with us-and its pros-
with the Ministers. I have yet to know perity bas increased. If the Opposition ima-
that our Ministry has every failed to see, gine that they candeceive the peopleof Prince
and communicate with, and confer with Edward Island by such statements as came
gentlemen who cone here on public busi- from the lips of the leader of the Opposition
ness. It would be a strange thing iiîdeed in this flouse, tbey must credit tbem with
for our Governmiisent to do. They have al- very littie intelligence. The people of that
ways shown themselves anxious to get the province, as have said, well know that their
opinion of tbe people of Canada upon every- prosperity bas increased year by year, and
thing affecting the publi interest, and tbere- that tbey have lost nothing, butin every way
fore I do not think it is improper, wben increased and multiplied since tbey entered
persons interested in any manufacturing tbe confederation. Their industries, as every
industrv coine to interview tbe Government ne knows who know anything about it, bave
that they should be heard. They nay pos- increased, and their markets bave been en-
sibly furnish information tbat may be valu- larged since they united with us. My hon.
able to the Governmnent and to tbe country, friend talked about cotton lords and sugar
and it is but right tbat they sbould be heè ird. lords. I tbink the leader of the flouse
1 know it was different when the Liberal rebuked bim sufficiently on that point. I
party were in power. At a time when the can remember not many years ago when on
country was in a desperate state, people the floor of this H use Ie twitted the Govern-
came from aIl parts of Canada asking thei ment with inducing people to embark in those
or reasonin with tbem to, adopt certain enterprises and lose their capital, and I
mneasures for the benetit of tbe country, and would ask ow much profit they made on
tney were told by tbe Minister of that day those industries. m know that those who
to go to, a warmer place. 1 do not think went into theni jeopardized their capital
that is the way our Ministers would act, and lost money for want of knowledge and
and I sbould bave very little respect for skill, because too many persons engaged in
theni if they were to treat any person or them, and from enemies in and outside of
any delegation from any class of the people, Canada who plotted tbeir destruction.
or froin any part of the country, who
approach te in a respectful manner with con. Mr. BOULTON-Corifined markets.
suchscant courtesy or bad advice.

The bon, leader of the Opposition told Hon. nr. KAULBACw-h do not know
us that Prince Edward Island is not as pros- were then or now you could find a bigger
perous to-day as it was in 1873-that its market, certainly not i free trade England;
trade is not so great now as it was then. because we were told tben and we now know
But ie ought to remember that that ras that in the United States those great sugar
aIong the years of Conservative prosperity. and cotton kings are not making money out
My eon. friend must also bave forgotten of it, but the on. gentleman forgot to tel
that it was not until July, 1873, that Prince us tbat tbe very moment tpeo-e industries
Edward Island entered tbe confederation are put on a proper footing tbe manufacturers
and that muc of its trade wich was then make but a small, possibly a reasonable
considered foreign, as the Canadian trade profit. Tbey do not make large profits.
then was, is now intercolonial trade. ter Any one can buy tbeir stock at par, probably
imports and exports were largely with Eng- below that, if feo tinks that tbe profits are
land and the United States, and it took attractive. We all know that sugar was
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never cheaper in Canada than it is to-day.
it is cheaper than you can get it in the
United States. You can get two pounds
more sugar for $1 in Canada than you can
get in the United States, and cheaper by
half than it was not very long before con-
federation. Tiat cannot be contradicted.
What would be our condition if our local
and Dominion industries were destroyed i
In the vears from 1873 to 1879, when the
Liberal party were in power, the sugar in-
dustry then existing in Montreal was de-
stroyed by the policy of the Government.
The leader of the Opposition admitted that.
What would be our position if we, after
building up those industries with a pro-
tective policy, were to throw open our
markets to foreign competition It would
be just like from 1873 to 1878, when here
and elsewhere had to be established soup
kitchens for those who wanted work and
cOuld find none. We would be worse
off than they are in the United States.
They could flood our markets, break down
Our local industi ies and then charge us what
they thought proper. My hon. friend did
not dwell much on the condition of affairs
during the five years his party were in
Power. We know what their record was,
every industry of the country was paralyzed.
Do they want the country to go back to
that condition again? The Opposition have
not changed their policy. If they arehonest in their professions, they are
on the same track now that they
were then, and as like causes would produce
like effects they would soon bring this
country to the verge of ruin as they did
before. When they were in power they
increased the taxes beyond what they had
been before, but they did not increase the
revenue and they piled up the debt of the
country with very little or nothing to show
for it. Could they point to any industry or
any enterprise of importance on which the
Publie money had been expended i The only
Prominent conspicuous industry they could
POint to as having b -en established under
their regime was the soup kitchens, and even
hose were the work of those who had sym-

Pathy with the starving people. Many of us
a remeinber when honest workmen filled

bhe streets of Ottawa and came to these
buildings begging, not for assistance, but forwork. They were cast to one side, treated atleast with indifference and told that they
should eat less -I believe that was practically

4j

the-advice and encouragement given them.
This Government when taking office in 1879
initiated a new era, and there has been pro-
gress in the country. Talk of the people
going out of the country; the exodus was at
flood during the five years the Liberals were
in power. The country was fast becoming
depopulated. Anybody who looks over the
United States statistics will see that the
exodus was not so great in the decade
between 1881 and 1891, as in the preceding
decade. It was not stopped at once
after the change of Government, it is not
easy to stop such an exodus-the rush was
too great. It takes years before you can turn
the flow of the population again into proper
channels, and when my hon. friend rejoices
over the exodus f rom this country to-day, he
knows in his heart that the flood gates were
opened wide for the departure of our people
to the United States long before the Nation-
al Policy was initiated. My hon. friend
states that 75 per cent of the people of our
country are so ignorant that they do not
know they are taxed and downtrodden by
the other 25 per cent of the population. Well,
the present Government have been in power
for fifteen years and have beensustained at the
polls every time they appealed to the electors.
The people know that the Government have
been true to the trust reposed in them and
have sustained them in carrying out the prin-
ciple of protection in this country. The policy
now is the policy of 1878, and I hope it may
long remain so. I see no reason why they
should depart from it. No doubW changes
will be needed to adapt a tariff to the ever
changing wants, necessities and developments
of the country. Any law of this kind affect-
ing, the revenue of the country must adapt
itself to time and circumstances. Our tariff
to-day on all classes of imports is on the
average not more than 17J per cent, not more
than it was during the five years of the Mac-
kenzie regime, on all non-enumerated arti-
cles. I do not believe the Government have
done anything to forfeit the confidence of the
country, or that they should depart from the
principle of protection which has brought
prosperity to the country. On the contrary,
I believe they have as much of the confidence
of the people as they had fifteen years ago.
It is remarkable to me that Canada has main-
tained its prosperity when all the commer-
cial nations of the world have felt the pinch
of trade, and our neighbours to the south of
us have been paralyzed financially. it is
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singular that this country has escaped such give such evidence of prosperity ? If the
widespread depression, and I ask the House policy of the Opposition were adopted, and
to consider why we have escaped it. In my we werelnot bringing raw material into the
opinion, it is because for the last fifteen years country to be manufactured and our people
our Government have so carefully watched were leaving the country to find occupation
over the interests of the country, its bank- in the United States where wouldourfarmers
ing and other monetary institutions, and be ? The best market for the farmer is the
developed its resources, giving us railway home market, and if our people are driven
facilities, and deepening and enlarging and out of the country to find employment the
improving its canal system, and giving us farmer loses his home market. Such a policy
all the facilities, not onily for interprovincial would be suicidal and no one would suffer
but outside trade, that the consequence is more from it than the fariner himself. If
that the shock in the commercial world out- we had free trade the farmers would be
side of us bas not materially affected us. If subject to direct taxation. The Address
we had adopted the policy advocated by the says that it is gratifying to observe that the
Opposition, where would Canada be now? expectation formed last year as to the con-
Where would we have been if we had not tinuedprogressof the Dominionhadbeen fully
our wall of protection up against the United realized. I do not think any one will cavil at
States? '1 ie surplus production of that that. I do not think the statement is made in
country would have been brought into our too glowing terms. The trade of Canada in-
markets destroying every local industry. It creased last year some $6,000,000, while the
is only that wall of protection that saved 1 trade of our neighbours to the south of us
us, not only froni financial depression, but decreased $1 43,000,000. This shows, as a
f rom being brought to a paralyzed condition matter of comparison as well as of fact, that
which it would have taken years for this this country is improving. We note that
country to get over. Therefore, I think Canada sold to England of agricultural pro-
the people of Canada have been in safe ducts S3,000,000 worth more and purchased
hands, and I congratulate the Government $2,000,000 worth more than in the previous
on the success which bas attended their year, and at the same time we purchased from.
administration which bas brought peace, the United States about $1,000,000 less. I
contentment and prosperity to every part think we can very well endorse the state-
of the Dominion. My hon. friend from ment made here in the Address and boldly
Halifax and the leader of the Opposition assert that this country is beyond all com-
question all this. In our province of Nova parison the most contented, prosperous and
Scotia there is no question about it, and yet happy of all the countries on the face of the
we do nt believe tbat we are in a better globe. I am satisfied that every man here
position than any other province of the feels in his heart that such is the fact, and
Dominion. Mv hon. friend states that the that they are safe from financial and com-
wealth of the countrv was in the hands of mercial depresssion. As evidence of the
these cotton lords and sugar kings. In my fact, during the last year the liabilities of
own province, speaking for my own county, those who failed were less by more than
I know that the wealth of the country is $1,000,000 than the preceding year, while in
widespread, as can be seen by looking at the United States the increase was from
the reports of our monetary institutions and $188,000,000 to $383,000,000. There can
savings banks. Men of the humblest walks be no doubt as to the prosperity of the
of life have saved up and safely invested country and that prosperity will continue so
noney for their old age. It is the sanie long as we are true to ourselves and stand

throughout the province. It might be better, shoulder to shoulder in promoting every-
perhaps, if the money were in circulation, but thing that tends to the interest of
I mention it to show that the earning power the Dominion, and in speaking well of our
of the people of this country has been and I country at all times and in all places, and
is great, and that they are prosperous. If showing that we have confidence in its
the statements of my hon. friend were future. If we continue to march on these
correct, what would our position be? If the lines and continue to be guided by the prin-
people were going out of the country with ciples which were laid down fifteen years ago
their productive wealth, if our resources as the well understood wishes of this people,
were not being developed, could the people I believe we will go on prospering and to
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prosper. Our revenue has been adequate
for our purposes meeting all claims upon it,
whileinthe United States, i hey have a deficit
of about $100,000,000. That we have es-
Caped such a financial calamity is owing to
our stable, certain and sure protective
Policy. If it had not protected our indus-
tries our position would be no better than
theirs. I have already referred to the
Behring Sea award, which suggest to me the
fact·that by the force of Canada's position
and compulsion of circumstances, the states-
men of the Dominion have become the
statesmen of our great empire. They have
been sought by England in the discussion
of some of the most vital questions involv-
ing the rights and interests of the empire,and their advice has been essential to the
wise conduct and to the maintenance ofthe just rights of our country, and they
have been worthily honoured. It is a
matter of pride to us, as colonists and as
members of the great empire, that we have
men who are capable of holding important
Positions under our sovereign, men in
whom the empire has sufficient confidence
to place them in high and important posi-
tions to deal with matters in which the
empire at large, and especially this part of
it, is deeply interested.

The next paragraph intimates that it is
not intended to change the principle on
which our tariff is based. I hope that the
Government will not be influenced by any
interest, or any section, or by any class in
the community, to depart from the sound
principles which have guided them thus far,and that in any change they may make in
the tariff they will have a due regard to the
interest of the whole Dominion. That isthe Position they have maintained in the
past and which I hope they will continue to
maintain. We should be careful in all that
le do to keep our operatives in this country.They are a source of wealth to the Dominion,
and we should be careful not to adopt any
Policy which may injure the industries in
which they are engaged. On the contrary, we
should seek to multiply those industries and
thus build up the Dominion. We must bejealous of and ever ready to guard and pro-
tect their rights and interests. If we should
do anything which would lead our operatives
to desert us, it would be a blow to the
development of the country. .

Somne remarks have been made with regard
tO the ocean steamship service. I am glad

that the leader of this House was sent to
Australia with a view of increasing our
trade with .the Australian colonies. I am
satisfied that whatever he said or did while
on that mission was in the true interest of
Canada, and that we shall soon hear of
beneficial results f rom his trip. Already we
have had an intimation that delegations will
be sent to this country from the Australian
colonies to confer on questions affecting the
trade between Australia and Canada, with a
view to establishing a closer connection com-
mercially between these two great sections of
the empire. It is only by means of a
steamship line, and what of necessity must
follow, a cable between Australia and Canada,
that such closer connection can be brought
about and successfully prosecuted. I believe
that before many years the interests of Aus-
tralia and Canada will be so blended together
that they will only wonder that they were
so long separated.

There has been some reference to the
Dominion lands in the Address. I do not
know what the measure is to be, but if
it in any way affects the settlement of those
lands it is a question of great importance
to Canada. We have a splendid country in
the North-west, with great capabilities and
great resources, and it is in the interest of
the Dominion that they should be settled as
rapidly as possible, and that immigrants,
when they come to this country will find
ready means of communication with the
unsettled territories in that part of Canada.
If they find the country a desirable one, they
will be the best immigration agents. They
will report to their friends abroad what they
find here, and their success will encourage
others to join themn. Therefore it is to
our interest, as far as we can, to place every
immigrant well that he may send a favour-
able report abroad to his friends. It was by
such means that the United States filled up
their country and it is the way that we can
succeed in filling up ours. Settlers should
be directed to the best lands and those
easiest of access. We all know that pros-
perous settlers are the best emigration agents
-their friends and neighbours come by
their reports and advice. We may soon
expect immigrants not only from Europe, but
from the United States, who find this a better
country. All the best lands in that country
have been taken up, and of late the capabi-
lities and resources of our own vast terri-
tory are becoming better known. It is our
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duty to watch earnestly and exert every The«first paragraph in the speech which I
effort to advance the industries and develop- desire to criticize for a short time is that
ment of the resources of our country-a which has reference to the Behring Sea
country of which all of us may well be Arbitration. I had the pleasure, a few
proud. nights ago, of listening to the right hon.

gentleman who leads the Government of this
Hon. Mr. MeIiNNES (B.C.)-I have noon.the Mr. McINNES (B.C.I ae n country in his reply to the gifted leader of

doubt the House wili be highly pleased when the Opposition, and when lie came to deal
I inform them that it is not my intention to with the criticisms of the leader of
go through the whole bill of fare, like the 1 the Opposition with respect to the
hon. gentleman who has just made his speech. Behring Sea Arbitration, he stated emphati-
My remarks will be confined to one or two cally, and I have his speech here as reported
paragraphs in the Speech from the Throne, in the Commons Hansard, that the present
but before referring to those paragraphs, I regulations would not diminish or injure the
desire to call the attention of the House to sealing industry in the province of British
the omission of a clause from the Address Columbia. I can assure this House and the
which appeared in the Speech from the hon. the leader of the Government in this
Throne last year. It was considered worthy Chamber and the hon. the leader of the
of a place in the Speech from the Throne in Government that they have been misin-
1893, and I regret to see it has been omitted formed. In order to show how the award
from the one under consideration. I refer and regulations of the Behring Sea Arbrita-
to the ninth paragraph of the speech of last tion are viewed in my province and by those
year, which promised that provision would engaged in the industry, perhaps I cannot
be made by which voting by ballot should do better than read a few articles and edito-
be extended to the North-west Territories. rial comments from the leading Conservative
I always took strong grounds, f rom the tine ran int province of Bits Columbia
that the very first Act was introduced in organ in the province of British Columbia,Tertre nainely the Victoria Coiontist. I have no
this House to give the North-west Territories doubt the leader of the Government here
representation in the other branch of the and others will probably attach more impor-
Legislature and in this, that they should tance to the statements made by that Conser--
have the ballot the same as the provinces. vative organ than they will to anything I
I held that no exception should be made as may say here. The following is an editorial
to the manner in which elections for the from the Daily Colonist of August18th,1893:
Dominion Ho-use should be conducted in
these territories. Depriving them of- the THE ARBITRATION.
ballot I looked on as a slight, and I might .
say an insult and a reflection on the intellect t is fot surprising to notice the manner in hich
of the people of that portion of our great the award of the Behring Sea arbitrators is regard-
Dominion. ed by the people of Great Britain and the United

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-If the hon. gentle-
man will allow me to interrupt him, there is
a bill now before the other Chamber-it may
have been read this afternoon for all I know-
introducing a measure in compliance with
the wishes of the hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I am very
much pleased to hear it. I was not aware
that the Government had brought down a
bill of that nature. It having been named
in the Speech of last year, I thought it was
only reasonable to assume that if they
intended to make the desirable change it
would have been mentioned in the present
speech. I am very much pleased to hear the
announcement that the hon. gentleman has
made.

States, who alike seen to have gained their point
-the one in the maintenance of the principle for
which they contended, the other in securing the
object which they had in v iew. This is well expres-
sed by the New York Herald, which says, -it
gives the Government and to its lessee, the für
company, all that was, rightly asked." Our neigh-
bours have, it would appear, reason to congratu-
late themselves ; for though they are beaten they,
as it is said, have gained all and more than all,
which the late Secretary of State Blaine demanded.
Britain's victory is for Canada worse than a defeat,
for though it is logically expected to have secured
to the British Columbia sealers indemniflcation for
the losses to which they have been subjected by
undue United States interference, it has, it is
claimed, destroyed a local indistry in which a
capital of over $500,000 has heen invested, and in
which soine 1,500 or more men earn their own
living, and at a low estimate that of froin four or
five thousand women and children. " Schooners
for Sale !" will undoubtedly be the announcement
on all hands, and the United States or the Alaska



[MARCH 20, 1894] 55

Comercial Company will be able to come in andobtaim cheap vessels and outfits for the prosecution
of that industry which they have nanaged to lock
up against those who were the first to develop itand to demonstrate its possibilities. CaptainWarren's point would appear to be well taken :The arbitrators agreed we were in a legal andlegitimate business," his question being only thenatural corollary, " but why should it be takenfrom us without payment for value received ?"Doubtless there are many who will be disposed toagree with Captain Cox, although they will hardlyundertake to say so, when he remarked that thedecision. "fnot to protect the seals " while " thearbitration was merely a farce, the motive of whichWas to give some shadow of colour, some reasonwhich England could advance when told of the
n iry, wanton and illegal, done to vessels flyinglier flag. She did not want to protect them, butmust have an excuse for neglect." This, it may berenarked, is a most serious reflection.

The question, however, not unnaturally, arisesWhether or not, since the regulations submitted areOitside of the questions presented to the Board,although it was intended that suggestions for thebetter protection of seal life in the future should beTade-are binding. The principle at issue wasWhether or not the course of the United States wasjfstitied by international law, the proposed regula-
tmon8 being, it is clainied, merely suggestive ofuilitual action for the future, and that being thecase, should be open to revision and anendment.There were five questions arbitrated upon involvinginatters of principle, and the correctness of the
British position with regard to them was fullyvindicated by the award. Not having committedany international wrong-and this was the conten-
tion of evel the British Government-the Canadiansealers ought not, they say, to be compelled in
8pite of themselves to submit to regulations which,as even the American agent, Hon. John W. Foster,With others, has declared, are " much better thanir. Blaine vainly offered to Lord Salisbury in 1890as a settlement Mr. Blaine then proposed as theseal restriction of pelagic sealing to prohibit within
sixty miles of the Pribvlov Islands. The presentsettleient is also more advantageous than the oneproposed by Mr. Bayard in 1888, as he asked no
protection for the seals during May and June. "There is, however, a silver lining to the cloudeven should it unfortunately have burst upon us in
ith fullest intensity. There is the prospect, unlessthe Anericans repudiate their obligations, of theBritish Columbian sealers receiving indemnity forthe vessels that have been illegally seized-some ofthem1 confiscated-for the losses to which their
OWners have been put, on accountof an unwarrantedInterference with theni in their legitimate avoca-tion, and for the hardships to which the crews andhunters have been subjected, becauseof the enforced
stppage of their lawful pursuits. Great Britain,ilthough our sealing men are, some of them,
i tclined to complain of her action, has paid the billfor the injuries inflicted by reason of the sudden
Putting into force of the modus vivcndi, and it is'OW for the United States to meet their obligations,otherwise the feeling of dissatisfaction and injury
Will be intensified.

Bu there is a strong element of dissatisfaction
whe United States. Secretary of State Gresham,o occipies the position formerly filled by the

late Mr. Blaine, is among this number, his views,
it is said, being shared by his colleagues. But that
is not on account of the stringency of the regula-
tions, but because they are interpreted to mean
that the United States will have entailed on thein
the cost and worry of patrolliug Behring Sea
without benefit to their sealers, while Russia,
Japan, and perhaps other nations reap the harvest,
the regulations being binding only on Great Britain,
Canada and the United States. It is claimed that
as a consequence of the regulations in the close
season, during May, June and July, both Great
Britain and the United States will be obliged to
maintain a fleet of naval vessels to police the
sealing waters, and it is believed at the Navy
Department that this will result in the establish-
ment of a permanent Behring Sea squadron for duty
during the three months named. The United
States will also be obliged to niaintain watcl on
the waters within the sixty-mile zone around the
Pribylov islands during entire mild season from
April Ist to September lst, and it is probable this
duty will be discharged by vessels of the revenue
marine service. And for what object is all this ?
To secure a monopoly of the seal trade for an
Ainerican company. The New York Sun thus puts
the case :

The truth is that we never had the faintest
grounds in international law for the claim that the
Behring Sea was a mare clausum, or that by cession
from Russia we acquired exclusive jurisdiction
over the eastern part of it, or that we possessed
any right of property in seals outside of the three-
mile limit. The money spent on the assertion of
such a bare claini has been thrown away. So far
as the case made by our State department, it met
with deserved and derisory collapse by the Board
of Arbitration, but the protection of the fur seals,
which the arbitrators deny the right of the United
States to give, and for giving which we must pay
damages to the owners of seized Canadian vessels,
will henceforth be assured to the animals by virtue
of a decree of the international tribunal. The
arbitrators have taken measires to fultil, the
humanitarian purpose of safeguarding seal life,
which, however, was notoriously nothing but a
pretext in the mouth of the Alaska Trading Com-
pany. As to claims of exclusive jurisdiction, or of
special rights of property in the seal fisheries, these
are treated with contenpt.

It may be remarked that in the sole interest
of the Alaska Commercial monoply the Ame-
rican citizens and sealers have been placed in
precisely the sanie position as the British Columbia
sealers, and well may they complain. On theni
will be levied the cost entailed in the so-called pro-
tection of seal life, which means the maintenance
of a monoply purely and simply in the hands of a
few Republican politicians. The situation is a
most unsatisfactory one-unsatisfactory to the bulk
of the people both in Canada and the United
States ; and it is not, we confess, every British
Columbian who can regard it with the saine equan-
imity as the editor of the Neir-Advertiser, who
says :

The practical conclusion of the whole matter is,
that whilst Canada gains in regard to all sealing
things of the recent past subinitted to the arbitra-
tors' decision, the United States and their Alaskan
vessels must incidentally profit largely by the re-
sults of the decision as to things future. The rea-
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son for this latter consequence being, however, an it remains for the (4overnment of that country to
intention to protect seal life. we cati console our- carryont its professions withregard to killingthere.
selves in the matter with the reflection that the The responsibility with regard to the future pros-
Canadian case lost nothing fron any w-ant of able perity of seal life now rests mainly with the United
argument, as also with the feeling that, if the arbi- l ates, and if the seals do not increase and multiply
trators' view is correct in fact, the restrictions, it will be because of their acts upon the islands.
somewhat arduous though certain of them seein, But the preservers of seal life, who sat five
tend to prevent a still greater evil, namely, the ex- nonths in Paris to consider how 4est they could
tinction of a valuable tishery by utter depletion. accomplish the end they had in viev, have not
We feel, moreover, considerable confidence that leeen able to do anything whatever towar(s les-
the skill and energy of those engaged in our sealing sening this "excessive killing" or towards improv-
industry will, despite the restrictions in question, ing or suppressi% the "careless methods upon the
render good and profitable account of thenselves Pribylov Islands. ' It is on those islands common
year by year. sense points out that protection ought to be given.

It is there that it is înost required, and there only
I will only trouble the House with a can it be made eflective. It is said that there is a

couple of short extracts more. What I read Iimit to the seals which the Commercial Company
was in the Colonist of the 18th August; on ay kill. Granting this for the sake of argument,

the~~~~~~~~~~ 3r etme, h an apriae for that oui>', there is no limit to the n-umberthe 3rd September, the same paper miakes. 1which the company inay mutilate and torture in
the following comment their efforts to get the seals which it pays best to

Skill.
"A H UMANE PURPOSE. When the American daim te property iii the

seals was disposed of, alI that reuiained for the
The New York Hera/d, in its congratulations s arbit.rators to do was to make suc provision as

to the outcome of the Behring Sea arbitration, is could most effectively extend to the seals which it
inclined to be humorous. Indeed, the attitude of was said the preservation of the species impera-
the United States in this matter has had about it a tively required. But they must have feit that any
very great deal of the ludicrous ; but, for all that, regulations they inight make, as long as they could
there was the constant presence of the eye to busi- not touch the principal cause of the diminution of
ness. In its editorial on the decision of the arbi- the seals, must be ridiculously inadequate. As long
trators it says : " The position taken by the United as the Comuercial Company can do as they please
States in the Behring Sea affair was the outcomè of with the seals on land, the restrictions on pelagic
a humane purpose." Where has been manifested sealing will do very littie towar(s the preservation
the humanitarian aspect of the case? Was it upon of seal life. The suni and substance of the whole
the Pribylov Islands, where the hunters have, un- matter seems to be just now that it is the Coin-
der Governmnent protection, perpetrated the most mercial Company alone which will receive any
atrocions cruelties upon the unfortunate seals, and immediate benefit from the award of tbe Behring
is it to be demonstrated in the future in the unspar- Sea ArbitraLion. Dr. Dawson says that the United
ing use of the spears and clubs which are certain 8tates (overnment may carry out its professions
to be so effectively used on the island and other with regard to killing seals on the Prihylov Islands.
rookeries? How the well-known fur dealer, Mr. That Goveiument has hitherto been most lax in its
Liebes, appreciates the humanitarian aspect of the oversight of the company's operations and practices,
case he describes when he says : " In that decision and there is no reason for condlu(ing that iL will
we got just what belonged to us, nothing more and not be equally lax in the future.
nothing less. Our rights have been preserved, and
those of England have not been infringed upon. The editor goes on for haîf a column more
We hav-e the seals and England dyes the skins." conmenting in a more severe manner than
Blood and fur is what the Alaska Company will he did i the first editorial which I read. I
have secured if the regulations go into force. have another one of a somewhat sater date,

Dr. Dawson placed his hand on the weak part
of the award when lie directed attention to the fact
that the arbitrators were precluded from making
any arrangements for the preservation of seal life on
land. It does look almost absurd to see the arbitra-
tors making elaborate and stringent regulations
for the preservation of seal life on the sea, where
the creatures have many chances of escape, while
they could not interfere with the massacre of the
seals on land, where they are completely at the
nercy of the pursuers. Dr. Dawson said recently :

Our investigations show conclusively that here-
tofore the greatest injury to the seal fishery has
resulted from excessive killing and careless methods
upon the Pribylov Islands, where the seals land to
breed each year. Being within the territorial limits
of the United States the regulation of sealing upoi
those islands was not submitted to the decision of
the arbitrators, but, as the United States inay now
rely upon more than adequate external protection,

which contains an expression which I do not
approve of. Yet, as it expresses the views
of the sealers, I feel it to be my duty to read
it to the House.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Could not the
hon. gentleman hand it in?

Hon. Mr. McINNES(B.C.)-No, I donot
propose to hand it in. Probably the hon.
gentleman himself would not be anxious
to hand in anything bearing on free trade.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Free trade is a
much more important question than one of
this kind.
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ion. Mr. McIN NES(B.C.)--While Iadmit Tupper says next year there will be "agreat
that free trade is a very important subject slaghter," and the catch will be the large8t
yet the question I am discussing is an exceed- the history of pelagic sealing. He must have known

îngîyimpotantthis to lie false when hie uttered it. Anybo.1y who
ngly important one to the Pacifie province. has redd the regulations knows that it will be

The article is entitled : " Called a Babbling impossible. Vhy, 1 tell you that the things we
Ass." This is the expression I referred to a fear the inost will be the mies made at Ottawa for
1inOmeniLt ago-" that babblirig asm should be carrying out the Paris regulations. Ignorance may

Silened,"lead theni to bind us both hand aud foot. 1 believesilenced," was what Captain J. C. Cox said. now sincerely that the future of the industry is
This Captain Cox, I might inform the House, (estroyei. %Ve inay be able to do something in
is the President of the Sealing Association the tirst season ending June lst, but 1 would not
of the province of British Columbia, a man send a white crew out after Aug. 31.t. They can
who as been in the business from its earliestad cannot enter it.'l'o las ee inthebuines fomitseariethle Japan sea offers littie relief. The hunting
history, and a man who is thoroughly con- grounds are snaîl and too many schooners render
versant with every phase of the industry. i mnprofitable. This year only about fine schooners
Ie applies that term to Sir Charles Hibbert made good catches there. Xou see, the season is

Tune longer, ani it takes a better catch than on this sideTupper. I do not sympathize with Captain to equalize the expenses."
COX, when he applies the expression " Bah- "As to the sehere to inemorialize the govern-
bling Ass " to the young Sir Charles Hibbert nient to purcliase our vessels and outfits 1 do not
Tupper, for I claim that lie has few superiors think there is niit-h in it. Vhat tan they expeet
in the use of Commons eiter in point ofsynpathy with them.
inte lct o ability. ae min pon fThe governinent, iii full possession of ail the facts,intellect or ability. He is a man whom I bas placed us in this predicament. What nonsense
have always held in the highest estimation, to expect them to extricate us. And tien the
and as far as ability is concerned I am not situation is no darker thaii wheu, early i the dis-

pute, our vessels were seized and couifiscated andaf raid to say that, in my estimation at least, our mn thrust into jail.
he stands not only equal to, but superior to "A great ieal bas leen sid to the effect that
his talented dad, and that is saying a good the regulations cannot be enforced and that it
deal. would take an 'Armada' to do so This is al

wrong. The captains will be required to keep a
CALLEDI "A BABBLING carefully prepared log showing the number and sexof the seals killed, with the place they were taken.

HAT SEALING MEN THINK OF SIR CHARLES Nom with 25 men on a schoouer it will ie out of
IIBBERT TuPPER, K.C.M.G., AN )HIS REMARK- the question to do anything wroug, for the liceuses

ABLE PROPHECY-HIS STATEMENTS IF BELIEVED will be niore valuable than the sehooner. And
WILL GRIEvOUSLY AFFECT PRIcES AT THE OCTO- then, again, as they have goe thus far they can
BER SALES IN LONDoN--VHERE THEY ARE name a dozen points of rendezvous on the Coast
1

-NTRUE. and niake the schooners report when the close
Sir seasoîî arrives.'

ir Charles Hibbert Tupper, K. C. M. G., was Capt. Cox uttered the sentiments of a dozen
Iterviewed at Ottawa yesterday by the Coloni4's others in what he said as to the asinine geius of
tPesentative at the capital and isquoted as saying youg Mr. Tupper.

the British side of the arbitration had tofalit hard to secure permission for pelagic sealing,
hd ey did well to secure the regulations they
At the saine timne," lie added, " they are not

a y ideas of what the regulations should be, even as
t neans of preserving seals. They are neither inthe interests of the United States or Canada in that
reet, and mark my words, next year's catch of
priis . esel will be the largest in the history of
occee atsealing. That this great slaughter will
th a tinie when it may be most destructive to
the seal species wiu be the fault of the regulations."

This choice morsel of intelligence was very plea-babtlY received by the sealers this morning. " That
d. 1ing ass should be silenced," was what Capt.
Pure d aid. " His prophecy is a falsehood
Words a simple, and can have but effect if histh e ar any weight in London. It will injure
the Price of oui- skins taken this year. We have
an h(d catch probably the last we will ever make,
The kave counted on getting a fair- price for it.

e roun8 are not sold yet, most of them being now
is beie to London for the October sales, and if it
year ived there will be any kind of a catch next

prices will be grievously affected. Here young

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I understood that
Capt. Cox denied ever having had that
interview.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)- saw that
statement made some time afterwards, but it
is only too true that he did have such an inter.
view, and expressed himself in the manner
I have mentioned. Probably he got fresh
light on the subject and thought it was not
good policy for him to reiterate such views
in public. I believe firmly that the hon.
gentlemen who represented Canada at that
arbitration, namely, the right honourable
the Premier of this country, and Sir Charles
Hibbert Tupper, Dr. Dawson, and the
learned Dr. Robinson, the lawyer, did
everything that lay in their power for
Canada, yet it is my firm conviction that
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they were conipletely overshadowed by the arbitrated over any matter or interests affect-
members representing the mother country. ing Canada, such interests were sacrificed.
Most of us are probably aware of the fact Take the state of Maine, for intance-we
that the first seizure took place in August, lost a very large portion of that state and a
1886. Three vessels were seized at dis- wii ter port. Look again in the North-west,
tances of from 60 to 130 miles f rom the and the North-west angle of the Lake of the
Pribylov Islands. They were there plving Woods. Take again on the Pacific shore ;
their legitimate avocation, and without any what properly belonged to us and
warning or pretext they were seized by the ought to have been a portion of this
United States revenue cutters and run into I great Dominion of Canada was sacrificed.
United States ports, the captains and crews Canada ought to have extended, not merely
were imprisoned, and the vessels' cargoes to the 49th parallel, but down to the Colum-
confiscated. The sam- thing occurred, not- bia River. Three large and important states
withstanding the remonstrances made by have been carved out of that territory which
the British Government through the British we gave up to a species of bluffing practised
Minister in Washington, in July and August by the United State on the people of Canada.
of the following year. Remonstrances still I might refer also to an island in the Gulf
continued to be made by the home Govern- of Georgia, the important island of San Juan,
ment, I believe, but little or no attention the last portion of tertitory wrested from
appears to have been paid to their representa- the Dominion Government. All these con-
tion. In 1888, fortunately for the British cessions made from time to time were due,
Columbia sealers, no seizures were made, but in the tirst instance, in the early days of
the followingyear, 1889,five morevesselswere Canada to the gross stupidityof English sta-
seized in Behring Sea and treated like the tesmen. The policy was continued by men
former ones, and three others were peremp- of undoubted ability, such as were on this
torily ordered out of Behring Sea. It may last arbitration, but whose interest and feel-
appear rather strange that while these acts ing and sentiments were British and not
of piracy (for I cannot consider them in any Canadian. This tends me to make the state-
other light) were being perpetrated on the ment that 1 sincerely hope and trust that
high seas and in Behring Sea on British the late arbitration held in Paris will be the
vessels, British men of war should be lying last that ever wil] be held when Canadian
quiet at anchor in Esquimalt Harbour only and United States interests are under consi-
600 or 700 miles distant from where these deration and where English statesmen will
outrages took place. 1 could noV help this have a seat on the board. There is one no-
afternoon endorsing the sentiments expressed ticeable incident in the history of this coun-
by the hon. the senior nember from i lalifax, try, and it is the only one, where Canadians
when he said that the inited States, or were permitted o deal wholly and solely with
any other nation, would noV have tried to the interest of their country and that is the
take such a position as that 70 years ago. only time in the history of this country when
If the British Golernment had stood firm Canada did noV take a second place but a
to ther guis and demanded a cessation of first place. I refer o the lhalifax award,
these unlawful acts of the nited States and while yield to no man, in this roomor
Government, because suppose it was on the out of it, in my loyalty to ny Queen and to
authority of the United States Governent Great Britain, yet above ah 1 ain a Canadian,
that these seizures were made, 1 firinly and Canadian interests shahl always receive
believe that Brother Jonathan would soon my deepest and warmest support, even at
have stopped his nonsense, and that not one the expense of Great Britain if it coes Vo
shot would ever have been exchanged be- that. Holding these views, I sincerely hope
tween the two nations. I cannot conceive of that Canada in the future, as she did once
anything that would produce such a state of in the case to which I have referred-the
affairs as t, bring on a war between the Halifax award-will have the opportunity of
United States and Great Britain. e only managing her own aiairs. When the Hali-
requires firmness; andwin my judgment where fax award was under consideration, very
the United States took advantage of the considerable pressure was brought to bear on
position was this, that unfortunately for that good and honourable man, gone to
nearly the whole of the last century every his rest a year or two ago, Alexander
time Great Britain and the United States Mackenzie, heavy pressure Tas brought Vo
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bear on him by the ImperialGovernment that came to the conclusion that unless they ask-
an Imperialofficer should have the guidance of ed a great deal they would get butvery
Canadian affairs, but like a true patriot that he littie. Thereis ust another observation or
Was, ever having the interests of this country two that 1 lesire to make before 1 sit down,
at heart, he refused stubbornly, and the Impe-'and it il with respet to sore remarks that
rial Government yielded; and I have no doubt first feu from the talented hon. gentie-
the Canadian Government, if they would man who moved thisAddress. It was in
Pursue the sane course now, would attain speaking of the prosperity we enjoy as coin-
the same result. This is not a party ques- pared with the condition of the neighbour-
tion; it is most foreign from my thoughts to ing republic. He and others attributed the
introduce anything of a party nature in con- depression in the United States to the silver
nection with this question. I sincerely hope question and their insecure system of bank-
and trust, from this time forward, whether ing. There can be no doubt the silver ques-
it be a Liberai Government or a Conserva- tion was a very important factor in bring-
tive Government that is in power, that ing about te crisis in the United States,
any friction should arise and arbitration eour banking
decided upon between this country and the system is vastly superior to that of the
United States, that Canada will insist upon neigbbouring country. 1 believe it is equal,
managing her own affairs, because Canadians probably, to any banking system in the
are quite capable of taking care of themselves, woild. While I say that, yet 1 ar one of
even against the shrewd and wily American, those who believe that it i not perfect but
and I trust that this is the last we shall have can be stili further improved, but there
of similarly constituted commissions. I are other and more important causes
forgot to draw the attention of the House to that led to the terrible financial crisis in
a matter which, however, has been mentioned the United States, and which we suifer
Once or twice by previous speakers, and that from more or less. 1 attribute ît wholly and
is that these regulations, if enforced, will solely to the high protective tarif of that
Only be binding and obligator'v on two country. Up to 1872 the United States
nations, namely, Great Britain and the collected $13,000,000 from duties on tea
jnited States. All others, European, Cen- alone. The revenue of the United States

tral American and Asiatic nations, flying was increasing se rapidly that an enormous
whatever flag they may, can come in and fish surplus was declared every year. To protect
right up to the territorial waters-up to the the favoured manufacturers at the expense
three-mile limit, and neither Great Britain of the great mass of the taxpayers hundreds
nor the United States can expel them from of millions were unjustly taken, yes, stolen
these waters. No might will ever be exer- from the people and deposited in the treasury.
cised in that relation, so that the decision of The enormous accumulation became so great
this tribunal, while it disposed of the mon- that the Government had to devise wayq and
strous pretensions put forward by the United means to dispose of it. As 1 have already
States, is not for the benefit of Great Britain stated, the first step taken in that direction
and its colonies, but for the benefit of all the was to take the duty off tea which amounted
World.t $to$3,000,000 annually. Speaking of tea, I

We may put whatever construction we would remind this House of the fact, and I
Please on this arbitration, but as the New have no doubt the leader of the buse il fully
York Herald has very aptly put it-Great

istain has all the honour and glory, thethe
United States has all the material advant- greatest consumers of tea in the worhd. They
ages. Great Britain got the shadow, the consume per head no less than 814 pounds of
Jnited States the substance. It was all the tea. Great Britian cores second with 490

mnaterial substance that she was after, and 'poundsCanada stands thirdwith465pounds,
the award and regulations have given it to and the United States 133 pounds. The
the United States. I cannot believe for a I revenue collected in 1890, according to the
moment that the late Mr. Blaine, or his suc- Statesman's Year Book, in Great Britain oncessors In office, were for one moment se- tea alone amounted to $23,000,000. Canada
flous when they put forth their monstrous retained the duty on tea until 1881 or
-aims to the exclusive right and jurisdic- 1882, and colected a revenue of aboutt'In in the Behring Sea, but I suppose they $900,000. Although the Government pro-



60 [SENATE]

fesses to admire British statesmen and have in circulation -the intrinsic value of
follow British precedents, yet, in this it is much greater, though of course it bas
instance, they preferred to copy from fot the authority of law.
Washington rather than from Westminster, Ho
and placed tea on the free list, which I n. Mr
venture to say was a mistake. Tea is a luxury
and not a necessary of life and ought to be Hon. Mr. McJNNES (B.C.)-I mean
taxed. To remove all duties from actual Canadian silver.
necessaries, to lighten the burdens of the
toiling masses should be the main object and Hon. Mr. SMITH-I neyer heard of
aim of all humane and patriotic governments. any counterfeit silver there.
Going back to the United States, to show
the causes of the financial crisis of that tainlv reported in the British Columbia
country, their pension list in 1873 only papers.
amounted to $29,000,000. In 1883, ten
years after, it had increased to the enormous Hon. Mr. SMJTH-There is nothing at
sum of $56,000,000. In 1893 it reached no ah about it there.
less a sum than $159,000,000-$130,000,000
of an increasý. in the annual charge for the Hon. Mr. McJNNES (B.C.)-It is quite
pension list,-pensions created by circum- reasonable. You can buy silver at say 60c.
stances which had occurred 30 years before an ounce; if you can coin it and pass it off as
that. It went on increasing at an enormous a dollar, it is a very profitable business.
rate, notwithstanding that all those who H
were entitled to pensions and for whom they up tuere.
were originally intended had passed avay.
It was, I venture to say, the greatest swindle Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)-Perhaps not.
ever perpetrated by a Government claiming That aroused the people of the United States
to represent the people. That was done in six years ago to such an extent that the aggre-
order to get rid of the enormous surplus that gate vote cast in the presidential election
was accumulating under a protective tariff was in favour of Cleveland, although he faied
and which rendered such a condition of to obtain a majority in the electoral coliege.
things possible. Such a condition of things To show that it was not a spasmodic act of
is certain to overtake us unless we abandon the people of the United States, they empla-
the pr:nciple of protection. tically declared in favour of a reduction of

The Sherman Silver Bill became law in the tarif, and Cleveland was elected on that
1890. It provided for the purchase of 1 issue four ears later. The buse of Repre-
$50,000,000 worth of silver, which was to sentatives is largely in favour of a revenue
be bought at a dollar an ounce, when its tarif, but unfortunately, as was remarked
commercial value was only from 60 to 70 by tle leader of the Opposition, a few mem-
cents per ounce. The promoters of the bill I bers, no doubt largely engaged in manufac-
had a . three-fold object in view-first to turing and belonging to the Democratic
dispose of $50,000,000 worth of surplus, party, have very materially altered the
and secondly to buy the political support Wilson Bil, and it is not the same measure
of the great silver-producing states, and that it was when it went from the Lower
thirdly, to perpetuate themselves in office. House to the Senate. 1 am verysorry indeed
The value of silver, owing to the enormous that it bas been so changed. The declaration
production in the United States and in of a majority of the people of the United
Central and South America, increased to States six years ago, and the unmistakable
such an extent that the commercial value 1îajority given in favour of revising the tarif
of silver went down, until a few days two years ago, unsettled commerce in the
ago I saw a quotation from the English United States. Not knowing what changes
market where it had got down to 53c. would be made in the tarif, the manufactu-
per oz., and I am informed that even rers and commercial men have been very
in Toronto there is quite a considerable chary indeed of entering extensively either
amount of counterfeit silver coin in circu- into manufacturing or importing. The
lation. That coin is composed of pure trying ordeal through which the United
silver, very much purer than the silver we States, is now passing, an without doubt
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he directly traced to the evils of a high pro-
tective tariff. I say let us take warning
from their sad experience ere it is too late.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Is the Wilson Bill,
as it went to the Senate, higher or lower
than the Canadian tariff?

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-The Cana-
dian tariff can be called a 35 per cent tariff.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL -Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Taking the
average it is about that. The Mackenzie
tariff was 1 7 per cent. The United States
tariff, as it stands at the present time, is 49
per cent, but as the bill came from the House
of Representatives it was only a 35 per cent
tariff, and although the alterations made in
it in the Senate have been very extensive,
yet on the whole they have reduced it, I
think, to 34 per cent.

think the tariff ought to be framed in such
a way that it would bear heavily on the
luxuries, and not on the actual necessaries
of life.

Hon. Mr. BOW ELL-Quite right.

Hon Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-That is the
reason why the English tariff has been so
framed, and I suppose the hon. gentleman is
perfectly aware of the fact that the revenue of
England is in round figures $450,000,000.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It is the worst tarifF
in the world for the poor.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-One half of
that enormous sum is derived from excise
duties, on spirit in its different forms, froni
tobacco, duties on tea, raisins and coffee-
half the English revenue is derived from
those articles -$225,000,000in round figures.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Within the lastHon. Mr. BOWELL-Does the hon. few years the tariff lias been inaterially
gentleman, in making this statement, include raised upon imported spirit, and the excise
ail the goods imported, or merely the dutiable duties have been increased. If you make
goods ithe duties any higher you ofer an incentive

lion. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-The dutiable to smugglers.
goods only,not the free. I must congratulate Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-It is not
the government that they are about to revise keeping pace with the customs. The cus-
the tariff, and I sincerely'hope that they will toms have been increased very much more
reduce it to a much lower point than it is at than the excise. If it had been increased at
present-that they will raise the excise the same rate, we would have collected f10,-
duties of this country, and lower the customs 000,000 instead of $7,000,000 from excise.
duties. A short time ago I had occasion to
look into the excise and customs duties of Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentie-
18 79-the last year of the Mackenzie ad- mans deduction is quite right, if the people
Mimistration, and compare them with the drank as much, but the relative increase
duties Of 1890. 1 found that the customs has been quite as much in the excise as in the
revenue for the fiscal year 1879, when the customs.
Mackenzie policy was still in force-under o.M.DVR Teongntmaa 17f per cent tariff-was $12,000,000 y Hea e arf V hea eon enmtean
ln 1890 they were $23,900,000-almost sathe utmsd a ccuaot and fountadoubler a found that the excise duties inece
1879 arnounted to $5,400,000. If 2 und that now. htt

Sh8 9a theyb hony increaseatoc I700,000f ouma
an. increaseof 2Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-50pet isn
whereas the increase in customs was nearly Hn. Mr. DEVEr-What is the present
100 per cent, excise duty It is 700 per cent in sore

lion. MHr. BOWELL-Do you want fregte

liquor ? Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I crave your in-
dulgence if I address a few reiarks to the

lio0n. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)--No, I do ause at so late an hour. I sha curry on
duot o an not a teetotahler; I am not an as fast as possible to cone to the points in
etreuist on that subject, but I say this: I dispute, but I cannot help joining with the
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members of this House who have been were argued during three months by the
addressing you before me, in tendering my counsel for the United States and the
thanks and congratulations to the two hon. counsel that represented the Canadian in-
gentlemen who moved and seconded the terests before the court, and then it took
Address. We have heard them with very severai weeks for the arbitrators to come to
great pleasure; they have given us the hope a decision. But of course we had fot the
that we will hear them often, and I am sure advantage of that speedy ju8tice that the
it will be to our great advantage. I join hon. member froin Halifax could have given
also briefly in the congratulations expressed us on such an importanu question. The ques-
upon the choice of the distinguished states- tions were more serious'than one would
man who represents Her Majesty in this believe at first. 0f course some of the con-
country. We could not have had f rom the tentions of the United States, as put at first,
other side one who would take a more active could not be supported. Their first conten-
interest in Canadian affairs. We may say tion was that Behring Sea was a closed sea
to a certain extent that we have a Cana- -that it was ail their own, like Lake
dian as Governor General, since a Canadian Michigan-that we had no business to sail
landlord is at the head of the Government. there at ail, that we could not go in there
I will now come to a point upon which the without their permission. This first con-
hon. members on the other side of the House tention was decided against the United
exhibit differences of opinion among them- States. Notwithstanding that, for weeks and
selves. The leader of the Opposition has, weeks theyargued to maintain the privileges
in a very graceful manner, spoken of the that a closed sea would have given ther.
Behring Sea arbitration. He has had words For weeks and weeks they argued that they
of praise for the distinguished members who 1 were the only nation that could have a right
represented us there, and he has accepted to capture seais within Behring Sea. For
with a good grace the judgment of the court. days, again, they argued that the ukase of
It cannot be expected that we could dictate the Eirperor of Russia in the first quarter of
that judgment. We appeared there before the century, forbidding anybody to hunt in
a tribunal composed of distinguished men Behring Sea, had acquired by time and
from different countries. England had re- practice the force of law, and that the
presentatives. There were what might be United States in purchasing the rights of
called neutral representatives furnished by Russia had also acquired the exclusive right
Norway, Italy and France, and we had our to hunt and fish in Behring Sea, and tiat
representatives there. Perhaps I do not England was bound to accept this hw.
qualify properly the right hon. leader of the Thât was their contention. Upon that
Government when I call him our repre- point also they were defeated, because it was
sentative in the court, for he was not really shown that England had neyer submitted
a representative. He was there exercising to the injunctions of the Emperor of Russia,
judicial functions. Upon the decision of the and that a protest had been made in due
legal questions that were brought before the time by England, although at that time we
court, I -say that we have reason to con- made very littie use of Behring Sea. The
gratulate ourselves. We carried the majority hon. gentleman f rom Halifax also stated that
of the opinions of the learned judges that he did not quite understand the wording of
composed the court. The hon. senior mem- the paragraph in the speech referring
ber from Halifax thought that the questions to differences between England and the
submitted to the tribunal were of little im- United States in relation to the Pacific
portance. He read the five questions that Ocean. He seema to ignore that the con-
were referred for decision to the arbitrators, tention of the United States did not apply
and in his judgment they were so trifling, o Behring Sea in relation to seal hunt-
so plain, that any man of common sense ing, but that they claimed the seals were
could have come to a speedy decision upon their own property (having their principal
them. This reminds us how easy it is to- resort on the Pribylov Islands) and that they
day to discover America, after Columbus had a right to follow ther in the wide ocear,
discovered it first. It must not be forgotten beyond BehringSea to the exclusion of ail. As
that those law points, which were so to that position again, we had the best of it.
simple and plain that any man of common It was acknowledged and pronounced by
sense could have pronounced upon them, the tribunal that the seals, when they had
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left the Pribylov Islands, were the property as to sealing were limited: they were limited
of whoever couldcatch them. Astothe regula- to the pelagic sealing and that right has
tions, they were framed by the majority of been preserved to us, subject to restrictions
the tribunal. They were not agreeable, I may that apply not only to our people but
say, to any of the claimants before the arbi- also to the citizens of the United States.
trators. They are not agreeable to the United They have the advantage over us it is
States. They are not agreeable to us'either, true of being the owners of the Priby-
and the right hon. gentleman who happened loy 'slands. But we cannot help that.
to be one of the judges representing the How can we reasonably pretend that we
interests of Canada declined to sign them. shah dictate what they shah do on their
The criticisms that were made of the regula- ow land No more than 1 could make laws
tions are fairly illustrated by a cartoon which against the hon. member for New West-
appeared immediately after they were minster to regulate the killing of chickens
enacted. There were three parts in it. Bro- in bis own yard. He is the sole master
ther Jonathan, reading the award and saying there-it is bis property. In the saie wayit should be better." John Bull on the we could not regulate the killing of suais on
other side reading also the award and saying the Pribylov Jslands-it was not Canadian
"'t Might have been worse," and the third or British property. But I ruad in thepart was represented by a seal emerging be- documents, that the Aniericans are just as
tween the two of theni saying "they might ken as we are about the protection of the
have made the close season twelve months." seals.
Exception has been taken to the fact that
the regulations are binding only on the Hon. Mr. McJNNES (RC.)-What the
citizens of the U nited States and England. sealersof British Columbia complainof isthis:
It CanIot be otherwise. We were the only that they cannot go out, as they could in the
two parties before the court, and the adjudi- past, two or threu or four thouand miles incation of the court only applied to the parties the Pacific and muet the seals on their way
who appeared before them. Of course, it is to the Pribylov Islands and kili thuhl on the
lot binding on Russia, or Japan; they were high seas. We neyer pretended to any rightnot i11 the case. But in the common interest to go to the Pribylov islands, but weof the industry, a day may cone when Rus- complain that we bave been deprivud of the
sia and Japani will find itty ei hi~iaandJapn whl indit to be in their right to, kili those seals on the high seas.
interest to have regulations and act jointly
With England and the United States. They Hon. Mr. ANGERS-We avnu
iay not be the present regulations, which dprived of the privilege of killing seals on
experience may show to be wrong, or not the the high seas excupt where the regulations
. st that could have been made, and which, make a close suason.
'i the course of time, may be modified and
irnproved. The lion. gentleman froi New Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)-That is the
Westminster, who addressed this House, season.
read several editorials from the Victoria
C1Olojst criticising the award and the regu- Hon. Mr. tlations. He might have read just as bitter tors may have made a mistake in thu regula-
attacks from the press of the United States, tions.
hecause at the first delivery of the judgment,they were not more satisfied than we were, Hon. Mr. BOJLTON-Wu cannot kili
but time and reflection have brought people prairie chickens in the close season.

more mnoderate views. We have been
tOld that the industry of sealing has been Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Thuy may not have
COfpuletely destroyed by the decision of the fixed a proper season, but we could not helparbitrators and especially by the regulations. that. Wu bad butter information and weas W, we must understand that our rights argued bufore the court that they were not

as to sealing were liited. We had no choosing the proper months for a closecdaim on the Pribylov Islands. They were not season. Again, upon this point the Amen-
aur Property. Therefore, we could not go cans are interestd also, and when they will
and slaughter seais on the land. We have have found out that the close season is not' othing thura. I said that our rights at the proper time, undoubtedly they will
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some day come to a new agreement and ward Island has decreased, and shown that
alter, very likely, the time of the close as a matter of fact it has increased. He
season and choose a better one, but as to our pointed out that previous to confederation
right to pelagie sealing on the high seas, we they were doing a foreign trade-a trade
have it just in the same way that the that their own blue-book or ours would
Americans themselves have it. It has been show, but since then the nature of the trade
said that the limit around the island should has necessarily changed. Not being obliged
have been only three miles. If it had been at present to pay long and heavy freights to
so, there was no need whatsoever of an export abroad, they have a ready market in
arbitration. The common international law Canada for everything they produce ; and
laid it down to be the rule, but this was an instead of their market being in England,
exceptional case. The habits of the seal, the the West Indies, or the United States, it is
way they gather on the Pribylov Islands, the in New Brunswick, Nova Scotia and Quebec,
necessity they have to go out for food made where they find ready purchasers for all
it an absolute necessity that they should they have to sell. But thisinterprovincial
have a sufficient circuit around the islands trade does not appear in the blue-books.
to feed in, where nobody could attack them. Their trade to a certain extent may be said
I stated that we could not dictate to the to have been crippled, not by the fact of their
United States the way they should slaughter being a portion of Canada, but by the altera-
the seals on the islands any more than we tion of the tarif in the United States; a
could make laws to regulate the killing of thing over which we have not the slightest
chickens in our neighbours' yard, but their control. They were shut out from the
interest is equal to ours in the preserving of Boston market by the McKinley tarif,
seal life. It is even greater than ours-they but they vere fot slow in tinding a better
have more advantage than we have f romn the and more profitable market--that is when
fact that they are the owners of the islands they went into the dairying industry-and
and, so far', ah the leases that have been pit will not be lono before they take a
made by the Government of the United leading place in the production of butter
States have limited the numtber of seals to and cheese. They have ail the necessary
be slaughtered each year. So far they have i elenents there for such an industry. They
observed a certain rule in relation to the have beautiful fields, fertile soil, a favour-
class of seals to le slaughtered. They able climate for grass and for the growing
do not slaugiter the cows, the bulis, nor of everything that is necessary to feed large
the pups. They only go for the bachelors, herds of cattle.
froS the age of two to six years. They
all gather together on the sare ground, Hon. Mtr. MACDONALD (B. C.)--They
andit is from there they drive thein to be are now supplyinel part of British Columbia
slaughtered. t with beef and mutton-all that distance-

4,000 miles.
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-What

about the old maidsANGERS-I a glad to ear
aboutthe ld midsit. As to the increase of their population,

it must lie rernembered that there is not an
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Since the laws ýHon.Mr.ANGES-Snce he awsacre of wild land in Prince Edward Island

of the seals admit the harem, there are-
no old maids among the tribe. I shail
refer now to a few other points which have Would it le vise for the farmers, wlo own
been brought before this House. I have on an average 100 acres, to divide their
heard the leader of the Opposition say that farms into small strips to keep their sons at
Prince Edward Island had made little pro- home 1 think it wou]d be a bad policy to
gress since it joined the confederation-that do so and that it is better to induce their
her trade had diminished considerably, had sons, as they are doing, to go and setle
in fact been crippled -that her population in the Nortl-west and British Columbia
had not increased and that her sons hiad left rather than cut Up their farms.
for the United States and elsewhere. My i

hon. friend the Senator from Lunenburg Hon. Mr. BOULTON-There are very
has given a very satisfactory explanation few of tlem in the North-west. They
why in appearance the trade of Prince Ed- mostly go to Boston. o
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ion. Mr. ANGERS-They have gone to wished to send the produce of the farm
Boston, but the hon. gentleman knows that abroad, there was nothing to prevent them
there has been an active agent within the f rom doing so and still they had the decrease
last twelve months to bring every Canadian that I have mentioned In mining they also
that went to the United States back to his had a decrease of $692 D000 ; in productions of
0.wn Country, and that agent is the depres- the forest they had ar increase, a small one,

10n that bas fallen upon the republic. haidly noticeable, $169,000 ; the same in
Some reference has been made to that part reference to fisheries,$137,000; miscellaneous
of the Speech from the Throne stating that an increase of $97,000. But what will sur-
we should be thankful for the present con- prise every one in this House, I believe, is
dition of Canada as coinpared to the disas- that they had a decrease in manufactures last
trous condition in which other countries are year to the extent of $487,000. It bas been
Placed, and the opinion bas been expressed claimed that protection knocked the bottom

at our increase of trade during the year out of their trade. How could protection
Was not large enough. Hon. gentlemen will reduce their manufacturing and exporting
Please bear in mind that that paragraph in power? There is a lesson for us in this, if we
the Speech from the Throne lias in view the compare the condition of Canada on the veryrelative positions of the United States and saine articles. The domestic exports ofCanada. In this country the exports have Canada in agriculture, in which the -United
increased by 84,600,000 and the imports by States have had an enormous decrease, show
$1,668,000. The inports for consumption an increase of $3,077,000. In the produc-
show an increase of '4,726,000 and the ag- tions of the forest they had a small increase
gregate trade of Canada an increase of of $169,000, we had the enormous increase of
.6,269,000 over 1892. What is the posi- $4,078,000. Inmanufactureswheretheyhad a

tion of the United States? Whereas in 1892 decrease of $487,000, we had an increase oftheir exports were $1,030,000,000, in 1893 $652,000. Wherever the United States have
theirexports were $8 4 7,000,000,an enormous been deficient in their exports last year we
ecrease in one year of $182,600,000. True, have an increase, so that we may reasonably

I their unports they have an increase over come to the conclusion that our efforts in
the previous year of $38,998,000 ; but on trade are so active and so great that we are
the aggregate trade of the United States shoving them out of the foreign markets.
there remains a decrease of $143,614,000. In butter and cheese they are going down
-t may be interesting to the House to know all the time in quality and quantity while
in w.hat special items the decrease took we are rising in proportion. Last year we
Place. You will be astonished when you exported to the value of $13,407,000 worth
hear that in the exports of their agricultu- of cheese; the United States only $7,624,-
rai products last year, there was a decrease 000. We now supply to England 50 per cent
of $183,945,000 Had the silver question, of the cheese she importa I might draw the
Which was pointed out to be the cause of attention of this honourable House to the fact

e present crisis in the United States, thatperhapswehave reached the maximum of
anything to do with that ? Had the silver our exports in cheese, and that in the future
question anything to do with making their the exertions of our farmers should be
sia lose their productiveness ? Had the directed towards the production and expor-

lver question anything to do in reducing tation of butter. The quantity of butter we
.he production of the farm, for that decrease export to Great Britain is insignificant com-
's.notably in cattle, hogs, prepared meats, pared with what we should export. Greatbain, bacon, and also in grain ? Now what care, however, should be taken to maintain
COuld the silver question have had to do the high standard of our cheese. I have often
With that 1 heard, and I ha ve more frequently read in the

lion. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Or the Liberal press that our natural market is the
tariff ? United States. In my opinion nature has

ion MIr. DEVERWhy t not willed it so, irom the fact that the por-
Iedge at oc that excessive botcn s tions of the United States that are most
knocked the otto out of the protectionas productive and that are adjacent to Canada

hebottoe United States? produce exactly what we produce ourselves.
oon. Mr. ANGERS--The tariff had We are their competitors in the sale of
lothing whatever to do with it. When they cattle, sheep, hogs and breadstuffs. Our

5
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market is abroad, in countries which do not down at sunset, according to regulation. If
grow in sufficient quantities the staples we the people were allowed to use their own
export, not in a country which produces !discretion it would never go down at all. I
exactly and in abundance what we raiseÀ am sorry the hon. gentleman has referred to
ourselves. This is demonstrated by the this natter.
following figures: We exported last year to
the British empire, that is to Great Britain Hon. Mr. SCOTT-You challenged me Vo
and English colonies, $44,288,000 worth of nane one man. I naie one, I can name
our farm products, while to all other coun- more.
tries, including the United States and the
continent of Europe, the exports of the same Hon. Mr. ANGERS-If you do you wil
products amounted only to $9,502,000. have Vo, go into your own ranks.

Hon. Mr. BOJLTON-A free trade Hon. Mr. SCOTT- do lot know one
market. man in my own ranks.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It matters noV how Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Of course we know
that market is called, as long as we can reap there are men who go into the United States
from it good sound sovereigns. It is often and preach annexation, but the people of
said that we have not, in Canada, that the province have passed judgnent upon
energy and enterprise that we see in our these men and their leaders. Now, I have
neighbours in the United States. That they been called away from my argument. The
are better traders than we are, better manu- House must forgive me. I was saying that
facturers, and that everything would be we are as good manufacturers and as good
turned into silver and gold and into milk traders as good agriculturists, as good pro-
and honey, if we had commercial union, ducers in Canada, as the people of the United
unrestricted reciprocity, and I do not know States. The population of the United States
what else-annexation under the veil of in June last was 66,737,000. In Cnada it
those denominations-but we are far f rom was 4,96 1,000. The Votal export trade of the
it and never more so than to-day. United States was $866,400,000. The total

The sentiment of the people of the Dom- export trade of Canada was $118,564,000.
inion of Canada, and I have had the oppor- Consequently, the exports of the United
tunity of witnessing it from Victoria Vo States amounted V $13 per lead, while those
Prince Edward Island, is completely opposed of Canada amounted Vo $24 per head. Ithink
to it. I have not met a good citizen who was that shows very clearly that we have nothing
in favour of any change in the present rela- to envy in the Unite( States, either in their
tions existing between England and Canada. producing capacity or in their energy or

enterprise, when we, to-day, export 85 per
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-What about the recent cent per capita more than the Americans do.

Governor of the North-west Territories I must apologize Vo the House for detaining
hon. gentlemen so long, but I will close with

Hon. Mr. ANGERS - The ex-Gov- one remark in weference Vo the fast line. I
ernor of the North-west Territories has was sorry to hear that the interest the Gov-
written a pamphlet, which is in oppo- ernment had taken in the matter had not
sition to the feelings of the people of the been fully appreciated, especially by the hon.
province of Quebec, from which he has member from Halifax (Mr. Power). He has
been absent for five years. Let me point said that the erterprise would neyer succeed,
out to the House that when the Governor that it could neyer pay, and that the dan-
General of Canada travels out of Ottawa, gers of navigation in coming Vo the Canadian
there is not a city in the whole Dominion ports, either in winter to Halifax, or in suin-
more enthusiastic, and that shows more mer Vo Quebec, were so great that nobody
courtesy to the representative of the Queen would invest his money in such an enter-
than the old citadel of Quebec, and that is prise, and that if he did it would be a failure
the point from which spreads over the pro- and a loss. Now, this notion witit regard Vo
vince the true feeling of loyalty. That is the navigation of the St. Lawrence being
the spot where every morning is hoisted at dangerous and diflicult, is an erroneous
sunrise the British ensign, which only goes one. It is picked upfrom a book called
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the " St. Lawrence Pilot," which gives these fast vessels if we wish to benefit by
the sailing regulations of the St. Law- the mission of my hon. colleague to
rence and the coast of Nova Scotia, Australia. It 18 necessary aiso for the traffic
written by Admiral Bayfield, and you must that we are doing with China, and for the
bear in mind when this book was written. communications that England wishes to
The surveys of the St. Lawrence were made have with India. It is claimed that the
from 1828 to 1860, and Admiral Bayfield Canadian Pacifie Railway is in faveur of that
wrote his book about 1834. He advises project, but that we should take no interest
masters of ships not to run their vessels in it. I think te the contrary. I think the
any faster up the St. Lawrence than 5 knots country is bound to do its utmost to see
an hour. Why ? They were sailing ships. that such a great enterprise as the
They could not prudently go near land. The Canadian Pacifie Railway is completed
St. Lawrence was not then provided with by oceanic fast unes. It is the duty of
light-houses. There were no light-houses in every government, anxious for the welfare of
the river proper at all. They were sailing the country, te do their utmost to foster this
vessels and five miles an hour was half of the projeet, and I hope the reflections that have
speed of any sailing vessel at that time. been made in this liuse upon the enterprise,
But now the conditions have changed alto- wili not have any influence in preventing its
gether on the St. Lawrence. When you lose success. It has been objected that vessels of
a light over the stern, you have a light in that clas, to be fast, cannot carry freight in
view over the bow, and you can go from sufficient ýiantities. That class of vessels is
l'ght to light. I might say that a careful not intended for burdensome freight, but for
master might take hi, ship safely up to staples wbich are nost valuable-the con-
Quebec without a pilot; it does often occur. densed products of the farm. The vessels
It was also said that 20 knots an hour was a shaH be provided with refrigerated storage
speed which entailed very great danger com- for the shipment of cheese, butter, fruit and
ing up the gulf. The danger is notgreater when meat, and ail perishable goods. That is a
thevessel is going 20 knotsan hourthanwhen class of merchandise that can afford to pay
it is going 14 or 15 knots. There are here a reasonable freigbt to be carried speedily
men of experience in sailing matters, across the ocean. Therefere, I hope the
and they will corroborate my statement. enterprise will be a successful one, and wili
You can manage a steamship as safely crown the endeavours that have been made
when steaming 20 knots, than when she is for the last twentyyears to develop Canada
steaming ten knots. The danger of the St. and to bring her into close connection with
" wrence is much exaggerated and a thing of England, to make ber a necessity te the
the past. The Government, through the Hon. mother country, and to bring her in com-
Peter Mitchell and the Minister of Marine municatien witb the other important colonies
who succeeded him, and under the adminis- that lie in the Pacifie Ocean. I thank you,
tration of Sir Charles Hibbert Tupper, have gentlemen, for your kind hearing, and I
Inproved the navigation of the coast and again beg tbe pardon of the buse for
River St. Lawrence by means of lights, fog- having addressed it at such length at this
horns, etc., so that it is as safe to come into late hour.
our ports as it is to go in to New York. Youhave to wait for the tide in New York, for lon. Mr. BOULTON moved the adjourn-
large vessels. You have none of these dan- ment of the debate.
gers in the St. Lawrence. There is not a
Spot between the ocean and the port of Que- The motion was agreed to.
bec where a vessel drawing 27 or 28 feet of
water, need stop to wait for the tide. I re- THE RULES 0F THE HOUSE.
colleet the time when New York had only
side-wheel vessels, while on the St. Lawrence lon. Mr. BOWELL gave notice that he
we had vessels with screw propellers, and would, to-morrow, move that when the liuse
then we carried the American mails and adjourns it do stand adjourned until Tuesday,
rInany Anierican passengers. -At present, the 27thinst.,atthreeo'clckp.m. lesaid:OWing to the fact that they have fast steamers, I also desire te cail the attention of the liuse
during seven or eight months in the year they te what I think is a îittîe irregularity in the
Carry froNew YorkeveCanadiantravehler notice given in reference t the rules ef the
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who goes to Europe or that comes back.
Why should that be ? It is as safe, and
over 500 miles shorter, from Quebec than
fron New York, to reach Liverpool
or London. It is safe to assume that
when we have this fast line every Canadian
traveller, and a large number of Americans,
will take advantage of it. We shall have
the Pacific traflic also to come over this line.
It is really a necessity that we should have
House. After consideration, I ask the House
to discharge the notice I have given and
instead thereof I give notice that I will, to-

THE SENATE.

Ottawca, Wednesday, March 21st, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE RULES OF THE HOUSE.

MOTION.

morrow, move bon. Mr. BOWELL-J would ask leave

That the Draft Rules and Standing Orders sub-
mitted by the Special Coimittee appointed, last
session, to consider and revise, or add to, the Rules, which 1 gave yesterday was equally iriegular
Orders and Forms of Proceeding of the Senate, be with the one of which I gave notice two or
referred, for further consideration to a Special
Coinnittee to consist of the Hon. Messieurs i
Allan, Bellerose, Dickey, Lougheed, Macdonaldj commence de novo and move for the appoint-
(P. E. 1.), Macdonald (Victoria), Miller, Pelletier, ment of a cornittee to whoin shah he referred
Power, Scott, and the inover, with power to report the rules of the House, and the committeefrotn dinae to tIne. order to rctify i l

This is the same committee as last year,
with the exception of Mr. Howlan. I sub-
stitute Mr. Macdonald of P. E. J. for
him. My reason for taking this course is
simply this : there is a rule that anything
which is before the House to he considered,
all business, drops at the end of each session,
and the suggestions of the committee, which
were presented last year, althoughf the
journals say that they were adopted, were
not, as another resolution follows it, refer-
ring the subject to either a committee of the
House, or the consideration of the House,--
I am not sure which. But by this mode it
will keep the records of the Senate correct.
I ask the consent of the House to the course
I propose to adopt as the most regular, and
one which will not produce any delay. The
committee can meet, if they like, projorma
and make their report an hour afterwards,
unless they desire to reconsider, which I
presume they do not. Then the House can
take up the matter.

The Senate adjourned at 11 o'clock p.m.

p e ouse w enever t, eyln
it convenient to do so. With the consent of
the House, J move that the following motion
be adopted presently:

That a Special Committee be appointed to con-
sider and revise, or add to the Rides, Orders and
Formrs of Proceeding of the Senate, and that such
Committee do consist of the Hon. Messieurs Allan,
Dickey, Miller, Power, Pelletier, Bellerose, Scott,
Macdonald (Victoria), Macdonald (P.E.I.), Loug-
heed, and the mnover, with power to report froni
timne to tine.

The motion was agreed to.

PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I have another
motion to which I ask the unanimous con-
sent of the House. It is with reference to
the reception of the petitions for private Bills.
The time would expire before the meeting
of the House next week and in order that
those who have petitions to present, may
have the full time allotted them to present
the petitions, I will, with the consent of the
House, move the adoption of the following
motion :-

That the tine limited for receiving petitions for
Private Bills which expires on Saturday, the twenty-
fourth instant, be extended to Thursday, the fifth
day of April next ; and that the time lintited for
presenting Private Bills which expireson Thursday,
the twenty-ninth instant, be extended to Thursday,
the twelfth day of April next.

The motion was agreed~to.
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THE ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that when
the House adjourns to-day, it do stand ad-
Journed until Wednesday next at 8 p.m.

The motion was agreed to.

THE ADDRESS.

MOTION ADOPTED.

The Order of the Day being called,

of our hon. friend of Prince Edward
Island, the mover of the Address, and
also in complimenting him upon the man-
ner in which he presented the views of
the Government to this honourable House,
and I also compliment the seconder of the
Address. He has shown himself in the past
to be a man of few words, but the manner
in which he expressed himself showed he
thinks a great deal. We regret the loss of
our late Governor General, Lord Stanley, and
Lady Stanley who have gone and have been
replaced by another Governor General.
Lord Stanley's administration durin~ h

Resumning the adjourned Debate on the conside- past five years will always be noted as theration of His Excellency the (overnor General's period in which the Behring Sea arbitration
the e'01 the opening of the Fourth Session of was initiated and brought to a successfulte 8eventh Parjaent. conclusion with our American cousins. For

.- on. Mr. BOULTON said : I must pre- that I think Lord Stanley is to be congratu-
use My remarks by uniting with the hon. lated. I only trust that the term of office of

leader of the House and the mover and Lord and Lady Aberdeen may be signalized
seconder in the regrets they expressed at by some event such as the passage of freethe loss that this House had sustained trade in Canada. There are five years to
seIe we last met in the death of Sir discuss the question in and he bas those five
John Abbott, the Hon. Mr. Boyd, the Hon. years ahead of him, but before he leaves IMr. Montgomery, and I regret to say only the hope he will see that solid bond of sympathy

lit before last, the death of the Hon. that now exists still further cemented be-Mr. Botsford. We can all sympathize tween Canada and Great Britain on the
With the families of these gentlemen who intelligent basis of free trade. Speaking ofhave departed and the bereavements they the Behring Sea arbitration in connection
have sustained. It is a matter of congra- with Lord Stanley's name I cannot agree, I
tulation for us to know the fact that the am sorry to say, with those gentlemen wholate Mr. Botsford who only the night before have criticised it adversely. I think thatast departed, as the hon. member from the Behring Sea arbitration bas beenCulIIberland has told us, attained his 91 st brought to a successful conclusion and
Year as a Canadian. He was born in New upon a reasonable basis for the country.
Brunswick, and was Speaker of the Legislative The hon. meinber from New Westminster
Assemblyandwasfor60yearsa representative last night read a great many columns of
a She Publis life of Canada, and never missed newspaper articles from United States and
a session. His father, his grandfather and Canadian newspapers, in order to show that
tie himself had been Speaker of the Legisla- both amongst United States and Canadian

ick.Assembly of his province, New Bruns- seal fishermen the arbitration was unpopular
. I think it is worthy of note to draw and considered unjust. The principle of

attention to this fact at a time when there arbitration was concluded for the purpose ofare people looking with lukewarmness upon protecting seal life and preserving to thehevalueoftheCanadian Senate, and whenwe world at large the trade and commerce that
reaize what hon. gentlemen like Mr. Bots- spring from the .protection of a valuable
ford, Mr. Montgomery, Sir John Abbott fur animal such as the seal is, and what is
and others who are and have been active nobody's property is sure to go to destruction.
Members of our honourable House : I say the We had a noticeable instance of that in the
eOuntry would be losers to be deprived of North-west. The buffalo, a most valuable
the benefit of the experience, independence, article of food and commerce, has been en-
Uprightness, patriotism and loyalty of such tirely destroyed simply owing to the jealousyM who in their legislative capacity are of and greed of the people living to the southIaterial assistance in perfecting the laws. of the boundary line, and of those livingthave much pleasure in congratulating north of the boundary line thirty years ago.the Government upon the appointment The buffalo, which at that time, numbered
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hundreds of thousands and even millions in
the North-west Territory thirty and forty
years ago, is to-day extinct. They were cor-
ralled and driven into gulleys and slaughtered
wholesale for their hides which were then
only worth a dollar apiece-hides which to-
day would bring $10 and $20 apiece, while
the carcasses would be available for food.
That is a sample of what might take place
with ihe seal fisheries if due obligations were
not entered into to protect the value of the
commerce that can be brought into existence
through the preservation of those animals.
It is natural of course that those people who
live close to the seal fisheries should feel they
have inherent rights and that they are de-
prived of those rights to a certain extent,
but it is a protection which is in the interests
of the people of British Columbia. If you
adopt free trade you will largely divert the
benefits of the seal fisheries no matter
whether the furs ultimately fßnd a market
in the United States or London, or wherever
it may be, to Vancouver and Victoria,
because they are naturally situated for the
furnishing of the fleets engaged in those seal
fisheries. We have seen in the south seas
the annihilation of the fur seal which used
to be a valuable article of commerce-in the
Falkland Islands, off the coast of South
America, and the islands lying near New
Zealand were the home of the seal. It used
to be a profitable occupation to hunt them
there, but they are decimated owing to their
habits, which render them an easy prey to
the destructive genius of man, and are
destroyed for want of proper protection,
and the same result would overtake the
seal fisheries in Behring Sea, if this in-
ternational arbitration had not been en-
tered into. We have also to congratulate
ourselves upon having united with the
Government of Great Britain in bringing
before the world the principle of arbitration
as the settlement of a question that would,
as hon. gentlemen stated yesterday, have
been productive of war fifty or seventy years
ago. It is to the honour of Canada and the
honour of the United States that that prin-
ciple has been so successfully brought out in
the present arbitration between the two
most interested parties. And while it was
an Imperial question, the conduct of it was
assigned to Canadian statesmen under the
Imperial prestige.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-We have to
trust to the honour of the Government
of the United States in carrying out
the principles of the arbitration owing
to the power they exercise over the
seal life, through their territorial rights
which have been respected: that I think
may be relied on. To that end all the arbi-
trators recommended co-operation in the
regulations of the shore life of the seal,
and if the Imperial Government would
continue negotiations to that end it would
be to the advantage of all. For these rea-
sons it is worthy of more than a mere pass-
ing notice in the discussion of an address
in reply to a Speech from the Throne. I
might add further, in order to strengthen the
case and in order to show that it is in accord
with public opinion, that in our great North-
west Territories we have some very valuable
animals, notably the prairie chicken. We
take the most stringent means to protect
them. There is the great open prairie and
the prairie chickens are flying wild and are
anybody'sproperty, but the people support the
Government and aid one another in their pro-
tection because they are valuable to the
population, and the people desire that they
shall not be totally destroyed simply because
it is nobody's business to look after thein. J
would like to congratulate the Government
also on the success that has attended the
many exploring expeditions-notably during
the past year, the expedition of Mr. Tyrrell
to our northern ter ritory and that of Mr.
Low to the coast of Labrador, both of whom
reached points on Hudson Bay. These ex-
plorations are of inestimable benefit in bring-
ing to light such articles of commerce and
waterways as may exist in our country but
which lie hidden from view. It is through
the intrepidity and enterprise of such men
as Mr. Tyrrell and Mr. Low, Dr. Dawson,
Mr. Ogilvie and others that we are able to
ascertain what resources we possess in distant
parts of our territory which is so extensive.
It is a matter of satisfaction that we have men
in our service to send forth, men who are
capable of going through the hardships which
exist in penetrating such distant regions
through such great difficulties as meet them
on their way in northern latitudes. The
World's Fair is also a matter of congratu-
lation to the country and to the Government
in the success that Canada has met
with. I am sorry that. the Hon. Minister
of Agriculture is not in his place. I did
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iltend to express my regrets that, in- the question of the advantages as divided
htead of confining our building to offices, between protection and f ree trade. The
e d not put up a building large hon, leader of this buse has given to us aenough to contain products of Canada to be list of the products of Canada which are ex-shown as a whole froin the Atlantic to the ported. The wealth of a country is ofPacific, in the face of the enormous assem- course gauged by the power it possesses toblage Of people that went there this sum- export a surplus after the people have

er, it was an opportunity for advertising supplied themselves with ah the require-the country that I think was lost, and would ments of life. A farmer's wealth is gaugedhave had a great effect as a supplement to entireîy by the amount he is able to export
he individual exhibits in the World's Fair from his farm after e has supplied hisbuildings In the province of Manitoba famil with what he has produced on it, andthe Provincial Government felt that they 80 it y5 with a country. The wealth of ahadl such a very valuable collection of agri- country must be gauged entirely by the ex-cultural and other products to exhibit to the , ports. The Trade and Navigation ReturnsWOrld at the fair that the space allotted show us that we have sent ofto them, as a small population, was not

guf cient for then, and therefore they put h o of the ine. 6,00,000
them . B eing themselves in order to show do of the forests.. 23,000,000

e, e g a province of Canada they 0f animais and their products 30,00,00aere not admitted inside of the fair grounds 0f agriculturai products.... 30,00,0outherefore they were obliged to build it
grteat Sa considerable expense and at a l have put the figures in round numbersgreat loss probably of advertising in conse- so as not to be tedious, but 1 wish to pointquence of it. Its wisdom led to a great out this, that out of one hundred and eightdeal b controversy. I only mention this millions of dollars $7,000,000 are manu-fact eaus it was open to Canada -to put factures and $101,000,000, the products of

UP any building they chose in the fair the mines, the forests, agriculture and ani-grounds-while it was forbidden to a prov- mals and products and the products of the
vnce of Canada. Notwithstanding that, the fisheries-$101,000,000 from these natural
hon. Minister of Agriculture has cause for resources that we possess are from our soil,great satisfaction to feel that in matters per- our tuber and our fisheries. 1 wish to put
taining to agriculture Canadians have carried it to hon. gentlemen in this bouse: Can yoUeverything before them; for that reason our point out in what way free trade will injure
rao8t successful industry should be the the prospecte of the production of any oneespecial care 'of the Government. With the of these products which amount to $l01,-
trd air isitmtl associated thetrd Faliy i intimately asoitdte000,000,and what is theobject of protection?

oerlicy of the country. The hon. it is to protet the manufacturer and encou-
thover of the Address in reply to rage the export of $7,000,000. There is the
the ch dwells very largely with difference between the two. Free trade wilthe trade question. As hon. gentle- enable the people wbo are producing from
men know, i have already upon three or four the forest, or the soil, or the fisheries, or the
Occasions taken the opportunity of present- mies to produce cheaper and compte for
"1g the trade policy of the country in a dif- the sale of those products in the markets
frent light than it has hitherto been placed of the world better and at more profit,

heorte hon. gentlemen in this House, and while protection charges them an exorbitantthat is from an entirely free trade aspect in rate in order to encourage or develop and
opposition to the protective aspect that it sustain an export of $7,000,000 worth ofhas been viewed from for the past fifteen manufactures. That 15 the way we have to
years. . know hon. gentlemen will forgive Put it to oursolves, the way we have
rl for taking up the time in the House in to realize it, that every one of the 5,000,000
renwing this subject, but one of the greatof the people in the country who are
an iums of success in the propagation of residing here and who are producing the
ay new ideas is to simplify and repeat, and s101,00,000 worth of exporté that go forth
that is what 1 propose to do so long as 1 IO to the markets of the world are al taxed,
10t exhaust the patience of hon. gentlemen and what for In order to encourage the'i Order to bring toq a successful conclusion export of $7,000,000 worth of manufactures
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fromi the country, which shows only an in- to the people of Great Britain who live f rom
crease of $1,000,000 during the past year, ox,ý year to another under the free trade
and. only a growth of some two or three policy they have instituted. 1 say that the
million of dollars since protection was insti- falling off of the trade in Great Britam is
tuted, and I verily believe in many of our largely due to the falling off in the importa-
main manufactures a less number of men tions of raw cotton from the United States,
are employed in manufacturing in 1891 than ind in consequence of that there is natur-
in 1881, which can be easily ascertained by atly a falling off in the exportation of manu-
the census returns. We see an agitation factured cotton. The falting off in the
springing up from one end of Canada to the rt of cotton is nearly haif the falling off
other for tariff reforin. The Government re- o the foreign trade of the United States.
cognize such an agitation, because four ineim- It is in articles of that kind that the trade
bers of the Governinent of Canada have Of Great Britain bas fallen off, and why bas
been moving about to acertain in what way it fallen off? It is simply in consequence of
they can reduce the cost and reduce the the McKinleyism that attempted to roi) the
tariff in order to meet the agitation that markets of Great Britain for British labour in
they have to face, and the question of course South Aînericanandothermarketswhere they
when a change is going to take place is what exported their manufactures. The United
forin shall that change take. Should it go Stateswantedby meansof reciprocity treaties,
back to the revenue tariff of 1878 or should it to trade their manufacturesoffat anincreased
be maintained with its protective featu re, or price in exchange for sugar, coffee and hides
should it take the form of commercial produced in those countries and to take away
life an example of which Great Britain that market f rom England by reciprocity
has set us for the past fifty years treaties of discrimination. Fortunately for
in which such remarkable results have the people of Great Britain, under f ree trade
followed their policy of free trade? I have their mar.iet is so valuable to them that the
come to the conclusion, from a study people of Brazil and other countries would not
of the question so far as my humble capacity trade on that basis or under reciprocity
bas enabled me to do so, that free trade is treaties which would discriminate against
adapted to Canada, and will redound quite Great.Britain. Ail the same it produced an
as largely to the profits and advantages of injuriouseffect on the trade of Great Britain,
the people of this country as it did to the and what bas been the e: ect of McKinleyism
people of Great Britain when they adopted on the United States? It has reduced
it in 1846. The hon. leader of the Gov- the purchasing power of the people of
ernment and the mover of the Address have Great Britain for the purchase of the
drawn attention to the very satisfactory commodities supplied by the United States,
fact that our trade with Great Britain has and which bas during the part year
increased in late years while it bas fallen off reduced their export by $150,000,000, re-
with the people of the United States. duced it to such an unprofltable basis that
We'J, I say that that is in consequence of it is reacting on every agricultural industry
free trade. The purchasing power of the in this country such as the prices for our
people of Great Britain bas not fallen wheat and other large items of our industry.
away. The purchasing power of the people It is not a question that free trade is hanper-
of the United States under protection ing England or that the bottom bas fallen
has fallen. When you want to get good out of free trade in England, which some like
prices for your products send them to Eng- to assert-it is that the bottoi is falling out
land. If you are satisfied with poor prices of the protected countries that are customer'.
you can find them in the United States. of Great Britain. In the condition of those
Great Britain bas not decreased in wealth countries mav be found the cause of
at all although it may have fallen off in the falling of of British trade in its ex-
trade. If you send good beef, good mutton, porting and importing power, and not
good eggs, cheese or anything else to Great in the principles of free trade. With regard
Britain you will find the highest possible to our exports to Great Britain and the
price that is to be obtained for them in any congratulations that have been offered us
portion of the world, but you must only in onsequence of the higher prices we
send the best. To what is that owing? receive there, I observe that our exports to
That is owing to the purchasing power given the United Kingdom for catte are $74
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head. I am inclined to think that the ex-Ports are swelled somewhat in those prices-
thatthatisnotthepricesat thepoint of depart-ure but at the port of arrival in Great Britain
-that the export value given to our cattle
is the value at Liverpool and not at Montreal.
It is open to criticism whether that is a fairexhibit of the value of the exports as conveyed
to UsintheTradeand Navigation Returns. Itis the same way with sheep-the value is $9SLhead, the value of eggs 13 cents a dozen, and
Of cheese il cents per pound. Now are thosethe prices that our farmers or merchantsreceive who sent them fron Montreal, or arethey the prices received in the port ofLiverpool ? If our export returns areh)sed on that basis then it should beshown that it is so, so that the people ofCanada can understand how far the Govern-
mient of Canada, in giving those returns ofthe industries of Canada, are incorrect andif so to what extent. I do not say that it isan unfair showing, only I would like to knowif the difference between Montreal and Liver-
Pool is included in that return. I know as
far as our imports are concerned the Govern-ment fix arbitrary values on imports. That
May be sound lnder protection in order toprotect the country against false invoices, buta hve b 'en told that the Government veryfrequently raise far above the invoice price
of an article at the port in order that the
dutY may be raised upon the article as itpresents itself to the mind of the Customsauthorities and as it presents itself to themind of the manufacturer in whose interest
the protective tariff has been designed. Ifthe imports are raised on one hand and theexports raised on the other, it does not pre-sent to us, 1 will not say a true statementOf the case but it should be represented
exactly as the facts are in order that weiuay judge of it correctly. Now, so far as con-gratulating the House upon the value of theimports and exports to Great Britain, the
Price of cattle through the exports returns

a $74 per lead to Great Britain and thevalue of cattle sent to the United States$25 only. Sheep sent to Great Britain $9per head, sheep sent to the United States

Brit : The value of eggs sent to Great
y tain is 13 cents per dozen and to theJhiced States 11 cents. It is such prices
Which show the value of a f ree trade market
Over a protective market. Here are 65,000,-
a00 people living across the lake or the river,
as the case may be, connected with us by the

closest ties with transportation facilities and
everything else to facilitate trade-65,000,-
000 of people that are supposed to be exceed-
inigly wealthy as a nation, and yet we are
able to get those larger prices from a
population living across the ocean with
all the difficulty of transport in the way
and of unlimited competition interposed-
38,000,000 of people under a free trade
policy are able to give us those prices
so far exceeding the prices that the 65,000,-
000 of people close to us can give for pro-
ducts. Now, if that is the case, if it pre-
sents itself to your mind as it presents
itself to my mind, you will not be very long
before you cati argue out the matter in your
own mind to feel and know that in order to
give purchasing power to the people of
Canada and make trade flow rapidly and
vigorously through all the channels of com-
munication we possess, the adoption of
a policy of free trade, instead of a policy of
restriction, should be followed by the Gov-
ernment of Canada, when they come to
change their tariff policy in any direction
whatever, and the country will soon realize
what the advantagesiof a policy of that kind
will prove to be. The hon. Minister of
Trade and Commerce last night in his, speech
seemed to congratulate the House upon the
success that Canada had met with in the
decreae of importations in pork, bacon and
ham from the United States. I say that it
is no matter of congratulation that we have
been able to import less bacon and hams
during the past eight or ten years than we
were able to do eight or ten years ago. I say
the more that we import the better it is for
the country. Yes, 'hon. gentlemen. it is
so because you will secure no imports in
your country unless there is labour in the
country to produce something to export in
exchange for them. Trade is not conducted
on a basis of money, but on a basis of trade,
and if we import 10,000,000 pounds of pork,
there has got to be the product of labour,
perhaps more profitably employed than in the
production of bacon and hams, in order to pay
for the importation of those articles. There is
a difference between feeding pigs and raising
them: protection compels you to raise them,
but limits your power to feed to the produc-
tion of the country. Free trade will enable
you to feed or raise, as the far-mer may find
most profitable. You cannot buy, as an in-
dividual, unless you have labour or some-
thing that you possess yourself to give in
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exchange for it. No more can a country through its whole ramifications, and that is
import unless they have something to ex- the article of coal oil. We can easily ascer-
change in the products of their labour tain the cost of coal oil to our people in con-
or the money to pay for it, but, as a sequence of the duty. I make this state-
matter of fact, the trade of international ment here, that the protection given to the
exchanges is made entirely on a trade pork does not go to the producers in conse-
basis. The exchange of bullion is of quence of the export value regulating prices,
very small dimensions in comparison with; but to the curers. Now, I distinctly say
the general trade of the country, and, there- that coal oil is one of those articles by which
fore, it is not a matter of congratulation to I can prove my case. For instance, we im-
feel that imports have fallen off in any port 6,000,000 gallons of coal ou from the
degree whatever because exports must faîl United States at a cost of $437,000 and we
in sympathy. As a matter of profit it is of pay duty on that $430,000. The figures
no advantage. True we are putting on an are in these Trade and Navigation Returns
import duty in order, as the Minister of that cannot be refuted. There is 100 per
Trade and Commerce says, to protect those cent duty on the value of coal oil hrought
who are engaged in the industry of produc- into the country. There is in addition to
ing pork and manufacturing into hams and that 1 cent duty on the cost of the barrels
bacon, but the lion. Minister of Trade and and the inspection as well. Now at
Commerce knows perfectly well that the price Petrolia the oit costs 6ý cents per gallon, we
that is paid for our pork and our bacon and that American oil that is brought to the
hams is entirey gauged byathe export value of boundary and sold and delivered at the
the articles, because we export $1,800,000 bounda at 71 cents per gallon is increased
worth of it to Great Britain, and the United to the extent of of cents per gallon. What
States at the same time exports to, Great Brit- for?7 To make the people of Canada pay a
ain $30,000,000 wort. Therefore, if Great profit of 7 cents per gallon for what they
Britain is the ruling narket for the prices in consume for the henefit of the Petrolia Oil
the United States and Canada, where is the Works. Is there any sense in that? In
benefit .kto the Canadian producer of the connection with the Petrolia wells only 347
article Afo pork in consequence of the duty men are employed both in the production
that is imposed upon it ? Davis & Sons, and the refining of the oil. The Minister
of Toronto, are the largest pork packers of Trade and Commerce referred, in tones
in Canada, or about the largest ; saw of exultation, to the barrel and cooperage
letters over their own signatures stating and ail other industries connected with it.
that they could give no increased prices to n If the Minister of Trade and Commerce wili
the Canadian producers of pork for the look at the census returns he will se that
manufacture of bacon and hams over and there are fewer coopers employed in Canada
above the export value they get for it in to-day than there were in 1881, by 300 men.
Great Britain; and if that is the case, and I If that is the case, and I say it is the case,
ao prepared to, take the statement of prac- that there are less men working at the
tical men of that kind to prove to my satis- cooperage and that there are only 347 men
faction at any rate that such is the case, and working at the coal ou refineries and wells
therefore as the peopie of Canada are taxed and that the whole of the 5,000,000 of peo-
by the iyport duties and that the taxation pIe in Canada are taxed 7to cents per gallon
reduces their power to get cheaper bacon, to produce that result, when we realize that
say an injury is done to the consumers of an injustice of that kind prevails, when it is
the country by so doing and that the tax- clearly shown that it does exist, should we
ation imposed to encourage that pork in- hesitate for a moment as to the policy the
(lustry does not go to the producers but to Government shouid pursue in the question
the curers, as J can show you in other nes of tarif refort I say that it is not a rev-
of manufacturing. 0f course it is very diffi- enue tarifn that we want, but a sweeping
cuit to prove many things in connection with away of every tax on the labour and in-
the increased cost given to the necessaries of! dustry of the country in order to place Can-
life through the duties,t but there is one item adians in a better position to, export to the
which is iargeIy discussed and has been more markets of the world which are infinitely
largely discussed probably than any other better than the restricted market of 5,000,-
because it is an article that is easily traced 000 of people to which their power of pro-
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duction is limited. Now, wè feel this Russell, where I live, at a cost otf about 2
question of coal oil in Manitoba and the cents a gallon. Now that makes 14 cents a

orth-west Territories exceedingly, because gallon added to the cost of the coal oil before
ts not an increase merely of 7½ cents per it gets into the hands of the retail inerchants

gallon there, it is an increase of 19 cents per at all. Of course the retail nierchant charges
allon 'n consequence of the duty, and I will his profit on the cost to him of tle oil-his
hoA You how that is arrived at. The legitimate profit on his business. In the

Amnerican oil wells comnpete with the Can- west there is so much leakage and heavy
"dian oil wells. The American oil that insurance that the profits that our retail
cornes into Canada is about 6,000,000 gal- merchants charge anount to 33j perions. The Canadian oil produced in Can- cent on oil. Therefore to the 14 centsada is about 10,000,000 gallons. The Am- per gallon has to be added the profitseican oil which comes into Canada in that the merchants legitimately charge
Crpetition with Canadian oil is subject on handling the goods for us. That
an a duty of 71 cents per gallon, is 5 cents, or 19 cents per gallon added to
tdo cent a gallon on the barrel, for inspec- the price of coal oil for every farmer in the

Pid a quarter of a cent, that makes 8 cents province of Manitoba. Is there any justice
oi to the Goveirnment for the duty on the or right in it ? Can you say that I am
oit coring from the United States. The wrong or any man coming down from thehon. the Finance Minister discovered a hid- West is wrong t& come here and tell theden tax in the shape of its distribution in people in Eastern Canada of the injusticetank cars being prohibited-that it cost so and the difficulties that we are labouring
nuch to purchase barrels and to barrel it up, under in consequence of a state of affairs of
chih added to the leakage increased the that kind, and that you are labouring under
"st of distribution, and in that he discovered in the East, though not so glaring ? Now,
there was a very heavy taxation in addition when I realized that I had to pay 45 cents
tO the duty, and in the agitation for tarifi a gallon for my coal oil, as I have had to doreforn last year he says, 1 will remove this through the long winters, and that we only
restriction, but he halted half-way like a get 40 cents a bushel for wheat, and that a
gold rnany who are checked when their re- bushel of wheat will not pay for a gallon of
solutions are good-and unfortunately there coal oil, you will understand the difficulties
are t0o inany of them who turn from their that we labour under in that country which
gOo resolutions and feeling gratified at the has been developed for the advantage ofvirtue they have shown treat their good re- Canada. We are willing to bear any burdenis

Thations and thus go back to their old ways. that may be necessary for the benefit of
a is why I am afraid of half-way meas- Canada, but we do not want to be oppressed
es, and it has proved itself in this instance, or unjustly dealt with. I took occasion to

because tank cars are only admitted into the write to the Hon. the Finance Minister in
thy of Winnipeg, the town of Brandon and order to point out to him-not as a member
theo n of Portage la Prairie. Anybody in of this House, but as a private individual,
Manitoba and the territories living beyond while the Government was considering the
th range of those places has to submit to tariff--I had just as much right to presentihe cost of rebarreling and the distribution my claim or the case of my neighbours as any-
f barrels. The result is it involves a cost one else, and so I wrote and pointed out

ba 31 cents in transferring from tanks to that we laboured under that difficulty pay-
th rels. That makes 12 cents over and above ing 45 cents a gallon for our coal oil and

e eost of the oil in Winnipeg. Then in con- that in any consideration of tariff reform the
thseence of this rebarreling taking place duty should be removed. So I wrote to the
Oteideis 2 cents a gallon charged to pensons Finance Minister on the 6th of February,

h ® r of Winnipeg f6r the local freight. representing to him very much what I have-
Whell a car Of coal oil comes from the oil represented to you this afternoon. This is
tells of the United States it comes through his answer
thro uhnpeg, a very slight increase in the OTTAwA, 19th February, 1894.

destinatiratet will carry it through to its DEAR SENATOR BOULTON,-I have your letterfarthenaion two or three hundred miles of late date containing a copy of an article
, ut when its bulk is broken you which was to appear in the " Russell Chronicle,"

ave to pay a local rate from Winnipeg to and has I suppose already appeared. I am
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afraid I would scarcely agree with all the points dealer 24< cents in bulk, or 26Jý cents with the
that it contains, but that of course would not pre- barrel.
vent nie from giving careful attention to all items On the l2th February there was another reduc-
in the tariff which affect the North-west as well as tion iiîade on Canadian oit at Winnipeg to 231, in-
other parts of Canada. You will find upon inquiry clndiug the barrel, or 22 cents in bulk for oleo-
that coal oil eau be bought to-day in Winnipeg for phene oit. Ii or(er to make these prices a littie
from 15 cents to 20 cents, and if that be so, as it plainer, I beg to inclose you a fult p-ice Iist of both
is, there seems to me no good reason why it should Anierican ois and Canadian ois previous to the
sell for 45 cents at Russell. Canadian coal oil is lst Septemlîer, and the changes which have taken
being sold now in tanks at Petrolia at 6ý cents per place siice. We ail know right well why this
gallon, and can be taken in tanks to any city or reduction recently nade lias )een done, that it is
town in Canada as far as any restriction inposed siiiply t( bear ou the statenient thst Canadian oit
by the Governnent is concerned. There is of can no- be sol so cheap that there is no necessity
course a commercial restriction imposed by to take off the duty from American oils, ani that
small consumption in out-of-the-way places they hoped to work this scheme to a successful
where it would not pay to take oil in tanks either issue through Mr. Gerrie. We have had, of
because of the small consumption or for other i course, to iowei Ainerican oit down as far as
reasons. You will no doubt have an opportunity possible to ineet these prices, in bopes that the
this winter of discussing this matter in your own reduction of duty woulu better enable us to do so
place, and there is no need of us entering into a at the îext session of Parliament, but we have
written controversy on the question. strong reasons to believe that the influence that

Yours truly, is being b-ouglit to bear f-oi Petrolia is very
(Signed) GEORGE FOSTER. likety to be sîccessful in keeping that duty on.

Hon. Senator Boulton, The quantity used ii the country of Ainerican
Shellnouth, Man. oit i nus about 16,09 barrels a yearbîît 1 cannot say

When I received that letter I wrote toCanadian importersWhenI reeivd tht leter1 m-ote o hanîIle, perhaps 10,000 to 12,000 barrels. The
the agent of the Standard Oil Company, people of this country appreciate the best article
which is the competitor of the Canadian Oil they can finu, and certainly should be supplied
Company, in order to find out from hini the with it as cheap as possible to inake it, but un-
correctness of these figures and to ascertainin bringing downcorretnes o thee fgure andto scerainthe price of oil to tlîe basis it should be s4old at ;
where the blame rested. This is the but were the uty remove we could at once place
that I received from him the people of the North-west in the saine position

WINNIPEG, MAN., March 7th, 1894. as their neighboirs across tue hue, excepting thedifference of freight on the costs of their oit. It is
Hon. Senator Boulton, Brandon. claimed biy tle Go-erument that Aunerican import-

DEAR SIR,-With reference to the quotation ers have been granted the p-ivilege of importîug
made by Mr. Foster that Canadian oil is beiug in tank cas, which should iiake a great reduction
sold at 15 cents in Winnipeg, I have nu know- in the price of oit. This -e grant then, were
ledge of any such price in existence, and as they there lot suc nreasonable restrictions placed
are our direct conpetitors it is very likely that if upon that privilege as to destroy the benefit accru-
such a price was given we would be very apt to ing to us froi the privitege. These restrictionb we
know it. In fact it is hardly possible for any have founu to he so severe as to hecoine alînost pro-
quotation to be made and we not know it. The hibitive to the hanlling of tank cars into tle
price of Canadian oit has been undoubtedly reucei country, as for instance whei the tank car arrives
to a very woîîderfut degree <curing the last six (this is Dow the best facilities they can offer ns).
or seven înonths. For instance, the oit tlat vas iThe car is first weighed at the railroad depot wlien
sold previons to the first ulay of Septeniber at 28ýi it arrives, lîy the Custois. That, w-e miay say, is
cents has been recently reduced to cents. p Take at right. b e then deposit a marked cheque for
the best grade of Canadian oit whichi was sold to the aicunt of duty called for in the invoice of the
the dlealers up to the lat Septeinbe- last a t 28ý car of oit the car is then permitted to be taken
cents it was reduced to the dealers to 23 cents, ont to ou i barrelling estabishinent and warehouse,
and the other brands of Canadian oils in the saine whlere w-e are olili ged to draw off every gallon of
proportion. Mr. (4errie started iii to seli oil iii oit it contains amid arrel it up, weigli every huarrel
Winnipeg by retail at 20 cents and 25 cents ou t e separately agaid, stencil every barrel with the
lst Septeîber, and in order to bear out the state- tisuial tarks required by the Inland Revenue then
nient mnade last year in Parliainent that Canadiaî draw off a sample of this oit and have it tested, and
oit could lie sold in M.\auitoba retait for 20 cents every liarrel signed bv the Intaod Revenue officiais.
and 25 cents, Mr. Gerrie was ptace( in a position Wte are theu, as a very great favour, peranitted to
to do it. While he w-as retailing this saine, empty those barrels ont by hoisting the up about
oleophene oit at 25 cents at times the inerchants 10 ft. to tle top of the iroe taWk, and (ump the i
huying it by the barret -ould pay 26p cents for it, iito that tank, to lie delivered for the city of
or 24J cents in bulk without any package. Mir Winnopeg trae alone. Itmediately after the
Gernie setling this saie grade of oit under the barrel is emiptied, we are required by the law to
naine of Headlight at the retail price of 25 cents rase every mark that we have nad put on when
per gallon, of course, was Dot doiîg it withot a w-e filled tle barrel froîn the end of the barre
pro fi t. He told me hilself distinctly that lie paid again (togh it nay have been marked 15 nuinutes
the Imperial Oit Company 20 cents per galion and previos), and necessitates a good deal of extra
5 per cent discount, equal to 19 cents per gallon, work at our 9arehouse, ani a good deal of cost to
for this sanie oit iii buk, which w-ould cost the the handing of the oit. A few days ago two tanks
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arrived that I wanted to use for the city trade, Hon. Mr. ANGERS. What letter is
ani I Went to the Inland Revenue official, brought thatOnt to our warehouse and showed him the taWhoie situation, the tanks having been already
Weighed by the Custons. I asked him if lie couldi Hon. Mr. BOULTON. That is the letter
not grant me the privilege of dumping the contents from the agent of the Standard Oi Company
of thoe two cars directly into our stationary tank, . . West. it to the
retung the empty tank cars, and havimg them at Winnipeg, Mr D tgxve
Weghed again by the Custons, andt pay duty o House for what it is worth. It is the result
'il the oil found in the tanks, and also inspection of mny labours to try and ascertain who is to
to his departnent, estimating, if he liked, 42 blame for the price that we have to pay, 45gaillons of oit to the barrel, insteati of .50 gallons,
Which the law .liom,, but he sai i No,'n ee cou d cents per gallon, for coal oil. Our farmers
not do it, but the law inæst be carried out a it do not want to have to produce wheat at 40
S adls, and I then went with him to the Customns cents per bushel and have to pay 45 cents a
)partnment to see if we could effeet soine arrange- gallon for one of the primest necessities ofalreadtetweei the two departinent as the oi their life in the North-west. The statementaireadIY heen' weighed l)y the Customns, mwhich

wouldenable us to avoid the rotuindabout way of that was made in this letter which I produce
arrlhng up ail that oi and then emptying it out to the House was that Mr. Gerrie was putgain 1n order to comply with the letter of the law. in a position to sell his oil at retail in Winni-

c o a ( ant ythi k t t of e us o ha" peg for a less price than the merchants in
.0 be carried out. I do not think that it is the the interior could buy it at wholesale. I said
Intention of the Government at Ottawa to place that is a serious charge to make and I do
,' unreasonable obstructions in our way of hand- not want to produce the letter unless you
a unr goo(ls, but it seens to me that the officiais c.ve me an affidavit as to the conversation
te thrnted1 a good, deal of discretionary power as "I
th e carrying out of the law, and I regret to say which you state took place between you and

at at this port in Winipeg we find it one of the Mr. Gerrie and I will feel justified in produc-
thest ifficult ports to do business with perhaps in ing that alongside of the letter. This is the
reanon.io. of Canada, if not in the British affidavit that he furnished me
reot. I have had occasion repeatedly to apply
tO wt a to get possession of tank cars that were
of thP ten and twelve days awaiting the decision Manitoba. 1 In

f h e offcials here as to the mode they would To Vit. f
carry t goods, and only did I get permission to 1, David West, of the city of Winnipeg, and pro-
spectiou whe a and barrel up the goods for in- vince of Manitoba, do solemnly declare that on the
i one case it cost nie $13 in teegrams to the 25th day of September, 1893, in conversation with

althorities at Ottawa to instructions to the Mir. Charles Gerrie with refere-ice to the reduced
officiais at W i tanig to thus delser me the goois price at which he was retailing coal oil in Winni-
that were aing o the rairoa m track. h;o 01g peg, he, Mr. Gerrie said to me as follows :-
te whole 1 do not se as we couad e nuch worse o I get a rebate of 5 cents per gallon on ail the
dealt with than we are t the present time by thse oil sel. I pay the Imperial Oi1 Company in full
restrictions awa t obstacles in our way of these regular market prices for the oil, and last week I
business in thit country. of g received the noney for rebate. I am not to know

Yours truly, where it comes front, nor is Mr. Sharpe, as it comes

. WEST, fanaper. fron another source."
Whoesa e. :. olOli ini(grvot»t I asked him " Are you sure of getting this re-

prices of Coal Oil in Winnipeg prenous to bate? Have you antything in writing that would

Canadia in bris. A''ericean oils in bris. hold then to it ? " To which lie replied " Oh, no,
Oeophene 2.Stb. Amen olsm.r. . i would not do to put it in writing as in the event

sil en........ 2 Sunight ......... 29 of it getting ont it would do a great deal of harm,
tar ....... 23½ but I receive my money all right and that is ail I

Bulk oil 2c. less. care."
-icesg fromt September 1 to FebruaryP 12.

0i ap ian oils in bris. American oils in bris.
res®en ... ... 26ýc. Eocene. .. . . .. ..32c.

SilverSrt . . .. 25 Sunlight .... .... 27
tar ---..... 21

kute - Bulk oil 2c. less.
4 made on oils at Winnipeg, February 12, 1894.

0i Cauuadian oils in bris. American oils in bris.
esophene .... .... 2 3ic. Eocene. ...... ... .28c.

8ilver · 21ý Sunlight.......... 24
tar · · 7ý & 18J

Dut Bulk oil lc. less.
D uty o n b 1. . ........ . 2 -e

Inspection, 10c. per bri.. ....... 0-25

Total ... .......... .... 8. 8.45c.

Iuring the inonths of December and January ivr.
Gerrie showed me the oil he was selhing for 25 cents
per gallon, and in the latter month I took a sample
of the oi known as Oleophene and had it tested by
the Inland Revenue officiais at Winnipeg, and
found the gravity to correspond with oleophene oil
gravity. On this oil Mr. Gerrie told me the price
to hini was 20 cents per gallon with a discount of
5 per cent, and was billed to him as Headlight oil,
which is an inferior brand.

The price to the merchants on this Oleophene oil
from the lst of September to the 12th of February
was 24½ cents in bulk, and 26½ cents per gallon in
the barrel.

That this oil was retailed by Mr. Gerrie for 25
cents per gallon I saw done by the oil being drawn
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out of a barrel, measured out to the customer and
25 cents in cash paid for it while I was looking on.

And I make this solemn declaration conscienti-
ously believing it to be true and knowing that it is
of the saine force and effect as if made under oath
and by virtue of " The Canada Evidence Act, 1893."

Declared before me at the city)
of Winnipeg in the province D W EST
of Manitoba, this tenth day
of March, A.D. 1894. J

Wm. BEMISH,
A Commr. in B. Q., &c.

I read that to you in order to show
what we suffer from in consequence of
the duty and in consequence of the efforts
of the Imperial Oil Co., which is only
an offshoot of the Petrolia Oil Wells
to extract from the agricultural popula-
tion of the west who have in the competi
tive prices they receive more than they can
labour under and suffer from in the North-
west-to extract a larger share of profit
than the duty accorded to them. It is only
the result of a protective policy ; it is a policy
of greed and selfishness in order to get as
much out of one's neighbour as the neigh-
bour's intelligence or means of self-defence
will enable him to do. We have to pay so
much for coal oil, one of the great necessities
of our life out there, one of the necessities
that comes back to us in exchange for the
articles we send out, the products of our
labour. Every single thing that we pur-
chase with that product of our labour is in-
creased more or less by a similar principle
of protection whether it is cotton, coal oil,
agricultural implements, wire, nails, wire
fencing, binder twine or anything else-
everything that we purchase with the pro-
duct of our labour in the North-west has
been thus added to in cost, exactly in the
same way though perhaps not in the saie
proportion as in the case of coal oil, but still
excessive amount added to its cost. When
you realize that such is the case that when
the Government is considering its tariff
measure even if they will not abandon that
principle of protection which they tell us in
this address they are not going to abandon,
they at least might punish those men who
are shown to be illegitimately fattening on
the people of the North-west and they
will sweep away every vestige of the protec-
tion on the oil industry in Canada. Free
trade will not kill it, but it will put it on
the same plane as wheat. There are some
other things that I should like to refer to in
regard to this. Hon. gentlemen will realize

that I am introducing a new subject-that
I am arguing for a free trade policy from an
entirely new standpoint-a standpoint never
before presented to the Canadian Parliament,
and for that reason I may be pardoned for
detaining the House a little longer than is
justifiable on an important occasion of this
kind when the Government is waiting
for the passage of the Address, but I
should like to refer to the visit of the
Minister of Trade and Commerce to Aus-
tralia. He told us about the export
of agricultural machinery to that country
and how proud he was when he was told of
the success of the Massey-Harris Co., one of
our largest exporters, one of our wealthiest
men at the head of an institution that I be-
lieve as far as capital is concerned is equal to
anything on the continent. He told the
House with great pride that the Massey Co.
had been able to sell 8,000 machines of one
class and another in Australia in competition
with the United States manufacturers. Now,
there is a valuable market there, I am quite
aware, and we may take a just pride that our
Minister of Trade and Commerce had gone to
Australia in order to view the scene for him-
self and bring back such intelligence as he
could to the people of Canada as to what
opportunity did exist there in the opening up
of trade with our fellow-subjects in the anti-
podes, but if we want to open up a trade
in agricultural machinery with Australia
what is going to enable us to do it-what is
going to enable us to compete with Great,
Britain who sends agricultural machinery
there-what is going to enable us to compete
with the United States whose agricultural
machinery is sent there? Is it putting the
people of Canada in a better position to eco-
nomically manufacture those articfes? Add-
ing to the cost of theni through heavy duties
on other lines of industry is not going to
enable us to compete with those two powerful
and wealthy countries; but knock off the
duties and put the people of Canada in a
better position, then it will not be 8,000
machines, but 80,000 and possibly as popu-
lation increases in Australia, 800,000. What
did the United States do to encourage that
trade which the hon. gentleman has pointed
out as being in existence? In the United
States, under the McKinley Bill, the manu-
facturer gets a rebate of the duties that have
entered into the manufacture of agricultural
machinery. Every penny that they have to
pay on such materials is remitted to them
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when they export this manufactured article,
and in that way they have been able to sell
to the people of Australia at a less price than
to their customers at home. Why? Because
the duties they pay on the article manu-
factured at home must of necessity increase
the cost of manufacturing it. The reduction
Of duties enables them to sell it at a cheaper
rate to the Australian. It is on that very
Priciple that we have to act if we want to
export our agricultural machinery.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-What?
ing of the rebate, you mean?

The pay-

oin. Mr. BOULTON-No, free trade,
rebate on everything. I do not believe in
the. people of Canada paying money out of
their pockets in order to make cheap ma-
chinery for Australians or Americans, or for
the Argentine Republic or any other nation.
These are ail competing with us in the pro-
duction of wheat, and the policy of cheapen-ing the machine for them alone is giving
thems an unfair advantage over us, but what
I do believe in is taking the tax off ail the
Industrial employment of the country inorder to make labour compete more success-
fully with the world at large--in order to
sell the product of its labour from Canadiansoil and cheapen it for ail customers alike.
With regard to agricultural machinery, wehave seen it stated that the United States
PrOposes to take off the duty which protects
their agricultural machinery, and that they
are geing to throw their market open toCanadian competition, and that the Massey-
larris Co. are going to be at liberty to com-Pete there ; but can they compete under ex-
lsting affairs ? Can they compete under a
Protective tax? No, because every single
thig. that they require to manufacture their
machines with is subject to duties varying
fI'oi 30 per cent to 40 per cent-their bariron, their coal oil, their coal-every single

thig that they require in manufcturing
it Ir nachines, and a very large portion of
t p- imported from the countries wheretheir machines are supposed to go into andlcOvapete.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-Perhaps the hon.
gentleman is not aware that the same system
prevails in this country, as in the United
Sates, in referenice to a drawback of duties
on articles which enter into the manufacture
0f rnachinery exported, so that the manu-

facturers of Canada stand in that respect
precisely in the same position as the United
States manufacturer who exports.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-So much the
worse for the Canadian people ; so much the
better for the manufacturers. The Canadian
people are paying taxe% out of their pockets
to make the machines cheaper for the Ameri-
can than for the Canadian. That is no
better argument than the tu quoque which
is so frequently used.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentle-
man advanced that as an argument in
favour of the exportation from -the United
States, and condemns us for following the
same course.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON. I say the United
States, in order to compete with England
in Australia for the sale of machines, offer-
ed a bonus to the manufacturers of the
United States to the extent of the duty,
and that the rest of the people had to pay
for the making of these machines cheaper
for the stranger. They were bonused to
that extent, and I was merely deducing
from that that if it was necessary for the
American manufacturers to do that, how
much more necessary is it for the Canadian
manufacturers to remove the duty off every
industrial necessity in the country in order
to enable them to reach the Australian or
English markets, or any other market in
the world, or, in other words, to exchange
the restricted market of 5,000,000 people in
Canada for the extended markets of the
world which can be reached by Canadian
labour if they are only placed in a position
to do so under the economic conditions of
free trade. Supposing you have all your raw
material admitted perfectly free-supposing
everything you require for your manufac-
tures are admitted perfectly free, and ail
the labour engaged in the manufacture or
production of any articles, what.ever it may
be, get all the necessaries of life admitted
perfectly free-what is to prevent the Can-
adian labourer from competing with any
other labourer, either in Ireat Britain or
anywhere else? What is the disability that
he labours under i He is physically strong,
lie is intelligent and industrious, he has
powers of distribution through the channels
of communication that we possess and
which are unrivalled. He has every facil-
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ity for the distribution of the products of of 25 per cent, if you remove that 25 per
his labour, either from the farm, mine or cent we would beat the world. The sale of
factory. At present every industry that nickel is limited, but working it 25 per
we are engaged in, manufacturing, produc- cent cheaper vouId enable us to
tion from the mine, or the forest, or any in- command the market. At present we are
dustry, is increased in the cost of produc- working under difficulties and find extrene
tion by 25 per cent through the duty, and difficulty in making profitable sales."
if you take off that 25 per cent you will Take off that 25 per cent, and there is noth-
place, it is perfectly evident, everv produder ing to prevent Canada muîtiplying its manu-
and manufacturer in the country at an ad- facturing power, utilizingits water privileges,
vantage of 25 per cent over the position increasiïîg the wealth of the people and the
he occupies to-day. Hon. gentlemen trade an( in(ustry of the Dominion. What
know very well what 25 per cent means if have both parties always striven for in this
they .had to pay it in the shape of inter- country? las it not been to get reciprocity
est on a mortgage or anything at all-that with the United States? But it bas been
it will very soon ruin them ; and when I say found that the reciprocity that they are
25 per cent I do not wislh to make a state- willing to give us is not of a character thatwe
ment without being able to prove that such are prepared to accept. The hon. gentleman
is the case. Our imports are $121,000,000. quoted from Mr. (ards' pamphlet yesterday
The free goods are $51,000,000, and the to show that the people of the United States
dutiable goods S70,000,000. That is the had no intention to adopt free trade-that
position in which we stand with regard to tt was the conclusion he had core to after
our imports. On the $70,000,000 of duti- travelling through the United States from
able imports there is $21,000,000 duty col- one end to the otier. le found the senti-
lected-that is 31 per cent exactly. That ment among legisiators was against free
is the average. But the Minister of Trade trade. In the United States the people find
and Commerce, probably, and others will say it difficult to get out of the grasp of
there is $51,000,000 of free goods admitted protection which permeates aIl classes,
free and therefore it is unfair to charge that but if we adopt free trade in Canada
this 31 per cent isreduced only to 25 percent. and admit the products of Great Britain
Hon. gentlemen must understand that of and other portions of the world alorig
the $51,000,000 of free goods the bulk is our frontier, extending for 4,000 miles
raw material for manu+acturing purposes, from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, it
and that while that raw material for manu- will not be long before the United States
facturing purposes is admitted free the con- will be compelled to adopt free trade also in
suiner does not purchase it free of duty self-defence, and all will be brouglit about in
as I have shown in the case of coal oil where a friendly way, and in accordance with the
it bears 100 and 200 per cent to the con- verdict of the people of the United States.
sumer in Manitoba. So if you take the There cati be no national enmity between
value of free goods imported in raw material the people of the United States and the
and add it -to the dutiable goods, you will'people of Canada, if the barriers are down,
find that 25 per cent is added to the cost while there can be no doubt that enmity will
either through revenue or added price and be aroused if protection is to beperpetuated-
that my statement is well within the mark. if we adopt free trade, and thus place
If our agricultural machinery men, or leather ourselves in an economic condition which
men, or manufacturers of any kind or des- possesses superior advantages to their own,
cription--I do not care whether they are we will find that some of the American
woollen or cotton or paper or anything else- manufacturers will take advantage of our
if they are all manufacturing with 25 per great resources and capabilities and establish
cent taxation resting on their shoulders, can hranch factories, in order to utilize our re-
you expect them to get to any extent beyond sources. Then we will have an influx of
the boundaries of our own country except capital and skilled labour. We shah then
with natural products which we posess and he able to hold those r'eturning Canadians
which we are not getting the value of as it the Minister of Agriculture spoke of, and
stands to-day 7 A man engaged in our tind employment for them, we shail attract
nickel mines said to me " if what you say is unemployed capital, and the men who are
correct and that we are working under a tax now developing our resources and helping to
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Place Canada in the front rank, will receive States to develop their natural resources
an acquisition to their ranks from the British there, and the United States have estab-
Isles and the United States. Such men as lished factories in England, i order to
Massey and E. B. Eddy were citizens of the manufacture in England for the markets of
United States. If we can bring more men of the world. It wilI bear no argument that
that kind into this country, who adapt them- the United States are in any better position
selves toour constitution and to our laws, who than England is. Look at the Trade and
Possess industrial skill and plenty of capital Navigation returns of both countries-it
-are we not going to benefit our country? can be proved that the paper industry has
.a there not the sum of $350,000 paid out developed enormously because the Amen-
in Ottawa annually by Mr. E. B. Eddy, and cans have been able to core into our
Will not other places be benefited similarly forests and take the logs from which paper
tY having other men of his stanp come into pulp is manufactured across to their own

ecountry country perfectly free and under the most
favourable conditions for transportation,

lion. Mr. MACDONALD <B.C.)--The viz., by way of Lake Superior to their milîs
'en Yo mention did not corne in under in Wisconsin, and they are hiaking paper

fiem trade. there, and it is true they have increased

their production, but it must be understood
in 0year. ago:utthe Eddycae that the United States are suffering at the

40 ear ag : ut hevery mnoment they present tiîne fnorn over-production. They
suPPly the nequiretents of five millions of can produce in six inonths a they require

PeOPle, they have to limit the production to for a yean. With no outlet for their sur-
the requirement of these five millions, plus, a depression in prices and a throwing
Therýe i8 room for no more of them. England out of employment results, disastrous asike

i'nPorts several million dollars worth of paper to capital and labour. We have to face the
Pulp annually, and not one dollar's worth saae depression as existed in 1873. will
Of that product is sent to England frofn this not detain the House any longer, although

country, (and yet paper pulp is produced the subject is not an uninteresting one. I

ir'fl One of our natunal resources), although thank the buse for the patience it has ex-

t.ere iS an Opening for it, and why? Because hibited, and I thank the Government for
Mr.Eddy is taxed on everything he requires the consideration which they have shown.

ihi8 manufacture of paper pulp. As I know that they are anxious to close the
on. Mr. MACDONALD debate on the Address, in oder to get on

doin te n AOicaD (B.C.)-Why with the business of the session, I will ne-
ee lieve the hon. the Minister of Trade and

'Ion Mr.arelabor~:Commnerce from any necessity of replying to
. on. Mr. BOULTON-They ry observations, but when e doe tackle

ng under the :sae disadvantages as we are: them e will, I know, discover some knotty
as the hon. the Minister of Trade and Coin- points.

pnence and the hon. the Minister of Agricul-

ture have told u,, their tariff is fan above lion. Mn. MACDONALD (B.C)1
ethink the Behing Sea question is the one

e s whih comes ost prominently before the
ulp MLî House on this occasion. It is one in whicho and. I have taken great interest, and I have

onuged the question on the attention of the
l'nirtyUTN- ey ml Government, and tried to get them to im-

press it on the Engish authorities. It nust

'IOI. Mn I3WELL Mr. ardsays50.be veny giratifying to Canada and to, England
ralso that the finding of the court at Paris

on M. MACDONALD (B.C.)- has settled a very important international
MACDONLDgfv question-the question of maritime jurisdic-

came to America to manufacture. tion, and I think a great deal of good has

been done in that way. In vew of the

Ils "On r importance of these questions, was very
8 attracted of late to the Southern much surpisedto fid anhon.memberof this
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House, a gentleman of ability and astuteness, arbitration at Paris had stopped at the
belittling the matter and intimating that it point of entering upon the task of framing
did not amount to anything. It was simply a regulations, all would have been well,
question of two and two make four and and if this Government and the Govern-
of the capture of Holland by the Dutch. ment of the United States had been
I think these questions are highly impor- allowed to arrange their own regula-
tant. They represent the contentions of tions, things would have been better, but
sixty-five millions of people, backed up by that was not the case. Regulations were
armed force. They are the contentions suggested by the arbitrators, which 1 may
which have led to the seizure of British say have not yet become law, which do not
property and to the imprisonment of British please the Governent of this country, and
subjects. Are not these very grave and impor- do not please the Government of the United
tantquestions? They are alsothe contentionsof States, and they certainly do not please our
a nation of people who are not all fools, people in British Columbia, or indeed the
people who know pretty well what they people of any part of Canada. 1 believe
want and generally manage to get their own they are now under discussion at Washing-
way. No question which has been before ton by the British Minster there and the
the country since the Treaty of Washington Secretary of State for that country, and
has been of so much importance as this here I daim the ear of the Ministers, while
question submitted to the arbitrators in I suggest the policy to be pursued. While
Paris. My hon. friend from New West- special care should be taken in any modifi-
minster (Mr. McInnes) intimated that lie cation of the regulations, or in the framing
approved of the result of the Treaty of of any of the regulations, that the Am-
Washington, on account, no doubt, of the encans do not get undue advantage, I would
money paid over by the United States Gov- suggest that experts, who know the habits
ernment, but I may say that that treaty of the seal, should be consulted, and, if any
was the result of an application of the same opportunity is presented, to see that regu-
principle as was the treaty recently arrived lations are framed with a little more fair-
at in Paris. A board of commissioners were ness towards Canada and towards British
appointed and a Canadian was given a seat Columbia. If the zone of 60 miles can onl
on the board. He was the first one ever le lessened, and if the use of firearms i
appointed in connection with the making of Behting Sea cam be allowed, then the valid
a treaty of that kind. 1 refer to the late objections to the treaty ould b overcome.
Sir John Macdonald. s was a member of I do not know what may be possible, but 
the House when the bid was brought in by trust that the Government wilt use the
the Premier, wliich had for its obJect the greatest care before assenting to any regula-
ratification of that treaty, and 1 recoltect tions covering the seal fisheries in the Behr
very distinctly that there was a howl from img Sea. p myseof am not abte to say what
end to end of the country; that everything the close season shoutd be, but I think there
was going to ruin in this country, and the shoud be a close season to prevent the
dissatisfiiction w'as general. Lt may be that destruction of the seat species. Forty or
this treaty wilt be another exampte of the fifty of our vessels have left British Columbia
same kind. We cannot say what the resusts and have gone to different parts of the
wilt be at this time. At the time of the ocean, some away down to Catifornia, some
Washington Treaty even the friends of the across to Japan and to diffrent points,
Government complaened that we had donc but they are al uorking under a great
a wrong thing, and I recollect that one of deat of uncertainty. They have no
the first subjects upon which 1 spoke in this idea whether these regulations will
House was that very treaty, and I a o free be enforced or whether the modus vivendi
to say that 1 did not uiîdertake the task with that has prevailed during the past few years
a very good graoe, because the resuit was wipl be resorted to or not. They would prefer
not one of which 1 approved. Lt now is the modus rivendi which would enable them
clear that those who opposed that treaty to use the weapons they have used ii the
were wrong and that it really was a benefit killing of seals. Now, the enforcement of
to Canada. Ht brought about peace between the reguations will be found very cumber-
the two countnies, and no ote is incined some and expensive, and, in fact, almot im-
now to complain of its provisions. If the practicable. The Governent of England
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having no direct interest in the matter, part of the travel from the United States to
Would, I think, use every means to avoid Europe, as well as to carry all passengers
the great expense and great trouble and , from Canada. . The hon. gentleman from
labour incident to the patrol of the Northern Halifax also said that this was to be an
Pacific Ocean. What the outcome will be election cry in Nova Scotia. If this is the
We shal see later on, but at the present case, what does it show?
tun1le I am firmly of the opinion that the
Government of Canada at least should not Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That it is popular
carry on any patrol of that kind. It would there.
not be worth the expense. It would be
cheaper to buy out the sealers at once Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)- It
and give them compensation for the vessels, shows that the service would be appreciated
which would not amount to very much. by the people of Nova Scotia. It shows

Having said so much about Behring Sea also that the sentiments of the hon. gentle-
and hoping that the Government will weigh man are not those of the people of Nova
wlhat I have said on the subject of the regu- Scotia. It further shows that if the im-
lations, I wish to say a word about the fast provement of communication and the open-
Atlantic service. There can be no question ing up of avenues of trade were left to a
t WOuld be of vast benefit to this country. certain political party, this country wouldbe
The bringing of our mails and of a certain to-day a terra incognita. The whole of this
ela8 of Passengers and of light freight to our vast Dominion would be occupied by a few
Shores as quickly as possible would be a fishing vessels and Indian wigwams. For-
great stimulus to the country, and I confess tunately, the destinies of this country are

hearing with surprise the remark of the in the hands of men who have courage and
gentleman from Halifax, who belittled enterprise, who are full of hope for the future

and decried this service. It is quite un- progress of this country, men who intend
accountable to me, because we all know that that Canada shall take a front place.
One of the matters which all nations hold to
h of the highest importance, is the obtaining Hon. Mr. PRIM ROSE-I do not intend
Of rapid communication between foreign at this late stage of the debate to trespass
cOuntries and their own ports. The at any length upon the time of the House,

on- gentleman fromi Halifax asked but there were a few remarks which fell
what benefit such a service would be, from the hon. the senior member for Hali-
What benefit it was to bring mails and fax, about which I should like to say
Passengers a few hours earlier than something, and which have been noticed

Y ordinary lines. Why, the benefits are by the preceding speaker. I allude to the
enormous. Any one can see the benefits illustration which he used, that the volume
Which would accrue. As soon as we estab- of traffic by the C. P. R. resembled water
Iish a line which will carry people comfort- passing through a pipe. I cannot think
ably, quickly and safely across the Atlantic, that he really intended it seriously. I think
We will have a large travel, and we all know his intention was to confine bis remarks

btat icoming settlers, even immigrants, particularly to the passenger traffic across

tr ing a great deal of money into the coun- the continent. He remarked that he did
ry, but still more would be brought by the not see that the results which would accrue
wea!thy travellers. Even the supplying of from that passenger traffic would amount to

tho., of fuel and other things required for any more than a volume of water passing
their linmediate consumption on arrival in through a pipe. I do not think he couldthis country, would be of vast benefit to the have been serious. There is this difference
city of Halifax. The hon. the Minister of between the two, that in the one case it is
Agriculture speaks of the many passengers merely water that is passing through the
tho go to Europe by way of New York, and pipe; in the other case, it is the transit of a
the reason is obvious. They have there the large number of intelligent men and women
fatest and the finest steamers, making the over our continent who have their eyes open
Page in half the time our steamers do. to the resources of this country of ours, andLen we have a line of steame s on an who will not be silent about these resources,

u footing with those entering the port but will publish an account of them wher-
New York, we will be able to divert a ever they go. It seems to me that were

6à
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such sentiments as these to receive the en- well if we were to insert what the legal
dorsement of any large proportion of our fraternity are accustomed to cau a caveat
people, we should be safe in concluding that, there-adding the words Iprovided always"
somehow or other we are born out of time, that the custody of the interests of this
that this country of ours is an anachronism; country be retained in the hands of the
that her history is an anachronism : that nen who brought her out of comparative
her prosperity is an anachronism, and the obscurity to take the place the forenost
prevalence of sentiments of that kind surely place among the nations of the world which
would have a tendency torelegateus to media- she even now occupies. Her prosperity and
val times, with all their dark environment, advancenent are due to their determination
when the pluck and energy, enterprise and not to rest satislied with present attainments,
intelligence manifested by our Canadian peo- but to push on stili further to the front.
ple were unknown quantities. I cannot
think the hon. gentleman is really serious lon. M. BERNIER-Je demande la.
in the illustration, or looked ahead to see permission de prolonger de quelques minutes
what the result of such a conclusion would encore ce débat, malgré qu'il ait duré assez
be. In regard to the Atlantic service, I am longtemps déjà. Toutes les parties (e l'a-
very much surprised at his position, coming dresse ont été discutées assez longuement.
as he does from Halifax-he asks what Peu de choses ont cependant été dites tou-
difference does it really make if we should chant la loi de faillite que nous annonce le
have a service that would be 24 hours discours du Trône. J'aimerais à faire quel-
ahead of any other service? We know ques suggestions à cet égard. La dernière
that sometimes the most momentous issues loi de faillite que nous avons eue était la loi
depend, not upon 24 hours of time, but la plus démoralisatrice que j'aie connue. On
on a very few hours: and then again s'en est aperçu, quoique un peu tard, et
a nation which proposes, as I hope our elleaétéabrogée. Il s'agit de législater de
young nation does (having already taken nouveau sur cette importante matière. Pour
large strides in that direction) to attain a nia part, j'admets volontiers qu'il y ait des
foremost place in the ranks of nations, must raisons de donner aux négociants des lois
be up with the times and in active commu- qui règlent leurs rapports entre eux. Mais
nication with the outer world, and it strikes il me paraîtrait juste d'exempter la classe
me, hon. gentlemen, that it is a thing of agricole des effets de ces lois. Le cultivateur
very great importance indeed that we should ne fait pas faillite. Pourquoi en ferions-
have a fast Atlantic service, completing the nous une victime du négociant, qui n'a
magnificent transport service which we jamais fait autre chose que de tirer du béné-
already have across the continent by the fice du cultivateur? Il sera nécessaire égale-
Canadian Pacifie Railway and across the nent de bien définir ce qu'on devra entendre
Pacific Ocean by the fast line to Australia. par le mot "négociant." Les définitions de
Our Australian fellow subjects are taking a l'ancienne loi étaient trop élastiques. Il est
very deep interest in this matter, and that arrivé trop souvent que des individus, criblés
at least should have a tendency to prove de dettes, n'apercevant aucune issue par où
to us that the matter is one of no mean s'échapper de l'abîme, sont parvenus à se
moment. These are the two remarks which prévaloir de la loi de faillite, quoique n'étant
fell from the lips of the hon. gentleman, to pas négociants. Les syndics officiels les
which J take exception, and for this reason aidaient en cela. Ils leurs suggéraient de
that I wish to disabuse the minds of hon. faire un commerce quelconque. Et ces par-
members of the House of the idea that such ticuliers ou devenaient charretiers, ou se fai-
sentiments as these prevail to any great saient brocanteurs, marchands de bric-à-
extent in the constituency which I have the brac pendant quelques mois, juste le temps
honour to represent in this House, or in the nécessaire pour être considérés comme négo-
province of Nova Scotia at large. I feel con- ciants aux termes de la loi, et finalement,
fident that they do not. déposaient leur bilan entre les mains du syn-

One of the paragraphs of the Speech from dic officiel qui les avait si bien instruits.
the Throne contains the statement that C'était une fraude manifeste, couverte par
Canada's progress continues with every la loi. Il y a là un écueil à éviter dans la
mark of stability and permanence. I think rédaction de la nouvelle loi. Je viens de
that is contingent, and I think it would read parler de l'une des roueries auxquelles s'adon-
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naient les syndics officiels. Il faut aussi demande s'il ne vaudrait pas mieux tout
signaler ce que l'on pourrait sans exagération laisser à la discrétion des tribunaux. Je
aPpeler les turpitudes de quelques-uns de ces conçois fort bien que les créanciers aient des
officiers. Ceux-ci avaient établi tout un intérêts sérieux à sauvegarder et qu'il ne
Système d'agents qui se faisaient, pour ainsi faille pas les mettre à la merci de leurs débi-
(lire, les pourvoyeurs des syndics officiels. teurs. Mais du moment que l'on autorise un
Ces derniers -il y avait sans doute d'heu- tribunal à décider sur l'avis d'une majorité
ruses exceptions-se constituaient eux- l des créanciers, en opposition à l'avis de la

'memmes limiers, et pourchassaient les mal- minorité de ceux-ci, c'est admettre déjà que
heureux dont les affaires ne reposaient point l'on puisse en certains cas ne point tenir
sur de solides bases. Ils finissaient par les compte des réclamations (le quelques-uns des
amener à la faillite. Et si l'on demande créanciers. Aller plus loin dans cette voie
quel intérêt les syndics avaient à commettre n'est qu'une question de mesure. La loi de
ces scandaleux abus, il suffira de faire remar- faillite elle-même est une dérogation au droit
luer que leur rémunération consistait dans commun. Laisser au tribunal seul la respon-
es percentagesqu'ils moissonnaient sur l'actif sabilité de refuser ou d'accorderladécharge au

de la faillite, et dans les honoraires qui leur failli ferait disparaître, à mon humble avis,
étaient accordés sur les diverses procédures l'un des abus de l'ancienne loi. Sous l'opéra-
auxquelles donnait lieu la liquidation. Je tion de cette dernière, il arrivait neuf fois
sais qu'il faut préposer quelqu'un à l'admi- sur dix, j'oserais dire, que le débiteur, pour
nistration des biens qui composent ce qu'on obtenir le consentement de quelque créancier,
appelle l'actif et le passif d'un commerçant était obligé de faire à celui-ci quelque avan-
In déconfiture. Que l'on appelle cet officier, tage préférentiel. Il lui promettait, par ex-
sYndic, greffier, liquidateur, ou autrement, emple, de lui payer toute sa créance aussitôt
Peu importe. Mais il importe beaucoup de après avoir obtenu sa décharge. Ou bien, il
ne point leur«donner un intérêt direct dans consentait avant de déposer son bilan, des
les affaires qui tombent entre leurs mains. billets pour un montant double ou triple de
'n devrait leur donner une situation analo- sa dette réelle. C'était violer l'esprit de la
gue à celles des officiers d'un tribunal. Leur loi, qui mettait tous les créanciers sur lerémunération devrait consister en appointe- même pied. L'égalité du partage de l'actif
ments fixes, et déterminés d'avance. Le n'existait plus. La justice n'était plus obser-
ystème du percentage et des honoraires, est vée. Mais ce qu'il y avait de plus gravedéfectueux. L'intérêt du syndic est alléché encore, c'est que le parjure, l'odieux parjure

Par Ces honoraires, et il administre non pour venait sceller les derniers arrangements. Le
le profit des créanciers ou pour celui du failli, projet de loi que le gouvernement doit

ais pour son propre bénéfice. Aussi, est-il soumettre à la considération du parlement
quemment arrivé sous l'ancienne' loi que durant cette session, sera conçu de telle façon,

actif d'une faillite était absorbé par le j'en ai l'espoir, que les abus que j'ai signalés
Y dic, laissant les créanciers en face d'une ne puissent plus se produire avec la mêmecaisse vide. Il est une autre suggestion que facilité. Si cette nouvelle législation devait

.1 exprime niais sans vouloir y mettre plus ressembler à l'ancienne, il vaudrait mieux ne

trin stance qu'il ne faut: c'est de créer des pas l'adopter, car elle aurait pour effet, com-

tridunax de commerce. Je ne suis pas prêt me l'ancienne, de pousser les populations
entrre que l'opinion publique, et le commerce dans la voie de la malhonnêteté commerciale.entr autres, accepteraient volontiers cette Notre devoir est au c intraire de réagir con-
uggetion. «Mais il me semble que le projet tre d'aussi déplorables tendances, et de forti-

Linrte la considération du gouvernement. fier la conscience du négociant, en lui ouvrant

1 -i vpendance de ces tribunaux, et celle de largement les voies de l'honneur, et en le

auurs officiers, assureraient aux négociants, mettant à l'abri, quand il y est engagé, de
lui crénciers comme aux faillis, au public toutes les séductions qui ne manquent point
de 1 fe, une liquidation équitable des biens de le solliciter durant le parcours. Du reste,

illite et préviendraient les abus en tout ceci, ce sont les abus que je poursuis.
qe tranait le système des percentages et Ce sont ces abus qui ont soulevé les clameurs

au fa 'oraires. Sous l'ancienne loi il fallait contre l'ancienne loi. Que le gouvernement
tent 'ilour obtenir sa décharge, le consen- et cette chambre veuillent bien porter leur
an d'une certaine proportion de ses cré- attention de ce éôté, et je n'insisterai pas

ers, en nombre et en valeur. Je me plus qu'il ne faut sur l'adoption de telles ou
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telles mesures, pourvu que celles que l'on
adoptera nous donne ce que nous recherchons
tous.

The motion was agreed to.

HARBOUR MASTERS' ACT AMEND.
MENT BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL introduced Bill (A)
"An Act to amend the Harbour Masters'
Act," and moved that the bill be read the flirst
time. He said : This is simply to make pro-
vision in the Act for the appointment of
deputy harbour masters. It very often
occurs when there is a vacancy that a deputy
harbour master is required, and sometimes
his appointment lapses before another har-
bour master can be appointed. It is neces-
sary that the Government should have
power to appoint a deputy to act in his
stead during his absence.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the first time.

SABLE ISLAND BILL.

FIRsT READING.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, March 28th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at eight
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

The Senate adjourned at 8.20 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ota wa, Thursday, March 29th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE RULES OF THE HOUSE.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. POWER, fron the Special
Committee appointed to consider and revise
or to add to the rules, orders and forms of
proceeding of the Senate, presented their
first report. He said : Hon. gentlemen have
had the draft report in their possession
since shortly after the close of last

Hon. Mr. BOWELL introduced Bill (B) session and the committee appointed
" An Act to amend the Act respecting this session have made very few changes
lighthouses, buoys and beacons, on Sable in the draft, and those not of an im-
Island," and moved that it be read the first portant charater. Apart from merely
time. He said : This bill is simply to give verbal changes, there are only three or four.
power to the Minister of Marine and Rule 44, as it stood, conflicted with a pre-
Fisheries to appoint keepers whose salary vious rule, No. 12, and the committee pro-
does not exceed $200. At present no ap- pose to remove any difficulty by inserting at
pointment can be made, however small the the beginning of the rule INotwithstand-
remuneration attached to it may be, without ing anything in rule 12." This is simply to
going to council. It often occurs that men make the meaning clear. Then, in rule 79,
have to be employed temporarily and asa paragraph 6, the Committee on Miscelan-
rule it costs more to make the appointment eous Private Bills, as provided for in the
in the way it is done now than if the draft, was to consist of 20 Senators; it is
Minister had the power to ake the recommended that the number be increased
pointment at once. These men are not on
the superannuation list, and no injury can changes made with respect to some of the
result from giving the Minister power to rules of divorce. In rule 100 a few fnes
inake these small appointments. were stricken out, which were repetitions of

something in previous rules. Under rule
The motion was agreed to, and the bill 101, as it appears in the draft, the evidence

was read the first time. taken before Divorce Committees was to be
printed under the supervision of the clerk
of the committee. That was the law clerk,

The Senate adjouned atv 5.25 p.m. who acts as clerk of the Divorce Committee.
The Committee, after due éonsideration, left
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that it should not be the work of the law
clerk to take charge of the printing of the
evidence and the work has been placed
Under the supervision of the clerk of the
Journals, who takes the place of the law
clerk. Rule 114 has been stricken out as
being a repetition in so inany words of the
Previous rule. The last paragraph of rule
113 has been stricken out for the same
rea8son. A slight change has been made in
role 115 to make the meaning clearer.
There is no change in the substance of the
rule, but a slight change in the phraseology.
li rule 121 the last three lines have been
stricken out because they were unnecessary
and the words "continue to" are stricken
out of rule 122. These are the changes
which the committee recommend in the
draft rules. It is now a matter for the
Rouse to decide, whether they shall proceed
to deal with this report at once or postpone

8 Onsideration to a future day. If it
should be thought desirable to proceed at
Once, we can suspend rules 14 and 18 and
adopt the report of the Committee to-day.

ion. Mr. BOWELL-I can see no pos-
tible objection to acting upon the sugges-
tion which has been made by the hon. mem-ber from Halifax. These rules were printedast session and were distributed, I believe,
curng the recess There are no material
changes, as the hon. gentleman intimates,

nmore than that, I see by looking at the
recrds that they were actually adopted by
the Senate last year and then, at the sugges-
tiO Of some hon. gentleman, it was con-
8idered better to leave them over till this
session in order that they might be consid-
T y the members during the recess.

-t ing the case, and the committee hav-
ng met this morning and gone over them

Very carefully and made only a few slight
allothe' 1 would suggest to the House to,
&w the rules to be suspended in order that
the report may be adopted at once. I would
then ask the Senate to suspend the two rules
referrd to by the hon. gentleman to enable
ne tO move for a committee to appoint the8tanditg COmmittees, who could then meet
tO-rorrow and as soon as possible have thereport mace by the several comnittees of
the Roue 1 move that rules 14 and 18 of
tahe suspended, in so far as the

CýomMlate to the report of the Standing
tee appointed to consider and revise

the rules and orders, and forms of proceed-
ings of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved that the re-
port be adopted.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Another question
occurs, to which I direct the attention of
the leader of the House. In the hurry of
adjourning this morning the Cominittee re-
commended that 200 copies of these rules be
printed for immediate use. We should have
recomrnended that a certain number of copies
be printed in French. We ought to have 50
copies in the French language printed at
once. I therefore inove that 50 copies be
printed in French in addition to the 200 in
English.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Carrying out the
suggestion which I have just made, in refer-
ence to the appointment of a Select Com-
mittee, I would ask the unanimous concur-
rence of the House to permit me to do so.
Under the 78th rule of the new rules it is
provided that at the commencement of each
session a committee of selection be appointed
to naine the members who shall serve on the
several Standing Committees of the House.
These rules having been adopted, and in order
to facilitate business, I would move with the
consent of the Senate that the following
gentlemen be appointed to nominate senators
to serve on the several Standing Committees :
-Hon. Messrs. Allan, Angers, Scott, Miller,
Lougheed, Power, McClelan, Macdonald
(B.C.) and the mover, and to report the same
to this House.

The motion was agreed to.

HARBOUR MASTERS' ACT AMEND
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (A) " An Act to amend
the Harbour Masters' Act." He said :
This is simply to give power to appoint a
deputy harbour master in cases where it may
be deemed necessary to do so.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.
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SABLE ISLAND BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called, second
reading (Bill B) " An Act to amend the Act
tespecting lighthouses, buoys and beacons
and Sable Island."

Hon. Mr. BOWELL said:-The hon.
Senator from Mille Isles has raised a point
as to whether a bill of this kind should
originate in the Senate, it being for the pur-
pose of giving power to the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries to appoint keepers of
lighthouses whose salaries are under $200.
The point raised by my hon. friend is this-
that as it involves the expenditure of money
it should originate in the House of Com-
mons. I would ask the House to allow the
Bill to stand until to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. MASSON-I did not raise an
objection, I only suggested the possibility of
such a point being raised. It is interfering
with the salaries of officers-I may be mis-
take, but it struck me that way, and I men-
tioned the matter to the leader of the House.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-There may be sonie-
thing in the objection taken by the hon.
gentleman, but I think it is a matter of some
doubt. The object of the bill is not to allot
salaries to oficers appointed by the Govern-
ment, but to give power to the Minister to
appoint, without reference to the Governor in
Council, officers who have already voted to
them by the House of Commons, or by the
law, salaries of a certain amount-that is the
object. At first blush I was inclined to
agree with the hon. Senator from Mille Isles,
but on looking further at the bill, I think it
may properly come within the jurisdiction of
this House, and is not at all an infringement
on the rights of the House of Commons,
because we do not attermpt to give or fix the
salaries of the officers in question.

Hon. Mr. BOW ELL-There can be no
harm in allowing the matter to stand until
to-morrow. I did not wish to convey the
impression that the hon. gentleman from
Mille Isles raised the objection, but when lie
made the suggestion I thought it better to
allow the bill to stand until to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The bill only pre-
scribes what officials shall be appointed by

the Minister and what officials by the Gover-
nor in Council, and does not at all fix the
salaries.

The order was allowed to stand until to-
inorrow.

The Senate adjourned at 3.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottaua, Friday, March 30,th, 189.4.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at 3 p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

HARBOUR MASTERS' ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into Committee
of the Whole on Bill (A) " An Act to amend
the ' Harbour Masters' Act.'"

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the Comniittee,
reported the bill without amendment.

SABLE ISLAND BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (B) " An Act to amend the
Act respecting Lighthouses, Buoys and
Beacons and Sable Island."

He said : This is the bill the second
reading of which I was about to move yes-
terday when the suggestion was made that
it was a measure which might be regarded as
interfering with the rights and prerogatives
of the House of Commons. On closer ex-
amination of the bill, it will be found that
it is not of a character which interferes in
any way with the appointment of officers to
whom public money shall be paid. The law
already provides for the appointment of
superintendents and keepers of lighthouses
by the Governor in Council. The object of
this bill is simply to change the mode of
appointment of keepers whose salaries are
less than $200 a year. It will be seen at
once that it is merely giving the head of the
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department power to do that which was 1 a law which already exists and which em-
forimerly done only by the Governor in powers hum to do what is provided for here.
Council. It is simply to facilitate the
business of the department where it is neces- Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-What . con-
sary to make these minor appointments tend is that if it were a new clause it would
nliore rapidly than they could otherwise be be a tax on the public reveuue, and there-
""ade if left to the Council. fore beyond our jurisdiction.

Hion. Mr. KAULBACH-Clause 3 of Hon. Mr. MILLER-Therecanhe no harn
the bill provides that the Minister of Marine to allow the bil to be read the second time
and Fisheries may make contracts for and to-day, and the objections which have been
purchase supplies.purcase ul)pies.raised can be considered in Committee of

HOI. M. SOTTTha istb~ prsert ithe XVhole. 1 do flot look upon this meas-Ho.Mr. SCOTT-That is the presentlaw. ure as a money bit in any sense. It is not a
mea-sure which imposes taxation or grants

'Ion. Mr. KAULBACH-This bill money for any purpose, but a bi, in the
amxends the present law. It gives authority first place in regard to the appointment of
no n3 te pesent law It eie a iblt.certain oflicers, regulating by their salaries,only to pay but to create a liability.
Th clause is only substituting one section as a gauge, the class of officers that may be
for another, but at the same time it is legis- appointed'by the Minister instead of by the
lation which we are initiating in this House. Governor in Council, as at present. There

is no taxation imposed on the publie and ne
Th0O. Mr. SCOTT--It is the present law. interference with the right of the House of

Thee1 hneo h a nta Cominons in any way te grant supplies.here la no change of the law in thatrespect i The objection to the last clause appears t
have a stronger face on it, but stili it must

tOn. Mr. KAULBACH-I know it is be recollected that we do net attenpt te
the same, but still we are repealing one sec- grant any moneys for the purposes indicated
tin" and substitutin'g another for it, and in that first clause. AU the appropriations
there May be a question whether we are not nust be initiated in the bouse of Commons

~flg Pwerte he inste ofMarne ndand granted by that House a~nd the law isgPwer to the Minister of Marine and!
eries to create certain liabilities. on the Statute-book empowering the Minis-

Ster te do the thing that is mentioned in the
11nr. Mr. BOWELL -There are no new bil. The objection raised by the hon.

POers given to the Minister of Marine and member from Lunenburg te the ast claus
Pisheries by this bill. We are simply repeal- in the bill is worthy of further consideration

eng a section in the law as it stands and re-
enacting the same clause with the additional sider whether that last clause shouhd be
Powers to which I have referred. No dropped or net.
POWer is given to the Minister of Marine

iheries that he does not possess at the he Mr.POWER-As I understandit,
p're sent mnoment, under the Revised Statutestehn ebrfomLnnugde oexcet tatcapinigihtos-epr object te, the clause, but says that if thiscep&t that.of appointing lighthouse-keepers

se salaries are under $200. were a new clause instead of a re-enactuent
ItOU. MOf the existing clause, he would object.

t'Dt. Mr. KAULBACH-My contention This is useful information but net impor-
be .if it were not a substitution, it would tant.

Ma givng authority to the Minister of;
ai-une and Fisheries to create liabilities. Twas read the second time.

tion. Mr. BOWELL-Do I understand,
on. gentleman to object? The 8enate adjourned at 3.40 p.m.

on. Mr. KAULBACH-No.

ne on. Mr. BOWELL-It is not granting bnWee t the minister, but re-enacting
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THE SENATE.

Oftawa, Monday, April 2nd, 189.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INSOLVENCY ACT.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-Before the
Orders of the Day are called, I would like to
ask the Hon. Minister of Trade and Com-
merce if the bill dealing with bankruptcy
and insolvency is to be introduced into this
House, and if so, when it may be expected.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is the intention
of the Government to have a bill dealing
with insolvency introduced in the Senate,
and I am in hopes that I shall be enabled to
introduce it for the first reading to-morrow;
if not to-morrow, certainly the day after.

THIRD READING.

Bill (A) " An Act to amend the Harbour
Masters' Act."-(Mr. Bowell.)

SABLE ISLAND BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into Committee
of the Whole on Bill (B) " An Act to amend
the Act with respect to lighthouses, buoys
and beacons, and Sable Island."

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. POWER-As I understand it,
there was a change proposed in the first
clause of this bill, so that it would read as
follows: " the Governor in Council may
appoint keepers whose salaries are over two
hundred dollars a year and superintendents."
It was the intention that the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries should appoint
keepers whose salaries were less than $200,
but the Minister of Marine and Fisheries
was not to appoint superintendents in any
case. It would read this way: "The Gov-
ernor in Council may appoint keepers whose
salaries are over $200, and superintendents
and such other officers as are necessary for
the purposes of this Act."

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentle-
man is correct; it was so amended in the
bill that I introduced. It should read :
" The Governor in Council inay appoint
keepers whose salaries are over $200, and
superintendents, no matter what their
salaries, and such other officers as are neces-
sary for the purposes of the Act"; and
then the second subsection gives power to
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries to
appoint officers whose salaries are over that
sum.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill with an amendment
which was concurred in.

The Senate adjourned at 4.45.

TiH E SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, April drd, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the chair
o'clock.

at 3

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INSOLVENCY BILL.

FIRsT READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Before the ordin-
ary motions on the notice paper are presented,
I think it well, in view of the importance of
the subject, that I should at the very earliest
possible moment, lay before the House the
reasons why the Government have proposed
to introduce a bankruptcy law, and in doing
so I shall be as brief as possible. I shall,
however, refer to the former Acts that have
been passed by the Parliaments of Canada
and which have been on the statute-book
since confederation, and also point out as
clearly and succinctly as possible what the
law is as its exists to-day in England, and
then I think if the House, and probably the
country, would take the trouble to read the
statements which I may make they would
be better able to judge of the relative merits
of the different legislation, whether it be the
old law as it existed, the English law as it
stands upon the statute-books, or that which
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eow propose for the consideration of the of trade, or judge, and an official assignee
t'riament of Canada. I shall ask the in- could be removed from office by the board
(ulgence of the House in doing so to refer of trade which had appointed him, or by

1 a much more extended manner than is the judge having jurisdiction at the domicile
"'Y habit to the notes which I have prepared of the assignee. One or more inspectors
nPo)n this subject. I do so for this reason : might be appointed to superintend and
't 18 a question of vital importance to the direct the assignee-their services to be
'""1meercial community of this country, and either gratuitous or paid for as the creditors1 do not care to trust to my memory of the might decide. The assignee was to wind
different clauses of the Acts which were in up the estate, by collecting and realizing
force one years ago, or the law as it stands upon the assets, and dividing the proceeds
UPo0n the statute-book in England, or that among the creditors. In default of other
which we propose to enact in this country. instructions he was to make weekly deposits,
110n. gentlemen will find, on reference to the at interest, in the name of the estate, of the
British North America Act, that bankruptcy moneys of the estate. He was subject to
etd insolvency are among the classes of sub- the orders and directions of the creditors, or

.assignedtothelegislativeauthorityof the the unanimous direction in writing of the

1 lament of the Dominion, and that in inspectors, and he was also subject to the
th69 Parliament passed a general Act for summary jurisdiction of the court or judge

e Dominion known as the Insolvency to the same extent as ordinary officers of the
Act of 1869, the main provisions of court. He might be removed by the credit-Whieh were as follows: The Act applied I ors, or he might resign, and his remuneration
to traders only. Provision was made for was fixed by the creditors, but if not so fixed
voluntary assignments by the debtors to before the final dividend after the question
cou offcial assignee resident within the had been brought up before a meeting of
do.ity or place wherein he had his creditors competent to deal with it, an

Ollicile, or if there was no official as- amount was to be put into the dividend
gnee, then to an official assignee of the sheet at a rate not exceeding five per centum

erest place>n which such an assignee had upon the cash receipts-subject to contest-

Act appointed, and the assignee called in the ation by any party interested as being
Interim assignee," forthwith called insufficient or too much for the services

1 eeting of the creditors, and if at such a rendered in the saine way as other items in
"leeting the creditors failed to appoint an the dividend sheet. The remuneration of
si gele, the interim assignee became as- the interim assignee, if not fixed at the first

Oe f the estate. Provision was also meeting of creditors, was to be taxed by the
debe for the compulsory liquidation of the judge and constituted a first lien on the
debtor. This was effected in two ways :-(a.) estate. It was the duty of the inspectors, and
te a deman on the part of the creditors to of the assignee under their directions, to ex-
shou Ount of $500 or over that the debtor amine claims filed, and power was given to
of hi Mke an assignment for the benefit thei to order the contestation of any claim.
a creditors ; or (b.) By the issue of In case of contestation of claims, the assignee

reit of attachnent on the suit of a heard the case and made the award, subjectcasitor for not less than $200, and in such to appeal to the judge. As soon as possible
case the estate was placed by the sheriff in after the expiration of one month, and there-the cutody of an official assignee, or if there after at intervals of not more than three

dorneno Official assignee, in the cnstody of months, .the assignee was to prepare accounts
unPder petent person, to act as guardian and statements of his doings as such as-
their the writ until the creditors appointed signee, and at similar intervals to prepareassignee. The official assignees were dividends of the estate. In the case of
counted by the board of trade of the claims depending on a condition or con-
Was 11y or adjacent county. In case there tingency, a dividend was to be reserved
fail board of trade, or the board of trade until the condition or contingency was de-
could -make a nomination, the judge termined, and if this would.keep the estate
ws tno miate the official assignees. There open too long, the claim was to be valued

t th at least one for each county and at and thereafter ranked as a debt payable ab-seat three for each district in Quebec. The solutely. If a creditor held security for his
flty to be given was fixed by the board 1 claim, he set a value on the security and
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might either rétain it at such value, or the Payments made within thirty days before
estate might buy it at an advance of ten insolvency hy a debtor unable to nieet bis
per cent on the value so set. In either case engagements in full to a person knowing or
the creditor ranked on the estate for the ex- having probable cause for believing sucl in-
cess over the value or price paid for the ability to exist, were void. Transfers of
security. Clerks had a pt-eferential lien for debts within thirty days of insolvency for
four months' arrears of salary which might be the purpose of eiabling the debts SO trans-
increased by the creditors. Leases more ferred to be set off, were void. Punishinent
valuable than the rent were to be sold on by imprisonment, for a terni not exceed-
order of a judge. In case the lease was not ing two years, was prescribed in case of a
sold and extended beyond the current year, person purchasing goods on credit, promis-
the creditors were to decide at a meeting, ing advances of noney, etc., knowing hini-
held more than one month before the termi- self tobe unable Vo pay. Provisions were
nation of the yearly teri of the lease then uade for the discharge of a debtor under a
current, whether the property should be re- deed of composition and discharge, or by
tained for the use of the estate only up to consent of creditors, or after the expiration
the end of the then current yearly tern. of one year without the consent of creditors.
The landlord might claim damages and The deed or consent of the creditors re-
would rank on the estate as an ordinary quired Vo be executed by a majority in num-
creditor for the amount awarded, but the ber of the creditors haviig claims over $100
ineasure of damages was the difference each, andrepresenting at least three-quarters
between the value of the premises leased in value of the liabilities of the insolvent,
when the lease terninated under the reso- sulject Vo be computed in ascertaining
lution of the creditors, and the rent which the proportions required. The discharge
the insolvent had agreed by the lease to pay before being valid had to be confirmed by
during its continuance. The chance of the court and might be granted absolutely,
leasing or not leasing the premises agan was or the court right direct the opération
not to enter into the computation of dam- thereof to be suspended for a period not
ages. In Ontario, New Brunswick, and exceeding flve years, or miglt declare the
Nova Scotia, the landlord's preferential lien discharge to be second class, or both, or the
was restricted to one year's arrears, and dur discharge might be refused altogether. A
ing the time the assignee retined the pre- discharge obtained by fraud was voîd.
mises. Contracts made with intent to im- No definition was made in the Act
pede or defraud creditors with the know- of the tern "second class." Under the
ledge of the person contracting with the English law discharges were of three
debtor, and which had the effect of imped- classes -Ist. Where the bankruptcy arose
ing or defrauding the creditors, were null from unavoidable losses and misfortune, and
and void. Gratuitous contracts within three 2nd. Where the bankruptcy had noV arisen
months of insolvency, no matter with whom wholly frorn unavoidable losses and.misfor-
made, and contracts by which creditors were tunes, and 3rd. Where the bankruptcy had
injured, made by a debtor unable to meet arisen from avoidable losses and misfortunes.
his engagements and afterwards becoming Provision was made for the examination of
insolvent, with a person knowing such in- the insolvent at a meeting of the creditors
ability or having probable cause for believing to be called for the purpose, and for further
it to exist, oraftersuch inabilitybecame public examination before a judge upon pétition by
or notorious, were presumed to be made with the assignee or a creditor. The word
intent to defraud creditors. Contracts for i judge" was interpreted to mean a judge
consideration, by which creditors were in- of the Superior Court in Quebec, of the
jured, if made within thirty days before in- County Court in Ontario and New Bruns-
solvency by a debtor unable to meet his wick, and a judge of Probate in Nova
engagements to a person ignorant of such Scotia, and provision was made for appeal
inability, and before the insolvency of such in Québec to the Court of Queen's Bench,
person became public and notorious, were in Ontario Vo the Superior Courts of law, or
voidable. Fraudulent preferential sales to the Court of Chancery, and in New
were void, and if made within thirty days Brunswick and Nova Scotia Vo the Supreme
before insolvency were presumed to have Court of the province. The Act vas to
been made in contemplation of insolýdency. remain in force for four yearsl froln st
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'Ptember 1869 and it was by subsequent direction of the assignee, any work or duty
8tatutes extended to the end of the Session connected with the affairs of the insolvent.Of 1875. Questions discussed at meetings The landlord's lien, except in Quebec was re-
1Ofcreditors were decided by the majority in duced to six months' arrears, and so long as

number of creditors for sums of $100 and the assignee retained the premises leased. A
Pwards present or represented at the meet- register had to be kept by the assignee, and

'Jig, and representing the majority in value the information therein had to be sent to theof such creditors, and if the majority in Minister of Agriculture. The assignee was
'Umaber did not agree with the majority in not to act as the attorney or agent of theValue, the views of each section were em- creditor, and a person was not to act as such

itOded in resolutions, and the resolutions, attorney or agent in reference to his own
witlia statement of the vote taken, were appointment as assignee. The Act also provid-
teferred to the judge, who decided between ed for procedure in the case of incorporated
ther,. In certain cases the votes of creditors companies, except banks, railways, insurance
Ueder $100 might be computed. These and telegraph companies. The Act was repeal-
rere the general provisions of the Bank- ed in 1880. The chief features of the English

ptcy Act of 1869. In 1875, a further Bankruptey Act are : It applies to all deb-

Act was passed known as the " Insolvent tors. The proceedings to bring a debtor within
Act of 18 75," which repealed the former the provisions of the English Act are by

ct. The chief changes made by this petition to the court for a receiving order.
1877 and the Acts passed in 1876 and The debtor may petition as well as a credi-

Th' aending it, were as follows :- tor. On a receiving order being made, an
Act defined who were traders. Credi- official receiver is vested with the debtor's

tom having claims under $100 could not estate, until the creditors meet and appoint
lote. Voluntary assignments were done their trustee. The official receiver could

ý'e&Y With. The official assignee acted not be trustee except in the case of estatesIn adl cases, whether the proceedings were under £300, in which case he became trusd enand or under writ of attachment. tee. Provisions are made for a public exam-Official assignees were appointed by the ination of the debtor before the court, whichvernor in Council, one or more for each examination may be continued from time to
eOur.y or district. The official assignee had time until the court thinks his affairs suffi-
if t ve security to Her Majesty of $2,000 ciently investigated and orders it concluded,i thPopulation of the county for which he but no such order can be made until after

6 apPointe did not exceed 100,000 ; and the day appointed for the first meeting ofTh00if the population was over 100,000. creditors. The debtor is adjudged bankrupt
aies curit was enacted in the interests of if the creditors, at their first meeting, re-
he in his hands. In addition to this, solve that the debtor be adjudged bankrupt,

adght be ordered by the judge to give or pass no resolution, or do not meet, or if a
theonal security for the special benefit of proposal for a composition scheme for the
ecreditors of any particular estate. The settlement of the debtor's affairs is not

stO Or assignee was paid by commis- approved within fourteen days after the conr
cent 0 the net proceeds of the estate-5 per clusion of the examination, or such furthe-
pe on amounts realized under $1,000, 2½ time as the court might allow, and there-

cent dditional up to $5,000, and 2- per upon the property of the debtor became
f *5,0 itonal on amounts realized in excess divisible among his creditors and vested in

tio 000, but the creditors night give addi- the trustees. The trüstee is appointed when
tior hrernuneration. A meeting of credi- the debtor is adjudged bankrupt, or thetorsent to be held before a discharge with creditors resolve that he be adjudged bank-cha of creditors could be confirmed. rupt, but the creditors may resolve to leave

barge was not to be granted without the appointment to the committee of inspec-
eja)of creditors, unless (except in certain tors. In case of failure on the part of the

likey te estate of the insolvent paid or was creditors to make the appointment, it is
laY t Pay 50 cents on the dollar. Clerks made by the Board of Trade (one of the

& a preferential lien for two morAths of departments of the English Government),
porti, and for one month of the unexpired but the creditors or the cornmittee of inspec-

hicOn Of the current year of service, during tion may afterwards appoint a trustee to takeh period they had to perform, under the the place of the trustees appointed by»the
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Board of Trade. The trustee may be removed or liability contractcd by the debtor subse-
by the creditors, or in certain cases by the quently to his having ntice. Clerks and
Board of Trade, subject in the latter case to servants have prior daim for wages in res-
appeal in the higher court. The trustee ap- pect of service during four months before
pointed by the creditors has to give security the date of the receiving order, not exceed-
to the satisfaction of the Board of Trade, ing £50; labourers and worgmen foi two
and the Board, if satisfied with the security, months not exceeding £25. Landiords may
certifies that the appointment has been duly distrain for any rent due, either before 01

made, and the appointment takes effect f rom after the commencement of the bankruptcy
the date of the certificate. The Board may proceedings, but if the distress is levied
object to the appointment on the ground that after the commencement of such proeeedings
it was not made in good faith, or the person it shah only be available for six months, and
was not fit, or his connection with the bank- for the surplus he proves against the estate.
rupt, or with a particular crditor, made it I Officiai receivers are appointed hy, and act
diticult for him to act with impartiality in under the general authority and direction of
the interests of the creditors generally, or the Board of Trade. The remuneration of
that he had been previously removed from a the trustees is flxed by the creditors by
similar office for misconduct or neglect of resolution, but if one-fourth in numner or
duty. If such objection is made, it is, if value of the creditors dissent f rom the reso-
required by a majority in value of the credi- lution, or if the bankrupt satisfies the
tors, to be referred to the high court for Board of Trade that the remuneration is
decision. The creditors may appoint f rom unnecessarily high, the Board of Trade fixes
the creditors qualified to vote, or holding it The courts having jurisdiction in bank-
general powers of attorney from such credi- ruptcy proceedings are the Righ Court and
tors, a committee of inspection to superintend the County Courts, but the Lord Chancellor
the administration of the bankrupt's estate may exclude any County Court from having
by the trustee. The committee is to be not jurisdiction. Provisions is mace for appeal
more than five, nor less than three. The from the High Court or the County Court to
debtor may be discharged either before or fer Majesty's Court of Appeal, and from the
after being adjudged bankrupt on a proposai latter court by leave to the fouse of
for composition in satisfaction of his debts, Lords. Power is given to the Registrars
or a scheme for the settqement of his affairs, in bankruptcy of the High Court, and
if approved by resolution of a majority in to the registrars of the County Courts
numberof his creditorsand representingthree to hear petitions, make receiving orders,
fourths in value of ah the creditors who iad examine debtors, grant orders of discharge,
proved daims, and if approved by the court. etc. The receiving order is not mae
1-e may also, at any time after being adjudged against a corporation, or against a partner-
bankrupt and after the conclusion of hie ship, association or company registered un-
public examination, apply to the court for der the Companies' Act, Provision is male
bis discharge whicla may be granted abso- for the summary administration of estates
lutely, or the court may, on the proof of when the total value of the property does
certain facts, as that his assets were not not exceed £300. Suùh are the provisions
equal to ten shillings iii the pound of of the Insolvenc Act in England, as it ex-
his unsecured uiabilities, or that he had a ists to-day.
not kept proper books of account, etc., The bi which is now submitted for the
etc., refuse, or suspend it fo' a periodt consideration of the Senate differs in some
of flot less than two years, or suspend it material respects from former Caladian Acts
until a dividend of not less than ten shil- and also from the provisions of the English
lings in the pound had been paid, or it înay Act, particularly as to, the class of debtors
require, as a condition of discharge, the pay who can take acvantage of its provisions.
ment by the debtor out of future earnings, In previouis Canadian insohvency laws,
or out of acquired property of any balance traders only could assigu or be put into
or part of any balance of debts provable bankruptey by their creditors. The Enghish
against the estate not satisfued at the date Act however extende it benefits to ail
of discharge. A person having notice of an classes of debtors. The proposed bi pro-
Act of Bankruptcy available againrt the vides for two classes of debtors: First, tratd
debtor is not entitled tou prove for any debt ers who are fully defined in section 5 and
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debtors who are not traders as defined bythat section. The former, that is the
traer, can only assign or be placed in bank-
ruptcy by the action of a creditor ; that is

e cannot make a voluntary assignment,
while the latter class, that is the farmer,
rancher, grazier or other debtor, can make a
VOluntarv assignment and ask for relief
unlder the Act, but cannot be forced intoinsolvency. The reason for this distinction

1. prevent any one or more creditors from
Placing an agriculturist or other similar

tor into bankruptcy when there might
a probability of his being able to pay his

Ifdebtedness after a good or average har-Vest, When, if forced into bankruptcy his
farm and other property might be sacrificed

thus ruined by costs, etc. I think the
tenate will agree with the decision which
the overnment has made in this respect,trot while the creditor should have full con-
tl'ol over the debtor in the case of actual and
the fde traders, that they should not have

POwer to rush into the Bankruptcy

ourt, and thereby ruin that class of people
tio are termed ·debtors by the Act. Sec-
i 6 sets forth the acts which constitute
w&Jlvency and which render a trader liable
thi ave proceedings instituted against him in
of particular, following closely the Act
re 875 I think it is important in this
iPect and 1 will read it. Section 6 pro-ves that :
c trader conuîuits an act of insolvency and be-

Xines ile to have proceedings instituted against]it Undr heprceng
(a) If h isAct iii any of the following cases:
Sthey eeases to ineet his liabilities generallyIee due.
Ur of catis a meeting of his creditors for the
ibi ae of compounding with them, or if he ex-

hl 5is atltatement showing his inability to meet
credites ; or if lie gives notice to auy of his

n en that he has suspended or is about to sus-
a no ent .of his debts ; or if he otherwise

hes is insolvency.
a() . absconds or is about to abscond fromUYprovihce~ 5~ inof ~
creds n Canada with inteor to defraud his

e edyr8>r any of them, or to defeat or delay the
or od ay creditor, or to avoid being arrested
lich prov th legal process ; or if being out of anyet rince in, Canada, lie so remains with a like
ofCan if he conceals hinself within the limitsa with a like intent.

(l If ht secretes or is about to secrete any part of
credito or effects with intent to defraud histheir rel o any of theni, or to defeat or delay

(e) If les or demands.
about ora assigns, removes, or disposes of, or is
a'ny of his tempts to assign, remove, or dispose ofor delay h.Property with intent to defraud, defeat,

(f) f >sa creditors, or any of them.
a f e iakes any general conveyance orhof is property for the benefit of his

creditors ; or being unable to meet his liabilities
in full he makes any conveyance of the whole or of
the main part of his stock in trade or assets, with-
out the consent of his creditors, or without satisfy-
ing their claims.

(y) If he permits any execution issued against
him under which any of his chattels, stock in
trade, assets, land, or property is seized, levied
upon, or taken in execution, to remain unsatisfied
until within four days of the time fixed by the
sheriff or seizing officer for the sale thereof, or to
remain unsatisfied for fifteen daye after such
seizure.

(h) If with intent to defeat, defraud, or delay
his creditors, or any of them, lie procures his
chattels, stock in trade, assets, land or property,
or any portion thereof, to be seized, levied on or
taken under, or by any process of execution.

Perhaps it would be well also to read the
13th section, which provides exclusively to
other classes of persons who can make assign-
ments voluntarily. That is described in the
Act as the debtor, in contradistinction to
that of the trader.

The 13th section provides:

A fariner, grazier, or rancher, or a debtor not
being a trader within the meaning of this Act,
may present a petition that a receiving order be
made in respect of his estate. Suich petition shall
allege that the petitioner is unable to pay his debts
and that he had resided during the six months
immediately preceding the date of the petition and
then resides within the jurisdiction of the court to
which the petition was presented ; and the court,
on being satisfied by atfidavit or otherwise, of the
truth of the allegations contained in the petition,
and that an order shioutld be made, may make a
receiving order. Provided always, that no petition
so presented can be withdrawn except with the
leave of the court.

Section 7 deals with the proceedings re-
quired to bring a trader under the Act,
namely, on the petition of a creditor for
$250 and upwards, for a receiving order,
which may be issued in the first instance, in
all cases except when the act of insol-
vency relied upon is that the debtor has
ceased to meet his liabilities generally as
they become due, in which case the order is
issued only after notice to the debtor. In
case the order is issued P.r parte the debtor
nay move to set it aside. As I have
already indicated, provision has not been
made whereby a trader may make a volun-
tary assignment or whereby a receiving
order may, as in England, be issued on the
trader's petition. The Act of 1869 provided
for voluntary assignments by the trader;
the Act of 1875 provided for assignments
only on demand of creditors. The issue
of a receiving order vests in the official
receiver the estate of the insolvent. Sec-
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tions 17 to 20 deal with the appoint- The meeting must, however, be held at least
ment by the Dominion Government andlone veek before the application is heard.
with the security to be given and the Appealfrom the decision of the court, confirni-
duties to be performed by the official re- ing or refusing to confirm a deed is allowed
ceiver. In the interests of the creditors, in ail cases. Applications for discharge
provision is made that the business can be are not heard by the county court judges as
carried on in the interval of time between n case of other proceedings under the bil,
the issue of the order and the appointment but by the judges of the higber courts. The
of the liquidator, for example to finish un- provisions of the bil have been cast with a
finished contracts ; and provision is also view of sinplifying the proceedings and less-
made that as ful! a statement and inventory ening cost to as great an extent as possible.
of the estate as possible should be presented Section 54 extends the provisions of the
at the first meeting of creditors. The Acte relating to discharge to traders and
liquidator mnust be appointed at the first debtors who, since the repeal of the Act of
meeting of creditors, to be held within 20 1875, have uade general assignments with-
days from the making of the order, and if out preference or priority. Iu this case
not then appointed or appointed by the in- they wouid have to undergo the saine exam-
spectors immediately afterwards, lie is ap- ination ànd pursue precisely the same course
pointed by the court. Section 29 provides as a trader or debtor (esiring tO be relieved of
for the appointment of inspectors and sec- his debts under the Act. Part 3 of the bil
tions 30 to 34 provide for assistance being deals with the (ebts whicli are provable
given by the debtor in the winding-up of against the estate, the effect of the insolvency
his estate, for his examination under oath or on antecedent transactions, and the realiza-
the examination of any other person having tion and distribution of the property of the
knowledge of his affairs, for the arrest of the estate. These sections are based upon the
debtor in certain cases and for the delivery of Act of 1875, and can better be considered
his correspondence to the receiver or liquida- when the bil is in committeeanl dealt with
tor. This clause mîay seem somewhat inquisi- section by section. Attention may, how-
torial initscharacter,but it iscontained inthe ever, now be called to the provisions of sec-
English Act, as well as in the old acts which tion 58, which enumerates the privileged
werepassed by the Parliament of Canada. daims to be paid in full before payment of
Under an order f rom the court, his letters and dividends, namely, officiai receiver, liquida-
correspondence can be taken possession of and tor, and employees for three months' salary
read in the presence of certain officers of the and laudlord for three months. In the case
court, and the debtor or trader as the case of a landlord, the right of distraint is taken
may be, and if they relate to his business away, but a preferential lien is given for the
they will be retained, and if not, they time bis premises are occupied bythe liquid-
will be handed back to hin. Sections 35 ator for the benefit of the estate. Section
to 53 make provision for the discharge of 80 follows the Engish Act whic alows
the debtor, whichi îiay be effected in two property to be disclaimed in certain cases,
ways: Firit, under deed of composition and when burdaned with conditions which would
discharge executed by a majority entitled to render it valueless as an asset. This latter
rank on the estate, or, secondly, without section was not in previous Insolvency
consent of creditors after the expiration of a Acts in Canada. Part 4 (Section 93) provides
year. In both cases tne deed, or the dis- for a more summary method of winding up
charge, lias to be confirmed by the court and small estates. This section apphies only to
provision is made for notice to creditors. estates in which the value of the properth is
The court may confrm, refuse, or suspend not to a exceed $5,000 of available asses.
the operation of a discharge, and in case of There are similar provisions in the Enghish
a deed, it may, following the English Act, Act, but they only apply to estates under
impose conditions as to payent of fudther b£300 ($1,500). We considered that in
dividends out of future earnings or after drafting this, we ight safely, under the
acquired property. A meeting of creditors peculiar circumstances of our country, ex-
must be held speciawly to consider a deed of tend that amount to $5,000, where the
composition, but the notices of application creditors could, by mutual agreement with a
to the court a confirma the deed may be given trader or debtor, take posession of the
concurrently with the caaling of the meeting. estate and make the efost possible moey
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out Of it, at the least cost. No special re- Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--May I ask if
marks need be inade in relation to Part 5, it is the intention of the Government to re-
which deals with the duties, etc., of the fer it to a special committee, or have it
liquidator His remuneration, as well as dealt with by a committee of the whole
le r hmunration of the official receiver, is House?
left in the hands of the creditors or inspec-
tors, subject to review by the court. Part Hon. Mr. BOWELL-These bills are
6 lefers to offences and penalties, and calls always dealt with by a Committee of the
for no special remarks, nor does Part 7, Whole House, and I think it would be a
Which provides for procedure generally, ex- better way. I would move the second read-
cept that attention might be directed to tbe ing on the 13th, and if the House is not
Method in which questions are decided by ready, we can postpone it.
creditors. We have adopted the principle Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I would like to askof the English Act, namely, by the major- if the Government are in possession of theityin valueae npossso o h
at an value of the creditors present decision recently rendered by the Privv
ar meeting and entitled to vote. Such Council in England as to the Insolvency Act

eein brief, the provisions of the passed by the province of Ontario I It mayAct, the first reading of which I be desirable that it should be before thepropose to submit to the Senate. I think, House when the bill comes to be discussed,after this explanation, that it would be well and the decision should be very fully con-
t0defer the second reading for some eight sidered, to see how far we are authorized to
Or ten days at least, in order that the Bill go. I hope my hon. friend will be able to
iay be printed and circulated, and members secure a copy of that decision.Of the Senate and merchants in the country,
who are interested, and the traders and Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I do not think the
debtors who are equally interested with the Government has any further knowledge than
ceeditors may have an opportunity of seeing that which has appeared in the public press,
a reading it, and making such suggestions 1 but I can say that steps will be taken to
as they may deem proper under the circum- secure it, if there are copies in the country.
Stanices. My hon. friend has suggested that My impression is that the decision of the
probably it would be well in this connection Privy Council on the Ontario Act does not
h a larger number be printed than are in any degree affect the powers which the

P'nted of ordinary bills in order that mem- Dominion Parliament has to deal with the
ers may have an opportunity of sending question of the Insolvency Act, but it does

eOPies to the merchants in their locality, define the powers that the local legislatures
and if that be the view of the House, the have to enact laws for the distribution of
elerk will give instructions to have a larger estates. I am only speaking as a laymain,
numnber printed. however, and I think the suggestion of the

hon. gentleman is a very good one, and I will
of n. Mr SCOTT- the hon. leader endeavour to procure a copy and lay it before
the iloveenrment inform me as to whether the Senate before we enter upon the discus-
beCa ue will be circulated in a short time, sion of the details of the bill.
ecausie the fixing of the date after theeond reading would largely depend on Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think the explana-When Senators might expect to- receive the tion given by the leader of the House of
;p1eýs- Perhaps the hon. leader of the the recent decision is correct. The effect of

h overnueent would say when he expects to the decision was that the limited assignment s,
ave the bill printed, so that we can fix a under the Ontario Act, were legal, in the

té for the second reading. absence of any Dominion Act. Of course,
M an Insolvent Act of the Dominion would

"oal Mr. BOWELL-The bill as orig- supersede any Act of a local legislature.
aly d ted is now in type ; it has been The sarne thing happened in the States.terially altered in some respects, but not State laws werepassed, but they were always

hOpe y erY great extent, by Council, and I over-ruled when Congress passed a law on
reIorrow ave it circulated the day after to- the subject. It is only in the absence of any
the • . It will have, however, to undergo Dominion law that these Acts are recognized.
be o pervision of the law clerk and it will

ne or two days before it is printed. The bill was read the first- time.
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THIRD READING.

Bill (B) " An Act to amend the Act res-
pecting Lighthouses, Buoys and Beacons, and
Sable Island."-(Mr. Bowell).

THE STANDING COMMITTEES.

MOTION.

The Order of the Day being called,

Consideiation of the report of the Coinmittee of
Selection appointed to nominate the Senators to
serve on the several Standing Coinmittees for the
present session.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL said: If there are no
objections the report can be adopted as a
whole, but if the House prefer it, the com-
mittees can be appointed separately.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-Our practice has
been to appoint the committees separately.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Under
rule 16 of the new rules, a special summons
must be sent to the Senate to consider any
amendment proposed to be made to a Stand-
ing Order. No such notice has been issued
for the consideration of clause 2 of the report,
which recommends that rule to be amended.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We have not got to
that vet.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the adoption
of the report so far as it relates to the Joint
Committee on the Library of Parliament and
the Joint Committee on Printing.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the adoption
of the report so far as it relates to the Com-
mittee on Standing Orders.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY called attention to
the fact that of the nine members of this
committee, four were from the Maritime
Provinces and none from any part of Canada
west of Ontario, and asked that the name of
Mr. Kirchhoffer be substituted for his.

The clause was amended accordingly and
adopted.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the adoption
of the clauses relating to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce, Railways and Tele-

graphs and Harbours and Miscellaneous Pri-
vate Bills.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the adoption
of the clause relating to the Committee on
Internal Economy and Contingent Accounts.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.) asked that
the name of Mr. Reid (Cariboo) be substi-
tuted for his.

The clause was amended accordingly and
agreed to.

Hor. Mr. BOW ELL moved the adoption
of the clauses relating to the Committees
on DebatUs and Reporting, Divorce and
Restaurant.

The motions were agreed to.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The Committee
appointed to select these committees thought
that the title of the Contingent Accounts
Committee did not really cover the powers
with which that committee was invested and
they suggested that it should be called the
Committee on Internal Economy and Con-
tingent Accounts, which I think the House
will agree in saying covers the duties of the
committee much better than the simple
words " Contingent Accounts." The follow-
ing resolution was therefore adopted

Your Coimittee recommend that Rule 80 of
"The Rules and Standing Orders of the Senate "
be amended so that " The Committee on Con-
tingent Accounts " shall be hereafter styled " The
Cominittee on Internal Econoniy and Contingent
Accounts."

We might byunanimous consent adopt this
clause. It does not affect the general prin-
ciple of the rule but it makes more explicit
and distinct the duties of the committee.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved the suspension
of rule 16 with reference to this clause.

The motion was agreed to and the clause
was adopted.

THE MANITOBA AND NORTH-WEST
SCHOOL ACTS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER moved:

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General ; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this
House, copies of all school ordinances, school
regulations and amendments thereto, adopted by
the Legislative Assembly, the Executive, and any
Board or Council of Education, in reference to the
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'stablishment, maintenance and administration of deeply agitating the people of this Dominion,
$chools in the North-west Territories since 1885; and also of all the alarms and suggestions

Aiso, for copies of ail petitions, meimorials and which are creeping in our hearts with re-corespondence in reference thereto ; in
Also, for copies of all reports to the (overnor gard to the future welfare of the confedèra-

G1eneral in Council, and ail communications and 'tion. In the performance of this <uty, I
representations to the authorities in the North- may exceed in my remarks the proper limits.W1est Territories.BtsIo asIontteps ofronyu

That an humble Address be presente<t to His But so long as Ido not trespass too far on your
Pxcellene. the Governor General; praying that indulgence, I hope to be ailowed to go over
'is Exce lency will cause to be laid before this even that wider range which would not other-
"ouse, copies of ail petitions, memorials and cor- wise be in order. I believe that it is most
respondence in reference to the appeal made in the important that some misa rehensions be.iane of the Roman Catholic minority of the pro-. pp
vilce of Manitoba, in reference to the school laws dispelled, and some historical facts recalled,
of that province; and the protection of the minoritiet in con-

Also, copies of reports to and Orders in Council in federation as a fundamental point of our

,frce to the a mes constitution be insisted upon. It cannot beAour ýcopies of the case submitted to the 8upreme denied that these school questions have a
Court of Canada, respecting aforesaid appeal, in-
'cUding factums and all inaterials in connection disturbing effect upon the population of

erewith put before the Supreme Court, and of Canada. It would be unwise to close our
iudgments rendered and answers given by said eyes to the fact that f rom one end of thecuton or to the eystes rfereot ttmquestions referred to them. confederation to the other, there exists a
lie said: In making the motion which feeling of anxiety which prompts all think-
now before you, I do not intend to raise a ing men to look forward and see whether

Complete and final debate on the questions the storm will permit the ship to reach in
'dealt with in the papers, the production of safety the port pointed out to future genera-
which I seek for. Those questions are so tions by the patriotic and high minded states-mIomfentous, the interest which the people men known as the fathers of confederation.
take in themn is so great, and our debates There are 5,000,000 of people in Canada.
Tnay have such an influence throughout the Of that number, 2,000,000 are Catholics. It
vhole Dominion on the ultimate moulding cannot be expected that such a large propor-of Publie opinion in connection with such tion of the nation shall remain silent and
questions, that we must approach them restful whilst, in some part of their own,almly and dispassionately and not urge any country, their rights and liberties as British

y to commit himself until we are in pos- subjects are intruded upon in violation of
5 0 ion of all the papers, and until we are the true meaning and intent of the agree-

hade aware of all the facts connected there- ments entered into by all parties, by the
ývith in their most minute details. It is local interested parties as well as by the
ý1ith this view,it is for the purpose of afford- Canadian and Imperial authorities.
ing everybody an opportunity of getting a The questions which are now before the

knowledge of those facts and of the con- public are of the same nature as those which
teltions of all parties concerned, that I am brought about the state of affairs which pre-
"'oving for this address. Having so stated vailed immediately previous to confedera-
mY intention, it might seem to many that I tion. Such being the case, a query suggestsCOald here very properly cut short my re- itself to our mind: shall we, after 25 years
carks -and let my motion be carried without of confederation, be obliged to confess that
teCCUPYig any more of your time and kind this regime, instead of realizing the great

atelaimn. expectations that were entertained at the
bette , however, as if my duty would be time of the union, has had no other effect
of fulfilled by taking this opportunity than to bring us back, after a long circuit,

ng, as it were, any further action to the starting point, to the same uncertain
sucy have to take in these matters, with and gloomy issues i This aspect of affairs is
to l Siderations as may lead the public worthy of being taken into serious conside-
the d f understanding of our position, of ration by those who were instrumental ine eep sease of duty and responsibility the inauguration of our present constitution,
we labouring under, of the true feelings by all true and well meaning lovers of their
pe eftertân, of our sincere desire for a country.

Peatof equitable and constitutional settle- Let us recall the period of our political
S the questions which are now so history previous to the lat of July, 1867. It



is an easy task. The hon. gentlemen sitting der to find some lessons to guide ourselves
in this House were all then sufliciently ad- in the present contest, it is interesting to
vanced in years to appreciate the difficulties know the course taken by our predecessors
of the time. The administration of affairs of nearly thirty years ago. There is some-
had become almost impossible in United thing refreshing in the political events of
Canada. Political strifes were so intense that time. Irrespective of the intrinsie
that no man, no party, could with any likeli- value of the scheme which has since been
hoodof success, undertakethe honourableduty pdopted and accepted as our constitution,
of carryingon thegovernment of Her Majesty. irrespective of the different opinions that
From 1862 to 1864, no less than five different were expressed pro and con, then took p]ace
governments had been in power. The pros- what will ever be considered as some of the
perity of our land was hampered ; according most illustrious pages of our history. Men
to certain expressed opinions, the very exis- who u to that time had bitterly fought
tence of Canada as a British colony was againsf each other, paused for a while before
endangered. the abyss they realized the intensity of the

Men of all parties and of all shades of politics, crisis, they took advice from the situation
said Sir John A. Macdonald, became alarmed at and from their patriotism, they rose supe-
the aspect of affairs; * * * * unless somne solution rior to their passions and above their politi-
of the difficulty was arrived at, we would suffer c and pers
under a succession of weak governments, weak in
nunerical support, weak in force, weak in power prejudices and burying the tomahawk and
of doing good, * * * * leading statesnien on both joining together to relieve the country from
sides seemed to have come to the conmnon con- depression and from dissensions, they en-
clusion that sone step must be taken to relieve the gaged in the noble work of sowing and fer-
country froni the dead lock and iimpending anarchy tilizin the seed of the national tree, the
that hung over us.r iConf. Debates, page 26.

Sir Etienne Taché, who was then the pre-
mier of Canada, said also:

Legislation in Canada for the last two years had
come alhnost to a standstill * * * * the .country
was bordering on civil strife * * * * in our pre-
sent condition we could not continue to exist as a
British colony * * * * he would also ask if it was
not the duty of both sides to do all they could to
prevent the unfortunate results which would have
followed.-(Con f. Debates, page 6 and 9.)

A nother great leader in the political arena
of the old times also laid stress on the situa-
tion. Whilstexpressing his satisfaction at the
confederation scheme, he admitted the urg-
ency of the measure for the sake of peace
and in view of the future stability of the
country :

fruits or which were to be distributed
amongst the members of the Canadian
family, and whose branches were to give
shade and shelter to every one in the land,
irrespective of race or creed.

And that tree rooted in the valleys of the
great lakes and of the St. Lawrence,
was to be extended east, to the Atlantic
Ocean, and west to the Pacific Ocean, cov-
ering also our immense prairies. That was
the magnitude of the scheme. Even then
it was contemplated to extend the prospec-
tive blessings of confederation to the North-
west, and some of those blessings were ex-
pressly said to be the suppression of religi-
ous and race dissensions, the permanent set-
tlement of all such difficulties in a broad,
generoums national and loftyv spirit "W

I cannot help feeling, said the Hon. Geo. Brown,
that the struggle of half a lifetime for constitu- cannot stand stili," said the Hon. George
tional reform, the agitations in the country and Brown, Iwe cannot go back to chronic sec-
the fierce contests in this chamber, the qtrife and tional hostilityand discord."--(Conf. Debates,
the dicord and the abuse of many years are ail p. 87).-And a few minutes before he ha
conpensated by the great scheme of reform which
is now in your hands. And again : I am further
in favour of this scheme as a renedial measure, be- The vaat Indian territories will ere lông,
cause it brings to an end the douht that has so long I trust, be opened up to civilization under the
hung over our position and gives a stability to our auspices of the British Anerican Confederation
future."-(Conf. Debates, pages 84 and 96.) * * * * our schere is to establiah a governnent

Suchwas he cndiion f afairswhe that will endeavour to maintain liberty, justice
Suchand Christianity throughout the land.

confederation was discussed and came into Vhen?"interrupted Mr. Valbridge,
existence. And as I have already said, that Very soon," replied at once, 8ir Geo. E. Car-
condition of affairs had been brought about tier. - (Conf. Debates, p. 86).
precisely by the same vital questions which Most assurediy, when the walls of the
are now confronting ourselves. And in or- legislative buildings in Quebec were
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echoing these sentiments, when the Quebec also has kept its pledges, and in its
People of Canada through their representa- case there have been some peculiar circum-
tives, were settling their differences in that stances worthy of remenbrance. When the
generous spirit, when they were devising the resolutions in respect to confederation were
future of Canada and working for the near discussed at Quebec, the minority of that
annexation of our territories, they could province expressed a fear that they were not
'lot have had the intention of fomenting in sufficiently protected, especially in educa-
those distant and fertile plains, the discord tional matters, against the possible encroach-
which had brought Canada to such a gloomy ments of the majority. They asked for
condition that the leaders of the nation were some changes. Their request was acceded
concelrned about the stability of British insti- to, and the changes asked foi were to be
tutiOns on this soil. Yet, what do we see at embodied in a law. Parliament, however,
Present ? The spirit of the legislation of the was prorogued sooner than it had been ex
fthers of confederation is violated. After pected and the bil could not be passed, and
twenty-five years of peace, harmony and again the minority gave expression to their
prosperiyY men who do not know how fears. At a subsequent session an attempt
to love their own country are raising dis- was made to pass the bill but unsuccessfulîy.
cord, are turning men against men, classes Then itappears the minority became alarmed,
against classes, race against race, creed and so jealous were they of what they con-
against creed, exciting hatred against a large sidered to be their rights, so anious were
Portion of the people of Canada whose they to get protection for the same that
rights and religious liberties I have here to they would have refused to enter into con-
amrnm in this House in the most unequivo- federation had not Sir George Etienne Car-
cal terms. We are brought back, as I have tier solved the dithculty. He pledged hini-already said, to the sane condition that we self to the minority that as soon as the con-Were in previous to confederation, by the federation would be formed, when Quebecadoption of certain laws relating to educa- would have a parliament of its own, one of

lion, Which the author of those very laws its irst acts woul be to put upon its sta-
thas himself practically declared not more tute-book the law that they were obliged to
toa three or four weeks ago in Winnipeg drop on that day.

Unljust to Catholics and even unconsti- The Protestant inority accepted these
tutional. Again, the prosperity of Canada promises, feeling confident that such a solemn
bud Possibly British institutions will be promise would be oserved, and the pledgeiought to a deplorable state of instabi'- vas effectually redeemed. The Legislatureity. Quebec passed the law promised by its

The raising anew of those once settled chieftain
bestions is, to my mind, quite unaccount- Although there was no written law binding

i . t appears the more so when we take them, the people of Quebec did not try to

and consideration the numerous promises evade their responsibility, they did not take
congPledges that were given at the time of the matter before the courts, they acted
Confederation and on many occasions since. honourably and in good faith; they redeemed
V ntario and Quebec were the first pro- the pledges given on their behaf.

tO enter into the path of reconcilia- I will ask you, . gentlemen, and ask thetiOn and of Inutual regard ; they were the country to compare the noble conduct of that
the • pledge themselves to be tolerant to Catholic province witli the conduct of soine

rn exceedingly glad to be alepoiticians of our own days.ra xednl l4 ob be t t Let us corne now to my own province and
Ontrioat Ontario, the great province of to the North-west Territories. To the Cath-
fuly ke, has, up to the present time, faith- olic minority there, solemn pledges were also
notwithpt its pledges; and let us hope that given. In the first place, we have the right
cla standig the recent agitation and to rely on the general promises of protection
vidualurs, whether they corne from any indi- contained in-the federal constitution as ex-
tario w or association, the province of On- plained during the debates on the resolutions'Ill in the ftr si h at e placed before the Parliament of old Canada
'inl faithfun th future as in the past, re-
186- ul to the compact entered into in in 1865. Then fears were entertained and

top•It wouldç be to its everlastingi honourviooqd h is y expressed by the opponents of the
a policy. measure as to the aondition in which the
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minorities might afterwards find themselves. Dorion, the leader of the Liberal party in
But it was repeatedly said that all through Lower Canada, spoke in the same strain:
confederation, and for all time to come, the 1 think it but just that the Protestant Iinority
minorities would receive protection and be should be protected in its rights in every thin
accorded the f ree and f ull enjoyment of their that was dear to it as a distinct nationality, and
language, and especially of their religious should not lie at the discretion of the najority in
institutions and liberties. Why! Confeder-
ation was conceived and passed and adopted Sir Narcisse Belleau also said in answer
expressly with that view ' In support of to an objection, and in speaking of the
this proposition, I arn -able to quote the minorities:-
words of an hon. member of the old LegisDa- Their religion is guaranteed h y treaties they
tive Council, the Ilonourable Mr. Christie. will be protected by the vigilance of the Federal

He said Governmient, wich will neyer permit the nminority
of one ortion of the confederation to be oppressed

WVe had rezched a condition alnost bordering 011 by the sajority.- (Conf. Debates, p. 184.)

anarchy * * * It is a cheering fact that i S the A few moments before, the same gentleman
midst of this state of things we have fourni men had said
patrioti enough to merge former diffrences an m t
unite together for the purpose of framinga con- Even granting that the Protestants were wronged
stitution which will secure exemption from the by the Local Legisvature of Lwer Canada, coul4
evils under which we have lab)ouredl.-(Conf. D)e- they îîot avail theinselves of the protection of the

bate, p 121.) ederal Legisiature? And would not the FederalHaesad • 1Government exercise strict surveillance over the
The sentiments expressed in these words by action of the Lonal Legisdatures in these inatters?

thehon getlean er th setimntsofWlhyshoIl it be souglit to give existence to iathe ho rechentrda conditio alotoeng ginary fears?- (Conf. Debates, p. 183.)

But a have just said that protection to No clearer words could disclose the true
the minority had been promised, and this spirit of our constitution, and quite under-
must prove. Here again arm in a position stand that the solicitor general of the tine,
to quote the language of some of the then the Honourable, now Sir Hector Langevin,
members of the Executive Council, who coulId say :
vent SO far as to enphatically declare that The basis of action adoptef y the delegates in

in case of injustice the federal authorities P Leparing the resolutions was to ( justice to ail-

would interfere. justice to a l races, to ail religions. to ail national-

Here are the words of Sir Etienne Taché ities, and to ail interests. ---(Conf. I)ebates, p. 368.)

then the Premier of Canada. In the quot- As have already said, these utterances
tion I ar about to make, the hon. gentleman were to apply to al parts of confederation,

the whol country.ael b omos

is speaking with regard to the Protestant o
minority, but it is obvious that these words I say," declared the leader of the government
are applicable to the Catholic ninority as then, I say without hesitation, that what will be

houe for one portion of the country will also be donc
well for the other ptia/e </irit:re.

If the lower branch, of the legislature, ta (t
Sir E. Taché, were insensate enough and wicked 1 hope I have succeeded in completely
enocgh to commit soute flagrant lct of injustice 
(I desire to rerark here that ir E. Taché does 1
not liit his declaration to ats within the con- 
stitution, he speaks of any act of injustice) n the debates on the confederation measure,
the lower ranih of the legisatrte were insen- definite pledges were given for the protection
sate enough and wicked enough to comnit so e of the minorities, and that those pledges are
flagrant act of injustice against the English Protes- applicable to the hole North-west, inclusive
tant portion of the comfunity, they would aie
checked hy the general government. But the hou. of Manitoba.
gentleman argue that that would raise an issue But more distinct and special promises
(etween the local and the general goernments. have been made. These promises cae fro
noe must not, however, forget that the general different authorities, and first of alI, from the
governent is composed of representatives froin all

Sportions of the country-that they would not be Imperial authorities.
gkely t commit an unjnst act wand that if they di In a despatc fron Lord Granville to Sir
so,they would be met by such a stormi of opposition John Young,theGovernorGeneralof Canada,
as would sweep them out of their places in a very
short time. (Co f. o eb., pp. 2 t36-7.) th general

p That the old inhabitants of o- couwtry will be
On the other side of the iouse, Sir A. A. treated ith snc forethought and cousideration as
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!nay preserve themrt frouithe dangersof theappr ach- That was the first pledge given by the
Ing change. province. It was not the only one, though.

The change took place, but, as you are I wish here to make known to this honour-
aware, amidst many unfortunate circumstan- able house, a page of history full of interest.
cies. Thus it came that the Governor The legislature of Manitoba gave to us an-

General had to issue a royal proclamation, other pledge under circumstances very simi-
il which these words are to be found: lar to those under which Sir Geo. Cartier

4 Her Majesty's authority I dIo therefore as . gave his pledge to the Protestants of Que-
ryo that on the Mey on with atada i our bec-with this objectionable difference,

a reeuithatons thn ion wih wil be res- however, that it was afterwards disregarded.cil and religious ruqh.s and prii/e wil bereh-t. it .
Pected, your property as.sured to you, and that your During the administration of Mr. Mac-
country will be governed as in the past under kenzie, the Local Government of Manitoba
British laws, and in the spirit of British justice. came to Ottawa for better financial terms.

This proclamation applied to Manitoba Mr. Mackenzie was not willing to help the
and the North-west as a whole. Because, province at the time except on condition
then the distinction between Manitoba and that the province would abolish its Legis-
the North-west did not exist. Both formed lative Council, then a part of the legislative

only one immense territory, the annexation machinery. Our Manitoba pilgrims went
of which was referred to in that proclama- back to Winnipeg, and made the proposition
tion. This view is confirmed by the follow- to their colleagues. The Legislative Council

Ing wOrds which I read in a letter of, Feb- could not be abolished without the co-oper-
ruary 16, 1870, from Sir John Young to His ation,and,in fact,the consent of theCatholie
Grace the Archbishop of St. Boniface: representatives of the province, who felt at

once that it was for them a most serious ac-
The Imperial (overnent, as I informed yOU, is tionto take. The LegislativeCouncil wascon-

earnest in the desire to see the North-wivest territory sidered as their safeguard against any future
lljtedl to the Dominion on equitable conditions. aggression upon their rights and privileges.

And what were these equitable condi- An appeal was made to their intelligence
tions I The same letter gives us the mean- and patriotism. And at last, for the sake
inlg of those expressions : of the provincial interest at large, they did

The Imperial Goverument has no inte.tion of consent and by their action assured the im-
ating otherwise than in perfect good faith towards provement of the financial condition of the

e inhabitants of the North-west. The people province. As soon as the vote had been
n'ay rely that respect and attention will be ex- registered, a most interesting parliamentary
tele to the different religious persuasions; that scene took place. The generosity of ourtitie t, ev'ery description of property wilI be care-plc
funîy guarle1 and that ail the franchises which representatives on this occasion, the public
have subsisted, or which the people may prove spirit exhibited by them, and their expressed
theniselves iuaified to exercise, shall be continued confidence in the loyalty of their English andliberally eonferred. Protestant countrymen had made a deep im-

After the transfer of our vast plains had pressionon the minds of theirfellow-represen-
been nade to Canada, after the province of tatives, and one of these immediately arose,
Manitoba had been formed, then came the and amidst the enthusiasm of the moment,
iaws of this province of Manitoba. The and on behalf of the English and Protestant
flrat enactment of the legislature was to population, on behalf of the province, he
Ogislate according to the above promises. eulogized the Catholic and French popula-
Adr rights and privileges were recognized. tion, and pledged his people and the province
And in coupling this immediate legislation that the rights and privileges of the Catho-
With the seventh clause of the Bill of Rights lics would never be interfered with, and for
providing for an equitable division of the doing so he was cheerfully applauded by the
noneyil inmatters of education between Pro- whole House. That man was Mr. Luxton,

48tants and Catholics, we have the best who is still living, and was then a prominent
acd the surest construction of the Manitoba member of the legislature. He at least, I
Act* It vas a practical interpretation given, nust say, used his best efforts to have thisWhilst everything was fresh in the minds of pledge faithfully kept, and I am happy to

a "nd when no dissenting voice could have send to him f rom my seat in Parliament the
tin heard. And this practical interpreta- expression of the gratitude of the people

on has stood for twenty years. whose iights he has so vigorously defended.
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But I an sorry to say that, unlike the pro- not interfere with the institutions of the French,
vince of Quebec under similar circumstances, their language or their school laws. I an informed

our province of Manitoba, as a whole ha that he was authorized to make that promise, that
p as he went to the electors and gave thei the pledge. I

failed to honour itself as did the old pro- did not know tlat of my own knowledge, but I
vince on the banks of the St. Lawrence, and knew from the newspaper reports, and from infor-
since 1890 we have been deprived, by the mation brought to the Winnipeg Liberals, that
will of the legislature, notwithstandino, that strong speeches were being made by Mr. Burke

. t and his friends iii the riding, calling upon half-
solemn pledge, of our most cherished rights breeds and French Canadians to vote against the
and privileges, our schools and the official Liberal candidate, on the ground that Liberals
use of our language. woulld likely pass laws interfering with their isti-

I have seen it stated in the ublic print tutions. It wa said, " are you going to put into
puc power people, who, when they get into office, will

that delegates of the North-west are here legislate away your school and your language," and
for better terns. If that is so, there is, in the electors were appealed to to oppose Mr. Francis
the action of Mr. Mackenzie, in connection for that rason. This became practically the leading
with the Manitoba Legislative Council, a question of that canpaign, and the contest was a

crucial one. Should the Liberals win, it was plain,
hint for us all. Conditions might also be in the view of the losses sustained by the (4overn-
inposed upon the North-west delegates ment, that they nust resign. So that the success
before their request be granted. Everybody of the Liberal candidate meant that the party would

mav understand what, in my humble at once attain power, while the election of Mr.
.c.oBurke would aluost certainly have insured the

opinion, these conditions should be- continuance of the Liberals in opposition till this
I now cone to another pledge given in a day. It became necessary for the party leaders,

most renarkable way, and under most inte- therefore, to mneet this appeal to the religions and
resting circumstances. But here I beg leave race feelings of the French and half-breed voters,

cd a e the pledge given by Mr. Francis appearing to be
to read f rom a speech made a year ago, in insufficient to satisfy them. Now the Liherals had a
the Manitoba Legislature, by a prominent defined platform.**** The idea of interfering with
member of the Liberal party in our province, rights guaranteed, or supposed to have been gua-
-Mr. Fisher-who was at the time, when ranteed, by the constitution, had never been sug-

gested. On the contrary, it had frequently been
the pledge was given, the president of the pointed out on the public platform by Liberal
Liberal Provincial Association in Manitoba: leaders that these institutions were protected.****

When the question about the Liberal policy becane
I now desire to speak of a delicate natter, which so promiinent and urgent in St. Fraucois Xavier I

miay he somewhat distasteful to somie who hear me, was consulted with others about it, and Mr. Martin
but I an bound to tell the truth, even if it may 1 'as asked to go out anl assîst the candidate.
offend somte. I make the grave charge that this 1 was told that he went out and attended the
school legislation was put upon the Statute-book meeting, and 1 was told of promises he had
of this province in defiance of the mnost solemn i publicly made, which were, to my knowledge,
pledges of the Liberal party. In January of 1888, in accord with wbat was intended he should make.
an event occurred which brought the Liberals into 1 went with hini inyself to a second meeting Lt
power in this province. My hon. friends had for Was a large gathering nainly conposed of French
years been engaged in an effort to defeat the Nor- an( haif-breed Catiiolica. The sanie charges were
quay Governmeut in which I helped thein all in made by Burke as to what the Liberals would do
my power.**** The crisis came when"the St. Fran- if in office. The 4aie appeals were made to his
cois-Xavier election took place at the time I have coultrynien aid co-religionists t) lefeat Mr. Fran-
mentioned. Dr. Harrison was at that time premier cis for that reason. Mr. Martin in a powerful
of the province, and lie chose as his provincial sec- speech, denounced the stateients of Burke and bis
retary Mr. Joseph Burke, who though he bears an friends as false. He tol< the meeting that it had
Irish naine, is really a French Canad ian. He was neyer been the policy of Liberals to interfere with
living anong his own people in the district of St. the language or institutions of the French Catho-
Franç!ois-Xavier, and had been elected a menber lic population, and he appealed to thein to trust
of this House in 1886 by acclamation. On accept- the Liberals, and to support tleir candidate. At
ing office lie m-ent back for re-election. It was that tire I ivas president of the Provincial Associa-
proposed that we should oppose him, though for tion of Liberals, aîd Mr. Martin referred to ny
inyself I thought it was useless. Mr. F. H. Fran- presence at the meeting, and said 1 could put
cis, an English speaking Presbyterian was asked tohin riht if lie was wrong. He weît further, ami

taete field against Mr. Burke in ths rectake thî illaantM.Brei this French niot only sai dLiberals liad no idea of interfering
constituency. He could not possibly be elected with tlese institutions, but gave a positive pledge
unless he got a large proportion of the votes of the; in the nine of the Liberal party, that they
French population. Without this, I say his elec- woîld not do so. I have always thonght that the
tion ias an absolute inpossibility. Now I state, niovement to eslablish the preseit school law,
on information and belief, that Mr. Francis, wlen aholish ail (atholic schools, against the strong pro-
consulted by leading nembers of the Liberal party test of the iinority was, under tle circumstances,
and asked to accept the nomination, said lie would aîd in the face of tlat promise, a gross wrong. Per-
not accept unless enpowered to give the electors a sonally 1 made no promise, but L feIt as muci
pledge tlîat if tlîe Liberals got into office they waouslu bound by the p hedge givenu as if had given i ty-
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1elf.**** I know that Mr. Greenway, the Premier, 3. The nuiner of French constituencies wouid
'a8s a party to the giving of that promise.**** I say îîot be disturbed (uring his administration.
that the pledge was given in the naine of the Libe- I had proinised fot to violate the confidence of
ral party, for a party purpose, and that it did bind the Hon. Mr. Greenway, by disclosing the particu-
them under the circunstances in which it was made. lars of said promises and assurances by the said
Without that promise the party could not have Mr. (heenway on the floor of the Legisature
carried that election, and by that election alone notwithstanding that he had violated the ternis of
they attained to power. That power was obtained saie hefore that tinte, and but for such open
"" the faith of that solemn pledge, and it was the denial by hin of such promises an( his misstate-
Liberal party, as a party, that benefited thereby, ments of what took ptace, 1 wouid nof have feif at
and that accepted power and took advantage, for liberty to now disclose the same.
that Purpose, of the votes given on the faith there- Mr. W. F. Atloway was present at his office
of.** I think we made a nistake and that we during the second interview with said Hon. Tho@.
ought to retrace our steps and do what is right in Greenway, as above set ont.
this imatter. The following is the affidavit of Mr.

These pledges, publicly given to the Cath1o- Allowa
les of Manitoba under the circuistances
above referred to, were renewed by Mr. Fobe oa of the ity of Io

reenway, in his official capacity as the solemnly déclare that I have seen anl read the
. reinier of Manitoba. When he was form- statutory declaration of the Very Rev. Vicar
Uig his Government, he went to St. Boniface, enerat Allard, made lefore Atex. Haggard, a
andWith the knowledge and consent of the Commissioner of the B. R., etc., on this firsf daywjth knowedgeof Aprit, A.I1). 1892, and I say that 1 was present
leaders of his party, he promised His Grace, as therein stated by hiîu, ant 1 did on said flrst

Igr. Taché, through the Vicar General of occasion introduce the Hon. Thos. (4rtenway to
the Archbishop, that his Government would the Vicar Général, and 1 say that the account of

said interview, as set ont iii salit declaration of
not interfere with the rights and privileges the Vicar Generat, is fiue ii substance and ii
of the minority in so far as their language, facf.
their schools, and their electoral divisions I was présent at fle whote of the said inter-
Were Concerned. And in evidence of this view ant heard nil that transpirei between the

new Pledge, I will read brief abstracts of two icr(4er sa id Ths prenay
solein declarations given, the first by thewhe the Vicar Gene-
thicar Generaland the other by Mr. Alloway, rat and the sait Hon. Thos. Greenway met accord-

en a Political f riend of Mr. Greenway ing to appoinment made thé day previous, and 1
he~' ie - eart inost of the interview thaf took place be-

h Te Hon. Mr. Greenway then stated to me that tween them on that second tay, ami 1 say that
this been called to forn a new Governnent in the promises ai ptedges as set ont ii the Vicai
st province, and that lie vas desirous to (Tenera1's said stafement were repeated on the
Frengthen ift by taking into his cabinet one of the sai second interview, and the said Greenway then
arench imembers of the legislature who would b expressed hinsef as very niuch gratified wit the
tgreeahle to the Archbishop, whereuîpon I remarked attitude assuned hy His (race the Archbishop,

ren I did lot think that HisG race woutld favour anly towards his Government, amd expressed such safis-
enco flinernber joining the Iew admiistration faction iot ol then, t iiimy presence afer-

ctnd.tinnally and without any previous under- wa-ds.
to as to certain questions of great importance And 1 nake tiis solenin declaration, con-t ig t cranqusin
alrea (crace. Mr. Greenway replied that lie had scientious1y believing the saine to be fi-e, and y
thready talked the niatter over with iis f riends and virtue of the Act respecting extra-judicial oaths.
rte e (Mr. (reenway) was quite willing to gua- This is the histor of the whole trans-
the t under his government, the maintenance oflen xisting condition with regard. aubic aod in f b u r prublesan-

. To separate Catholic schools.
2, the official use of the French language. fages. Now, turning our eyes to the North-

, he Frenci electoral divisions. west Territories, 1 say that the pledges given
f) lie fn1loil,.- in the name of Her Majesty, pledges tÂe

a te n -oring, it pursuance of the
.11- Allmen made, I attended at the office of

8aid gOWay in Winnipeg, and then again met the cient to protect her loyal subjects, the Catho-
cated to ' . hos. Greenway, and I then conmuni- lic population, against any encroachment
toe a lum the message of His Grace, so intrusted upon their liberties. But there is something
expressj above set out, and Mr. ,reeiway then
said m e his personal gratification at the more. We find another pledge, we find
asueessage and attitude of His Grace, and lie then distinct agreement between the people of them ed nie that faith would be kept by his Goveriî- Northwest and this Dominion in the Actl-i ith His Grace : and then again, and in of th.c term repeated to me the assurances that

2. bCat o teatne -oos Section 14ý of said Act declares iii no uncer-
The athole separafe schools. terns

offiiaiuseof reiîh lngugeMtai treea rinthe ofor t of theoLisatuher
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schools. Yet, you will see by the papers
which will be produced on this motion, that
the legislature of the North-west has
respected neither the pledge nor the agree-
ment. You will see that their recent legis-
lation is simply an evasion of the law, thus
adding derision to wrong.

I have now explained to you some of the
circumstances under which our province
and the north-west became part of the
Dominion. You have in a brief form, some
of the pledges that were given for the pro-
tection of the minority; you know the
actual condition of things, and from all that
you may well imagine why we are to-day so
seriously aggrieved and you will forgive us if
we vent our sentiments. The provincial
pledges, the federal pledges, the imperial
pledges themselves and all the most solemn
agreements have been disregarded, and a
large proportion of Her Majestys subjects
are subjected to the most iniquitous injuries,
against the peace and prosperity of the
country, to the damage of its good renown,
and for what? Only to get, as has been
said by Mr. Fisher, party advantages;
I know that some other reasons are given,
but they do not bear examination.

It is not, perhaps, the proper time to go
fully into these objections. With the kind
permission of the House, I will briefly refer
to them in order to elucidate the situation,
and with the hope of dispelling some miisap-
prehensions. In the first place I may mention
the reproach very frequently made against
our schools of not being adequate to the re-
quirements of modern education. In an-
swer to that let me simply read to you the
programme of our schools:

1. Religious instruction in the child's language.
2. Reading.
3. Spelling. In French and Eng-
4. Grammar and analysis. lish.
5. Composition.
6. Pennanship.
7. Linear drawing.
S. Calculation, arithnetic, mensuration and al-

gebra.
9. Bookkeeping, single and double entry.
10. Geography of all parts of the world.
11. Sacred history, history of Canada, England

and France.
12. Good behaviour, politeness and beconing-

ness.
13. Vocal music.
14. Usefunl knowledge, from the iost rudimen-

tary to the elements of physics, chenistry, agri-
culture and astronoinv.

15. For the girls. 'domestie econony, sewing,
eihroidery, etc., etc.

Is not this programme sufficiently com-
prehensive for a primary school ? I do not
hesitate to say that most of the unprejudiced
experts in pedagogics would look at this
programme as one which could not be ex-
tended without danger of overturning into
cramming, the most disastrous system for
the health and the intellect of the child.

Moreover, allow me to state that at a
provincial exhibition held at Portage la
Prairie, in Manitoba, our schools got a
diploma for general excellency. Allow me
to sete also that at the London Colonial
Exhibition, eleven of our schools sent ex-
hibits, which were the ordinary work and
exercises of the schools, and the result
was that inedals and diplomas of merit were
awarded to nine of those eleven schools..
And the character of our exhibit at the
Chicago Fair should not be ignored. There,
by friends and foes, by English, French and
German visitors, by the United States educa-
tionists, by our own people, by experts of
all countries, and finally by the official judges.
in that section, the Catholic school exhibits
have been proclaimed to be in the front rank
of the educational display of the whole-
world. Surely this evidence should receive
the utiost consideration, and at least should
cause the enemies of our institutions to
pause before allowing their hostility to go so
far that the word injustice is not too strong
to qualify it. The statement has also been
made that our schools were church schools,
and under the control of the hierarchy.

This is altogether a misapprehension.
There has not been for years any such
things in Canada as church schools, in so far
as primary education is concerned ; except,
however, in mission countries where no other
schools can be had. In Manitoba especially,
our schools were purely public schools in
every sense of the word, like the other schools
then in existence in the province. They were
not controlled by the church but by the
parents. They existed by virtue of the same
law and under exactly the same conditions
as the schools attended by the Protestant
children. The only things which were subject
to the approval of the church authorities
were the books in connection with religious
and moral instruction. Surely this cannot
be refused to the church, which is the proper
authority in the matter, and the state instead
of objecting to that should, on the contrary,
be thankful to the church for. its care-
because high and sound morals constitute a
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blessing to the state in all its civil and social or national unity. Unity does not
Political manifestations. consist in uniformity of colour or calling.

In fact, in all our contentions, what we It rather depends upon a common love for
claim is not church schools, but parental our country, a common devotedness to its
schools. interests. Now, we deny to all the right

It is the duty of parents to care for their to say that we do not love our Canadian
children, and to educate them. Since it is a home, that we are not devoted to its best
duty they must have the right of accomplish- interests. Harmony is desired. Most sin-
ing that duty. It would be an absurdity, a cerely we long for the day which will see
derision or a tyranny to tell me that I am harmony restored. But cast a look upon
bound to perform a certain duty, and at the the countries where such school questions
same time to put in my way such obstacles are raised. Harmony does not exist in those
as8 would take fron me the liberty or the countries. Within our own borders, what do
pOssibility of performing the same. The experience and history teach us?
State cannot interfere to curtail the rights In 1865, and for years previously, no
of the parents. But it can undertake to harmony existed, just on account of the
8sist the parents in their duty. Neither same sort of contentions. The leaders of the
the church nor the parents have ever refused nation had to declare that extreme discord
to the state its legitimate interference. reigned and that the country was on the
Everybody is in accord in wishing a large verge of anarchy. By the confederation
and intelligent diffusion of knowledge. measure those school questions were settled
Taking into consideration the circumstances in accordance with justice, and immediately
surrounding modern communities, the church peace and harmony began to reign.
and the parents admit the assistance of the Previously to the raising of these ques-
state in that noble work. They admit that tions in Manitoba and in the North-west
the State bas an interest in the education of complete harmony prevailed there. In
the people. They admit that the State has evidence of this fact, I will quote from the
a right to see that the assistance given is not writings of gentlemen whose testimony
nuisapplied, they admit that the State has a cannot in this respect, be suspected:
right to exact a full compensation in the In 1882, Rev. Dr. G. Bryce wrote a book
form of knowledge, outside of religious in- entitled " Manitoba, its infancy, growth
struction, for the money they hand over to and present condition." In that book he
the parents to help the latter in the fulfil- said:
ment of the duties imposed upon them by Lord Selkirk's scheme of perfect religious equal-re and their religious convictions- ity and toleration is that still subsisting in

s a natter of fact, they only retain prac- Manitoba. One of the results of this is a friendly
tically now-a-days the right of guiding the feeling subsisting between the different churches.
lnorals of their children and of teachin them Denoninational rancour is one of the greatest
how toi . t et  hindrances to progress in a new country. It is
h worship their God upon this earth· tisfactory that there is no bone of contention to

Thus understood, there is no inconsistency disturb the prevailing harmony. No church is
in our theory, there is no clashing between except what its own
the rights of the parents and the right of energy ss to the community at large
the State. On the contrary, there is a fruitful secures for it.

and harmonious accord which has its con- The following is from a report addressed
tinual and delightful echoes in the hearts of to the Lieutenant-Governor ·by Mr. J. B.
al good citizens and brings them together Somerset, superintendent of Protestant
and contributes to the national unity. schools, dated 29th April, 1886 :

This brings me to the consideration of It is gratifying to all lovers of good citizen-
th er assertion. It is frequently heard ship, as well as of educational progress, to note

nat n educating the children of all deno- that fron the organization of this system of man-
mmations together in the common schools, agement in 1871, at which period the Protestant
or in th schools nunbered sixteen and the Catholics seven-

1ol the so-called national schools, harmony teen, to the present, there has been an alnostWOUld result amongst all classes of the entire absence of the friction and disagreenent
bope. The theory may be a laudable one, that have marked the progress of education in

e fats go against it. By forcing people some of the sister provinces.
tOgetder against their will, you may form a I will read another extract from Dr. Morri-eiowd, a mass, a multitude, but that is not son, who is now in the lower provinces, but



who at one time lived in the province of her rule, the Pope commands, and the
Manitoba. I take this extract f rom a speech Catholie doctrine teaches us full and absolute
of his published in the St. John Sun, 26th allegiance to our Most Gracious Queen, to
and 27th February, 1894. He said: lier successors and to the British flag. Facts

Throughout ail these years, from 1871 until 1888, are in accord with the doctrine. And to
no coniplaint was ever inade with the workings of prove what say, I have only to refer to
the separate school system. No injustice was con- 1 the daily behaviour of Catholic people and to
plained of by anybody in any public manner * * * Canadian history. Were it possible for those
There was no Manitoba School question. The
people, Protestant and Catholic alike, were per- n
fectly contented with the school systeni as it then'to attend our religious services, they would
existed ; and the Protestant and Catholic popula- see every SundaytheCatholie people kneeling
tion lived together in peace and harinony, and with before the altar and publicly praying
perfect satisfaction with the school system as it the elmighty to bless and to save our gra-
then was. thenwas.cious Queen. Going back to the tinie of the

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Who is Dr. Morrison? American revolution, what do we find ? It

Hon. r.BERNIER- He is a Protestant.ears after the surrender of
Hon Mu BE NIE- 1e i a rotstat.New France to England; there were stili

Hon. Mr. PERLEY--He is a friend of living people who had seen the white fiag
Mr. Greenway, is he not foating at the top of the Quebec citadel and

wlîo had fought under it. Lafayette made
Hon. Mr. BERNIER--Ido notknow. Now, his voice heard amongst us. 1e urged our

cantherebeanydoubtthat we werethen living forefathers to join in the rebellion against
in peace and harmony? But now,seek through- British rule. That was a French voice, and
out our immense prairies, east and west, and it sounded like the trumpet of liberty, yet
tell me where union is to be found? Our coun- it had no echo. We listened to another
try is ina spasmodi mCood throughout, and it voice-the voice of the Catholic Church.
will be so until our guievances are equitably Bishop Briand, of Quebec, reminded his
and constitutionally settled. No, harîhony flock of the duties of a loyal people, and we
will fot be uestored, nor proinoted by rerained faithful to our new masters. Again
depriving us of our rights and of our reli- in 1812 and 1813, our southern neighbours
gious liberty. Harmony wilI not be fostered. mached against Canada. But again ase
by forcing us to educate ourw children in the voice of the Catholig Church was heard.
schools to which we object, but inutual The great Bishop Plessis, the same who, on
regard will do it. Let every one cease to the request of Lord Selkirk, sent missionaries
mîsuepresent our people, our institutions, to the North-west to help that good Presby-
our sentiments. Let every one cease to cast terian to establish a colony under Britih

umericaetrvevetionefraindofwroindrulI

odium us, one , sent a pastoral upholding the rights
spreadiug ail kind of groundless accusations, that England had to our allegiance, and
and especially the undisguised accusation of urging oui ilitia to go to the front,
disloyalty. This is, to say the least, particu- and to the front we went, under the
larly annoying and unfair to us. comand of the illustrios de alaberry.

I inake here, as a Catholic and as a public We saved Canada to England, as we had
man, the following statement :We do save it so e 35 years before. Yes, on these
not owe any civil ou political allegiance to'two occasions we upheld the British honour
the Pope. 11e is the head of our church, ýand the British flag. Had we joined the
and as such we look on him as the pure rebels of the thirteen colonies, England
fountain of truth with regard to Borals and could not then have saved Canada any
religiois doctrine. But he is not, he does more than she could Boston and the sur-
not pretend to be, and we do not regard rounding states, and the British power
hisn as our temporal sovereign. I make would then have sunk for ever on this con-
this statement without any qualification tinent. In support of these ideas allow me
whatever, without any mental eservation, to quote a remarkable paragraph which is
in perfect good faith. and without any to be found in a letter of Lord Nugent, pub-
apprehension of its being contuadicted or lished in 1826 o
disapproved of by any clerical authorities. Canada, which, until you eau destroY the alseuory
b go further Instead of disaffecting the of ail thd nom, reinains to you of yohr overeigty
Catholic subjects of Her Majesty against on the North Anierican Continent, is an answer
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ractical, inemorable, difficult to be accounted for, authority, and blessed also the flock of the
ut blazing as the sun itself in sight of the whole old bishop, but that flock he blessed only onWorld, to the whole charge of divided alle iance. condition that they were to listen to the

At your conquest of Canada, you found it onai
Catholic: you had to choose for her a constitution Bishop's advice, to go back to their homes and
in Church and State. You were wise enough not live in peace and charity under our flag. Fin-
to thwart public opinion. Your own conduct to- ally the old Bishop left Rome and returned towards Presbyterianism iin Scotland was an example h o
for imitation ; your own conduct towards Catho- his own country. In Ottawa he met the
licisn in Ireland was a beacon for avoidance ; and Governor General who remitted him a letter
in Canada you established and endowed the religion in which we read these significant words
of the people. Canada was your only Roman
Catholic colony. Your other colonies revolted ; I an anxious to express to you. before you setthey called on a Catholic power to support them, out, the deep sense of obligation which I feel is dueand they achieved their independence. Catholic to you for giving up your residence at Rome * * *
Canada, with what Lord Liverpool would call ber and undertaking in this inclement season the long
half.allegiance, a/one stood by you. She fought by voyage across the Atlantic, and long journey across
YOur side against the interference of Catholie this continent for the purpose of rendering service
France. To reward and encourage her loyalty, you to Her Majesty's Government, and engaging in a
endowed in Canada bishops to say mass and to mission in the cause of peace and civilization. Lordordain others to say mass, whom, at that very time. Granville was anxious to avail of your valuable
Your laws would have hanged for saying mass in assistance fron the outset, and I am heartily glad
England : and Canada is still yours in spite of that you have proved willing to afford it soCatholic France, in spite of her spiritual obedience promptly and generously.
to the pope, in spite of Lord Liverpool's argument,
and in spite of the independence of all the States After he had received his instructions the
that surround ber. This is the only trial you bave Bishop proceeded to the North-west, andluade. Vhere you allow to the Roman Catholics peace was restored, and the dignity of thetheir religion undisturbed, it has proved itself to be Crown upheld. Does this resemble any-compatible with the most faithful allegiance. It is r . .De s r.sembe any
OlIy where you have placed allegiance and religion thing like divided allegiance?
before thein as a dilemma that tbey have preferred In 1885, at the time of the second rebel-
ta. who will say they ought not?) their religion lion, the Church again, by its missionaries,to tbeir allegiance. How then stands the imputa- was the main influence which kept in peacet •o ? Disproved by history, disproved in all
states where both religions co-exist, and in botb the majority of the inhabitants. The fol-
benspheres, and asserted in an exposition by Lord lowing is a re-translation from a French trans-

Ca rPool solemnly and repeatedly abjured by all lation of an article in the Evening Xews, ofatbolies, of the discipline of their Church.-Lord Winnipeg
Nugeut's letter, pp. 35, 36.

WVben the whole of Canada feared and trenbled
Hlave those sentiments and conditions un- to see the Blackfeet side witb the rebels, wbo

dergone any change in the latter part of this tirinly stood before theni? wbo prevented themn
? T an on haîngdouts n tisf rom rushing upon us? Vas it the Canadian <ov-century To any one having doubts on thisempire No, the

matter I am in a position to point to the poor, humble and devoted Father Lacombe
action of our missionaries in the far west the man wbo did 80« To him the Canadian
in that very portion of our territory whence nothers owe their tbanks for not having to-day to

he troubles come.sons; to bin, înany happy wi-es to-
the roubes cme(lay owe tbeir gratitude for ijot bav-ing to sol) over

In 1869-70, a first insurrection arose in the tombs of their husbands. Lacombe an(d bisthe North-west. Archbishop Taché was companions, tbe Fathers André, Fourmond, Cocbin,
in Rome attending the solemn deliberations aud other brave soldiers of the Cross, did îot hesi-

of te Vticn Cuncl. Yu my wîî ma-tate ; they went and faced tbe deadly weapons ;of the Vatican Cuncil. You may well ima-Indians andgine, honourable gentlemen, what a source the Cana<ian people, at a tinte when danger was
of delights it was for an old christian mission- extreme, and they prevented the sbedding of blood
nlary to be in the Eternal City at a time and saved millions of dollars to tbe public treasury.
when bishops from all parts of the world Prevented shedding of blood and saved
were gathered there in the interest of their millions to the treasury! and for that blood
church. Yet, as soon as the Canadian and and for those millions of dollars which have11UPerial Governments had expressed their been spared to the country, these very men,
earnest desire of availing themselves of his and their flocks, in the very field of their
services for restoration of peace and of the labours and services, are now accused of
legitimate authority, he went at once to the dividing their allegiance, of refusing to work
dislY Father, who, in giving him the necessary in harnony and for the interest of their. sPensation, blessed hini, blessed the mis- country, they are tracked al helots, they areOn that heehad just accepted from the civil ostracised in their own country which they
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have so bravely and so devotedly served, and I them." This is an answer worthy of our
their vested rights are confiscated ! That is consideration. It shows that our duties are
their reward, and by whom has that inischief not to make the people for the laws, but to
been done? By some who have themselves make the laws for the people. It reminds
been saved from the fury of the Indians, me of a few words of the late Hon. Alex.
,and by some others, new comers, young men, Mackenzie, speaking on the schoel question.
inexperienced young politicians, full of pre- He said:
sumption but forgetful of the services of
those who have kept the country for themte prin-
and prepared their bright future and their ciple of separate schools. 1 hoped to be able-
lovely homes. Shall Canada be a party to young and inexperienced in politics as 1 then was
that questionable gratitude? -to establish a system to which ail wol ulti-

In vain the opponents of our Catholic "ately yield their assent. Sir, it was found to be
schols ry t miguid pulie pinon b impracticable in operation and iînpossible in poli-

schols try to misguide public opinion by cptigences.
appealing to national sentiment and by styl-
ing their system a national one. In a I am now coming to a close. 1 have
christian country no others than christian brought to your recollection the condition
schools can be called national schools. To of the country previous to confederation. I
call national a system of atheistic schools have laid before your eyes the noble example
in a country where christian rule obtains, given by the fathers of confederation in
would be a misnomer. As a matter of fact, rising above their political divisions for the
the struggle is not between the different sake of getting their country eut of the ex-
christian denominations, but between chris- isting discords, and of replacing it in the
tianity and atheism, and we are fighting path of harmony and prosperity; I have
the battle of christianity. Speaking in the pointed out the spirit in which our constitu-
House of Lords in 1891, in connection with tien was framed; I have recalled the pledges
the Australian schools, the Duke of Argyll that were given te the minorities in att parts
-a Presbyterian, if I am not mistaken- of the Dominion, including Manitoba and
testified to this sincere and fundamental the North-west, for the protection of their
feature of our action in the folowing wordsM: rights and usages ; I have thought it my

The Catholics had the high honour of standing
alone and refusing to pull down in their schools
the everlasting standard of conscience. This resist-
ance on the part of the Roman Catholics, I believe,
nay be the germ of a strong reaction against the
pure secularisn, against which I venture to call
the pure paganisn, of the education of the colony.

But leave aside, if you will, that aspect of
the question, what remain with the partisans
of secularism' A mere theory ! Now, with
us it always remains a matter of conscience.
Then which view should give way? Is it
conscience that should give way to theory, or
is it not rather theory that should give way
to conscience? It seemus to me that the
answer cannot be doubtful. Allow me, hon.
gentlemen, to urge upon your consideration
the lesson that was given in antiquity by a
man who still enjoys after centuries an un-
contested reputation for wisdom. Solon, the
Athenian legislator, was asked one day
whether the laws that he had given to his
people were the best laws that could be
devised. " I may not have given to the
Athenians," he replied, "the best laws that
could perhaps be made, but I have give
them the best laws that could be applied to

duty to call your attention to the unwar-
ranted way these pledges have been violat-
ed ; I have tried to dispel certain misappre-
hensions which seem to exist in the minds
of many. Now, let me impress upon your
mind the difficulties which are in store for
us, if we do not settle in an equitable and
constitutional way the burning and irritat-
ing question which has been forced into our
political controversies.

There is no use of trying to evade our re-
sponsibility. Sooner or later we will have
to face the difficulties. The Catholics of the
whole Dominion will follow the matter from
stop to step ; if necessary they will take
their case to the Imperial Government and
even to the foot of the Throne; our children
and their mothers will send their prayers to
our beloved Queen, who has honoured the
throne not only as a Queen and as a woman,
but also as a mother. In my humble opin-
ion both parties are under peculiar obliga-
tions with regard to these questions and
their solution. There is a binding obliga-
tion upon the administration of the day on
account of their being in office and of the re-
sponsibility they are under for the good
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government of the country. The Oppo-
Sition are also bound-and here I beg to re-
mark that I do not speak in a spirit of an-
tagonism-the Opposition are bound on ac-
cOunt of the initial action of their friends
and political associates in Manitoba. In the
latter province the Reform party is the
cause of all the existing discord and mis-
chief. For party advantages they have vio-
lated in an unworthy way their promises
and Pledges. As Mr. Fisher has said, "they
have made a mistake ; they ought to retrace
their steps and do what is right," and their
Political friends here are bound to use their
ability and influence for the repairing of the
rumin made hy their party in Manitoba.
That is their special responsibility. There
i a comumon responsibility on both sides in
Parliament. The Canadian Parliament, as
a whole, is the custodian of the honour and
dignity of the country. Now, for four years
the Public good faith, the honour of the
country has been in jeopardy ; it is our com-
'non duty to put an end to such a situation.

Under those circumstances, is it too
'nuch to expect that both parties should, for
'1ce, join hand in hand, and provide an
equitable settlement of our grievances ? Is
it toO much to hope for a repetition of what
took place at the time of confederation i
Then the party leaders joined together for
the sake of the harmony, prosperity, and sta-
.iity uf British institutions. The difficul-

ties they had to face then are meeting us
to-day, and I feel confident that the states-

en at present at the head of the two great
parties in this Parliament would not con-
ent to take an inferior rank in intelligence

-and Patriotism? This time our present regi-
me cannot be changed. We have to solve
our difficulties by the application of the true
Principles of the constitution with a firm.

thtermination of carrying out in all fairness
te rule of equity to all as laid down in the
. bates on confederation in 1865, and accord-
iflg to the subsequent pledges and agree-
thets. Il my humble opinion, the future of
the country lies in the gradual and normal
relelPQment of confederation under the

aof justice, toleration, liberty, and fair
the and in the honest redemption all over

land of such pledges as those outlinedthese words of Sir John Rose:
unie trued each other when we entered this
wit o; we feit that our rights would be baved

teYou; d our honour and good faith and in-ty SY m involved i and pledged to the main-Ce Of them.

Unless we act in the spirit of these utter-
ances, unless that trust is faithfully and
honourably kept and carried on in accord-
ance with the well known agreements en-
tered into, and of the true spirit of the
constitution, unless the dignity of the
Crown is maintained by the prompt and
unequivocal redemption of the pledges given
on its behalf, no one can say that the future
historians will not have to relate the failure
of confederation, in so far at least as are
concerned its ability and power to check in-
justice and to protect the minorities whose
rights and privileges have been intrusted to
the loyalty and generosity of the majority.
But to those who would like to prevent such
an unfortunate issue, to those who gener-
ously, sincerely and loyally desire to join
with us to maintain this confederation, to
uphold its integrity, to foster and increase its
prosperity, to maintain peace and union
between all the different -classes which com-
pose the people of this Dominion, to assure
the stability of Canadian and British insti-
tutions on this soil, to those we gladly and
cheerfully say: "Tender us your hands,
here are ours."

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

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6.10 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wedne8dy, 4th April, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE DOWNEY DIVORCE CASE.

REPORTED FRO CoMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN, from the Committee
on Divorce, presented theirfirst report relating
to the Downey Divorce case. He said: It
wasfoundimpossible to effect personal service
on the respondent in this case. Efforts were
made to bring the matter to bis notice by
serving members of the family, who were
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supposed to be in communication with him- lis Exceliency wiIl cause to be laid before titis
by advertising in the papers and otherwise buse, copies of ail school ordinances, school

dicoe hiChrebu reg ulations andi aniendinents thereto, adopted hyendeavouring to discover his whereabouts.the Legisative Assenly, the Exective, and ay
It was found impossible to serve him person- Board or Council of Education, in reference to the
ally and, under the circumstances, we con- establisinent, maintenance ani administration of
sider the service sufficient. I propose to sclools in the North-west Territories siice 1885

use, for copies of ail petitionr, inemorials an i
orrespo un oenfe ii reference ttereto

Also for copies of al petiion , and
Hon. Mr. POWER. I hope the Chair-

man will have no objection to allowing the
report to stand over until to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN. None whatever. I
inove that the report be taken into consider-
ation to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

THE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION.

The Notice of Motion being read,
That he will call the attention of the Senate to

certain promises made and certain engagements
soleminly undertaken, at and in respect of the Con-
federation, but before its adoption, upon varions
subjects and particularly upon the question of edu-
cation; also to the non-performance of these engage-
mnents; and to the difficulties which exist at
the present time and those which have existed
at various timnes since the Confederation became
an acconplished fact, difficulties which are the
consequence of these violations of promises and en-
gagemnents.

And that lie will inquire of the Governmnent
whether it proposes to take the necessary steps to
rernedy these difficulties and to render justice to
that class of Her Majesty's subjects who suffer
front these violations of promises.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE said: On Mon-
day last I said that J would give way to the
hon. member from St. Boniface, and after
hearing his speech, I would decide whether
J should go on with this motion or not.
The speech of the hon. gentleman vesterday
leaves very little for me to say on this ques-
tion, at the present time at al] events, and
nothing of great importance. J may, on
some future occasion, refer to this matter
again, but J have no present intention of
doing so, and J therefore ask the House to
allow the motion to drop.

The notice was dropped.

MANITOBA AND NORTH-WEST
SCHOOL ACTS.

DEBATE CoNTINUED.

The Order of the Day being read,

Resuning the adjourned Debate on the motion
of the Honourable Mr. Bernier :-

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General; praying that

, p a repor s o e overnor
General in Council and ail coin inunications and re-
Presentations to the authorities in the North-w est
Territories.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said: The subject re-
ferred to in the motion made by the hon. serna-
tor fçpm St. Boniface is one which has excited
a good deal of attention, not alone in Mani-
toba and the North-west, but over all parts
of this Dominion. A very considerable
body of Her Majesty's subjects feel that a
right which they considered had been eflec-
tually secured by the British North Ametica
Act and by subsequent legislation has been
rudely withdrawn and as hon. gentlemen
are aware the subject is now being discussed
through the public press and is likely to be
discussed in anotherbranch of the Parliament.
The attack on the Manitoba separate schools
has been successful. The school system
that had been guaranteed by the Act under
which Manitoba came into the union has
been swept away. The guardians of the
rights of the minority seemed power-
less, apparently, to counteract the move-
ment. Emboldened by the success there,
the same process, to a very nearly equal
degree, was attempted and I am sorry
to say has been partially successful in
the North-west. Those who are opposed
to what is known as the system of
separate schools, further emboldened bv
the repeated successes that have attendel
the efforts of those who are so intolerent as
to oppose the existence of those schools,
have now attacked the citadel in Ontario.
As hon. gentlemen are probably aware, a
bill has already been introduced in the
Legislature of Ontario having for its object
the crippling of the school system in that
province so far as the rights of the minority
are concerned. Under those conditions and
circumstances it requires no apology from
me if I go at some considerable length into
this subject in order that hon. gentlemen who
are perhaps not familiar with this question
may be fully advised of the present con-
dition of the subject. Before doing so, how-
ever, I think it is due to the hon. Senator
from St. Boniface that I should offer him
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rY congratulations on the admirable speech
towhich we were treated yesterday afternoon.
1 am sure it will be admitted that he took a
Calm, dispassionate view of the subject. He
raight be pardoned for exhibiting some de-
gree of heat, coming as he did from the pro-
'inice where the rights of the minority have
been so flagrantly violated as in the case
to which he so fully referred. There are a
n1Umnber of points not covered by the obser-
vations and speech of that hon. gentleman
Yesterday, to which I shall feel it my duty
to Call the attention of this House, satisfied
that the caln judgment of all fair-minded
n'en will go with me in the conclusion
that I have reached, that a gross breach
of the constitution has been perpetrated. As
a Preliminary it is necessary that we should
understand the condition of things that ex-
1sted anterior to Manitoba's coming into the
Union. As hon. gentlemen are no doubt
aware, the settlements in the North-west were
largely made in the first instance by French-
Canadians and it is on that account, pro-
bably, that our French-Canadian friends
from' Lower Canada feel more keenly on the
subject than the minority in any other
province of the Dominion. Contemporaneous
With the advent of the missionaries and
With the civilization of the Indians, schools
Were established, and we have records at
a very early date of the existence of those
schools, and when Lord Selkirk's settlers
Aent into that country they followed the
example of the Catholic missionaries and
established denominational schools in con-
nection With their churches. So far back
a 182.5, so marked were the advantagesalready derived from the education givenby the Catholic missionaries, that on the
Ieonid day of July the chief factors of the
hudson Bay Company assembled in council
"t York Factory, passed the followingr'eso1utio0

voreat benefit being experienced froin the bene-
'lenti and indefatigable exertion of the Catholic

neî8on at Red River, ii the welfare and moral and
it.gous instruction of its numerous followers ; and
infining observed with much satisfaction that the
Righie of the mission under the direction of the
forl Reverend Bishop of Juliopolis has been uni-
nientY directed to the hest interest of the settle-
That -nd of the country at large, it is resolved
laudabn order to mark our appreciation of suchlulbeaud dlisinsaid n' nterested conduct on the part of
'comnnilon, it be recomimended to the honourablebe ittee, that a sum of sixty pounds per annum

towards its support.
Thus We find. that so eryas that eidth

eai8eid h

only sovereignty that existed in that country
contributed to the support of the schools.
In the year 1857 Professor Yule Hind who,
as hon. gentlemen are aware, made a very
elaborate report on the condition of things
in Manitoba and the North-west, reported
in chapter 10 of his work :

Education is in a far more advanced state in the
colony (Assiniboia) than its isolation and brief
career inight claim for it under the peculiar circum-
stances in which the country has been so long
placed. There are seventeen schools in the settle-
ment, generally under the supervision of the mini-
sters of the denomination to which they belong.

Further on:

All of the foregoing establishments are indepen-
dent of the Sunday schools properly so-called in
connection with the -different churches.

Then the Bishop of Rupert's Land reports
with reference to their school money :

The sources of incone vary much ; ten out of the
thirteen schools are connected with the Church
Missionary Society. * * * * *
In the other schools about one-half nay be paid
by the society, sonetimes less, and the rest is made
up by the parents of the children. * * *

The sum paid by parents is fifteen shillings a
year; when Latin is taught one pound. * *
The parochial school connected with my own church
is equal to nost parochial schools which I have
known in England.

Then there were two Presbyterian schools
which were thus referred to by the Rev. Mr.
Black in a letter :

First, then, as to the school : it is entirely snp-
ported by the people of the district, or rather by
those of them who send their children to it. You
are aware that we have no public school systein in
the colony, and this, like the rest, is therefore
essentially a denominational school.

There is no manner of doubt- it is practi-
cally admitted in the case that went to the
Privy Council, that denominational schools
in the fullest and freest acceptation of the
word existed at the time in Manitoba and
the North-west. The term "denomina-
tional schools " is a familiar one to all gen-
tlemen who are at all intimate witli the
early history of Canada; it is a very well
known expression to those of us who had
seats in the old Parliament of Canada. Since
1841 this question of denominational schools
and separate schools has been discussed.
There is no uncertainty about what it means.
All those who had to do with the question,
and all representative men in both chambers
in earlier years thoroughly comprehended
what the meaning of denominational and
separate schools was. There can be no pos-
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sible doubt upon that subject. Then the then transpiring in Manitoba, in Fort Garry,
next question that we ought to consider fairly and a very few days after they arrived in Ot-
is, was it, at the time that Manitoba came tawa Scott and Father Richot were arrested.
into the Union, thoroughly understood that What was the effect of that ? The home
those denominational schools, as they then Government cabled out immediately to the
existed, were to be preserved and continued Governor General asking whether it was
for all time to come ? Was that a part of with the sanction of the Government of
the charter that was given to Manitoba? Canada that the delegates were arrested. This
In order to do that I will just quote some Government promptly replied that it was
official documents and I think I will satisfy not, and they intervened and the two dele-
hon. gentlemen that so far as those who gates were discharged. Judge Black did
may be considered the promoters of the not core at the time, but Father Richot
movement, and so far as those who were and Scott did. They met Sir Geo. Cartier
the actors in ratifying the agreement were an4 the late Sir John Macdonald, who acted
concerned, they themselves left nothing on behaîf of the Federal Government, and
undone to carry out what was considered at they had their conferences at Ottawa day by
the tinie a fair and equitable settlement of day. On the 23rd April Lord Granville
the question in reference to Manitoba and feeling anxious about the rattercabled to the
that territory. Governor General to accept the decision of

Now, in 1869, at the time when we were ler Majesty's Government in ail particu-
agitating for the union of Manitoba and the lars of the Settiers'Bih of Rights, referring
North-west, we had paid our money and to the Bil of Rights that the delegates had
were trying to get possession of the country. brought down and which had been agreed
The home Government had shown a very upon at Fort Garry before they left. If any-
large interest in the subject, as in all ques- hody takes the trouble to analyse this Bil
tions of that kind, where the rights of of Rights he wili find that a large portion,
colonists are concerned, they have invari- referring to the language, the schools and
ably taken a fatherly interest in the matter. the lands, is embodiEd in the Manitoba Act,
We had endeavoured to bring about the evidently showing that those who drew up
desired result by friendly nmethods by the the Manitoba Act were also familiar with
interposition of those who had the confid- the Bil of Rights. The dth clause in the
ence of the peuple, and tn bring it about Bitm of Rights provides:
by methods of peace. On the 6th De-
cember, 1869, Lord Granville, then Secre- That the schoois e separate and that the pb-

for te Colonies, sent a despatch to lic money for schools be distributed arnong the
tary ed their dcifferent religious denoininations in proportion to

otheir respective populations according to the sys-
a proclamation assuring the people of the ,te of the province of Quebec.
North-west that their righos shouRd be
preserved. I quote the exact language That was the sygtem then in existence in
of the proclamation issued by Sir John the province. It was only natural, as they
Young: had lived in peace and harmon anong

By Her Majesty's authority I do therefore
amure you in union with Canada all your civil and
religious rights will be respected.

Now there is no uncertain sound about
that. It speaks as plainly as the English
language can convey an idea. On the
strength of that, and with a view of bring-
ing about an arrangement, delegates were
named in the North-west. They were
Judge Black, Father Richot and Alfred
Scott. They came to Ottawa; I perfectly
recollect the event myself. I was here at
the time and remember it. There was
very considerable feeling all over the coun-
try in consequence of the events that were

themselves, and as there never had'been any
disagreement among the different churches,
that they should desire to perpetuate that
kind of fraternal feeling, and so that section
formed one of the clausesof the Bill of Rights.
The 16th clause providesthat the English and
French languages shall be used in the legisla-
ture and the courts, and that the Acts of the
legislature shall be published in both langu-
ages. Tne language of the Manitoba Act
on that subject is almost identicalwith that of
the Bill of Rights, showing that the Bill of
Rights was an important factor in those
negotiations. Now those gentlemen were
here during the month of April, and in that
month the conferences took place. On May
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3rd, a cablegram from the Governor G
eral to Lord Granville stated :

Negotiations with delegates closed satisfactor

On receipt of that, Lord Granville sg
the following despatch :

en- After several clauses of the bill had been discus-
sed and voted on Mr. Oliver nioved that the educa-
tional clause be struck out.

ily. Hon. Mr. CHAUVEAU hoped the amendnent
would not be carried. It was desirable to protect

ent the minority in Manitoba fron the great evil of
religious dissensions on education. There could be
no better model to follow in that case than the

I am glad to learn that the proceedings adopted Union Act, which gave full protection to ninori-
against the Rev. Mr. Richot and Mr. Scott were ties. It was impossible to say who would forn a
Prouptly disposed of and not renewed, and I take majority there, Protestants or Catholics. If the
this opportunity of expressing the satisfaction with 1 population were to come fron over the seas, then
vhich I have learned from your telegran of 3rd the Protestants would be in a majority. If as had

inst. that the Canadian Government and the dele- been asserted, Manitoba was to be a French pre-
gates have cone to an understanding as to the serve, the Catholics would be a majority. He did
terms on which the settlement of the Red River not care which, because lie desired only to see the
should be admitted into the Dominion. new province freed fron discussions, which had

C an d done so nuch injury in the old provinces of Can-
Ca anything be more specific and de- ada. They presented a problem to the whole

finite ? It is clear that the Imperial Gov- world, and the question was, could not two Chris-
ernment understood the situation thoroughly. tian bodies, almost equally balanced, he held to-
The-dboi gether under the British Constitution. He believedThe matter was di.icussed by the geblic er
press m puc e that the problen could be worked out successfully.pres. I nowthere was a great deal of
hostility shown because the Governient had Now Mr. Macdougall was an opponent and
recognized those gentlemen as delegates. had been an opponent of separate schools all
They thought it was better to do so with a his life. He had opposed the separate school
view to acquiring that territory in a peace- Bill which was carried by myself in 1863.
able way, and endeavouring to sooth the He was opposed to the principle of the bill,
anunosity of people that had been raised by but voted for it on the third reading. Mr.
Other circumstances. Some papers com- Macdougall said:

e 'Ilted on it in an unfriendly manner. The The effect of the clause if not struck out would
.l1oe of May 7th has this editorial on the be to fix laws which the Local Legislature couldsub.Ject, commenting on the fact of the dele- not alter in the future.

'gates being listened to at Ottawa: Mr. Macdougall was one of the gentle-
The constitution proposed for Manitoba inust evi- men engaged in the drafting of the British
ntly have been subnitted to Messrs. Black, Richot North Ainerica Act; he 'had attended theail;l Scott, before coming before Parliament at
all thy graciosly approved, no furthertrouble convention at London and Quebec, ana was

Was anticipated. perfectly familiar with every clause of it.

That wa4 bf the Bill was dd i Mr. Macdougall knew what the effect

the w bouse of Commons On 5th May Erl would be, and the House knew it.
Hous ead f Commons. On 5the May Earf They did not vote on an uncertainty; they

ranvile read a telegram in the house of voted with a perfect knowledge that if this
r'ds, aftert the intrion the Bill- so' motion were rejected, then for all time to

thrious was the Government to f eel that coe-xettroughthinevtonfthyhad the approval of the Imperial Gov- corne-except throg the intervention of

erey ad aova o the Iperial Gov- the provinces and the Imperial Government
ern ent, and knowing the interest they took -the separate schools, both Protestant and
question The and equitable solution of the Catholic, would continue to exist in that

estion.k to despatch was fron Sir Francis province. Mr. Macdougall advised that it
lows t Sir John Rose, and was should be struck out ; he thought it better

deeuerts Bill passing Conmons, concurred in by
4 ates and Canadian party-in fact by all interrîtory.

That was the conclusion. The dele-
gates had finished the conference and
the bill was before the House of

mons, and it was then going through.
That Was on 3rd of May. It came up for its
second reading on the 10th May. I quote
rom the Parliamentary Debates of 1870:

8½

to go to the Provincial Legislature and let
them settle it. That was his view:

Sir George Cartier referred to the manner in
which the Red River country had been settled,and
grants of land which had beei made to the clergy
for the purposes of education.

Mr. Mackenzie was prepared to leave the
matter to be settled exclusively by the local
legislatures, and he thought it better it
should be relegated to them. Mr. Macken-
zie lived long enough to feel that his view



expressed on that occasion was wrong. H1e réference to the educational clause, put in
subsequently admitted in Parliament, on language which means the same, but which
several occasions, that it was entirely a is more convincing f rom the fact that it
mistake. When in the Parliament of Can-'differs verbally from those in the Act
ada, he had always opposed separate schools; itseif:
but in after years he supported that system It is pecially enacted that no law shal be passed
as best for a mixed community like ours. by the Provincial Legislature injuriousiy afecting
However, the question was debated, and no i any way denoijuational schools, Catholic or
language could put it more tersely than Mr. Protestant. An appeal against any educational
Macdougall puts it act that infringes upon this proviso wil ie to the

liovernor in Counciil, and if powers are requjired to
If Oliver's motion was not struck ont, the'enforce his decision, the Parlianeut of Canada ïnay

effect would be to fix laws which the local legisla- be invoked to compel dne cmupliance by an act for
tures could not alter in the future. the purpose.

A vote was taken, and eighty-three voted That is what the Globe said ; put it inthity-ourforit;thema]r-it pain English. Tiiere is no protest against
against it and thirty-four for it ; the major-he establishment of
ity was more than double, and it is gratify- denoninational schools is a violation of the
ing to feel that there was a majority of ther
Protestants in the House of Commons op- it Now in order to show that ail parties for
posed to Mr. Oliver's proposition to deprive
Manitoba of its schools. It cannot be said by ars a estoni d case etted
that it was imposed on Manitoba by a Lower
Canadian vote. Among the Protestants who had the North-west Territories Bill, under
voted for it were Archibald, Bown, Burton, which separate schools were established there
Cameron (a distinguished gentleman who was
at one time a Grand Master of an important
order, but whose prejudice never carried him

50 fr asto rfuseto ~cogize he rght th e advantage of settling this question, andso far as to refuse to recognize the rights
of the minority), Campbeil, Carling, Gibbs, of
Hincks, Pope, Shanley, Tilley and others. t
Now these gentlemen knew what they were neye cud ar a itoba, that

were cncerd nud coieng a toubsave that w
voting for. My hon. friend, the leader had settled it so solidly, so sacredly and s0
of the House, when he cast his vote,
must have known perfectly well what perec t it couid rot se t e
he was voting against. There was not
the least uncertainty about it. That was h
the only vote taken upon it and when the Bill' ,io
came up again it was allowed to pass un-
challenged in the House and then it came Parlianmeut had an undoubted right under these
up to the Senate. Now the Senate discus- circumstances to make such provisions regarding

the question of education, or ;iny other question,sed several clauses of the bill. They did for this new territory, as in its wisdoui it thought
not, however, interfere with that clause ;best for the future peace ad well being of the
they took no vote on it, but allowed it to contry. The difficulties they had already en-
pass, so that this House unanimously ap- countered in the old provinces in regard to ednca-

provd o theclasebecase ubli aten-tion should be a warniug to them to prevent siniilar
proved of the clause, because public atten-tey hoped to ee
tion had been called to it ; it was discussed spring up in the North-west. This policy had been
in the newspapers and the minority's rights applied to Manitoba, and who can deny that that
were not challenged there. The papers dis- course had been wise, and would save that pro-
cussed it. I do not find any hostile position ce from ail the discord and bitter agitation
takenthroughout which the older provinces were either

take byany f te paers TheTorntopassîug or had alrea(ly passed. It was tinfortunate
Globe, which now takes a verv strong attitude that the Act of Union had notsettled the education-
on the subject, had an article 10 days after, al rights of ail the old provinces on a just and
calling attention to the educational clause' libera basîs, as had been done in Ontario and
The House rose a few days after the Bill
passed, I think the 12th May, and in giving a Ilemember this was only three or four
résumé of the business of the session the Globe years after we had settled the Manitoba
of May 23rd has the following observations in question. We had some litte time before
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been discussing the New Brunswick School
Act, and the question had also cropped up country broad enough for ail of us t enjoy
with reference to Prince Edward Island life to the fullest extent. We ought, in
'When that province was coming into the I these matters which are dear to us, ail to

olon. Those references therefore show bear and forbear, where we cannot possibly
nlost conclusively the unchanged opinion agree. If we could agree on this question
of the whole Dominion. No man arose of religion in the sehools, I, for one, would
to protest against it. All accepted it goinheartily for it, and have our children
as conclusive, as absolute and as compl. educated together, but we know it is impos-
Xothing could be more so. No language sible. It has been tried over and over again
cOuld be franied to give stronger expression and failed. Is it fot better that we should
tO the wishes of Parliament, and to the educate our children in the various re]igious
vlews of those who were the chief actors in professions of this country, and make them
this agreement. When we dealt with that goodcitizens? Ail our christian churches
North-west question in 1875, there wasa and morality-teach men to
go.4 deal of feeling, not in the North-west, be better. Is not a pious Catholic better
but in some remote parts of the Dominion than a bad Catholic And so it is with al
Where they found fault with this Parliament the denominations. (A laugh.) My hon.
for dealing with the question, and it was colleague from Rideau division treats the
lrought up in the Senate on two or three question with levity. I think it is a serious
Occasions. It was on a petition from New question, affecting not only the interests ofrunsWick, I believe, and a debate arose as our own population, but the interests of
to what we had done in the past in settling people in ail lands. The trend of publicthe question in Manitoba and the North- opinion in ail civilized countries isWest Territories The late Senator Girard,Terrioel 8fe, towards Christian education. I come now

said to the Manitoba Act. Let us see whether

atithere was anything in the bill that afforded
thtction to the people of the Territories, it was
attl proVision. They had in Manitoba to do

to this question, but they had been enabledd b1h a basis which would do away with the
'OeI es that existed in the other parts of the

ie . Miller, like other hon. gentlemen, be-iteved that it was settled irrevocably-that
't COuld not arise again; that, as Mr. Mac-
hå1gall pithily put it, the local Legislatures
th nothing more to do with it; that ifthey did, there was an appeal to the Gov-"nor if Council. I am not aware that there
the any agitation preceding this act of
dier anitoba Legislature. The interestingIl rtation given us by the hon. member
tricke Boniface was news to me as to the
with ey and fraud resorted to in connectionth e foundation of this movement. It
it reatly to be regretted, and the parties to
conducOne day have cause to regret their

.They will not enjoy hearing those
" s B )e hich. were uttered 1,800 years ago :
th sed are the peacemakers for theirs isdie ingdom of heaven." Those who sowdir will verily reap their reward. There
a itolerait men in all churches, Catholic
it i the Protestant. It is our duty, and
ot teduty of every man who loves hisOOUfltry and his fellow men, to set bis face

it carried out the agreement that was dis-
cussed by the delegates and the members of
the Canadian Government. The Manitoba
Act itself reads in this way:

In and for the province, the legisiature inay ex-
clusively niake laws in relation to education, sub-
ject and according to the following provisions:-

(1.) Nothing in any such law shall prejudicially
affect any right or privilege with respect to deno-
minational schools which any class of persons have
by law or practice in the province at the union.

Now, if we come to the corresponding
section of the British North America Act,
it reads word for word like that, except
the introduction of the word " practice "
in the Manitoba Act. Now, why was that
word introduced there ? Was it not to meet
the special conditions which existed in the
Red River settlement? Ve all know that
there was no law existing in that country
except the law of the Hudson Bay Company,
which was not a recognized one, not having
been enacted by the people's representatives
assetnbled in legislature, and therefore there
was no law under which schools were estab-
lished-they existed by practice. The word
does not occur anywhere else. The word
" practice," I think, was brought out in
a discussion with regard to the New
Brunswick schools. It commenced back
in 1869, and I find that word used
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in a speech of the late Mr. Justice Grey 1 was the only clerical gentleman who was
who came fron the province of New present on any occasion at the framing of
Brunswick. We know that denominational the clauses. 1 had circulars sent out to the
schools had been in existence in New Bruns- trustees ail over Ontario asking for sug-
wick, in some parts of it by practice, but not gestions and advice with a view to making the
recognized by law, and consequently the ]aw more workable. Dr. Ilyerson offered
Parliament of this country, though they no impediment, but there was a strong feel-
would have liked to carry out the views of ing prevailing with Catholics that he was
the people, were unable to do so or to give hostile to the Act. People believed
any relief at the time. This word " practice" that he was always decidedly against
was introduced there. It was evidently separate schools. I am not aware that,
considered the most suitable word under the after this Act was passed, there was a single
circumstances. In the British North Am- appeal under it. We had not in those days
erica Act there is an appeal to the Privy a Minister of Education, but we had Dr.
Council from any act affecting the rights of Jyerson, the ohief superintendent of edu-
the Protestant and Catholic minorities. cation, and 1 drew up this clause
Even that was changed in the Manitoba Act.
Parliaent In the event of any disagreernent betweenParlamet mae i mor spcifi. Te apealtrustees of Roman Catholic separate schools and
shall lie to the Governor General in Council local supeîintendents of comron schools, or other
from any act or decision of the legislature of nicipal authorities, the case in dispute shah be
the province. These words do not occur in referred to the equitable arbitrament of the chef
the British North America Act. No other superinten(ent of education in Upper Canada, suh-
provinceject, nevertheless, to the appeal to the Governorprovncetha cam inhadthos for wrdsin Couneil, whose award shall be finial in ail cases.
introduced in their Constitutional Act. They
are peculiar to Manitoba alone, proving most Tliere is where the idea is taken for an
conclusively that there was a jealous resolve appeal as provided in the British North Am-
on the part of the framers of the Act at the erica Act. It was only to be found in this
time that there should be a direct appeal to particular Act and it was simply based on
the Governor General in Council from any that idea that the chief superintendent was
hostile decisions-that they were not to be not f riendly to the separate school system,
forced into the courts-that the remedy was which was a mistake, because he was since-
to be short and quick. Those words are rely anxious to do what was really fair to
very unusual. How did they occur? I make the law workable. That is where the
think I know something of the history of appeal cores in. It does not exist anywhere
them, inasmuch as the original words were in- else. I intended the appeal to be prompt and
troduced in an Act that I drafted in the vear direct. ItwasthoughttheGovernorinCouncil
1862 or 1863. I hold in my hand the original would be the fairest tribunal and they would
Act of 1863 with the print of Messrs. Des- dispose of it at once. This Manitoba case
barats and Cameron who were then th went to our own Supreme Court. The late
Queen's printers. The conferences I had in Chief Justice Ritchie and Mr. Justice Pat-
drawing up the Separate Schools Act in old tersn gave written judgments upon it.
Canada in 1861, 1862 and 1863, were chiefly That court was unanirous in regard to the
with Dr. Ryerson. There was not on any correct interpretation of the act. Neither
occasion any clerical interference. It has of those gentlemen can be accused of having
been recently stated that when Parliament Catholic proclivities, or bein, desirous to
sat at Quebec, the Archbishop of Quebec in- strain the law with a view to help the minor-
terfered. I deny that. The conferences ity. Their judgment was clear, terse and
were held with Dr. Ryerson in the library, positive and given without any hesitation.
and it is due to his memory to say that I They knew the condition of things existing
found him always ready to meet the wishes there, knew what denominational schools
of the minority-that he exhibited no pre- meant, because they were conversant with
judice or bigotry, that had larger concessions the history of this country. Unfortunately
been sought for, Dr. Ryerson would not that court was not a final one; otherwise
have thrown any obstacle in the way. this agitation that bas arisen over this new
There was only one occasion when a clerical Act in the North-west, that bas now
gentleman was present-the Rev. Mr. Mac- become law, and the agitation in Ont-
donald, of Kingston, vicr general-and he ario, would not have occurred. It is al
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due to the unfortunate decision of the Mani- Privy Council, which 1 think was exceed-
toba case by the Privy Council. Between ingly unfortunate. There is a very strong
1863 and 1890 hon. gentlemen know feeling that the judgrent of the Privy
very well that there was no agitation Council is manifestly unfair that the gentle-
in this country in reference to the school men who rendered it did not thoroughly
question-none whatever. We all got on comprehend the question--that they either
aaicablY oehr did not take the trouble to look into it care-

rivfully, or the subject vas so entirely f resh

'Ion. IV r. POWER-There was the New and new to them that they did not com-
ibrunCswick question? prehend it, and they rendered a judg-

ment contrary to the facts. It is illogical
amion. Mr. SCOTT- a speaking of the on the face of it, and bas caused great

Old Provinces of Canada. In New Brunswick! hardship to, the ininority in Manitoba, and
there wa an agitation and there was also it has shocked the sensibilities of the

oe in Prince wEadward sland. In the latter Catholics of this Dominion.d think it is
Provnce the minority claimed, when they exceedingly unfortunate that there should
Camne into confederation, that denominational ostil be an appeal to the Privy Council.

ehopols were in existence there. they When we were framing the SupreMne Court
Were, but not by force of aw. 1 had to con- Act it was pointed out that we could not

ider the question in conjunction with the Cut off that appeal-that it was an appeal
thep Minister of Justice. i wasin thegovern- to the Sovereign whih had existed from
cnent at the time. They dent up their dele- time immemorial, and that ail subjects of
gates were, and J pointed out to them that the Crown had the right. Very well; if it
theycaqnein under the British North America was an appeal to the Sovereign, J would

Act, Which inakes no provision for the rights cheerfully support and maintain it. I amOf a minority except they existed under the satisfied that had our beloved SovereignaWf the legislature before the union. I read all the papers bearing on the case her
d to them : " You are not in the position conclusion would have been entirely different

?f Manitoba, because there the schools in ex- from that of the Judicial Committee of the
18tence by practice are permitted, but in Privy Council. In early times, in Saxon
prince Edward Island and British Columbia days, before the Norman conquest, appeals
th.t is not the case. Those special pro- from the subjects of the Crown lay direct

chions are only to be found in the Manitoba to the Sovereign personally. The Sovereign
charter, and so we had to tell the delegates held the court-it was the final appeal, and
rO Prince Edward Island that their case was a right that all were supposed to

could not be considered. They thought it a enjoy; but in modern times such an appeal
great grievance, because a bill which does not exist-the judicial committee is

dupressed them very much had been intro- no more than any other court, and there-
uad passed there. We told them they fore it is absurd for us to appeal to the

cOutd have to bear it and hope for a better Privy Council. As a inatter of fact, the
bet ltio of things. I believe since then a decisions of that court have been most un-
tter condition of things has arisen-that satisfactory, not in this matter alone, but

the aw passed in 1874 or 1875 was found generally. The greatest uncertainty pre-
tobe too stringent and affected the minority vails. They are gentlemen who cannot be
there tOo seriously, and I think the legisla- i expected to take an interest in our affairs.ttire radfidi
couldnified it, but the Federal authorities They know very little of the circumstances
that give them no relief for the very reason of our country, and they have been guided,tis here was no provision for it in the evidently, more by United States precedents
kntjsh North America Act. Had it been than by colonial precedents. They have

n that such conditions existed in Prince gone on the principle that the sovereign
ardWard Island, no doubt it would have been power lay with the provinces and not with
fedanged before the islands came into con- the Dominion. We know how the United
the tion ' Had the educational clause in 'States Government was formed -that the

i rnce Edward Island charter been states came together and formed a federal

of ar to the Manitoba charter, the rights government, towhich they gave up only a part
oectee ninority would have been pro- of their sovereignty. Whatever they gave

• The Manitoba case went to the up to the central government became com-
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mon to all. But in Canada it was just the North America Act, and made special pro-
reverse. We, under a written constitution, vision for denominational schools. Now, is
delegated to the several provinces certain it not at all events a point that is worth
specific powers. The residuum, whatever it noting, that immediately after this Mani-
may be, remains with the central power. If toba Act was passed the Legislature, at its
you take the decisions of the Privy Council first- meeting, established the denominational
during the last ten or fifteen years, you will systema of schools as laid down in the Act?
find that in all cases it has been sustaining Would not one fairly infer that they under-
provincial rights-that has been the current stood the question thoroughly there, and
of their decisions-evidently guided by that they drew up this Act in harmony with
United States precedents and authorities, the British North America Act, because the
not certainly interpreting the Canadian con- whole subjectwas fresh. It hadbeendiscussed
stitution truly, because under our constitu- in Parlianient and in the press and the Local
tion the provinces possess only what is given Legislaturefollowedjustinthelinesof theAct.
to them. Our constitution is definite and I need only caIl attention to the fact, it has
clear. When this matter was before the been referred to so often ; but the Privy
Privv Council, they admitted all the facts Council advert to that, and they say they do
just as I have given them to you. They not think they could very well take judicial
terselv narrate the condition of things in notice of that, although it is a very strong
Manitoba. I have now the judgment of the point. They quite admit that it ought to have
Privy Council before me. They refer to the its influence, but still they do not consider
views of the several judges of our court, themselves bound to take note of the fact
They state: that immediately after confederation, and at

,C. J, taa ao c othe verv beginning of the first session, an
Rtchie, J., held that as Catolics could not

conscientiously continue to avail themselves of the ct was passed recognizing denomina-
public schools as carried (n under the systeni es- tional schools and making allotments to
tablished by the PuNlic Schools Act, 1890, the the different classes as provided for in the
effect of that act was to deprive them of ariy fur- British North America Act. They quote it,
ther beneticial use of the systeni of voluntary Ca- however but sa that the do not think it
thohe schools which had been established before .
the union, and had thereafter been carried on under binds them: and they quote also the Act of
the state system introduced in 1871. 1881, which is all in the same direction, car-

Patterson, J., pointed out that the words " in- rying out the Act of 1875, making further
juriously affect " in section 22, subsection 1, of the ayMatb osiuinlAct wouldj meludle anan etrpoii.Thrlrdissy, y
degree of interference with the rights or privileges
in question, although falling short of the extinction
of such rights or privileges. He Ield that the im-
pedinent cast in the way of obtaining contribu-
tions to voluntary Catholic denominational schools
by reason of the fact that all Catholics would, un-
der the act, he compulsorily assessed to another
system of education, amounted to an injurious af-
fecting of their rights and privileges within the
meaning of the sub-section.

Then they go on and quote the language
of other judges all in the same direction.
They narrate the circumstance of the exist-
ence of schools before confederation, they
describe what those schools were, that where-
ever the Protestants had the majority they
controlled their schools, and wherever the
Catholics were in their majority they ruled
theirs. They quote Archbishop Taché's
statement which was uncontradicted, and
admit all the facts just as they were
given. Then they allude to the passing
of the Act of 1871. That Act, which
was passed immediately after Manitoba
came in, was in the terms of the British

From the year 1876 until 1890, enactments were in
force declaring that in no case should a Protestant
ratepayer be obliged to pay for a Roman Catholic
school, or a Roman Catholic ratepayer for a Protes-
tant school.

Their lordships explained the school sys-
tem as it existed before Manitoba came into
the union :

The practice which prevailed in Manitoba before
the union is also a inatter on which all parties are
agreed.

The statement on the subject by Archbishop
Taché, the Roman Catholic archbishop of St.
Boniface, who has given evidence in Barrett's case,
has been accepted as accurate and coumplete.

There existed, he says, iii the territory now con-
stituting the province of Manitoba a numuber of
effective schools for children.

These schools were denominational schools, some
of themn being regulated and controlled by the
Roman Catholic Church and others by various Pro-
testant denominations.

The means necessary for the support of the Ro-
man Catholic schools were supplied to some extent
by school fees paid by some of the parents of the
children who attended the schools, and the rest
was paid out of the f unds of the church, contributed
hy its members.
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uring the period referred to, Roman Catholics every body must respect and to the teaching
no interest in or control over the schools of the of their church that Roman Catholics find1ýrOte1Staft (lenornations, an(I the menibers of the t

Pr tstant "aeiominations had no interest in or cou- themselves unable to partake of advantages
trol over the schools of Roman Catholics. which the law offers to all alike."

There were no public school in the sense of the Their lordships say : " That Roman Catho-
te sehools. lies are free to establish their own schools

he members of the Roman Catholic church sup throughout the province." No doubt theydrted the schools of their own church for thenefit of Roman Catholie children, and were not are, but at the same time they must pay the
U'nlder obligation to, and did not contribute to, the public school tax, and their schools will not8 uppot of any other schools. receive any share of the public funds allotted

it is nanifest from the above extract from for school purposes. The logic used and the
the judgment that their lordships recognized conclusions reached will equally apply to
that denominational schools were the only Quebec and Ontario. According to their
schools in existence in Manitoba before the lordships' opinions, separate schiools in On-
Union. In the following extract it is equally tario and Quebec might be swept away, and
clear that they appreciated the object of the the minority in each province would not be
frarners of the Manitoba Act in introducing prejudicially affected, because they would
the Words " by practice," in addition to the still be " free to establish their own schools."
Words in the British North America Act. It is quite clear their lordships did not un-
Their lordships say: derstand the situation and the subject, as

bsectiouns 1, 2 and 3 of section 22 of the Mani- we have it existing in the older provinces.
onAct, 1870, differ but slightly fromi the corres The most charitable thing to say of them is
] hng subsections of section 93 of the British that they did not understand it. It is all

MTh Amperica Act, 1867. in te that one can say, but it is a pretty hard mat-
nt'oacAt, n si sco t trnce or's "by ter for the people who do understand this

which are followed by the words " or practice," question, and who know that a grievous
the Bdo flot occur in the corresponding passage in wrong has been perpetrated, to have it

the tish North America-Act, 1867. pointed out to them that they must be satis-
these ords were no doubt introduced to meet
te Pcial case of the country which had not as fied with tle decision. 1 say it in al si-

Yet .noYed the security of laws properly so called. cerity, and without any desire to reflect on
the inot perhaps very easy to define precisely anybody-I think it is to be exceedingly
right 0amng of snch an expression as " having a regretted that the simple course pointedoPrivilege by practice. " But the object ofthe e rivtent is tolerably clear. out under the act of Manitoba was not

strdently the word " practice " is not to be con- taken and the bill vetoed at once. This
of ie as equivalent to " customiî having the force question of provincial rights is not one

Their e that is germane to the school question at all.
h intention of the legislature tonusr There is no other question of provincial

advry legal right or privilege, and every benefit or rights that is relegated to the Governor in

witha5 ge in the nature of a right or privilege. Council-none whatever. You will search
rspect to denominiational schools, which any the British North America Act, or any con-

the rsons practically enjoyed at he time of stitutional act, in vain to find that there is
lIt -Seuu la ta ier~~ an appeal to the Governor in Council f romts equally clear that their lordships ap- the passage of any otler law than this par-Preciated the intention of Parliament to pre- ticular one. Tt was, no doubt, framed for%erve the legal riglits and privileges of the the very purpose of meeting cases of this

lrity I'yet by their judgment those legalyetby lier jdgmnt lioe zga kind, and 1 do feel tliat if it liad been
courts and privileges have been lost by the
lcorssustaining the Act of 1890, or as theirlodhp thcPo.80,o s hi ment arose in tlie community, not a word

IPs express the change would have been said about it. The parties
re reth licy of the past nineteen years was wlo passed tle law, 1 am quite satisfiedfelt
catio the ctenomninational systeni of public edu- sure tlat it was ultra vires. 1 t was done,

was entirely swept away. evidently, by a trick, as pointed out by theTheir lhordships recognize that the effect lion. member from St. Boniface, not done
f the Act of 1890 is to tax the minority after an agitation by tle press or by the
ir the public schools in addition to support- people; it was done by political tricksters
thg their Own and their lordships regret (no one else would have sown ail thithat, v owing pms oo his-

tu rligous onvctios ind, anr d 1 o feel thaif w itia been
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poses. I care not whether they were Grit or question of disassociating religion from the
Tory; it makes no difference. The hon. schoois arose there, and its consequences are
gentleman said they were Liberals. Well, aiready evident in that land of liberty, that
if they were Liberals, they were not worthy land where divorces are so numerous, where
of the name. No man can be considered a man could stop over at a station and get
liberal if he is intolerant. No man who a divorce, where domestic ties are broken up
does not respect the rights of his neighbour and sociaii of the worst description is
should call himself liberal. If lie acts as rampant, and ail due to the fact that they
though his religious views were alone to be are departing from the principles of religious
respected and those of all other people education. Go to any city in the United
slighted, he is not liberal; and there States, go to Boston, which has been the
is not a Protestant statesman to-day who centre of refinement and reiigious thought,
does not approve of religious instruction or was supposed at one time to be such,
in schools. Everyone who reads up this and take any of the churches there, and
question will find that that is the trend take the corresi)onding church in Montreal
of public opinion; educate our children in or Quebec, be it Methodist, Baptist,
Christian schools. No matter what particular Catholic, or any other, and you wili find
church they belong to, they teach respect that a -ery smail proportion of the popula-
for authority and charity towards one an- tion in the cities of the United States attend
other. You find that those who are reli- the churches. That is just the effect of the
gious in their own way, in the religion in system adopted in that country. In a mat-
which they believe,are the bestpeople. If we ter of this kind one would suppose that we
desire to leave a legacy to posterity, would would draw our inspiration from the Mother-
not the best legacy be one which would land, where the lest examples are given us.
establish a Christian population throughout What do we tind there? That ail denomina-
the land? I think it is a very great mis- tions who desire to estabiish schools are liber-
fortune that the men who brought about aliy provided for; tbey have separate
this confederation, that the men who brought schooN in Engiand,. Waies and Scotland,
about the first union between Upper and where the Cathoii element is very much in
Lower Canada, are not alive to-day. If the minority, where it has not the supposed
they were we would not have this dissension influence it ought to have here. They thereget
in the country. Are there no statesmen six times as much aiiotted to their schoois as
among us? None strong enough to stay the we do in Canada. I hold here the returns of
angry tide that is rising up, becoming in- the gavernment grants to the various schoois
tolerable to a degree that makes life unbear- in England; wberethey recognize perfect tole-
able ? I often feel that if that distinguished ration. They recognize that some non-con-
statesman whose ashes now repose near formists prefer the secular system of educa-
Kingston, had been alive and in his health, tion, and that various religious denomina-
all this agitation would have been stayed. tions prefer having scbools under their own
He at least had power and influence on those control, and so ail are provided for; there is
behind him to prevent their marching on no bard and fast ruie forcing ail the chu-
and encroaching on the rights and liberties dren into one school; they recognize that
of their felaow citizens. the several reiious bodies have diverent

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-They have not
done it yet. The other party have done all
this.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-One would suppose
£rom the way that some gentlemen talk that
this was a fad of the Catholies in Manitoba
-that it was something unwarranted, but if
they will look to the record of the mother
land they will find that there they consider
religion in the schools a most important mat-
ter. Unfortunately, we borrow too many
of our views from the United States. This

views on the subject of education, and that
they are brought up under different con-
ditions, and you cannot fuse them all, you
cannot send them all into the one school ;
you have got to recognize certain principles,
and British statesmen do recognize them.
Now take the Wesleyan schools ; for 1892 the
annual grant was £115,000 ; these are the re-
turns for England and Wales I am reading
from. In England and Wales there were nine
hundred and fifty-six Catholic schools. They
received £171,975-over $4 a head. In On-
tario, my hon friend said, we boast a
great deal of liberality. Well, I had to
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smile ; we are supposed to have a great deal
Of liberality ; we are supposed to enjoy great
liberty so far as schools are concerned. Tak-
11ng the Catholic population of Ontario, we get
the iunificent sum of 5½ cents per head per
annum. For the children that attend the
schools, somewhere about 75 cents per head,
cOnsiderably less than a dollar. In England

runs up to $4, and in Wales, where the
Catholics are in a minority, it amounts to

4· Ir Scotland, in the days of John Knox,
tere was a good deal of intolerance, butthe Scotch people to-day are not the illiberal,

intolerantpeoplethey werecredited withbeing
n early times. They give liberally to all
schools ; they recognize that we cannot all
think alike on the various ways of worship-
P'ng our God ; they recognize that, and take
it into account, and so in Scotland the
schools of the various churches--the schools
In connection with the Church of Scotland,
the Episcopalian schools and the Roman
Catholic schools receive public aid. Thereare Only 173 Catholic Schools in Scotland.
It is Well known the Catholic population is
small there, and yet thev give £36,843 ; we

a've in Ontario 280 se~parate schools, and
Yet they only get altogether less than $20,000

hetween $18,000 and $19,000.
11on. Mr. BOWELL-Is not the appro-

disation for the school funds in Ontario
dhilsduted equally in proportion to the

ohildren of both schools, whether they be
Protest or not?

]on. Mr. SCOTT-That is for the public
shools- Oh, there is a fair distribution sofar as relates to elementary schools.

S1n Mr. BOWELL-I thought you
Intend d to infer there was a distinction
trewoh between the Catholic children and
the Others'

l.on. Mr. SCOTT-No. Taking the Cath-Ohc Population 380,000 or 400,000, the
O ,000 allotted to the separate schools in
of theio would be about 51 cents per headthe Catholic population.

lon Mr. BOWELL-Is it not the samePIportion for the Protestant population ?

Onton Mr. SCOTT-The whole grant in
The Co 's between $600,000 and $700,000.
allot 'thoies get their share of what is

to what is known as the elementaryPublie school, they get no share in the,

Collegiate Institute or any of the higher
school education. The whole educational
grant in Ontario is $600,000.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Neither are they
taxed for the higher schools.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They have to pay their
share of the taxes.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No. I was chair-
man of the board for a great many years in
the town in which I lived, and the Catholics.
were not taxed for the support of the higher
schools for which they received no benefit.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman
is right with reference to the tax that is col-
ected. The tax collected is the tax that
goes to the common school, but then the con-
tribution of the additional amount that goes
to make up the six hundred thousand comes
out of the public revenue. The Catholics bear
their share. It is an allotment out of the re-
venue. The people are not taxed directly for
that. Thereis nodirect tax. The directtaxfor
the common school is what is collected in the
municipality through the collector for school
purposes.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-They are now
called public schools.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, but the hon.
gentleman will see that there is a great
difference between the allotment for the com-
mon and separate schools and the school
grant which is over $600,000. I can turn
it up and show how it is allotted; but
the residue goes to schools that Catholics
cannot avail themselves of; it goes' to
the higher education. They contribute
to keep up the higher education, but they
are not directly taxed more than the pro-
testants; neither are taxed for higher educa-
tion; that comes out of the general revenue
of the country. The only school tax we
have in Ontario is the school tax imposed by
the municipality; there is no provincial
tax.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The point is this.
the Catholie children have the same right to.
attend the high schools as the Protestant
children.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No doubt about that.
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Ergo they receive their own arrangements, and instead of dis-
the same benefit in proportion to the num- uniting they combine to carry on a school
ber who attend it as the Catholies. If they and they settle the question of teaching
do not go it is their own fault. religion in a friendly neighbourly way.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, it is open to Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I might inforn the
them, the same as any other public insti- hon. gentleman that that is also done in
tution, but what I do say is that they do not the county in which I live in the two of the
practically get the benefit of it, because they largest townships where the Catholies pre-
do not as a rule go to higher schools in pro- dominate largely, particularlyin Tyendinaga
portion to their numbers. Now, when I was where they have 900 votes.
interrupted I was justreading the allotments.
I had before me the last official returns and Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In the county of
vou will find that what I have stated is Hastings, the whole sum paid for separate
substantially correct. Wherever the sep- schools is $14. Where both parties know
arate schools are established the Catholic rate they are protected by the law they
is struck by the Catholic school trustees, just make up cheir minds, in carrying out their
as the public rate is struck by the public school systems, to agree if possible, each
school trustees. The saine collector collects is tolerant of the other and they get on
for both. in a friendly, neighbourly way ; but if the

law was different you would find there would
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)--Are be dissension and disunion aniong them.

there not church schools1 The very fact of their weakness and the in-
ability of each one to establish a school lcads

Hon. Mr. SCOTT: They have the saine to a union, and so they get on in a friendly
rights as the catholics have to establish if and amicable manner. I dare say where the
theyplease. The method is this : the trustees agitation most largely prevails for the aboli-
of the public school strike a rate. It is ne- tion of separate schools is in places where
cessary to support the schools in conjunction they have no separate schools; that is where
with the government grant, and the grant the feeling is strongest. It is a myth to
is based on the per capita attendance. them. It is a purely sentimental question.
The separate school trustees strike their rate For instance there is no separate school in
and they are both handed in to the munici- Brant, Dufferin, Elgin, Haldimand, Halibur-
pality and the tax is put on the collector's ton, Halton, Lincoln, Oxford, Prince Edward
roll and in the end is paid either to the con- or Victoria, yet there is considerable
mon school fund or the separate school fund: agitation for their abolition in some of those
so that they tax themselves just as they counties. For the small sum that is given
please. The separate school trustees may to the school system in Ontario, is it worth
put on so many mills on the dollar ; they while that there should be this excitement
may be higher or lower than the public school and agitation and attempt to take away the
or vice versa. Now one point I desire to small remnant that is left to the minority 1
make is that there is really not enough in it One would think, certainly, that as we made
to create all this agitation which is going on that arrangement when we went into part-
Ontario, the attack that is to-day made upon nership with the sister provinces the influ-
the separate school system. The whole ence there would have some weight upon the
amount paid in 1892 was $18,248. Now people of Ontario--that they would say that
there are many counties in Ontario where the generous liberal treatment accorded by a
not a dollar is paid to separate schools. I province that is not as rich as Ontario should
suppose they do not exist in those counties have some weight and influence with the
In many localities the Catholics and Protes- other provinces of the Dominion. As explain-
tants, being both small in numbers, make an ed by the hon. member for St. Boniface,
arrangement among themselves and they when confederation was taking place in 1866
agree to bear and forbear. The very fact there was a feeling in Quebec that the rights
that either can establish a separate school of the minority had not been protected, but
induces a feeling of toleration ; and that is thev took Sir George Cartier's word that they
a safety valve: so, feeling that they cannot would be after the union. Sir Alexander
individually support a school, they make Galt went out of the Government because it
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co1uld lot be done at the time. The circum- mon schools in proportion to the number of the
stances were such that in the short time population. The grant for superior education was
aled distributed upon the recommendation of theSuper-e they could not run a bill through Par- intendent with the approval of the Lieutenantliainent and Sir George Cartier pledged his Governor in Council, the Protestant institutions
Word of honour that if they would trust the receiving a share of the grant along with the
illajority,after they became aprovince an Act other institutions. The grants to lissentients who
would be fr formed the religious mmnority in each municipality. e passed for their protection. The were distributed in proportion to the number of
Province of Quebec was not bound except by children attending the schools of the disseutients
the word of an honourable mian, to enact any as compared with the entire number of children
SUch law. How did the majority in Quebec attending school at the saine time in the munici-

e«arry out that pledge? There are ninehundred pa i What amendmnents have been made since
]testant schools in Quebec thatgetanequal the first of July, 1867, in the saine connection ?
traulnt per capita with the Catholie schools The Statutes of Viet. Chap. 15, of 1868, 33
there. In addition to that what did Vict., Chap. 3, of 1871, and 33 Vict., Chap. 15, of
Quebec do ? Qu 1875, contain the principal amendmnents that have

febec granted large sums been made since the tirst of July, 1867, to Chap.
of ney for higher education. In Ontario 15 of the Consolidated Statutes of Lower Canada
.t time of confederation, the higher edu- in respect to the Protestant minority.

ational establishments of that province 3rd. What is the practical difference between
Were e aid i the privileges enjoyed by the Protestant minority
stnice -ng and assistance. For in- on the first day of July, 1867, and to-day ?

egiopohs college at Kingston was On the first July, 1867, the laws conecrning
receipt of $3,000 ; Queen's college, Kings- education were general, and there were no privi-

a Presbyterian institution under Prin- leges properly speaking, either for the majority or
clpal Grant, was getting $5,000 a year; By- for the minority, but since the 1st of July, 1867,
town 1 eýthe Protestant minority enjoy the following privi-

co ege, $1,400 ; St. Michael's, $2,000 ; leges :
'ty college, in connection with the First. The Council of Public Instruction is

orh Of England, Toronto, $4,000; Vie- divided into two committees, the une composed of
a cof, Cobourg, an institution Roman Catholies, and the other of Protestants

the co l C appointed by the Lieutenant Governor in Council,L'Aco.tr of the Methodist body, $5,000; the latter have the right to associate with thei-
. SSOmption, at Sandwich, a small institu- selves five persons of their own faith who form
On, $1,000. Now, that was continued part of the Protestant committee.

Ster confederation, but the intolerant spirit 8econd. A Protestant Secretary, having the
SO a bpit privileges and salary of deputy head (the Rev.hf Ontario was against those grants and R. I. Rexford) has been appointed in the Depart-
ithey had to be swept awav. Did they follow ment of Public Instruction representing theUit Lower Canada? No; they did not. Protestants.'Nhat did thC do -i' suei duc *Third. The Protestant Comnittee of the Coun-

tio ey o there for superior educa- cil has control of the schools of their own faith.
Quebe The legislation in the province of Fourth. The Protestant School Inspectors, ap-
ie tec relating to the rights of the minority pointed upon the recomniendation of the Pro-
foi tat province is fully set forth in the testant coimittee, visit and inspect the Protestant

dent Egdicial letter from the Superinten- Ffth.. Separate boards of exaininers for candi-of Education to the Premier: dates for teachers' diplonmas are appointed on the

QUEBEc, 26th January, 1890.

To the 1n1ourable the Premier
of the Province of Ouebec.

yoti a15uhm our letter of the 28th December last
have the h our very important questions to which
. t. Wh onor to reply as follows -

'n connecat Was the law on the first of July, 1867,
provinccion1 with the Protestant minority in this
r tat time there was no law concerning the

P nninority in this province.- haptnt 15soiat(Canada er5f the Consolidated statutes of Lowerthat the the only law in force. It provided
iligte riglous ninority in the municipality
contrl te themselves from the mnajority andthe gover Own schools. The grants made byverument were disturbed anong the com-

recoinmendation of the Protestant committee of
the council.

Sixth. The text books in use in all the Protes-
tant schools are authorized by the Protestant
committee.

Seventh. Apart from their share of the Superior
Education Fund which is appropriated according
to the population, the Protestants have the privi-
lege of distributing the funds arising from the
celebration of marriages by Protestant Ministers.

Eighth. An absolute division of the school taxes
in the cities of Quebec and Montreal is provided
for by 32 Viet., Chap. 16 of 1868, and the
school taxes imposed on the Protestant property
belongs to the Protestants, and they receive
a proportional share of the taxes on pro-
perty belonging to corporations or incorporated
companies, or to persons not belonging to the
Roman Catholic or Protestant faith, or whose
religions faith is unknown, or belonging partly, or
jointly to persons belonging, some to the Roman



Catholic, and others to the Protestant religion, or institution, I think in connection with the
to persons who declare in writing their desire Church of Scotland, Morrin College • St.
of having their property inscribed on the list Frcis Colle 0 t N
known as ' neutral" or to firms and commercial Francis College, $1,000 ; the Normal
partuerships who shall not have declared through School, established to educate Protest-
their agent, or one of their numbers their desire ant teachers, gets no less than $13,806.
of being placed on the first or second list. These The appropriation for higher education in
provisions also apply to the Protestants in the in
towns of Sherbrooke and Richmond. Quebec alone for those institutions I have

Ninth. The school commissioners represent- named is far in excess of the whole amount
ing the majority in all rural municipalities collect allotted for Catholic education in the pro-
the school taxes from corporations and incorpor- vince of Ontario, though the Protestant
ated companies, and pay over to the ninority pouato is s h
their proportion of the taxes for the support of pulon in Que.ec is less than tne Cath-
the dissentient schools. ohc population in Ontario ; but more than

Tenth. All dissentients nay cease, if they so that, there are through Lower Canada in
desire, from paying their taxes to dissentient the various towns what are known as high
schools. schools and special schools for Protest-Eleventh. AlI non-resident proprietors in a
municipality may divide their taxes between the ants, at Montreal and Quebec, and Comp-
connissioners and the trustees of the muni- I ton and Stanstead, and so on. The
cipality. total amount paid to the high schools was

Twelfth. The dissentients of one municipality $3,470. There are more modern institutions
may unite to a neighbouring school municipality
of their own religious faith. caled academies they are to be found at

Thirteenth. If there is no dissentient school in various places throughout the province.
the municipality, any head of a family residing in The sum of $4,325 is voted by the province
the mnunicipality and professing the religious of Quebec for these academies under Pro-
faith of the minority, and having children of 1
school age, may send his children to a school of testant management. Total amount paid
his own faith in a neighboriug municipality and for higher education for Protestants in
pay his taxes in support of a school, provided that Quebec, $32,611. That is all in addition
the school is not more than three miles distant to the amounts voted to the ordinaryfron where he resides.

Fourteenth. The Protestants receive a propor- schools of the country, the 900 odd Protest-
tional share according to population from the ant schools to which I have referred. One
revenue of the Jesuits' estates, and according to would suppose that those facts would have
51-52 Vict. Chap. 13, an additional sum of $6,000 their influence in the province of Ontario ; it
has been granted to them as an indemnity.

4th. In every case where is an amendmnent, should have its influence all over this
please tell me what was the law at the time of the Dominion, the fact that our French Canadian
amendment, and what was the practical difference allies are so liberal in their treatment of
made by thé amendment, always in connection the minority. They approach it from
with the Protestant mninority ?

The answer to this question will be found in the statesman's pointof view; they recognize
those that precede it. the importance of religion's being taught in

In conclusion I may say that the Protestant the schools. Now, can you point to any
ninority has always enjoyed all the protection place in the world where the spirit of tolera-
that could be (esired, and that since confedera- .o.w. e .
tion the school laws have conferred upon the tion is as strong and inherent as in the pro-
minority well defined privileges which have in- vince of Quebec, where the two classes get
creased according to the needs of the minority. on in such a friendly way together? There

The whole is respectfully subnitted. is no part of the Dominion where the saine
I have the honour to be, sir, kindly feeling exists, or where the' Protest-

Your obedient servant, ants and Catholics are more religious in their
(Signed) GEDEON OUIMET, own way. If you go to Montreal and look in

Superin'endent. the Protestant churches there, you will
find a larger proportion of people than In any

The Government granted aid to McGill col- similar church in any city in the United States
lege, which we know to be a Protestant and thereason is that religionthere permeates
institution, and the grant has been con- every walk of life. Childrenare educated and
tinued, and the grants have been increased brought up in it. What is the effect
instead of diminished since confederation. of it ? To make them intolerant and
They grant McGill University $5,950; hate each other ? No, the reverse, to make
University of Bishop's college, in which them love and respect each other, to make
theology is one of the subjects taught,$2,550 ; tiem recognize that each section has its good
also a grant of $1,750 to another religious qualities and each is doing a work in the coin-
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mIunity, and to bring them to be more tol- tion of the Department of Public Instruction in
erant and charitable towards each other. the province of Quebec, the Protestant Conmittee

cantpin u omeaypr of of the Couincil of Public Instruction desire to placemon record their high sense of equity and ability.he World where the same kindly feeling ex- with which lis duties have beeu discbarged and to
18ts between the two bodies to such an extent congratulate him upon the advance which, under
as it does in the province of Quebec. Surely bis energetic superintendence, education bas made,
that is an object lesson that we cannot and is makiug, in the province.
'gnore. These are facts which appeal to the Can there be a higher tribute paid to any
Comnprehension of every man. You cannot man than this which I have just quoted?
cast them aside. They are illustrations Does it not speak in eloquent language of the
Pointed out year by year. Ask the Protest- kindly and generous feeling which prevails in
ants of Quebec how they feel about it ? Let the province of Quebec towards the minority?
Me just read the opiniops of some Protest- The Hon. Mr. Joly recently visited the
aits. I shall read from an official report- province of Ontario, and spoke and addressed
the sessional papers of the province of Que- at Toronto and Kingston. I

c, a statement by S. P. Robins, LL.D. shou ike to read from one of bis speeches
Principal of the McGill Normal School. He a tribute that he paid to the majority in bis
says, and J think these words should go own province. Mr. Joly stands very high
throughout the length and breadth of the in the estimation of ail the people in thiscountry as a an of honour, of abiity, and

. 1'houî (Io less than justice to leatling politi. of reat refinement. e is a Protestant,
c'ans of ail shades in this province if I were not to and speaking recently in Ontario, lie said:tate Iny admiration of the attitude which they As to the educational rights of the minority, hle
tinnecr towartes education. During an aseeqa-d ility

ofmore than thirty years with the publi th debie ho 18, duts ohae eron shaed an thoegcatrit of Quebec, an association which bas ren
Patedly brougbt me a suitor on behaîf of educatio the rig t of separate education was accorded to the
lut0 Contact with men of influence of aîl political Protestants of Quebec before the Union, wen they
Parties, I have found a universal desire for the nere in a minority, and entirely in the ands of
Pread of Popular e(lucation, a willingness to listen the French-Canadian majority. The distribution

Patiently to the view of practical educators, a wiîîe of the State funds for education under that con-
luYe of fair Play for the educational rights of the dition of affairs was entirely satisfactory. A like

Doemsineof peak n oqen edlaing of the

ereetY and a determination to 1101(1 tîe precous statement was to be found in the report of the

arena Of ul tninority in Quebec. During ail those years there

Politicl partystrmeting at Toot and Kigson I,4 -,à- -4

A large portion of that relates to the time
When Protestants had no law to protectthen and they had to rely simply upon the
who y feeling of their Catholic neighbours,
ail trecognized that they were entitled to
law ey received. They did not require a
Was toprotect them, but when the question
Gs raised at the time of confederation, Sir

esc a Cartier pledged hinself to see that
fast aw was passed, making it hard andfast• He knew the character of those whomlie represented, and the moment Quebec be-
pame a province of the Dominion, a law wasPassed by the local legislature giving to thefeislority everything that they could possiblydesire Will now read f rom another ses-fiOa Pte per a resolution moved by the head
of the Church of England in that province,and seconded by Sir William Dawson. It isas foilows.

On the motion of the Lord Bishop of Quebec,
eh onded by Sir William Dawson, it was resolved.

That the Hon. Gédéon Ouimet, having on Mon-dY last completed the 10th year of his administra-

a( jeen euaee ,esaejsc
minority.

He goes on to quote, that in certain of
their institutions one could not gain the ad-
vantages, in a medical or legal course, that
were possessed by some of the Catholic uni-
versities, but when attention was called to
it an Act was passed, putting the Protestant
universities on the same level as the Uni-
versity of Laval, which has removed every
possible complaint which could exist. And
now, I should like to draw attention to the
opinions in England on this question of
whether it is best in all schools that we
should give our children some religious in-
struction. This question has excited a good
deal of attention in the mother country,
and in 1886 a royal commission was issued
and a number of distinguished gentlemen,
representing the different churches, were
asked to take up the question of education
and report upon the subject. On that com-
mission were the Earl of Harrowby, Earl
Beauchamp, Frederick Bishop of London,
Cardinal Manning, Baron Norton, Sir F. R.
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Sandford, Sir John Lubbock, and a large (L.) That it is of the highest importance that
number of the leading men of the day. That all children should receive religions and moral
commission nccupied somne two or three rainngcomisin occupid sme tw or theetivyears (2.) That the evidence does not warrant the con-
in its inquiry and made a mhost exhaustive clusion that such religions and moral training can
report. They took up this question of educa- be amply provided otherwise than through the
tion, notonlyasitaffected the three kingdoms, nedium of elementary sehools;
but also as it affected all Europe, the United (3.) That in schools of a denominational char-

. acter to which narents are compelled to send their
States and Canada, and I will read a few of children the parents have a right to require an
their conclusions in regard to this question operative conscience clause, so that care be taken
of religious instruction. I will just read an that the children shall not suffer in any way
extract or two from their report. They m1 consequence of their taking advantage of the

conscience clause •

refer to the fact that in France and other (4.) That inasmuch as parents are compelled to
countries where religion lias been pro- send their children to school, it is just and desirable
scribed in the public schools, these schools that, as far as possible, they should be enabled to

are deserted and private schools are estab- send them to a school suitable to their religious
convictions or preferences ;

lished, although they are taxed for the sup- (5.) We are also of opinion that it is of the
port of the public schools. They say: highest importance that the teachers who are

charged with the moral training of the scholars
As to religious instruction in the public schools, should continue to take part in the religions in-

it is not given in France, Holland, and Italy (but struction. We should regard any separation of
in Italy religions instructions inay be given, if the teacher from the religious teaching of the
asked for outside of school hours). In Geneva school as injurions to the moral and secular train-
and Neufchatel the instruction is secular. In Berne ing of the scholars.
and Zurich religions instruction is given. In Vaud Wlîat could be more positive or more satis-
religions teaching is said to be given from a histor-
ical point of view. In Ticino, religious instruction tory than that? The frst men of the age,
is not coinpulsory, but in all the schools of the selected from the various churches, meeting
canton the priest of the parish teaches the cate- together, and knowing the varions systems
chism of the Roman Catholie Church in tle that prevailed over Europe and Arica,
ordinary school hours.

In Belgim the communes nay be given religions
teaching at the commencement or at the end of the have quoted from the final report of the
school hours, but children are exemipted, at the commissioners on elementary education,
request of their parents, from attending such 1888. 1 should like to add that lu our pub-
instruction.

In Austria the religious teaching is under the , as they were original-
supervision of the church authorities. ly established, religion was intended to be

In Bavaria religions instruction is part of the taught. I have in my hands one of the
curriculum, and is given by the parish priest. early reports made by Dr. Ryerson, who, as

In Holland the school premises nmay be used, out
of school hours, for religions instruction, and in
1885, 620 scheol premises were used for that pur- knows very well, was the gentleman to
pose. whom our common schools systeu is largely

In Hungaryindebted for the fundamentl pi inciples
ing to the denomination, the menibers of the deno-
mnination providing it.

In Norway the Evangelie Lutheran religion is led to its efficiency to-day. He was sent
taught. abroad to examine the systems in England,

In Prussia religions instruction is compulsory. Germany and the United States, and 1
In Saxony religion is taught to Protestants by

the master, in Catholic schools by the priest.
in Sweden religion is taught, but children of of his reports on this question of religion in

parents who profess a foreign faith may be exemp- the achools. He was a man of very large
ted. observation, and one whom I always found

In Wurtemburg, we are told that a third of the free from prejuices and possessed of a fair
whole school time is devoted to religious instrue- and just mmd. He says
tion.

«e append to tîis chapter the replies (sent on France, religion fored no part of the ele-
throughthe Foreign Office ano the Colonial Ofice) nenltry education for any years, and ie soine
to our circular of inquiries as to the systeins of parts of the United States the examnple of France
education now in force in the leading counitries Of has been followed. Tirne is requireil f nhly to
Europe, in our principal colonies, and in the develop the consequence of a purely godless system
United States of Atnerica, as regards religions and of public instruction. It requires a generation for
moral training lu elendentary schools. the see to germinate,-a second or third for the

After hearing the arguments for ,a wholly secular fruit to ripen.
education, we have corne to the folloWing co1- However, the consequences have been too soon
clusions- mauifest both in France and Amerca.

128



[APRIL 4, 1894]

The Frencli Governmîent has for many years permitted during schooi hours. The preacher con-
enPloyed its most strenuous exertions to make sideredthe local option principle now recommended
reigiousinstruction an essential part of eleinentary for Manitoba ar no safeguard against secularisnî.
education ; and experienced men and the most He pleaded for greater interest in educational work

istinguished educational writers in the United in the Methodist Church, stating the gratifying
States, speak in strong terms of the deplorable signs of progress which exist.
consequences resuilting from the absence of religious Evidence of the decline of religion among theinstruction in their schools, and earnestly insist peopie who remain is hardiy less abundant or less
"pol its absolute necessity. truiy officiai. A iate nunber of the Hartford

The practical indifference which lias existed iu (Conn.) Reliqiom Hera/d quotes the Rev. r.
respect to the Christian character of our own Emory J. Haynes of the Boston Tremont Temple

ystem of popular education is truly lamentable. as saying, -We have raised a generation of infiiels
The Iussn01 of Christianity in respect both to on the hili-sides of New England. They are the

tchOOS, and the character and qualifications of worst heathen that 1 find iii Boston. This cold
teaers, hias prevailed to an extent fearful to con- agnosticisin bred in New England is the most
tellupate. The country is too young yet to witness indigestible thing that we have to (Io with. The
the full effects of such an omission,-such an abuse saddest thing in New Engiand to-day is the oid0f that. which should be the primary element of country churches falling i, and the people aban-
edcatio1 without which there can be no Christian doning al forms of religion To %vhich the Rev.education ; and without a Christian education there Dr. A. J. Gordon alted :- hat Dr. Haynes sqysWiil lot long be a Christian country. true . elieve moe an more in the litai

Ioesl a ubject so vitally important, forming, as it church. That is our main depeudeuce, the local
s, the very basis of the future character and church." Ami the Boston Watchman says: "Thecial state of this country, a subject too, respecting recognition of both the Boston pastors above-naned

"'ch there exists much error, and a great want of is worthy of especial notice, particuiarly so as
heformation, I feel it necessary to dwell at some relates to the position which is hcîc maintained as

g h, and to adduce the testimonyof themostcom- to the centrai and the necessary importance of thepetent authorities, who, without distinction of sect local church." Tie Immigration Connîissioners
or country, or forni of gov ernment, assert the ab- inay populate the abandoned farms," but they
the Cencessity of making Christianity the basis and cannot prcvent the olà country churches falling

ment of the structure of public education. in, and the people abandoiîig ail fornis of reli-The sentiments of Englisli Protestant writers. gion" their sclieine is not iikely to touch, evenad of all classes of British Protestants, are too indirectiy, the saddest thiig iu New England
fact thnown to be adduced in this place ; and the to-day."
Of e tat the principal objection which lias been I have a great deal more material of the
of theon the part of the authorities and niembersOf Ronian Catholic Church to certain colleges same kind which 1 do not vish to inflict on
Ploposed to be established in Ireland, relates to an the fouse, because any hon. gentleman who

ied deficiency in the provision for Christian desires to pursue that subject knows
sctoi evinces the prevailing sentiment of that wliere to find abundance of evidence similarnlcil of our fellow subjects.s eonooufeîwsîecs to that just quoted, not merely from Cath-

Ohave of course, a good deal of information olic authorities, but from Protestant sources.
of that kind, but i do not think it is quite I may, however, quote a pastoral issued on
i sh weary the House with it ; however, that subject a few days ago by the Bishops

Sr. d like to point out some evidence thatof Quebec. Itis as follows:
cos yerson's prophecies have been to a The parents have recived
g sderable extent fulfilled in the Eastern (od with the autlority to bring thei up properly;
fro where this system of separating God the pastors whose duty it is to teacl and to enforcefron the schools was first introduced. An the divine la; the heads of the state, wlose

articledutv it is to support iuitelligently anti etiicientiy
te211 the Boston Evening Post containsth the Boto Evnn ,ocnan tîe pastors anti parenîts ;tlie educators of chiidren

thf owing: In an address delivered by -lose mission is to couplete lu the schools the
e Re. D. Shw, ie-work of the parenits ;ail tho<se who love the cliuurchiev.and their country must have it th hert to se that

u-rged tl
Und .te recognition of religion in both schools the etication is soud, and sucb as to form excel-

dencn versities. He regretted the growing ten- lentChristian, honest, virtuous aîd learned citizens,
presento secularisi whîich is now appearing in the tievote( to tleir country.

on against separate schools and ad- Overtheschools, which are fouuded by private
Vntr leaders of the mnovement in Manitoba and iiitv rIytesae ti lt ftecuc

Onaio th eathey fin careful least while they ask for bread t xriea tetv vrilt nodrt x
from the ley are getting a stone. He quoted clude any teaching, which niglit be contrary to
of Ne, transactionis of the Presbyterian Synod Catlolic doctrine. Moreo-er as religiois education
Seculari r showing the alarinig growth of slould progress ly the sole of int-lltctual culture,
that i " Il that state, as illustrated by the fact the ecclesiastical authorities can ant should require
public schome cities the Bible is never read in the that no one dcstincd t< the teaching of the Chris-
an ools. Iii nine cities prayer is never heard tian doctrine shah be choscu ani appointcd with-

fiftden religious instruction is positively for- out the ratification of prcvious approval of tioseoficeiall ani im, 1884 the State Superintendent whom Jesus Christ lias intrusted with the care ofYpm (leciitd tht exercises cannot lie prerintact cc

Sreligons psignsvfiprgrs whicedist. f ai
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* These sacred rights of the churcli it is our duty the principle that the separate schools of
and tirni intention to naintain in all their entirety. Ontario are to be attacked, and that le
No doubt, very lear brethren, in a mixed society t
such as ours, that is composed of widely differing
religions elenients, it would be difficilt to expect recently been established for the avowed pur-
that people will recognize iii the Roman Church pose of putting down Roman Catholicism.
certain prerogatives which it might enjoy in an ex- He heads one part of his address with these
clusively Catholic country. The Catholic churcli,
whose origin on this continent, dates from the
cradle of American civilization and which has ot y
ceased during more than three centuries, through It gives nie inucli satisfaction to note the rapid
its apostles and inissionaries, to spread the light of growth of other organizations, notably the Sons of
Christianity over this country, can legitimately England and the Canadian Protective Association,
claimî without, therefore being saddiled with a whose advocacy of the principles of Protestantisîn
double school tax, the right of bringing up the is evidently sincere. %Vhile one of these associations
children w%,ho are intrusted to its care in the faith las i
of their fathers, and of giving to these children anns-
education consistent with the religious principles represented, and we shotîll therefore iot believe
which theyprofess. There is iii that, we proclaini it, t
a q uestion of justice, of natural equity, of prudence exaggerated stateients nia(e Ly interested
and of social economuy which is intinately con- eriies a o aîî ohe cey wih aioa
nected waithn the vital interests of this country. pathize ith, and as far as possible co-operateThe Canadian episcopate hiasth, any society whose great purpose is to prevent
well knownî, to teacli on all occasions peace, con-
cord, inutual confidence, a sincere loyalty to the i accordance with the dictates cf the Pope.
British Crown, and it hopes that, thanks to the
w ise and firin intervention of our legislators, and Now, those two societies are said to be in-
thanks also to the fairness and spirit of conciliation
of the several eleinents which nake up the popula- creasing in numencal strength and are at-
tion of Canada, the uneasiness which actually tacking ou' school system, if one is to be-
exists in certain provinces shall soon be replaced lieve the statements that appear about theni
by a feeling of general satisfaction. in the newspapers. 1 ar exceedingly sorry

These words breathe principles of peace that the Orange order lias seen fit to take up
there is nothing to anger or irritate anybody. the cudgels. If they will look at the early
It is an appeal on the very highest grounds. records of the society, they will find that
I have felt it my duty to make these remarks, those feelings did fot prevail in days gone
because I see tlat there is to be an attack by. It was my fortune to sit in Par-
upon the separate school system in Ontario. lianent witb the first, second and third
At a recent gathering of a very important grand îîasters of the Orange organization,
body, with whose doings the hon. Minister of and, perhaps, the fourtl. I knew Ogle R.
Trade and Commerce has, no doubt, in the Gowan, who was the first grand master, and
past been very familiar, this declara- established Orangeisin in Canada. I was in
tion on the subject of separate schools was Parliament with him, and I mav Say that I
made by the leader of the organization fron never found in him any of that intolerant
Ontario spinit that is manifested in the extracts that

L'ec au be nic doubt tlîat the people of Onîtario Ihave ju t quoted. On the contrary, J can
are amakeîiig to thic fact that the separate school' show that in a division on this separate
laws at present in for-ce forrn the eost direct viola- setool question, even Mi. Gowan voted with
tioîî cf these priîîciples. As ()rangeînen we object mie. lus successor, Mr. Benjamin, always vot-
t<'separate schools on principle. We believe then il ed with me on those seini-religious questions.
t) be injpt of tpte Rooan watholic people toelcs-
selves, and e know tin to e a source cf national --NIHr. Anderson, who was the Grand Treasuîe
w-eatkuesi aud disintegratioii. 1 ain one cf those of the order, and whom I knew very inti-

io believe thait ail coustitutional acta nîaY be g mately, voted with me. It s i o nappened in
aueided iii larnîoywith the onward iardi cf pro- the o01( Parliament of Canada, tat it was
gres ad the u-denîiîg conscionsiess cf freedoun, myElot to take char e f roi A ation,
froin age to age s so s do not adenit tve trt f se o a s
position thiat hecause separate schools werecoih- of a semi-religious character, and Mr. Benja-
tiued iii existence by the British North e ber min and Mr. Anderson, as a rule, supported
Act they are therefore to exist for ever. 'me in those measures. I found no intoler

No-,- this is a very serious declaration, ance in thein; they were b nespected by the
niade by a gentleman who professes to speak order, and they kept the order in subjection
foc a very large body of people in this cou h- and good teouper. The Hon. John Hilyard
try. wt is very much to be regretted that he Camneron, once a grand master, recorded
slioul(l ave gonie oui of ts atey to lay down many votes in Parliament in support of
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nfinority riglits. I mention this to show
that the intolerant spirit which is
'ow manifested did not prevail in those

aYs. Those of us who were in Par-
iament were good friends, and when
those semi-religious questions came up, they
dd not separate us. Why is it that

e have fallen on such bitter times ? Why
is it that intolerance is left to our day and
generation? I suppose it all springs frcm
this unfortunate Manitoba question, which
15 creating discord and impairing the har-
Monv Which should prevail throughout the

oiinion. I do not want to take up too,
mluch of the time of the House, but those

motions having been moved together, I
h dispose of an observations that I
have to make on the second one, the school
quest 1ion in the North-west Territories. I
had the honour of being a member of the
GOvernment at the time the Act relat-
Ing tO the North-west was passed, and
I know what was intended. Certainly, it
las intended in passing the Act of 1875,
that it was to be a charter for all time to
corne, So far as the school question is con-
cerned. At the time, there were not very
esany people in the North-west. The larg-egt Portion of the population at that time

ere Catholics, but since then, the Protes-
tant elemnent has largely increased, and out-
nuibers the Catholics. But the intention in

fsir ng that Act was to make permanent
ever the rights of the minority to sep-

arate sehools. When the draft of the bill was
brought in first, the educational clause was
not ineluded. Mr. Blake was not then a
Mtember of the Government-he liagl gone
toUt and I should like to draw attentiono r. Blake's observations on the omission

f the educational clause, from the Act re-
at ing to the North-west Territories as it was

originally drafted. Mr. Blake said:

tal regarded it as essential under the circu"m-
ation ( . the country and in view of the deliber-
ipl urmg the last few days that a general prin-

to Pull he laid down in the bill with respect
<e ic instruction. He did not believe that'ea Ought to introduce into that territory the
heart burnings and dificulties with which certain

had orption of this Dominion and other countries
g u afmlicted. It seemeid to hiim, having re-

gar to the fact that, as far as we could expect at
pwoulent the general character of that population
Ontari e sonewhat analogous to the population of
th rio, that there should be some provision in
ferredstitution by whici they should have con-
regaî.dîl"oI them the saine rights and privileges ii

tPie of eov instruction as those passed by
9eplo the province of Ontario. The prin-

ciple of local self government and the settling
of the question of publie instruction seemed to him
ought to be the cardinal principles of the measure.

What did Mr. Mackenzie say? He was
then Premier and had charge of the bill.
He said:

As to the subject of public instruction, it did
not in the first place attract his attention, but
when he came to the subject of local taxation he
was reminded of it. Not having had time to in-
sert a clause on the subject, he proposed to do so
when the bill was in cominuttee. The clause pro-
vided that the Lieutenant-Governor by and with
the consent of his council or assembly as the case
might be, should pass all necessary ordinances in
respect to education, but it would be specially pro-
vided that the majority of the rate-payers might
establish such schools and impose such necessary
assessment as they might think fit; and that the
minority of the rate-payers, whether Protestant or
Roman Catholic, might establish separate schools ;
and such rate-payers would be liable only to such
educational assessments as they might impose upon
themselves. This, he hoped, would meet the
objection offered hy the hon. member for South
Bruce.

Sir Donald Smith, who represented a con-
stituency in that country, and, of course,
knew a great deal about it, alluded to it in
his speech. He said :

The point brought up by the hon. mnember for
South Ontario was an important one and he was
glad to find that the First Minister intended to in-
troduce a provision in committee, dealing with
the subject.

Mr. Mills also spoke on the subject. He
said:

There was another matter it seemed to him
ought not to be disregarded ; and that was the
terms and conditions under which these people
would ultimately be formed into a province. It
would be better that the people who settle in that
territory should know beforehand under which
they would become an organized part of the
Dominion. He saw no objection when the popu-
lation becamne sufficiently large to allow that
territory to be represented in the Dominion Parhia-
ment before it was orgauized into a province.

Further on, he said :

That country was taken possession of bv the
French. They established forts at several points
in the Red River Territory and the most west-
eri fort was at the Forks of the Saskatche-
wan. They had appointed Captain La Corne to
govern the territory under a liceuse fromn Quebec.
The whole country was occupied by the French
Governmmient as a part of Canada, and was maie
hy the Order in Council of 1791, part of the pre-
sent province of Ontario. The late Governiment
had organized the province of Manitoba within
those limits.

There was no further debate-no one made
any proposition to oppose it. Now, it will



be observed that in that debate not a single course, and the better oie, for ail races ani creuis,
French Canadian or Roman Catholic uttered was to adopt the suggestion of the Governinent nlwor. Te woledebte as arred ~ nable the l5 eop1e to establishi separate sehools iua word. The whole debate was carried on by: that territory, ani thus preveut the introduction
Protestants, gentlemen who felt that they of evils, froni which Ontario id Quebec liai
were only doing what was fair and just, and suffered, but had judiciousiy rid the,îseives.
thatthe principles theywere enunciatingwere i
those which would,be in the best interests
of that country in the future. It was not of separate schools as they existed in Unta-
necessary that there should be any appeal to
them to protect the rights of the minority. oay d e lto r o
Their own sense of what was right and
honourable, having in view the conditions By this bil they îuight laise the very seri Us

under which we live in this country, pre- issues ii the Nortl-west wiicli had provei so
vailed. The bill went into committee and troublesome toQuel>pe anu Ontario. No one woubiregret this More thiîi lie, and for tbis reason lieno opposition was offered to it. It was re- would support te motion of the lion. nember for
ferred to in the press, but no one took ex- Peel. The moment tis Act mas passed, ani the
ception to it-as Mr. Mills said, it was well North-west becane part of the union, they came
that people should know before going into un'derthe Union Act, andnder tue provisioîswith
that country under what conditions they regard to selarate schoois.
were going there. The Hon. Geo. Brown Ae
was then a member of this House. He a finality. The House of Coninons bal
had always opposed separate schools, but. accepted it unanimously, and this bouse on a
once they were established, Mr. Brown division after discussion. After the defeat of
never again interposed-he never sought to the Mackenzie Government, the question
break up the system. He was conscien- came up again several tiies and everybody
tiously opposed to the initiation of the separate considered it a settle( matter, and no one sug-
school system, and in 1862, when the parti- gested that it should be reopened. The bil
cular bill to which I have already alluded was introduced in the House of Commons on
was passed, he opposed it, but after it became the i3th of March and it stood over until
law he was most anxious that it should the lst Apnîl, so that the country had ample
be worked out in the way best suited for opportunity to give expression to its view.,
those for whom the law was enacted. In if anybody thought it was important enough
1875 I had charge of the North-west Terri- to arouse the people and excite an agitation
tories Bill in this House and the subject was against it, but so far as I can 6nd, the press
fully discussed here on that occasion. I and the people took little or no notice of it.
think it was Mr. Aikins who moved to striker Attention was called to the Act in this bouse
out the 11 th clause. Mr. Brown, Mr. Miller in 1876. The bon. Mr. baviland presented
and myself also spoke. I have already la petition f rom Prince Edward Island, object-
quoted a part of Mr. Miller's speech ; I do 1 ing to separate school in the North-west, but
not think it is necessary that I should quotej this buse simply sat upon it and woulc not
any more of it-it was all in the same direc- considen the matten. He was called to order,
tion, that Parliament had a right to lay I think, at the time. It came up again in
down a fixed principle now, when they were 1886, when Mn. Girard made the speech to
establishing a new government in the North- which I liavejust alluded, and congratulated
west Territories. He referred to the fact the buse on having settled the matter so
that we had settled the question as far as satisfactoriiy in the case of Manitoba. h
Manitoba was concerned, and it was desir- came up again in 1887, and in 1888 after
able that it should be settled so far as it which the question vas alhowed to nest until
applied to the North-west Territories. What Mr. McCarthy brought it to the notice of
did Sir Alexander Campbell, who was then the buse of Commons in 1891, vhen le
leader of the Opposition, say ? He said: moved the motion against the dual lanuage

It would be much to be regretted if the amîend- and the separate schools.
ment passed. The subject of the bill was to estab- 1 am afraid I shaîl have to ask the for-
lish and perpetuate in the North-west Territories giveness of the buse for having kept theni
the sane system as prevailed in Ontario and Que-
bec, and whicli had worked so well in the interest j
of peace and harniony with the different popula- very important one, and it is just possible
tions of those provinces. He tiought twe faireras that somep of te facts to whice 1 have drnawn

132 [SENATE]



[APRIL 4, 1894]

attention nav have the effect in some way of vas one way in which this question might be
quieting public agitation. I shall be very glad solved. Hon. gentlemen are quite aware
if it has that effect. I have not pointed out in that we have a very large area of lands for
anY way how I think a renedv can be pro- the benefit of the schools in Manitoba and
Nded. I do not think it wise or prudent at the North-west. We have kept control of
tihs stage to enter upon that liscussioi. It those lands ourselves. They have not passed
' unfortuiiate that when the question first under the jurisdiction of the local authori-

eamne up the agitation was not nipped in the ties that I am aware of.
bud by a veto. I think if it had been, no

itation would have arisen, that it would Hon. Mr. BERNIER-You are riglit.
ve beenî aecepted as a right and proper

thing to do. I will do the Governnent the Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When I was a mem-
credit to believe that had they supposed the ber of the Government, I always said that I
tifial determination of the Privy Council did not think it was prudent that those lands
Would have left us in the ditcl as it has, they should fall into the hands of the Provincial
'lever would have permitted it to go there. Governments at this period of the history of

0ut f public man who understood that the country. In Michigan, we know of the
stion thought it was possible for aiiy magnificent provision they have made for

>unal on earth to corne to the absurd con- higher and elementary education. We can.do
rsion the Privy Council has -absurdly t4e same for the Nortl-west without injustice

, sulical, absurdly contrarv to the facts, ab- to any interests. We can give to the public
e1 y in ignorance of the condition of things schools of the North-west all they require, en-isting there. All gentlemen who are at all rich them, and there willstill be enough lefttofanihiar with the two Canadas know this very satisfy probably, the supporters of separate
Wehl and understand it. Thereisno mystifying sehools. That may be the solution of the

uchgentleman as towhatdenominational difficulty. I have not consulted anybody
s or separate schools mean. Unfortu- In giving expression to this view, but it did

iatelv the Privy Council did not possess that occur to my mind that the spirit that pre-
tlwedIge. Itwould really amuse hon. gen-, vails, unfortunately amongst the peopletIen, if they would take the report and against the separate schools, may be too

o te through it as I have and read some strong a tide to stem atpresent. I quite recog-
arguments upon it, and the absurd nize the position and acknowledge the diffi-

hesthons b that were put to counsel culty existing at present, but I have thought
uttethe members of the Privy Council that possibly, that was the way to solve the
tte fy ignorant of the conditions of problem. There is an abundance of land still

tn federai system. Thev do not know unallotted in that country sufficient to place
eII the other side the A B C of the federal education in Manitoba and the North-

ystez. Since this Home Rule question west on a very high plane, and there are

las com e up they are beginning to learn millions of acres that will be worth millions
SOiU"etl'igaoti d

l ing about it, but when Mr. Gîadstone's of dollars in, I think, not too distant a
as .introdueed in 1886, even Mr. Glad- future. Those lands can enrich higher and
hie nself cou Id not comprehend the elementary education if properly distributed,

theIa systern when he proposed to exclude held until their value goes up, as the Canada
Iiesli memers fron the British Parlia- l Company held their lands formerly in Can-

rut That was his idea of granting home ada until population went in and gave an
to A ny statesman in Canada could have increased value to them. Lands that away
td h 1 that it was not in conformity with back in the thirties and forties could not be
pri federal Pr*inciple to leave Ireland unre- sold for 25 cents an acre, afterwards sold for
Pr.selted in the Imperial Parliament. If $15 and $20 an acre. History will repeatM\r. json
lan t had had a Canadian states- itself in the North-west. The time is coming
i auehis elbow, he would not have landed when the United States will have to depend
Parlia predicament as to have a federal upon the North-west for their food supply.
ienbe with no representative from one I hope we will live to see the time when

o the union. Of course they have lands in the North-west will realize good5 icialearned lore about federal and pro- prices, when as we have made liberal allot-
it t autonomv, )ut they didnot understand ments for school purposes, statesmen in the

I have thought, iyself, that there future may see their way to protect the
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minority rights in that way from the inter- interpretation of questions arising under our
ference of their intolerant neighbours, if a statute law and more particularly under
better feeling does not ere then arise. I hope our constitution as the judges of the Supreme
that this wave of intolerance which is now Court of Canada are ; and I think it would
sweeping over Ontario and the west will be prudent in the future to restrict appeals
pass away; I have no doubt it will. I have to that court and especially that references
seen it before. Anybody who looks back for under the Supieme Court Act should be
a period of years knows that from time to limited to that court. The prestige of the
time just such expressions of bigotry have Judicial Committee of the Privy Council has
arisen in the community, but they were short- now gone, at leasr in the opinion of the
lived. Yet they did much mischief at the Catholic minority of Canada, and thev should
time, and in some instances they left bitter mark their sense of the wrong thus inflicted
feelings behind. I an in hopes that a better on them by advocating that the reference of
day is dawning in the country and that these similar questions to the Supreme Court here-
questions, difficult now to deal with, will at after should be final.
a latter datef unlder the control1 of other

men, be solved in a way satisfactory to ail
parties. That is my sincere wish. I hope
that that may be the result. I desire, as
we all desire, to see nothing but peace in
the country we will have peace whether
the minority are deprived of their rights or
not. They can bear the loss with fortitude
and resignation, but I do not think it will
be pleasant for the majority in the country
to feel that " Owing to a decision which
is unjust, the minority are deprived of
certain rights and they never more will
enjoy them, althougli they were promised
them by Ïhe majority." I do not say that
the minority will feel aggrieved wvith the
majority, but they will feel that they were
not treated fairly, not treated on an equal
basis; but the same friendship will prevail
and we will all join in making this country
one of the finest in the world. Yet there will
always be the renains of that feeling that in
an important matter, affecting rights that
are dear to the hearts of the minority,
they were deprived of those rights by foul
play, not by British fair play. Thev will
feel that had this question been relegated
to the Sovereign, as questions of this kind
a thousand years ago were, it would have
been decided very differently and I think it
ought to be the occasion of our once
and for all cutting off any appeal
to a court made up of judges who do not
seem to understand the questions arising
under our constitution. It is simply a sen-
timental matter, referring a question to Her
Majesty, when we know that she takes no
part in its settlement, and we know there is
not the same care exercised in the Privy
Council that there is in our ordinary courts.
And we know the Judicial Committee can-
not possibly be as familiar with the correct

Hon. Mr. POWER.-I am not going to
discuss the question of Privy Couneil with
the hon. gentleman, but the court of Mani-
toba deciAed the same vay.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That court divided
according to religious belief. I presume the
popular prejudices of the province had their
influence at the time. The Supreme Court
rendered the judgment that was in bar-
mony with the interpretation of the Mani-
toba Act given by those who framed the Act
and by the Parlianent that passed it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the ad-
journient of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

THE INSOLVENCY ACT.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-A number of ap-
plications have been made for drafts of the
Insolvency Bill. I have received an appli-
cation also from the Board of Trade : and
with the unanimous consent of the House J
will now move that 2,500 copies be printed
for distribution:

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, 5th April, 18-94.

THIE SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PETITIONS FOR, PRIVATE BILLS.

lHon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.), fromn
the Committee on Standing Orders and Pri-
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vate Bills, presented their second report. out of it. It is not a question of paying
Hle said: I desire to inform the House freight rates which are equal over the whole
that the time for receiving petitions for Pri- country, but it is a question of paying freight
vate Bills expires to-day. The committee rates which are discriminating against us in
have not recommende.1 any extension of our efforts to earn our living far beyond
time, because the House of Commons has what other portions of the country or neigh-
mnade no extension of time. Whether we bouring centres like St. Paul or Minneapolis
Ought to extend the time or not I cannot have to pay. It is a sense of injustice that
say, the House might express an opinion on is meted out to us, not a sense of oppression
the subject. which maiy be caused by -circumstances over

which we have no control. The question
FREIGHT RATES ON THE CANADIAN resolves itself down into the fact that the

PACIFIC RAILWAY. distribution of the profits of the labourer in
the North-west country are not fairly and

MOTION. equitably adjusted, as between the tillers
lion. Mr. BOULTON moved:- of the soil who produce the trafflc that so

largely supports the Canadian Pacific Rail-
xeeat an humble Address be presented to His way and the capital that demands dividend
R Excelle riaue to lailrayfore ts for the shareholders from the people. It

outse, a schedule of the passenger and freight resolves itself into that question. Now, hon.
iues of the Canadian Pacifie Railway (o.mpany. gentlemen will understand that petition after
to tlhug the rates from St. Paul an<i Miieapolis petition have been sent to Mr. Van Horne,

eaboar<, no0w in force. president of the Canadian Pacifie Railway
lie said: In the North-west as you are ali Company, representing to him from boards of
aware we are dependent entirely on railway trade, from farmers' meetings and fron the
communication for our means of transit. patrons of industry-from all parts of the
lion. gentlemen who live down by the sea in North-west as to the difficulties they labour
the Maritime Provinces or in the provinces under. The answer universally nade by
of Quebec or Ontario where they have ocean Mr. Van Horne was that it is essential to
navigation and a fine system of inland navi- the success of the Canadian Pacifie R ailway
gation to supplement and conipete with their that the dividends of the company shall be
railways for transporting their produce to maintained in order that its credit mnay be
foreign markets or from one part of the kept up. Now, I take issue with the presi-
country to another can hardly realize what. dent of the Canadian Pacific Railway on that
it is to reside in a country where we have topoint because it is open to question as to how
Pay railway freight rates varying f rom 1,000 far dividends should be. 2, 3, 5 or 6 per cent
up to 2,000 miles whicl is the case in the as the case mnav be. The Canadian Pacifie
eoultry I reside in. The effect is such at Railway, credit'does not suffer until tixed
the present moment that the province of charges are not met, and there is about 3½
tManitoba is feeling a depression beyond any- million dollars of net revenue over and abovething it bas felt since it became a province interest on fixed charges. What I contendOf the Dominion. The financial position it is so far as the Canadian Pacifie Rtailway is
ba been brought to in consequence of a concerned it is a great national institutionvariety of circumstances, the low price of and which I would not willingly injure in
th uce, the excessive freight charges and i the credit of the world or in any way that
Phe exceedingly high prices we have to pay would be likely to impair its usefulness, but

all the necessaries of life through the there is a point beyond which a suffering
protective tariff, as I have explained to this people cannot go and when it comes to be a
deause on a previous occasion. What I an question of the dividends payable to the

ailng with just now is the question of shareholders of the Canadian Pacific Rail-

fetrates. It is a question that is severely waty extracted from the farmers who are
by all classes, Conservative and Liberal producing those dividends then it becomes a

aise )mercantile interests, farmers, cattle matter of equity in which the Government
ierg and every one are feeling the oppres- of the country have a right to step in and

have If the excessively high charges that we say there shall be equity in the distribution
have to pay on the goods coming into the of the earnings of the people, who are
country, and the transport of our produce earning money for the country and distri-

135



buting it throughout the various channels I saw it stated in the papers thattiese prefer-
throughout the country. Now, hon. gentle- ence shares were sold and that the money
men will understand that the Canadian was used to replace a surplus of seven mill-
Pacifie Railway company have shares ion dollars that was in the treasury of the
amounting to 865,000,000, that these shares Canadian Pacific Railway, which surplus
were granted to the Canadian Pacifie had been used for construction of railways,
Railway company, 45,000,000 of them, presumably the 'Sault Line, or some other
I think I an stating it correctly, at 25 line the Canadian Pacifie Railway Company
cents on the dollar, and, further than were engaged in, and that the proceeds of
that, the Dominion Government received this $6,000,000 of preference shares would
from the Canadian Pacifie Railway-which release this surplus which would then be
I presume was from the proceeds of a available for dividends. Now, hon. gentle-
portion of a sale of these shares-20,000,- men, these preference shares are a mortgage
000, and deposited this amount with the ahead of the ordinary stock. It is quite
Dominion Government to be paid out dur- evident that the sale of these shares has de-
i ng the last ten years at the rate of 3 per 'preciated the value of the Canadian Pacifie
cent interest in order to naintain by the. Railway stock. These shares were put

guarantee of the Dominion Government the upon the market and we have seen that the
credit of the $65,000,000 stock of the Cana- stock has gone down this year 65 per cent.
dian Pacifie Railway during construction.
Therefore, lion. gentlemen, we are paying A VOICE--70 per cent.
inîterest, or rather the president of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway, in the answer Hon. Mr. BOULTON At any rate the
that he has given to the various public placing of $6,000,000 of preference shares
bodies that have petitioned him in regard to ahead of the ordinary stock, has had the ifect
the hardships under which they are suffer- of depreciating the value of the ordinary
ing-tlie President of the Canadian Pacifie stock ; therefore, of their own free will, for
Railway is claiming divilends upon stock their own purpose of paying dividends, they
which was purclieed at 25 cents on the dol- have depreciated the credit of their road,
lar, claimîîing dividends on stock which and they cannot contend that in order to
was appropriated for the purpose of maintain the credit of their road, they have
making additional div idends, and in that to heap an injustice upon the people of the
respect, hon. gentlemen, the country is called North-west country, in order to maintain the
upon to pay interest upon interest. Now, credit of their road by unduly forcing money
lion. gentlenen know perfectly well that in out of them. The dividends that the Cana-
private life if an individual or a corporation dian Pacifie Railway have of late years paid
or a public body of any kind conducts its out of their net earnings have been 5 per cent
business on that plan, there comes a time upon the $65,000,000 of share capital, over
when something lias got to snap. It is and above the fixed charges that are neces-
utterly impossible for a corporation like sary in order to meet the liabilities for bonds
the Canadiai Pacifie Railway to con- and bonded indebtedness of all kinds.
tinue to increase the dividend claiming Now, lion. gentlemen, that 5 per cent
power of their stock, and expect people who is 5 per cent upon the stock which was sold
are going to supply the tratlie and earn thre at 25 cents on the dollar, S20,000,000 of
money, to maintain the dividends upon them which was deposited in the shape of in-
-- there must be a limit at which that bas terest, and paid out to them again in the

got to stop. As you are all aware, hon. shape of interest; and that this 5 per cent
gentlemen, last vear the Canadian Pacifie earnings is for the payment of the dividend
Railway got a bill passed through Parlia- upon that interest. Now, on the top of all
ment which empowered them to increase that, we have again added to the dividend
their share capital by S35,000,000 of prefer- claiming stock of the Canadian Pacific
ence shares. Iii addition to that, the bill Railway this $6,000,000 that was issued last
enpowered the company to increase their year, at a fixed charge of 4 per cent for in-
stock to an unlimited extent, subject to the terest. Now, hon. gentlemen, if another $10,-
approval of the Dominion Government. 000,000 has to be added this year, if another
Last year the Canadian Pacifie Railway had $35,000,000 whicli the law has empowered
issue S6,000,000 of their preference shares. is to be added and placed in the shape of a
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d rtgage ahead of the ordinary stock, and they are pursuing at the present moment. I
vidends upon that 835,000,000 have to be thoroughly believe that the stock of the Ca-

earned, if the credit of the company is going nadian Pacifie Railway is going to be an ex-
t be maintained, it is a great deal better ceedingly valuable stock, that its earning
.ant. we should look these facts in the face power will some day, without any injustice
n tune, because the Canadian Pacific Rail- to the people of the country, reach 5 per

Way is a great national undertaking, heavily cent interest, but that 5 per cent interest
çUbsidized by the Canadian Government, a cannot be got out of 250,000 people. They
!ailway company in which every individual have got to wait until there is a million andin the country is deeply interested both in a-half of people in that country, and when
t success and in its financial credit, and I there is a million and a-half of people
eahlze that, if the financial credit of the in that country producing from the soil and

"anadian Pacifie Railway should go down, distributing the trade that will be distri-
in the way that the financial credit of rail- buted, then, I saY that the shares of the
'ay collpanies in the United States has gone Canadian Pacifie Railway and the dividendsdown, by loading down their railways with of the Canadian Pacifie Railway will accrue

Watered securities it will affect every nook to theni in an honest and just manner, whiclicorner in Canada equally, and there- I regret to say, is not accruing to them in
fore I say we are interested in pointing out to an honest and just manner at the present
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, wherewe think moment, and I speak with all knowledge of
their financial methods are wrong and are the feelings of the people in that western
hkeîy to lead to disaster, if not to them, at country, who are suffering the burdens under
an rate to the country. Honourable gen- which they lie, the burden of discriminationt1eiien Must agree with ie, I think, in all in rates. People who do not want to see

, that per cent upon shares that the dividend claiming power of the share-
h obtained at this low price, shares thatl holders increased in anyv way against future

aeen obtained in the shape of dividends, earnings by adding to their share capital for
a excessive charge for a stock of that anv thing, except legitimate and economical

• When I say a stock of that kind, I construction. I see by this year's report
iy that the Canadian Pacific Railwav stock that the fixed charges foi interest have
a permanent stock ; that, as long as Can- increased by nearly seven hundred thousand

pas Canada the wheels of the Canadian dollars in two years. If it was a casetacific Railway will go ro0un(l. As long as that the rates we were paying for our
theels of the Canadian Pacifie Railway traffic and for our tra:le, were the same

t arund, its earning power will be main- all over Canada, I have not a word to sav
terit rnore or less according to the pros- about it, because there is justice then
"erity of the country, and when the Cana- but the point is that we are charged two,
cent acific Railway attempt to take 5 per three and four times higher in some cases,

Out of the earnings of the people in the than are charged in other portions of the
there -west, and J say it ad isedly, because lne. Now, I would read to you, hon. gentle-

rat is discrimination against them in the men, from a paper published in Winnipeg,
's and the extraction of high dividends the Nor' Wester, I nay sav that the Xor'

We .e, when the population of the North- Weser is a paper now edited by the former
o only some 250,000. I say, gentle- editor of the l'innipeg Free Press, who lost

OU is grinding it out of a few people his position on the finnipeg Free Press,
tiof a.weak country-an undue propor- and has started another paper in oppositionnof their honest and hard earned gain, to the Canadian Pacifie Railwav, who areard there ahould be some ineans taken in the chief shareholders in the Winnipeg Free
wyder to check the Canadian Pacific Rail- Press, so I am not quoting this for anything

a ilin that policv. I say that the Canadian more than it may be worth at the present
t wait ailway company should be willing moment, though I believe in its accuracy.
with un their profits and be satisfied The paper says:
itrea)er cent until the volume of trade
that a as the country progresses ;,O first class goods the C. P. R. charges its
their they Will insure the credit of Aiîerican patrons fro 'New York to St. Paul

compa -Si.1.5 per 100 pounds. It charges3 (*nadtianis fromn
t oh n any to a far greater extent Montreal to Winnipeg, ,2.09K per 100 pjoinds-tIe

. insure it under the system distance being practically identical, 1,400 miles and

137



[SENATE]

1424 mîiles-respectively. Now, this is acomparisoni Winnipeg to Vancouver-that is to sav. it
of the charges between St. Paul and New York on|is carried double the distance for less than
the one side and Winnpeg and Montreal on the !S
other. it is carried from Winnipeg to Vancouver,

On second class goods, it charges the Ainericans merely because there is no competition. Now
99 cents and the Canadians $1.77. On third class it is impossible for that western countrv to
goods, it charges Americans 78 cents and Cana- develop impossible for us to get' up
tians $1.40- very nearly double. Ont fourth class .
goods, it charges Americans 52 cents and (anadians effective competition with the Cana-
$1.08, very nearly double. Of tifth class, Ameri- dian Pacific Railway, and therefore w-e owe
cans 44 cents and Camiylians 89 cents. it to ourselves to devise means by whicli jus-

tice will be neted out to the people of the
Now, these are the charges, according t province who supply the traffic and conse-

this paper that are made, distances being quently the dividend earning power of the
comparatively the same. The comparison is Canadian Pacific Railway. I may say thmat
made between the rates from New York to the policy of the Canadian Pacific Railway
St. Paul and the rates from Montreal to is detrimental to the interests of the country
Winnipeg. It goes on to say : in so far as its policy of high rates is driving

On luinber the Canadian Pacific Railway charges agreat nany men away f rom tilling the soo.
f~~~~~~~~~~~ roWahotaet enipg 5 enspr1( a man in the North-west country pro-fromn Rýat Portage to Wmmiiipeg, 1511 cents per 100) .,

lbs. From Ottawa to Montreal, practically the duces a $100 worth of wheat he is adding
saine distance, it charges 5 cents pet ]()ilbs. There I that amount to the wealth of the country.
is three times as much to carry lumber to the Between the places of production and the
North-west as it carries luimber between Ottawa 'sea board it is distributed as it paaes through
and Montreal, for the distance being very iearly
the saine. The rate from Rat Portage is quiva- the country among the people. Last season
lent to 83.50 or $4.0) per 100() ft, according to the a young man, a thorough type of a voung
condition of the hunber: the rate fron Ottawa is Canadian fariner, 25 years of age, who had
.equal to $1.25 per 100(0 ft. never been off the farm in his life-a sober,The people of Manitoba are mnade to pay ai ex- . •

cess of $2.50 on every i,0(00 feet of lumber they healthy and industrious man-came to ne
purchase : a contribution to the extortion of th'e and asked me if I could lelp him to get a
the Canadian Pacific Railwamy. position on the Canadian Pacific Railway as

In consideration of the enormous subventions uia wiper-that is the Iowest osition on the
aid of the road, aimounting to 87,000,000 or
$100,0(MK)0-somne estimates are even higher-it road working up to the engineer. I said
was understood that the Canadian Pacific Raiiway " low is it that you are leaving your farn t

would deal liberally in freights, especially to the He replied "J cannot make it pay.' I said
North-west, and more especially on such necessar- " If you cannot make it ay, who can?
ies as coal. ; I

From Fort Williamt to Winnipeg the ('anadian 'Have you not had a good crop ? He said ?
Pacific Railway charges $3 per toit on coal, both "Yes, I raised 1,400 bushels of wheat
hard and soft. Fromn Duluth to St. Paul the charge last season and sold it for 42 cents per
is $1.50 per ton of hard coal anid $1 per ton), soft. bushel and hauled it to Whitewood, a distance
)uluth occupies to St. Paul the sane relative posi- of 23 miles." Any one can understand that

tion as Fort Williamîn to Winnipeg. hlie Minne-
sota rate is exactly half what we pay on the high a man who raised and hauled 1,400 bushels
priced coal and exactly ., on the other. The Min- of wheat that distance did a good year's
nesota roads discriminate iii favour of the poor work and for that he received altogether
mn's cosi. The Canadiami 1acific Railway changes ý 5 b~l i a o h
t lesine rite d i Pota. c $588, out of which he had to pay for the ex-

The Canadian Pacific Railway charges Manitoba penses of his family for his binding twine,
farmers for carrying their wheat from Manitoba to his machinery, thrashing bill, cost of market-
Montreal 46c. per 1() lbs. It carries Minnesota ing and everything used in the production>u
and D)akota wheat from Minneapolis to New York and marketin of bis wheat. When he came
for 32-.c. ; i other words it charges Manitobans
40 per cent more than it charges Anericans. to figure out the result of the season's opera-

tions he found that he had virtually worked
My object in asking for this information for nothing and was left in debt and he said

is to have the rates laid on the table in order "I prefer to get a job on the Canadian Pacifie
that we may be able to see for ourselves Railway. I know what I am doing when
whether the discrimination complained of I get a job there."
does really exist and to what extent. There Now there was a producer of S1,400 of
are other complaints-for instance, that wealth to Canada, of which he only got $588.
traffic is carried from New York to Van- The distribution of that S1,400 between his
couver for less than it will be carried from farm and the point of consumption was a
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benefit to everybody, whereas he wished to
transfer himself from the soil to become one
Of those who earned only a portion of that

th,400, and the country was going to lose

the benefit of a highly skilled producer. Now
tat is going on in the North-west at the

present moment to a very great extent. The

danadian Pacifie Railway Company have re-

theed their rates hardly at all. We know
price of wheat has fallen, and although

Mr. Van Horne, in one of his replies -last
Year, stated that the price of wheat would
go Up or he would consider himself a false
Prophet, he has failed in his prediction, be-
eause the price qf wheat has not gone up,
hnd More than that, I can see very little
hope of any material rise in the prices in the
Iear future. The Argentine Republic is
lcrelaing its output of wheat enormously
eety year as other nations are doing, and
there does not seem to be any indication ofa time within a reasonable period when the
Prices in wheat are likely to rise. The salva-

on of the North-west is in the economy
eth which our farming can be carried on.We have always believed, and do still be-1'eve, that our No. i hard wheat is worth 15
ents more than any other wheat; we have
hpractical proof of it through testing it

Sthe bakeries ; but that value of 15 centsdoes not stay with us, it is absorbed by the
pnoopoly, protection and the CanadianPacafic Railway together exercises over us.

present state of affairs goes on, there
ofll C great disappointment to the people
Of Canada generally as to the position of theProvince of Manitoba and the North-west
Territories. I will admit that in the North-
test they do not feel it to the same extent
tlat We do, because there is a considerable
albount of Government expenditure on the
anounted Police and the Indian Departmentprongst a smaller population, but in the
province of Manitoba and those portions ofthe Nrh
tirely oth-west where they are thrown en-
tibel On their own resources-we canObtain nothing for our families but whatpreProduce from the soil and sell at thosepriees. 1 leave it to hon. gentlemen to
iee for themselves what prospect there
remfain vancement or encouragement to
ditions in the country under such con-

Farming is the only occupationesan engage in-there is nothing else at
prent to Which we can turn for employ-
ient except we look for situations on the

raiways or in1 the mechanical or professional

walks of life in which we become consumers
instead of producers. It is the interest of
Government and of this country to look in-
to this matter and to act as arbitrators
between the people of that great western
country and the Canadian Pacifie Railway
Company, whose powers are excessive. They
have the power to exact a revenue of 820,-
000,000 a year. That is an excessive power
and whether it is used in a mild and just man-
ner to all concerned is a matter of great
moment to the Dominion. For that reason
I have thought it advisable to bring this
question up and ask the Government to lay
upon the table a statement of the rates on
the « Canadian Pacifie Railway at pre-
sent in force in order that we may ex-
amine them for ourselves and present our
views to the Government and to the railway
committee of the Privy Council as to what
extent discrimination against us does there
exist and what injustice does oppress the
people. A railway commission it is possible
would be the best mode of dealing with that
natter in the future. However. in the in-
terim before a Railway Commission is con-
sidered we have machinery at our disposal
in the Railway Connittee of the Privy
Council which can be made effective, The
Minister of Railways, I believe, notified the
Farmers Central Institute or the Patrons of
Industry of Manitoba who made complaint
of some of the subject natter of my remarks
and they were requested to come down here
and present their claims aind point out to
the Railway Conimittee of the Privy Coun-
cil wherein the discrimination and injustice
existed. Of course it is not easy for men
especially at the present time of financial
distres in the province of Manitoba to
flnd the mneans to make a journey of
that great length in order to come
down and present their claims, but if
the rates are placed upon the table
and we get the official information, the
Patrons of Industry can then take hold of
them, and can either niake arrangements
through some one here to represent them or
come themselves and submit their grievance
to the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council. The Government will then have
it in their power to take up the whole ques-
tion and decide in a manner such as has
been done lately in Great Britain, when the
Imperial Government took up the case be-
tween miners and their employers-between
those who are earning the money and those
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who are providing capital for the carryig
on of the work. We are in very much the
saine position only on a very much larger
scale and controlling greater and more vital
interests, and while the miners had the
means of self-defence in their strike the
farmers have to submit to reactions without
redress, except by the means I have pointed
out. We have a grand country :I have
nothing to say against it. The possibility
of its future is all that has been painted, but
there is such athing as a greed of capitalpress-
ing upon the country and nipping its pros-
perity in the bud and throwing it-back years
and vears, and preventing us from making
it such a country as we all hope and expect
it will beconie under Canadian enterprise
with all working together, hand in hand for
its coininion good.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Theire is no objec-
tion to the adoption of the motion. I may
point out to the lion. gentleman that the
lists of these freight rates are very volumnin-
ous, and it may be sone time before they
will be prepared in order that the Govern-
ment may be in a position to lay them on
the table, but the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company will lie communicated with at the
earliest possible moment, and as soon as the
returns are received thev will be laid before
the House.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH -I happen to
have before me a paper in wvhich appears a
letter froi the Rtev. Mr. Gaetz, who went
to the North-west in the autumn of 1883 to
see what the country was like. He states :

weather. The auitumniiîîs arc long and delightful.
The rainifall is utnder the average for Canada, but
for the ten years we have beet here we have liai
no approach to killiig drought. There are few
severe storms, no blizzards, nor hot winds. Takei
all round, it is a delightful healthy climate. We
have rich and abundant pasturage, pure water,
good supply of wood, an inexhaustible supply of
coal. These are somte of the natural advantages
which seduced us iii the early days, and our love
to the country has not decreased with the vears.
As civilization lias comle to us iii the forms of post
office, school, clturch, society, railway, law and
order, open accessible markets, the best all-rotund
prices for fari produce anywhere that I hear or
read of-why shotld I thinik less of this great
julieritantce which God lias given to loyal Cana-
dians, and the people of all the earth who are
willing to become loyal Canraiians -part of the
greatest empire on earth ?

The country still bas roomî for houa fide farmters,
with a little capital and a whole lot of sense and
puIsh. aid stay-with-itness ; but for advenîturers,
iieer-tdo-wells, and birds of passage, therc is no
roomii. It is particilarly adapted to muixed fariîng
possessing every known condition for successful
dairyinig. I am persuaded there is no better coit-
try open for settlencît to-day.

Hon. .Mr. COCHRANE-What part of
the countrv is that in ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The Red Deer
country. I simply read this to show that
those who go into that. country have little
or nothing to complain of. Mr. Gaetz is
probably known to many members of this
House. He was a very able minister of the
Methodist church and I have known him
foi many years, His friends reside in iny
country. He his a man of push and industry
and a man of economical habits. He does
not indulge in luxuries as people generally
do in the North-west. In Nova Scotia we

My object was to see whether a man in 1y po- know that when people go into the back
sitin wth mparedheathlimtedmeas. nd wods to begin life, they began it in a log

large faitily could likely liv e and rear a faiily in hut and live in a very simple way, but in
a fairly respectable -way. I returiied in April, the North-west they often go there with ex-
1884, with a wife and tein clildrenî, a mait and travagant ideas and live heyond their meansitaid servant and uiitrse girl. ati i miving on the a gat ide and ve e od thu mea
spot where I first drove down mîiy tent pins. At and get into debt, and we know what that
that timte there was no railway niorth of Calgary. means in a new country where interest

We had iuch to engage our iindustry. The soil is high. My hon. friend talks about dis-
was rich antd productive, the clinate, in mtty julg- criminating rates against the farmers in the
ment, the best in (aiada. That does niot say that
we have înot at tintes severely cold weather. Nor country, but certainly where there is com-
does it say that w-e cat grow all the vegetables, or petition as there is in some parts of the
ianty of the fruits that can lhe growii successfully Northi-west the rates are lower. We find

in somte other parts of Catiada. But the atios, that it is the case in the United States. I
pliere i: dry. the winîters are short, many of thei
very mîild, so that cattle and horses are abîsolutely read an article recently by the ex-mayor of
inîdependetnt of the stall, except, of course, work- Regina, who has made a special study of the
inîg teams or iiiiilch cows. Hay, however, is abun- rates in our country and the United States,
dant, so that ii more severe wittters, or a cold siap, and in comnparing the rates lie says that they
oi stortmt in mil? wmiters. feed is abunidant, aud nto
loss nîeed ever ocectir. 'lie sptings are early as a are not excessive in this country. But these
rule. There is a vast prepontderaice of 'bright great earnings of the railway and the money
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exPended in preference stock is for opening day. At that time it was contended that
1-P of new branches of railway. It is not we should have a road which was to be for
the main branch railway of the Canadian the exclusive benefit of the people of Can-
thacific Railway that makes the profit, but ada. That was the ground taken. There
the branch railway which the Canadian was, I think, an amendment moved in the
Pacific Railway bas opened up for which this House of Commons to the effect that, for the
Preference stock has been granted and which time being at any rate, the companv should
'fust operate to the great advantage of the be allowed to build their road' by therailway and it is from those branches that Sault Ste. Marie route, and the ob-
the great profits, if there are any, must now jection was taken that this was to be an
accrue. I wish to impress on the House and all-Canadian road for the benefit of Canada
on1 the country that this North-west of ours and that it would be very unpatriotic to

otso handicapped asmy hon. friend would allow any portion of the road to run through
us to believe. The hon. gentleman the territory of the United States. That

aiy be right as to some parts of the Cana- was a very fine sentiment, and it apparently
a Pacifie Railway-there may be, coin- secured the support of a great majority of

Paritively speaking, excessive rates, but these members of both Houses at that day. Whatare of such a character that I presume they is the position to-day ? We have this state
can be fully justified by any information or of things, that practically all the great ter-
report that the Canadian Pacifie Railway mini of that road are in the United States.
Inay submit. The Atlantic termini are in New York and

Boston, the Pacifie terminus is somewhere in
a on. Mr. POWEl--I think the honour- the state of Washington, I think,-I mean

gentleman from Shell River was perfect- the terminus to which the most freight goes.'Y right to bring this matter before thegilouse. He did nothing more'than his duty Hon. Mr. BOWELL No, no.
to the people of the North-west among whom

ives. If the farmers of the North-west Hon. Mr. POWER-Possibly it may not
Continue to raise wheat and do not go into be the case with the western terminus, but
rnlxed farming as they are advised to do by it certainly is with the eastern terminus. In
konourable gentlemen who perhaps do not the lower provinces we have to see the

1 as much about farming in the North- freight which in those days we ,were pro-
as people who live on the spot-if they mised should come down, and by its trans-

raise wheat and find that the grain simply shipment, being loaded aipd unloaded in our
pays its freight to the seaboard, one can ports, make us all rich-we had to see that
re ily understand that these people will freight loaded and unloaded at Boston and
eotuplain and they naturally come to the New York. If the report in the newspaper
o'ernrent of the country to asked to be quoted from by the hon. member from Shell

P aced in a better position. I do not profess River is correct, and the disparity in thenotow whether any change can be made or charges between certain points in the United
"0o, but I understand that the rates of the States and certain points in Canada is sobanadian Pacific Railway may be regulated great, there is reasonable ground for careful

the Governor in Council, and I think the inquiry by tihe Government, and inquiry
honourable gentleman froi Shell River is with a strong inclination to see that thePerfectly right in saying that in dealing people of Canada are placed as nearly as

gethhis natter we should not regard alto- practicable on the same footing as their
railer the dividend earning powers of the neighbours in the United States. I am
raitway. The Canadian Pacifie Railwav is quite aware, as has been said, that
b pi the same position as railways built where freight is hauled a long distance

private capital. This railway bas been the rates are proportionately- less thanpractically built by the money of the people where it is hauled a short distance.
her Canada, and hon. gentlemen who were There is no question about that, and also
hereh in the session of 1881, when the charter railway companies make lower rates for

f the company was going through, will re- freight between competing points than
tiember that the position taken at that between points which are not competing,
t y the advocates of the company was but there is a medium in those things, and I

.just the attitude which is assumed to- think where the freight is, as mentioned by
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the hon. member from Shell River, between froin Halifax will move that the directors of
points in Canada double the rate for the th; Canadian Pacifie Railway be fined for
sane distance in the United States, that running the road to Portland perhaps it
there really should be some modification of would be better.
the rates allowed to be charged. This road
was intended, when it was built for this Hon. Mr. POWER J may be aIloved W
country and paid for )y this country, for perhaps answer ny hon. friend's question. 1
the good of our own people and it should be have not found any fault with the
run to a certain extent, at any rate, with a directors of the Canadian Pacitic Rail-
view to that fact. One of the great arguments way. They are business men and they
in favour of the construction of the road at do business in a businesslike way. I
the expense of the Dominion was that this was speaking of the Government, not
North-west country would be peopled very of the Canadian Pacific Railway di-
rapidly. Now, owing to some circumstance rectors. The hon. gentleman is per-
-I do not know whether, as stated by the fectly right with respect to the transfer
hon. gentleman from Shell River, it is all orthe Intercolonial. As it is now we have
largely owing to the rates charged by the railway competition in the lover provinces,
Canadian Pacifie Railway or not-but ow- and we have low rates, I mean the local
ing to some reason, the population has not rates are low, and that is a thing of very
gone into that country as rapidly as we great consequence to the province at large.
hoped and were promised it would, and if a It is barely possible that to the city of iali-
reasonable reduction of those rates will cause fax alone, it might be a more advantageous
a greater influx of population in the future, thing to have the Intercolonial in the hands
I think that is the most desirable thing. of the Canadian Pacifie Railway. I must

j say I doubt it, because I tbink as business
Hon. Mr. ALMON-I perfectly join with men the Canadian Pacifie Railway. would

the hon. member from Halifax in regretting stili continue to send their freight w
that the terminns of the railway is not Hali- Boston and New York rather than to Hali-
fax instead of Portland. There was a report fax.
in the papers and it was generally supposed The motion was agreed to.
that the Canadian Pacific would buy the
Intercolonial from St. John to Halifax. I
want to know from the hon. member from RETIRING ALLOWANCES TO
Halifax who it was raised their voices most OFFICERS.
against it. Perha'ps it is not right to relate INQUIRY.
private conversations. t think I spoke to Hon. Mr. BOULTON rose to
the rnon. gentleman hihself aboutrit. ret
said no, that should neyer be allowed. I think Ask the bover.nent what retiring allowances

1amn correct iii that ;if hie says I arn not, i were inade to Lieut. -Colonel Villiers, Lieut. -Colonel
Van tra.bePzie and Major atreet?

withdraw it, but certainly the papers which
hie supports crie( out loudly against the He said I want to know what retiring allow-
Canadian Pacific Railway having anything- ances were nade to these officers in conse-
to do with the Intercolonial, though it ran quence of their having attainedtheage which
from Halifax to St. John. Ifthey had been is fixed for the retirement of officers from
allowed to do that, the n the Canadian Pacific the militarv service. I understand they get
Railway would have owned the lne from two years' pay as retiring allowance, and 

fecty right wth o prspec tot e rnse

Montreal to Halifax. They were not allowed w o et ity of their retire-
to have that road, and were told it was no ment to present to te Government the fact
use their trying to get it because a large that soldiers are theonlyoflicers intheservice
portion of the population of Halifax were of the country that are not provided with
opposed to it, and, therefore thev went to 1 retiring allowances in the evening of their
Portland, whiclî is geographically nearer to j age, that soldiers are of ail others less prov-
Montreal than Halifax. The oly reason ident or have ait opportunity of being less
they could have had t run to Halifax would provident that ordinary civil servants of the
be that they would own the whole road be- 'Goverment. They have a uniform to pro-
tweeiN Montreal and Halifax and seid their vide for theselves, they have a social
freight straigit tirouh. If the hion. member position which they are expected to fil
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which does not devolve upon other officers sane position as the other two officers. The
to) the sane extent, and here are three other question to which the hon. gentlman
gentlemen at the age of sixty turned upon has alluded, that of adopting a systei of
the country with two years' pay in their pension for the voluinteer force, is one
pocket. A soldier is the last man in the which I think this House will agree with
"irld to know how to invest a little loose me in saying is of very great importance and
Cash, even if it was worth investing, as a one which deserves serious consideration on
11ieans of livelihood or to provide for the the part of the Government. They have not
future for ten, fifteen or twenty years of yet arrived at a decision to adopt the principle
their lives. What is two years' pay towards suggested by the hon. member. There are
that nian ? I happen to know that two of many reasons why inall countries the families
these officers have families, and that their of soldiers should be looked after and pensions
circumstances are exceedingly straitened, given tothem whenthey have fallenor become
and that neither of them is able out of that agedin theservice,but whether that principle
slail allowance to make any provisioi for should be extended to a country like ours,
the future of his family or himself at a time which has purely a volunteer system, I am
When it is impossible for them to turn their not prepared to say. The pension list of the
attention to other occupations. They are neighbouring country is one which should
turned out of the civil service because they make us think verv seriously before adopting
are no longer suited to fill the office, and a system of that kind. The hon. gentleman
With two years' pay, and as soon as that is is not strictly correct-I have no doubt
gone, probably at the end of a year or it is unintentional-in saying that no other
e1ghteen months, there they are left without class of Government employés is unprovided
the means of support. Now, these gentle- for. A large class of engineers and many
nele went up in 1885; they took their men who occupy very important positions,chances before the eneny of being killed who receive their salaries and pay nothing to
they went out in the defence of their coun- the superannuation fund, and consequently
t , and for twenty or twenty-five years, as are not entitled to any pension or retiring al-the case may be, they have been at the call lowance. When their services are no longer

their country. I certainly think that it required they receive nothing. They simply
s an injurious thing that soldiers in Canada retire the sanie as they would from the em-

are the only ones that are left unprovided for ployment of a railway, or steamboat, or any
th the evenings of their age. I do not-think other company. I am, I confess, personally
there is any country in the world that has opposed to the pension system. It is only
o say the same thing of ien who are always those who have been injured in the servicesupPo>sed to be ready to be called upon at any of their country that I would pension. There

rnoment, in order to preserve law and order is no difficuly whatever in obtaining a deputyor to defend their country. For that reason adjutant general, or brigade major, in any
ePut "y motion in that way, not with any 'portion of the country. They know when

desire of cavilling at the amount, but merely they accept the position what the remunera-
t draw the attention of the Goverument to tion is and what the allowances are, and
these facts that I have brought to their they have a very good idea that should they
otice- be called out in the defence of law and order

or in defence of the general liberties of the
n. Mr. BOWELL- Il aiswer to the people, or to defend their country against anquery put by the hon. neinber from Shell invasion, no Parliament would refuse to

River, can inform lim, that Lieut.-Col. recognize that service and pay them a
2illiers was retired on an allowance of $3,- pension, or take care of their family, in case

•20. Lieut.-Col. Van Straubenzie, who had they lost their lives; but whether that should
not served as long as Lieut.-Col. Villiers, was extend to those who are in every civil
retired on an allowance of $2,040. No gra- position, such as gentlemen who occupyy or allowance was given to Major positions similar to those referred to by the

t, who occupied a somewhat diffèrent hon. member, is a question that i do not
Position to that of the other two officers, but think this Government is prepared at present
t is the intention of the Minister of Militia to adopt, as the hon. gentleman suggests.

aid Defence to ask Parliament to give him They know what their salary is, and they
a grant in order to place Major Street in the should do precisely as others have to do. They
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know that at a certain age they are liable to and in the facts at issue. I therefore have
be retired, when the country gives them a no intention of directing my remarks to any
retiring allowance, in proportion to the ser- of the general principles involved on the
vices they have rendered in that semi-mili- religious phase of the case; but rather to
tary and civil position, and they should be make an explanation of the facts in connee-
satisfied. tion with the two statutes in question. I

very much doubt if I would have asked the
THE -MANITOBA AND NORTH-WEST indulgence of the House to make, in fact,

SCHOOL ACTS. any remarks upon this question, had not
my hon. friend from St. Boniface intro-

DEBATE CONTINUEl). duced the two questions together, and failed
Tlie Order of the Dav being called, ito draw any distinction between either >f

Te Or othem. He was good enough to say that the

Resuming the further adjourned Debate on the remarks which lie made upon the Manitoba
motion of the Honourable Mr. Bernier : School Bill were equally applicable to the

That an hunble Address be presented to His North-west Territories Act, and iny hon.
Excelleiicy the Govenior General: praying that friend froin Ottawa vas apparentlv equally
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this 0llivious to any distinction being made 1-
House copies of all school ordiniiances, sochool re-
gulations and aneidmicients thereto, adopted by tween those two -statutes. , therefore,
the Legislative Assembly, the Executive, and any consider, in justice to the people of the
Board or Couneil of Education, in reference to the North-west Territories, that it is ry dutv
establishument, mainteinace adof to inform this use, that there is as wide
schools in) the N\or-thi-west Territories sinýce 18S85

Also, for copies of all petitions, memorials ana difference letween the two acts in question
correspondence in reference thereto: as there is between day and night. The

Also for copies of all reports to the Governor Manitoba School Bil entirely abolishes sep-
GCeneral in Council, anit all communications anid art schools,
represelitations to the authorities in the North-
west Territories. en nd maintains,

in its present shape to the principle of
Hon. MNr. LOUGHEED-Hon. gentle- perpetuating separate schools, so that J fancv

men, I have to thank my hon. friend from no matter how intense the feelings may be
St. Boniface and also my hon. friend from of certain hon. members of this Ilouse upon
Ottawa for the very imoderate way in which these questions, yet these feelings will be
they have dealt with the matters under con- of a sufficiently generous and magnanimous
sideration in connection with the 'Manitoba character, to recognize that a very wi<lç
School Bill, and the ordinance respecting distinction exists hetween these two Acts.
education in the North-west Territories. 1 purpose sayinga word or two in connection
Particularlv do 1 appreciate this wheîi 1 with the Manitobia School Bill lwfure 1 (leal
consider thýe fact that hoth of these gentie- Iwith the question wthich J propose to discuss,

en hold very intense and pronounced views viz., the North-west. Shool prdinance. In
upon this question. Lt is satisfactory to be regard to the -Manitoba ýScûhool) Bill, it w-il
able to say that they have reviewed the be conceded think, by bos of the Protes-
matter in sncb a way as not to give offence tant majority that the Ro plan Cathoie
in the sdightest degree to those who might minority have been deait with under circut-
differ from them. We are ail wel aware of stances constituting very great hardshipn
the fact that thaere is no question upon It w is be generaly admitted that the action

hich men differ si) widely, anîd iiore calcu-ý, of the Mantoba Legisature bas, to sav the
lated to raise the passions of those who have least of it of a very indelicate nature, anl
strong feelings on such questions, as those did not take into consieration the feelins
subjects in which are involved reigious or ior the sensibiities which mig t have arisel
sectional questions. would bie a very poor in the m ad of the Ronan Catholie fain-
judge of human nature Nere I for a moment ority in reference to the rights to which
to consider that any remarks which J would they considered thev were entited. u
mnake upon this question would change the therefore, do not foi a moment, in deain
convictions or principles which hon. gentle. with this branch of the subjeet under on-
cen who preceded me may hod upon these sideration, vindicate the passage of the bis

important questions. i now refer to the by the Manitoba Lecislature. l e are ful l
general principles involved in te questions aware of the faet the Roman Catholic

lateda torietepsin ftoewohv es fio eyidlthe ian atelan
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lfinority, since confederation, and since that
Province entered into confederation, enjoyed
certain rights and privileges by which they
Were able to maintain their separate school
system, and by which the provinces contri-
bted to the maintenance of separate schools
1n that province, through this fact they con-

sidered themselves entrenched behind the
rights and privileges which they had enjoyed
for some seventeen or eighteen years prior
to the repeal of the old school ordinance.
One is, therefore, not surprised that upon a
repeal of that Act, very strong feelings of
anunosity were excited in the minds of the
Rom]an Catholic minority, and they asserted
ln very strong terms the rights and privileges
tO Which they considered themselves entitled
and which they considered should be main-
tained in their integrity. I would remind
ho"- gentlemen and particularly my hon.
eriend from Ottawa, that it was not a Pro-
testant Majority of the province of Manitoba
as Protestants who took the initiatory steps

'repealing that bill, or who were responsible
for the agitation which preceded the repeal
hy the Legislature, but the Liberal party,
and ich my hon. friend is such a bright

sfhing light, assumed the whole res-
Ponsibility for that particular act. If my
hon. friend will take the pains to inquire
oflth the history of the late bill and
ofthe present bill in the Manitoba Legis-
lature, ehe will find that the Conservative

P&rtY Of Manitoba strongly upheld the
eght8 of the minority, and to-day do not

Oich1a in any way the very strong feelings

press dhey have upon the subject, and ex-
denunciation of the course which was

Pursued by the Liberal party in that pro-
the Only does it appear to me that

Lberal party were responsible for thepassage of the Act, but it appears to me that
tak Lberal party of the Dominion have
ien the first opportunity which presented

the fa to them to accord their gratitude to
the er of the bill, viz., Mr. Martin, the

prestnt member for Winnipeg, and so far
waa that gratitude extended that we find
poI the return of the Liberal member for

'erniPeg and upon the defeat of the Con-
Sratrve I.eember, that a halleuiah chorus
h rsed f rom the Atlantic to the Pacific,tY reason of the defeat of the supporter ofthe Present administration in that constitu-
p Pon the arrival of the father of thelosent Manitoba School Act into the

o10 mmonS at Ottawa, we find him

being received into the fold of the Liberal
party and at once considered one of the
faithful and trusted members of the Liberal
family. We find Hon. Mr. Laurier, the
leader of the party taking hold of him by
one arm and the hon. member for Queen's,
Mr. Davies, taking hold of him by the other
arm and presenting him to the House of
Commons, and at once registering him as
the champion of the Liberal party, for that
part of the Dominion west of Lake
Superior. It appeared to me rather
peculiar that upon that occasion he should
have been intrôduced not only by the leader
of the Liberal party, but by Mr. Davies, the
member for Queen's. My hon. friend from
Ottawa made reference to the Prince Edward
Island School Bill. As hon, gentlemen from
Prince Edward Island are familiar with the
passage of that Act, it will be known that
Mr. Davies was at the head of the Govern-
ment in Prince Edward Island when the
Bill which conserved to the Roman Catholic
minority their school privileges in the pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island was repealed
and the Davies Act passed which gave very
great offence. My hon. friend says they
never had any bill, but I know this, that at
that time, His Grace, Archbishop McIntyre,
then the Roman Catholic Bishop of that
diocese, petitioned the Government of the
day, of whom my hon. friend from Ottawa
was a member, for a disallowance of that
Act, passed by Mr. Davies's Government, and
my hon. friend at that time acknowledged,
apparently, to such an extent, the rights of
the provinces to legislate upon this subject,
that he and his Government failed to see
that they should exercise their veto powers
and disallow the Act in question. There-
fore I say that it appeared to be something
more than a coincidence, that Mr. Martin,
the member for Winnipeg, the father of the
Manitoba School Bill, should be introduced
into the House of Commons by Mr. Laurier,
the leader of the Liberal party, and Mr.
Davies, the father of the Prince Edward
Island Bill. I would not have made any
allusion to the political phase of the Mani-
toba School Act, had my hon. friend from
Ottawa, not cast reflection upon the present
administration for not disallowing the Mani-
toba School Act at the time it was passed by
the Local Legislature. I am of opinion that
these subjects are often too dangerous in
their results to be introduced into political
warfare, and I therefore would have felt a
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sense of delicacy in referring to the matter as my recollection serves me, did not refer
from a political standpoint, had not my the matter to the Federal authorities, but at
hon. friend made that allusion. I would once instituted proceedings in the Court of
point out to the House that at that time my Queen's Bench, for the purpose of having a
hon. friends of the Mackenzie Administration judgment of the court upon the question as
felt themselves placed in such a delicate posi- to whether the Act was ultra vires of the
tion and were so conmitted to provincial legislature or not. The consequence was
rights that they at that time absolutely the court did hold that it was within the
refused to disallow the Bill. powers of the province. It then went to the

full Court of Queen's Bench, which is
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-J explained why I equivalent to a Court of Appeal, and the

did it. full court held that the Act was within the
owers of tha roin Nh

Hon. Mr. LOUGIEED-J an quite
aware that my hon. friend explained, but I
fail to see that the Prince Edward Island
case was not a perfectly parallel case with
the Manitoba School case, and if the adininis-
tration of that day refused to allow that
Act, certainly the administration of to-day
could not well disallow the Manitoba School
Act.

Hon. MIr. SCOTT-They are not analogous
at all.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Now, in refer-
ence to the Manitoba School Bill, it may
have been unfortunate for the Roman Cath-
olic minority that about the time the Mani-
toba School Bill was passéd by the Provincial
Legislature-that is the present Act-that
a very strong feeling prevailed in the pro-
vince of Manitoba respecting provincial
rights. For some tinie previous to that the
federal veto had been exercised in the dis-
allowance of several railway acts, and other
}egislation of the Manitoba Legislature, and
so intense was the feeling in that province
that recourse was had to physical force for
the purpose of the province asserting the
rights, which they at that time considered
themselves entitled to, viz., in the building
of certain railways, and to such an extent
had this feeling asserted itself, that at the
time of the passage of the Manitoba School
Act, it would have been dangerous for
the internal peace of that province had
the Federal Government, entirely apart
from the constitutional aspect of this Act,
endeavoured to intervene by the federal veto.
Consequently, under the circumstances, the
matter resolved itself for settlement into a
constitutional question. The legal aspect of
the case at once presented itself : in fact, it
assumed such shape, it was perfectly impos-
sible for the Federal Government to inter-
fere. The Roman Catholic minority, so far

friend went out of his way, I think, yester-
day, to cast a reflection upon the Court of
Queen's Bench of Manitoba. My hon. friend
said that the court was thoroughly preju
diced in the case, and was, consequently,
unfit to pronounce judgient upon so impor-
tant a niatter.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I said they were act-
ing under the pressure of public opinion.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend
I think, used the word prejudice.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Perhaps I did.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-If my hon.
friend did nake use of such an expression
acting under the pressure of public opinion
I think the people of Manitoba would
strongly resent such an imputation being
cast on that court. Although I am not a
member of the Manitoba bar I am sufficiently
familiar with the personnel of that court to
make this statement with confidence, that
there is no province in Canada that possesses
a bench in which the Protestants and Catho-
lics of that province repose greater confid-
ence in its ability, probity and sense of
right. I am satisfied there is no court in
this Dominion better calculated to deal out
impartial justice than the Court of Queen's
Bench in Manitoba. That case, as you are
all aware, came before the Supreme Court
oiKCanada, and the judgment of the Queen's
Bench was reversed. It then went to the
highest court of the realm, the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council of England. It
appears unnecessary to say that there must
be some central authority by which contro-
versial questions of this character must
be determined, and amongst the political
parties of this country there is no party so
committed to deciding the rights to which
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the provinces are entitled under the British
North America Act as the party of which
the hon. inember from Ottawa is leader in
this louse. The reflections cast by my
hon friend upon the Privy Council as to
their want of knowledge of our federal
sYsteml, of their want of ability to give
Proper consideration to questions of a con-
stitutional nature arising out of our British
North Anerica Act, I think is unten-
al)le and unfounded. If there is one
question more than another upon which
the ,provinces of this Dominion have con-
gratulated themselves it is the very fact
that the Court of the Judicial Committee of
the Privy Council has been the battle
ground in which most provinces of this

omainion have won their victories over the
federal authority. There is no court in this
broad realm more familiar with the consti-
tutional system of Canada, no court in which
there are more decisions bearing uponour con-
stitutional questions than that of the Judicial
Committee of the Privy Council. If my

on. friend from Ottawa will look at the
reports of the Privy Council he will find
that few reports issued in which are not
reported some constitutional question arising
Out Of the conflict of opinion between the
Provinces and the federal authority. There-
fore I think, my hon. friend could not have
given proper consideration to the assertion
when he made it that the Judicial Con-

iittee of the Privy Council is entirely
unfamiliar with our federal system.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-I made the state-'lient, and I make it over again.

aon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend
nakes it over again-all I can say is, that
des nlot establish the fact that the Judicial
Colmmittee of the Privy Council is not cal-Culated to deal with very great ability upon
questions of this nature. I make this state-"enlt, that there is no court in the realm so
tel able to deal with questions such as
t ene nOw under discussion as the Judicial
kon ttee of the Privy Council. We well
to be at questions of this character have
an e removed beyond the strife and turmoil
disc imosities which necessarily arise in
theing such questions. Take for instance
the 1'nch of this Dominion-that Bench
reli unconsciously become tinged with
qlgs of partiality or prejudice upon.those

10½8 which are discussed in our press

and in the public places of this Dominion,
but it cannot well be said that the mnembers
of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Coun-
cil are influenced in their judgment upon
such questions by reason of any associations,
or sympathies contracted in belonging to one
or other of the political parties in Canada.
Therefore I say that so far as the Manitoba
School Bill is concerned, while I do not vin-
dicate the bill in any way whatever, while I
am not here either as an apologist for the
bill or as its opponent, yet I say that that
bill having been delegated for final decision
to the authority recognized by our constitu-
tional system, and that authority having
finally decided upon the question, I think it
is in the interest of all parties that they
should recognize that that central authority
lias dealt impartially with the bill upon the
strict legal and constitutional phases which
invest such a question and that there it
should rest. I say unhesitatingly that it
would be in the interest of all parties, both
the Roman Catholic minority and the Pro-
testant majority, that they should accept the
pronouncement of the highest tribunal in
the realm as deciding respectively the rights
of the parties in respect of this particular
question. So much for the Manitoba School
Act. Now, coming to theordinancerespecting
education in the North-west Territories. I
was rather astonished on my arrival in
Ottawa to find that many gentlemen who
acquaint themselves most familiarly with the
legislation which is enacted by the various
provinces in regard to these matters were
entirely unfamiliar with the provisions of
the North-west Territory school ordinances
respecting separate schools. I found from the
opinions which had been expressed in the
Quebec press and which had been expressed
in other quarters that the opinion did pre-
vail that separate schools in the North-west
Territories had been entirely swept out of
existence-had been absolutely abolished,
that the rights of the minority had been
ignored or wilfully violated, and that the
territories were in the same position as the
Province of Manitoba. Now, as I said on
the threshold of my remarks the contrary is
entirely the case. For the information of
hon. gentlemen I will say this, that from
the petitions presented by the Roman
Catholic minority of the territories respect-
ing the present School Act the statement is
made without equivocation, without any
reservation whatever that until the passage of
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the present School Act, namely in 1892, the
school system of the territories, in fact the
two systems in the territory, namely, public
and separate schools, were carried on in ab-
solute harmony without any friction what-
ever, and that the Roman Catholic minority
enjoyed all the rights and privileges which
they could expect, and had no complaint
whatever to make against the legislation
existing before that particular date. Hon.
gentlemen who are familiar perhaps with
the limited constitution wliich we have in
the territory know that in 1888 we only
had a Legislative Council in the North-west
Territories-that there was no one respon-
sible, except the Lieutenant Governor of the
Territory to the Federal Government of the
day for the expenditure of public moneys or
for the carrying on of any of the institutions
of a provincial nature. That there was no
machinery by which the North-west Coun-
cil could supervise educational institutions
in the Territories except they delegated
the authority which they might exercise in
council to somebody else outside the council.
They therefore provided for appointing an
educational board. That board consisted of
a certain number of Protestants and a cer-
tain number of Catholics, and to that board
were delegated the powers conferred on the
North-west Council for the carrying on of
the educational institutions which might be
established in the territories. The members
thereof were appointed by the Lieutenant
Governor. In 1891 additional powers were
given- to the North-west Legislature by
which the Executive Committee, somewhat
analogous to a Provincial Cabinet but more
limited in power, were appointed by the
House and responsible to the House for the
expenditure of all public funds and for the
carrying on of the various institutions of a
provincial nature within the territories. This
did away with the necessity for the existence
of a board of education which up to that date
had existed. The consequence was that the
Legislatureprovided thattheExecutive Com-
mittee composed of four members of the
Legislature should deal with this question,
but theydesiring totake both the Protestant
majority and the Roman Catholic minority
into their confidence provided for appointing
two Roman Catholics and two Protestants
o4 that board. It is true they had njo vote
but they were an advisory body to confer
with and advise the Executive Committee
of the Assembly. We therefore find them

doing away with the old board of education
which had existed, and the new board passed
regulations of a more modern and advanced
character than previously existed upon ques-
tions of education. I do not say for one
moment that that was the most perfect ordi-
nance that could be passed. I do not say that,
I vindicate or oppose the ordinance-
we are only dealing now with the question
as to whether the North-west Assembly
had power to pass that ordinance which we
find placed on the statute-book and the re-
gulations promulgated thereunder. In 1892
the present educational ordinance was passed
and no complaint was then made in regard
to this until a very recent date. Sometime
during last season a movement appears to
have been set on foot to urge the disallow-
ance of this ordinance and petitions were
sent to the Governor in Council against
its remaining on our statute-book. I make
this statement upon the authority of the
present superintendent of education, that in
the first place no change whatever has been
made in any of the schools ; that during his
last visit of inspection of the separate
schools of the territories he put the question
to each school if any change had been made
under the new regulations and the answer
was given that no change had been made.
They however expressed themselves appre-
hensive that there was a possibility of change
being made by reason of the majority of
those who had charge of the educational in-
stitutions in the territories passing regula-
tions which might be objectionable to the
Roman Catholic body.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-All I can say
with regard to this is that the Roman Catho-
lic minority in the North-west Territories or
the Protestant minority in the province of
Quebec, or wherever minorities have an exis-
tence must place a certain amount of confi-
dence, in the good will and in the recogni-
tion by the majority of those rights to
which they are entitled. The mere expres-
sion of an apprehension that there is the
remote possibilityat some futuretime of there
being an invasion of such rights I scarcely
think is a reasonably tenable ground for
contending that there should be a disallow-
ance of all such legislation. So that we
may thoroughly analyse this case, I take
the liberty to read to you the petition of
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iis Lordship Bishop Grandin, and several present regulations-asked liberty from the
of the clergy of the territories, belonging to educational board to discard the Metropoli-
the Roman Catholie minority, as against the tan Readers and to use what is known as
Present ordinances and regulations. The the Ontario Reader, namely, a Catholic text
Principal objection to the regulations ap- book which is used largely in the province of
Pears to be in this paragraph relating to text Ontario. Now, in regard to the Metropoli-
books : tan Series of readers, my hon. friends f rom

(7.) Another of the said regulations of the Coun- Quebec are probably acquainted with this
?il of Publie Instruction impose a uniform course of fact, that at a late meetmg of the council of
iOstruction and a uniform selection of text books public instruction in the province of Quebec
alike for all schools whether Public, Protestant or presided over by His Eminence, Cardinal
hathoic. As to such a regulation, it is impossible Taschereau, the Metropolitan Series wastat d a i T te t kof both Protes- discarded and other readers substitutedtaits aid Catliolics. The text books now prescribed

are illinaiiy irstances of a character highly objec- in their place. My authority is the official
tionable to Catholies. These text books are for document which I hold before me-so thethe most part Protestant, and are offensive to readers which are in use in the separateCatholics by asserting inany things which Catholics •have always contended, contradicted the facts by schools m the province of Ontario are those
entirely ignoring, or greatly minimizing, misrepre- that are used in the North-west Territory.
benting or misinterpreting the part of the Catholic Consequently, they are not only the recog-hurch and her niembers in history and in all riized readers of the Catholic separate schoolsdepartments of literature and science, and by pro- in other parts of the Dominion of Canada,
Catholies reprobate or disapprove. but they have been placed on this list, I find

from the documents before me, at the instance
Now, I want to deal with this question of of the Roman Catholic schools of the terri-

text books. This appears to have been one tory. Therefore, so far a§ that objection is
Of the principal objections to the regulations concerned, I do not think it is tenable, inas-
Which have been passed under the existing much as those readers have been in use pre-
ordinance Upon the petitions in question vious to the passage of the Act of 1892 andheing received by the Governor in Council, are the readers practically selected by the
the Privy Council made rigid inquiry for the Roman Catholics themselves. The next com-
Purpose of thoroughly examining into the plaint deals with the question of inspection.
truth of these statements and ascertaining as Under the present regulations a uniform
to whether there had been a violation of the system of inspection had been established
rights and privileges which the Roman and is now followed out. Permit me to say
Catholie minority had enjoyed. This docu- this, and upon your perusing the petitions
l Tent has been made public, and the report against the present ordinance you may bef the Privy Council of Canada has been surprised to find that the Roman Catholic
that there has been no interference with the petitioners did not appear to be aware that
text books which have been used in the previous to 1892 and under the old system

thornan Catholic schools since 1888. That a uniform system of inspection did prevail.
the text books which were selected by Consequently, it cannot reasonably be said
he Catholic section of the board of the that the institution which was established

separate schools in the North-west are the by both parties and with their mutual un-sa le text books which are in use to-day, derstanding is objectionable and a ground
eith the exception of the Roman Catholic for complaint. The next question wlüch

readers. Now permit me to say in connection appears to have created a great deal ofvith this question that the question of friction under the present Act is one relat-
"'aders, as hon. gentlemen know, has ing to the training of teachers. Previous to41ready raised a very great deal of question 1892 there had been no normal schools inseh the minds of supporters of separate the territory. In 1892, after the passage of
schools. Under the old system of separate the present Act, it was deemed desirable
schols and previous to 1892, the separate that a normal school should be established.
astols of the territory used what was known The Roman Catholic minority appear to
a8theMetropolitan Seriesof CatholicReaders think that two normal schools should have
Act the instance of some of the separate been established, and I think that is one of

oohlsî8 in the territories the educational the complaints. I do not for a moment say
-- mmd you, before the passage of the that it is not a complaint well-grounded.
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Supporters of separate schools mîay have
pronounced opinions on such a question, but
I will read to you a resolution passed by
both sections of the Board of Education in
1888 in regard to the establishment of a
normal school, in which resolution both
parties agree upon the establishment of one
normal school, in which all the branches of
training might be acquired, and in which
school it is implied both Roman Catholies and
Protestants inight attend and receive certifi-
cates therefrom :

At a meeting of the Board of Education, held on
the 25th January, 1888, it -was resolved :--

That im the opinion of this board, it is necessary
to make provision for the instruction and traing
of teachers for our public schools in the science an
art of teaching :

That the Board feels that the appointment of a
normal school principal, whose duty it would be to
hold normal sehool sessions in different parts of the
country, would have the best possible results in
increasing the efficiency of teachers and stimulating
education.

Therefore resolved:
That His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor be

requested to urge ukon the Dominion Government
the advisability of granting the sum of five thou-
sand dollars for the next financial year for normal
school purposes.

At that meeting, among other members present
and approving, were Rev. Father Ledue and Mr.
A. E. Forget.

Again, on the 3rd Septemuber, 1891, the Board of
Education, on the motion of Mr. A. E. Forget, a
Roman Catholic member, passed the following
resolution :

That ail persons in the inspectorates of Eastern
and Western Assiniboia, who obtained non-profes-
sional certificates at the recent examination of
teachers, not holding certificates of normal training,
and who desire to obtaim professional certificates,
be required to attend a normal session either at
Moosomin or Regina; such normal session to com-
mence on the reopening of the union schools, after
the Christmas holidays, and to terminate, for third
class teachers, six weeks, and for first and second
class teachers, th'ree nonths, from the date of com-
mencement.

On this occasion were present and approving, the
Rev. Father Leduc, the Hion. Mr. .justice Rouleau,
and Mr. A. E. Forget, all the members of the
Rohan Catholic Section of the Board. L

Apparently at that time there did not
exist any difference of opinion in respect of
the desirability of establishing only one
normal school, and that that normal school
should be for the equal advantage of both
sections of the community, namely-Ro:nan
Catholics and Protestants.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-Will the hon.
gentleman tell me whether the board of
examiners was composed as it is now under
the new ordinance?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-In 18911

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE--In 1888 and
1891 was there a Catholic on the board?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Yes, three.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-And had a
right to vote ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Yes. In the
absence of an executive committee it was
necessary that to somebody should be delega-
ted the duties to look after education, but
when the Parliament of Canada gave the
righttothe Assembly to appoint an executive
committee and responsible to the House
they then assumed the responsibility of
attending to those duties themselves. They
then appointed two Roman Catholics and
two Protestants on the board, but without
votes.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
has given us a great deal of very interesting
information, and that is a thing which we all
very much need, and it is with a view of
suggesting one or two points on which light
is needed that I ask leave to interrupt him.
The hon. gentleman speaks of normal
schools. The resolution and extracts from
which he read does not describe normal
schools-it speaks of lectures to be delivered
in different parts of the territories on normal
school subjects. That is a totally different
thing f rom establishing normal schools, and
that section does not appear to contemplate
the establishment of one normal school. The
last extract I did not quite apprehend. I do
not know whether that meant that there was
to be a regular normal school conducted at
Regina and another at Moosomin.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend
is right in the remark that he has made.
When I spoke of normal schools I did not
refer to the building of normal schoools, but I
referred to the normal school course being
established. We have no normal school
buildings in the North-west, but a superin-
tendent and inspectors are appointed and
they at points throughout the territory hold
normal school sessiohs. This is what we
term a normal school. At that time, viz.,
1888, hon. gentlemen will observe both parties
appeared to have determined upon this
method of educating their teachers together,
and recognized the necessity of a uniforn
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course being adopted, I suppose to avoid view with a great deal of jealousy the rights
expense and possibly to ensure etficiency. which have been given them, in view of the
Xow there appears fron a close perusal fact that there is claimed to have been a
of the petitions the fact that the ob- violation of those rights throughout the
jections are generally limited to those Dominion since confederation in some of the
three complaints, namely, qualification provinces. 1 must congratulate hon. gentle-
of teachers, text books and inspection. men in taking this position; it is perfectly
lion. gentlemen will see that before the right and it is commendable to a very great
Passage of the ordinance and for sone years degree, that they should do every act possible
prior to that time practically the same for the purpose of protecting themselves in
Ystem which then obtained is in operation those privileges which have been given them

to-day. At that time it produced no fric- under the various statutes, which to-day are
t'O" and to-day is apparently producing no safe-guarding their interests, but I would
friction, except the remote possibility which ask them in considering this fact, to consider
1 have already mentioned, and which the the further fact that the Protestant majority
Roman Catholic minority fear,viz., that there also consider that they have rights, that the
inay possibly be enacted regulations and Protestant majority may possibly put an en-
enactments which are entirely contrary to tirely different construction upon the statute
the spirit of the North-west Territories Act, law in vhich those rights are erbodied to
1 Would furthermore make this statement, that put upon it by the Roman Catholic
that the Privy Council has not only dealt minority. This must be viewed in a broad
with the point which I read to hon. gentle- and liberal-minded sense. Because some
taen, but has dealt with all the points in may express a grave apprehension that their
qlestion. They considered the question of rights are being trampled upon, that they
inspection, also the question of text books, are being crushed by the majority, it
and the question of qualification for teachers. does fot necessarily follow that such
They find f rom this report which I hold in is the case. Hon, gentlemen must recognize

Y hand and which has been published that that there are two sides to every question of
there has been no interference. I will read, this character, that invariably these questions
hon- gentlemen, the last clause of this finding, resolve themselves into constitutional ques-
which will indicate to you the satisfaction tions, and that our constitution is s0 franed
which the Committee of the Privy Council as to safe-guard them from any deliberate
had in examining into the alleged grievances and violent invasion of those rights to which
and in ascertaining that the rights of the they are entitled. Now, in case some hon.separate schools had not been invaded : zentleman mav sav that I iurnoselv overlook

The cOmmittee have lot ascertained that anyact (lone or regulation inade by the Council of
c ehi Instruction under the ordinance of 1892 is
n the terrh rights or interests of the minority

I think hon. gentlemen must express a sense
of satisfaction at knowing that the rights
of the ilinority have been preserved to the
extent stated in the report which I have
read. And furthermore that the rumours
which have been circulated regarding thevery great apprehension felt by the ininor-
fty are not of a character to give rise to thefears which are expressed in those petitions
and which are stated in the press and whichraany hon. gentlemen in this House appear
.n t moatay possibly become materialized

toactualresults. This,like most of theother
oult th estions which have arisen through-

Charae Iimiion, largely partakes of a legal
og er. It is quite natural that supporters

f separate schools in the territories should

dealing with one point which has caused fric-
tion and created some degree of animosity
in the territories, I would deal with it before
proceeding further. A difficulty appears to
have arisen fron the fact that the inembers
of religious communities are required under
the present regulations to have certain
qualifications before they can teach in the
separate schools or before they can teach in
any schools. Under the old system they
were required to possess certain qualifications
and under the new system they are required
to possess normal school qualifications, or
qualifications of an equivalent character.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-What
are we to understand by normal school
qualifications ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--I am glad that
my hon. f riend has asked me that question.
Under the regulations it is provided that all
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those who desire to teach shall attend the
normal school sessions and shall pass certain
examinations upon prescribed subjects dealt
with by the lecturers in normal school
sessions. The objection has been raised by
ladies of religious communities there that
they cannot possibly attend those public
lectures. Now, I would say that they are
not compelled to attend those normal
school sessions, that if they pass the examin-
ations indicating that they are possessed of
qualifications sufficient for teaching and
indicating proficiency in a normal school
training elsewhere it is quite sufficient to
qualify them to obtain a certificate. I
will read a communication sent by Mr.
Haultain, the Chairman of the Executive to
the Lieutenant-Governor for the purpose of
forwarding to the Governor in ·Council, so
that you may see how far this question goes.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I would like to
ask the hon. gentlemen before he proceeds
any further, who is to examine those lady
teachers ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-There are in-
spectors appointed for that purpose. Re-
member, hon. gentlemen, there is a uniform
system of inspection, and had been previous
to the passage of the present Act. There
are four inspectors ; one of those is a Roman
Catholic inspector, but the Roman Catholic
inspector inspects Protestant schools, and the
Protestant inspectors have a right to in-
spect Catholic schools ; there is a uniform
system of inspection and the examinations
are conducted by those inspectors. The
document which J am reading from is dated
4th January, 1894.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Since the petition ?

With regard to the training of teachers I might
say that our regulations do not compel any teac er
who possesses equivalent qualifications to attend
our normal sessions.

Teachers are required to possess scholarship and
professional skill. If any member of a religious
order presents evidence of these, she can obtain her
certificate without attending the normal school,
but if she does not present such evidence, under our
regulations she is not entitled, in her religious
character, to any more than other lady who wishes
to teach in a (overnment school and obtain a
Giovernment grant.

I might say, in case I should overlook it
later, that my hon. friend dealt yesterday
with the great liberality towards Roman
Catholic schools in Great Britain and Quebec
and referred to the small grant in Ontario.
Now in the North-west Territories the State
contributes about 50 per cent of the entire
expenses of the schools ; so therefore, hon.
gentlemen, J think it is not an unreasonable
contention to say that as the State contri-
butes about 50 per cent of the expenses for
the schools, that the State should retain a
certain amount of authority and should say
what qualifications teachers should possess
and what system of inspection should pre-
vail, so that the most efficient system possi-
ble of education could be had in these Ter-
ritories, and J think such is the case to-day.
I think statistics will show that there
is no portion of this Dominion in which
its public schools-and by that designation
I include separate schools-have attained to
a higher grade of effi iei.cy than in the
North-west Territories of Canada.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-Have
not those in Ontario the right to certificates q

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-1 will read
further, and you will see how the matter
stands :

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Yes, since the As a matter of fact nany menbers of religionsordlers are specially and splendidly trained as
petition, in explanation of certain questions teachers and our regulations will admit them
submitted to the Lieutenant Governor for without any attendance at our normal classes.
information :No member of a religions order teaching i

the Territories is affected by the normal scool
By subsection 6 of section 10 and section 12, regulations and for the future menbers of religions

chap. 59 of the Revised Ordinances, 1888, the gen- communities wishing to engage as teachers in
eral examination of the licensing of teachers was schools drawing public money in the territories
vested in the whole board of education and not in must conform with regulations on whicb they have
the sections of the board. [had fulil notice.

Previous to the passage of the present on. Mr. POWER-Perhaps the hon.
ordinance there wa-s no sectional method of gentleman will alow me to ask whether he
examining teachers. understands the statement of Mr. Haultain

The board of education was composed of five to mean that a teacher can, by passing an
Protestant and three Roman Catholic rembers. examination, show his qualifications as a
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teacher and be admitted as a teacher. If a
teacher can show a qualification by passing
a severe examination that ought to be suf-
ficient.

-t. Mr. SCOTT-Oh,yes,I fancy that is
They would pass an examination in

Ontario and would be qualified to teach in
Quebec without any further examination.

"on. Mr. LOUGHEED-For the infor-
laation of my hon. friend from Quebec I
would Say that at one period--I am not
aware whether that school is in existence
now-the Roman Catholics of Manitoba had
a normal school at St. Boniface, and up tothe present time they have accepted the cer-ticates of a normal school of the province

Manitoba as a sufficient qualification for
aching in the territories. The following

ae the regulations as examined by the Privy
Council upon this question:

th Person holding a professional certificate of
the first or second class issued in Ontario or Main-
t4ba s'ice 1886 may receive a certificate of equal.
ID)ng Upon presenting (a.) a statement from thehPartment of Education in his own province that

Certificate is still valid, (b.) a certificate of moral
asraeter of recent date, (c.) a certificate from his

pi'nsector of having taught successfully.

or second class issued in Ontario or
e'liaod a siee 1886 mnay receive certificates of
and age. ndiupon presenting proof of character

verson holding certificates from other pro-
rnay f e Dominion or froin the British Islands
of peceive certificates of such class as the Councilublic Instruction may deem them entitled to.

ar"". Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-They
(re 'lot in the same position as those from
"tario and Manitoba?

in .MIr. LOUGHEED-No, because the
touch otons in Ontario and Manitoba are
t"'eh of the same class or grade as those in
the Xorth-west Territories.

irons holding certificates of educational value
receiv itutions other than those mentioned may
Instr teuch certificates as the Council of Public

'on may deem them entitled to.

.Mr. SCOTT-It is all left to thenûl'elil of Public Instruction.

la lon. Mr. LOUGH EED-Here is another
lause which rnight satisfy my hon. friend:
sayth regard to the training of teachers I mi tothat ur regulations, do not compel any teacIfer

who possesses equivalent qualifications toattendour
normal school. Teachers are required to possess
scholarship and professional skill. If any mem-
ber of a religions order presents evidence of these
she can obtain ber certificate without attending
our normal school.

Such, hon. gentlemen, are some of the
regulations to which I have referred. Now
permit me to say this that entirely apart
f rom the guarantees by which the min-
oritv in the North-west Territories is safe-
guarded, I for one should regard it as a very
regrettable circuinstance that the slightest
apprehension should exist in the mind of the
minority as to the rights and privileges to
which they are entitled. Under our govern-
mental system it is impossible, it would be
unwise and impractical, on controversial
subjects of this character, for the Federal
Government to exercise the power of disal-
lowance where both parties nay honestly
differ in respect of their rights. It will be
apparent to all discerning minds that there
can only be federal intervention or the right
of veto exercised where a province has clearly
exceeded its powers or where so manifest a
wrong has been done that it must be ob-
vious to the entire public, as contra-dis-
tinguished from those controversial questions
which are constantly arising in the provinces
between different sects. In regard to those
there must be some central authority
which shall have power to decide the issue
one way or the other. The minority may
think one way and the majority the other
way, and they both may be equally honest in
their decision. Now this method was per-
sued in the solution of the present difficulty.
The matter was brought before the Governor
in Counicil, a very close examination was
made in regard to the Ordinance and the
regulations which have been passed and we
find the report of the Committee of the Privy
Council of the most satisfactory character,
and particularly to the Protestant majority
as indicating that they have observed in
their integrity the rights to which the Roman
Catholic minority are entitled. I think that
the hon. gentlemen who may be apprehensive
of the rights of the minority being trampled
upon will have a certain degree-in fact
they should have an unlimited degree-of
confidence in the personnel of the Privy
Council of Canada, made up as it is I believe
of an equal number, or nearly so, of Roman
Catholic and Protestants. This is the best
guarantee which the minority can have,
that their rights will not be invaded
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and that the principles which have been regard the riglits of the minority inviolate
assured to them by statute will be guarded and sacred.
in all their integrity. There is no section of
this whole Dominion in which Roman lon. Mr. SCOTT-Does the hon. gent1e
Catholies and Protestants live in greater man mean to say that the Nortl-west
harmony than on the broad prairies of the Ordinance carnes out in any possible degree
North-west Territories. Its boundless char- the generous, manly views le himself has
acter has a widening effect upon men's expressed in regard to the treatment of the
minds. I beli eve the Roman Catholic minority by the najority
minority in the North-west Territories have
every confidence in the Protestant majority' Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-What I did say
that their rights will be preserved, and that was that I a not called upon to vindicate
there will be no wilful violation of them. As the present Ordinance; neither am I here
the Protestant minority in the province of as an apologist for the present Ordinance,
Quebec have received generous and mag- but what 1 do sav is that the Ordinance is
nanimous treatment at the hands of the within the rights of the North-west Legis-
Roman Catholic majority, so have the Pro- lature.
testant majority in the North-west Territo-
ries endeavoured to emulate the example Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No.
set them by the Roman Catrholit majority
in Quebec. They have ever been willing to Mon. Mr. LOUTHEED-And has been
accord to the Roman Catholic minority the found so by the Committee of the Privy
same privileges they themselves enjoy and Couneil, and that being the case I say it
I hope in the territories as well as the rest would be unfortunate if there eas a dis-
of the Dominion they will ever be anima- turbance of that Ordinance which possibly
ted by that spirit. Now it must be apparent might create greater animosity than at pre-
to ail of us who are familiar with our con- sent exists.
stitutional systea that minorities ntn matter
whether it be a Protestant ninority Hon. OMr. BELLEROSE-If the Gover-
in the province of Quebec or the Roman ment have no objection I move that the
Catholic minority in tlie Nort- west debate be adjourned until to-morrow.
Territories must necessarily rely upon*
the najority according tlat spirit of Hon. Mr. BOWELL- have no objection
liberality, equality and fair-play which to the adjournment of the debate until to-
tirougout the whole British empire is the morrow, but I should like to have it termi-
fundamental principle of our libertv. I say nated soon. I would ot suggest anything
without iesitation that in the North-west whici would look like an attempt to curtail
Territories this will be acceded to the Roman the debate, especially as it has been carried
Catholic minority in no less degree than in on in such a calm, liberal and dispassionate
the very heart of the Empire itself. I should spirit. The wole question of separate
regret it personally if there should e any schools,-the advisaenlity of their establish
violation of the rightsm of the minority. The ment, the relative liberality of each province
majority by se doing would perpetrate upon iHas been largely deat with, and we have ha
therselves a greater wrong than they would a history of the w ole question. It lias
upon the minority iy thus violating the struck me tlat the debate hab o been as wide
principle upon whic our constitution rests, as it could possibly be under the circui-
namely, the securing of civil and religious stances, without adliering to, the qulestioi1
rigts to ler Majesty's subjets tiroughout that was really brougLIt before the iousn
the Dominion. Now, in conclusion, let me by the lion. member f rom Provencher. 1
say that I hope this explanation which r wir say this before I sit down, that I per-
have given of this Ordinance may in some sonally, on ehaîf of tot Government, coin
degree contribute to an assurance in the pliment hu, not only upon the courteouS
mtd of this onourable guse that the l'but on the scolarly, cool, calm, and dignt
rights of the minority have been respected, fied manner in which lie presented tlie sub
and that the people f the North-west Ter- ject to the house. I arn sure it must have
ritories will ever consider it not only a met uith tle approval of every one W
statutory duty but a pleasurable one to heard it no matter wleter he agreed di
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Vidually with the hon. gentleman's views or that appeared in this morning's Citizen,
nlot, I thought he had set an example to the anent the Behring Sea Bill that is now be-
wvhole of us in dealing with a question which fore the Imperial House of Commons. I find
1s intricate, but is one of great delicacy. He
discussed the question in a spirit that all of
i1s Wight profitably follow in the future.

The motion was agreed to.

PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.

it Hlon. Mr. BOWELL-If the House thinks
twould be well to extend the time for re-

ceiving petitions for private bills, the Gov-
ernment bas no objection of doing so.

'ion. Mr. POWER-The time under
nlew rule is imuch longer than under the
r'le, and the very object of lengthening
time vas to prevent these extensions.

the
old
the

lon. Mr. VIDAL-The House of Com-
'nOns positively refused to extend the time
and our committee thought it was not ad-
Visable to grant an extension in this House,
When it was refused in the other.

1on. Mr. BOWELL-Under the circum-
Stances it is not advisable to do so. More
than that, I know that trouble has arisen
Very often in the lower House over the ex-
tension of the time. People who want pri-
vate bills have a whole year to make up their
illinds about it, and they know our rules and

should comiply with them and not postpone
Presenting their petitions and delay the

s'iness of parliament.

The Senate adjourned at 5.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottau-a, Friday, 6fth April, 189.1.

TnE SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine rrceepd ings

that, during the discussion, the following
question was asked by one of the members
of the House, Mr. Gibson Bowles, Tory mem-
bers for Lynn, " was the agreement of Can-
ada unconditional, or the same as that of
1891, when a modus vivendi was agreed to,
on condition that Canadian sealers should
receive compensation?" The reply made on
behalf of the Government, by Mr. Buxton,
Parliamentary Secretary of the Colonial
Office, was the "hon. member must wait for
a decided answer until the Government re-
ceives the papers," and then he adds, " The
Government understands that Canada has
not attached any condition and that compen-
sation has not been asked for." I may say,
hon. gentlemen, that I refuse to believe that
the Government would so far neglect their
duty and the interests of Canada as not to
ask for compensation. If the hon. leader
is not in a position to answer the question
to-day, I hope that he will do so at the next
sitting of the House, without any formal
notice.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL- I am afraid that I
shall have to give the hon. gentleman an
answer similar in character to that received
by a gentleman holding a name very much
like mine; that is, he will have to wait until
I obtain the particulars with reference to
the question which he has asked. If the
hon. gentleman had given me notice that he
intended to ask that question, I would have
made myself acquainted with all the facts.
I am quite safe in saying, however, that a
large portion of that answer is not strictly
correct, as I understand it.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-That is the
last portion 1

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-As the hon. gen-
tleman has called my attention to it, I shall
look into the matter and hope to be able to
give him a definite answer on Monday.

-r THE WESTERN CANADA TRUST

E BEHRING SEA ARBITRATION. AND GUARANTEE CORPORA-
TION BILL.

lion. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Before the
rders of the Day are called, I should like to

ask and get a reply from the hon. the leader
Of the ilouse with respect to a cablegram

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the second
reading of Bill (D), An Act to incorporate
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the Western Canada Trust and Guarantee that class of Her Majesty's subjects who suffer froum

Company. these violations of promises.

I have my views as to the course which
Hon. Mr. ALLAN--I hope that when should be pursued under existing circum-

that bill goes to committee, if it does go I stances. My friends have other views. In
there, my hon. f riend will not object to an a case of such great importance, 1 thought I
alteration in the name. There is an old should subordinate my opinions to those of
established company which bears the name the majority, especially when 1 consider that
of the Western Canada Loan and Savings my province is not interested in either of the
Company, and I think very great confusion two cases with which the buse has to deal
would likely arise in consequence of that. at the present ture, so 1 asked to have that

notice dropped. Should my hon. friend in
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I have so ex- due course adopt my views, then I shaH be

plained to the mover of the bill, and lie is ready to give expression to the opinions that
quite willing that the naine should be chang- I hold as I have prepared them. Referring
ed to meet the views of -my hon. friend. to the question as it is now before the

The motion was agreed to. House, it is niy intention to answer as well
as I can the statements that have been made

THE MANITOBA AND NORTH-WEST W the hon. member fron Calgary. t at

SCHOOL ACTS. not a awyer, as noe is, and it is difficuit for
m to meet his statements; neverthaless I

DEBATE CONTINUED. have a dut imposed on me, and that duty

The Order of the Day beini called, J mnust fulfil to the best of ny ability. The
hon. gentleman took exception to some state-

Resuming the further Debate on the motion of ments of the hon. aember fromn Ottawa and
the Hononrable Mr. lrnier: the member froin tt. Boniface, and insisted

That an humle Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General; praying thatt ata n e
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this 1 North-west ordinance are not alike. J arn
House, copies of aIl -chool ordiniances, school regu- readv to admit that there is a good deal of
lations and amendments; thereto, adopted by the difference between the two, but I regret to
Legialative Asseinbly, the Executive, and any Board syta ete fte a etorcn
or Council of Education, i reference to the
establishnent, maintenance and administration of scientious vews, so these gentlemen were
schools in the North-west Territories since 88; justified in expressing their objection to

Also, for copies of ail petitions, inenorials and both. In principle the two Acts are alike
corresponence i reference thereto; be uai befe t

Also, for copies of ail Orders in Counceil, reports
to the amovernor (4eueral ih Council, and aib co - hon. Senator froin Calgary told us that the
onunications and representations to the authorities would take up the Manitoba school question
il the North-west Territories. first, and then deal with the North-west

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE said: It is not school question. I will follow the sae
mv intention to make the speech on this o course. The hon. gentleman says that sepa-
sion that I intended to deliver when gave rate schools in Manitoba by the Provincial
notice that I intended to cal the atthntion Act are altogether aboished, and we ought
of the Government to this subject. That to ear no more of thei since they have no
notice was follows: longer any existence. That is trueIithe

Judgment of the Privy Coucil is final and
That lie will call the attention of the Senate to we must submit to it, as we always have

certain promises made and certain engagements becn ready to submit to authority. Catholics
solemnly undertaken, at and in respect of the con.
federation, but before its adoption, upon various obli ed to do so, and they vould not be
subjects and particularly upon the question of doing their duty if they did otherwise. The
education ; also to the non-performance of these hon. gentleman said that only the constitu-
engagements; and to the difficulties which exist at tional question cou]d be dealt with. Very
the present ti me and those which have existed at
various times since the confederation became an 1, I ar ready to deal with that, and it
accomplished fact, difficulties which are the con- will hein this way-I shah have to take the
sequence of these violations of promises and engage- judgment of the Privv Council and examine
ments.

And that. he will inquire of the Governinent
whether it proposes to take the necessary steps t the minority i Manitoba. The judgment
renedy these difficult ies hnd to render justice to surprised m. I have long been accustorned
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to vindicate the character of the Privy
0 ouncil in England. That body, in all mat-
ters in which our church appealed to them,
generally rendered good judgments andgave
Satisfaction, but in this instance I regret to
saY that the judgment cannot satisfy any
ruan who understands what he reads. I will
give somYe evidence of that. You find in the
res 0n given by their lordships this :

NOtwithstanding the Public Schools Act, 1890,
n»an Catholics and members of every other religi.

0sboy in Manitoba are free to establish schools
throughout the province ; they are free to maintain.
tischools by school fees or voluntary subscrip
tiOfis; they are f ree to conduct their schools accord-
lng their own religions tenets without molestation
or, interference.
X No child is compelled to attend a public school.

OD sp-ecial advantage other than the advantage of
a free education in schools conucte under publicflianagement is held out to those who do attend.

rBut then it is impossible for Roman Catholics, or
er memibers of the Church of England (if theirews are correctly represented by the bishop ofR'ert"3 Land, who has given evidence in Logan's

the ae to send their children to public schools where
the ucation is not superintended and directed byor mthorities of their church. Roman Catholics

edlernbers of the Church of England who are
tae o ule colada the saine time feel
aem$elves, compelled to support their own schools,
ca n a less favourable position than those who
byu tke advantage of the free education providedbY the Act of 1890.
.That Iay be so. But what right or privilege is

ated or prejudicially affected by the law?
rel 18 lot the law that is in fault. It is owing to

agods Convictions which everybody must respect,
athoe the teaching of their church, that Roman

fid and members of the Church of England
6hicthemselves unable to partake of advantages
"hich the law offers to all alike.

bhat was not the question which was
weore their honours ; the question was
t elher the rights of the Catholics at the
tfifle Of the rgtûne of the funion were violated by the Act

1o the Legislature of Manitoba. Though the

theority have a right to establish schools of
lr Own, they still have to pay taxes in

SPport Of the public schools. In judging as
thei id, their lordships either did not pay
iercOient attention to the facts, or the factsOere not properly submitted to them.

rwise they would not have given such
se thns for their judgment. Their duty was to
the Pether the local authorities had exceeded
Mapors given by the constitutional Act offatoba to the Provincial Legislature. I

h.i i what they did not do. Their
ela lsbe further on state that the educational
drw as not clear, and that the parties who
that'P that clause should have taken care

was properly worded. That is no reason

for their decision. If the clause was not clear,
was it not the duty of the judges to ascertain
what it really meant? Is there not a rule
in common law that when a clause in an Act
is not clear you have to look at the intention
of the parties when they contracted I If this
had been done, theirlordships would haveseen
that the reasons u hich they then gave could
not be received with satisfaction by those
who were interested in that case. No
doubt the School Act of 1890 does not
directly forbid separate schools, but it evi-
dently does so indirectly, when it forces
people to pay taxes for the support of the
public schools it creates. It is evident that
the promoters of this law expected that such
would be the consequence. They evidently
thought that this new system would prevent
the continuation of separate schools, the
expenses of maintaining them falling only on
dissentient minorities who would have only
to pay taxes for public schools. This view
of the case was so evident that the presiding
judge of the Privy Council, in giving judg-
ment, could not help admitting the fact,
when after referring to the different com-
plaints made by both minorities, Catholics
and Protestants belonging to the Church of
England, he adds: " It may be so." Conti-.
nuing, his Lordship states: " But what
right or privilege is violated or prejudicially
affected " ? Is it not a privilege to be ex-
empted from paying taxes, whether munici-
pal, scholastic or political ? Wha t is a privi-
lege, if not an exceptional law i The word
" privilege " is derived from the Latin word :
privilegium (privata-lex)-exceptional law
-whether written or unwritten, matters
not, since at common law, an old custom is
law in absence of written law. If so, the
privilege which the minorities had of paying
only for their own schools, schools of their
creed, is then altogether violated and most
prejudicially affected, when they have now,
under the law of 1890, to pay taxes for
public schools. His Lordship then goes on :
" It is not the law that is in fault. It is
owing to religious convictions, &c., &c., &c."
Iwonder by what forced constructionhis Lord-
ship brought the Churches of Rome and of
England, as well as their teachings, into the
question which he had to decide! What
was the question? Simply whether the miDor-
ities had, before the union of this province
with the Dominion, any privileges which
might have been prejudicially affected by the
new law. Whether those minorities look to
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Holy Scriptures for th( ir rule of faith, or
whether they look to their church for such
rule, has evidently nothing to do with the
question submitted to their Lordships. His
Lordship was then altogether wrong in this
instance, as he was when he said : " It is not!
the law that is in fault." It was the law
that was in fault, since it could not destroy
the privileges which the minorities enjoyed
at the time of the union. Even if the law
was right, as the Privy Council has decided
it was, and the minorities had no right to
complain, it would be the law which would
be the cause of the disadvantage which the
minorities would be laboring under. You
could not say that it was due to the convic-
tions of the people in a country where reli-
gious liberty exists. Then another motive
is given in the judgment in the following
words:

It can hardly be contended that, in order to give
a substantial operation and effect to a saving clause
expressed in general terns, it is incumbent upon
the court to discover privileges which are not
apparent of theiselves, or to ascribe distinctive
and peculiar features to rights which seem to be of
such a coîmnon type as not to deserve special notice
or require special protection.

Now, I must say I was greatly surprised to
.learn that the Privy Council had dealt with
such an important case in that way. They
treated those rights as though they were
rights of a very comnmon type and not deserv-
ing of notice, and if that is the way they
treat religious liberty I pity their lordships.
It does not confirm the idea which I had of
the Privy Council in England. On the con-
trary, I contend it was their strict duty to
inquire and see what those general terms
meant. That could have been easily done.
I suppose the Governpient having had the
case under consideration, had possession of
the documents and had forwarded them to
the Privy Council. Their lordships should
have looked into the Bill of Rights which
was accepted by the federal authorities in
1870, when the delegates came to Ottawa to
negotiate for the admission of the North-west
into the confederation. They presented a Bill
of Rights which had been accepted by the
people at a general meeting held in Winni-
peg, and in that Bill of Rights I find No. 7
positively stating that they reserved their
separate schools, and that the taxes for pub-
lic schools should be returned to them in
proportion to their number in the popula-
tion. But the Privy Council did another
injustice. Tliere is a rule of common law

that if a party puts a clause in an Act
which is favourable to him, but which is
obscure, it must be construed against him and
not against the party who is innocent. In
this case the population of Manitoba have
to pay the penalty of the fraud that was
perpetrated, though the Governmnent were
the sole agents at the tine. They alone,
were capable of passing the Act-the peo-
ple of the west could not come into this
House or the other House to investigate the
details of it. So that if, as the Privy
Council says, it is in such "general
terms," the fault is ours, it is the fault
of the Executive, but according to the judg-
ment we have nothing to pay for that.
Those people vill have to bear the burden,
because they will have to pay taxes for
schools which they had been promised they
would never have to assist in maintaining.
It must be recollected that this is only a
beginning. Even since this judgement has
been published in Canada, endeavours have
been made in Ontario to belittle the impor-
tance of the separate school law, and I have
no doubt there will be many more such at-
tempts since they have succeeded so well in
Manitoba in deceiving the people and forcing
them to pay for the support of public schools.
The whole Catholic population of the Domi-
nion is interested in this question. It is a
matter of great importance to about two
millions of our population, over two-fifths,
and it deserves the consideration of every
man who wishes to be honest and deal well
with his neighbour. Then their lordships go
on to say:

In their lordship's opinion, it would be going
niuch too far to hold that the establishment of a
national systei of education upon an unsectarian
basis is so inconsistent with the right to set up
and inaintain denoninational schools that the two
things cannot exist together, or that the existence
of the one necessarily iniplies or involves im-
munity fron taxation for the purpose of the other.

Well, hon. gentlemen, I an sure that their
lordships never heard that objection. I
defy any man to prove that that objection
was taken. Our objection is that we have
to contribute to the support of public
schools which our children cannot attend,
and then if we want to have private schools
we must maintain them at our own expense.
Had the law been passed in such a shape
that the whole population would have to pay
for the public schools, but that the separate
schools would receive their fair share of the
public money, there would be no objection.
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80 that this remark of their lordships which
I have just quoted, is nonsense: it is simply'
giving reasons aoainst an objection which
Was never raised. I went over that judg-
]flent, and I may say the saie thing of
every part of it. What I have already
quoted is quite enough to show that the
Judgment did not receive that consideration
whieh they generally give in England to
Matters of importance ; and this is one of
Very great importance. I believe the hon.
I»ember f rom Calgary added that it is now
Olly a constitutional question. Well, I am
ready to meet him on that point, and I
would tell him this : Among the numerous
documents which have been put before Par-
liament, is one from Sir John Thompson. I
thought I might find in it some good argu-
'et in favour of the course followed by the
iExecutive and himself and his collegues, in
dealing with this question, but sad to say,
such is not the case. On the contrary, the
eading of these papers convinces me that
the Thompson Government, as well as the
Preceding administration under Sir John A.
Macdonald, determined to shirk the respon-

iad full dealing with those cases. They,
ado fulpower to act and they decided not

to do so, and relieved themselves by leaving
the whole question to be dealt with by the

flvy Council. As a consequence of this de-
termination the case of Manitoba hasbeenbe-
fore the courts for three years, and God knows
how rnany years more the question will be
discussed. Was this right? No, far from
it. The hon. gentleman knew better than
aly one else the difference which exists be-
tween his tribunal, the Executive, and the
Judicial tribunal. The judicial tribunal would

'cide those questions strictly in point of
aw. The Executive themselves had been a

Party to the negotiations which preceded the
enftrY of Manitoba and the Territories into
confederation. The Executive would there-
fore have to consider all the circumstances
Of the case, and the intentions of both the

ntracting parties at the time of the union.
TeExecutive would have considered thatat the tirne of the negotiations the delegates

froin the west had made the school question
a 'e qua non one, as is shown by the Bill
Of Rights, which was the basis of the nego-
tiatiOln The seventh article is in the follow-
iflg words:

That the schools shall be separate and that the
'Oneys for schools shall be divided between thePeverai denominations pro rata of their respectivePOPulations.

As a consequence, as I said before, an
injustice has been done to the people of
Manitoba. It seems not only in the House,
but outside that the great point is overlooked,
and minor points, which have nothing to do
with the question, are insisted upon. The
only question which we have to deal with
when speaking of that educational clause is
this-whether at the time of Confederation
it was understood that separate schools
should exist in Canada. In 1864, the dele-
gates from the different provinces decided
that they would meet together in Quebec,
in October, 1865. They met and adopted a
series of resolutions, one of which dealt with
that very question. Those resolutions had
to be submitted to the different legislatures
in the several provinces. It has often been
said that the Confederation Act was a con-
p:'omise. I wish to quote words that were
uttered at the time, in the Parliament of old
Canada, to show that it was so understood
by all parties. Sir John Macdonald said in
his speech reported in the Confederation
Debates :

The resolutions on their face bore evidence of
compromise ; perhaps not one of the delegates from
any of the provinces would have propounded this
scheme as a whole, but being impressed with the
conviction that it was highly desirable with a view
to the maintenance of British power on this conti-
nent that there should be confederation and a
junction of all the provinces, the consideration of
the details was entered upon in a spirit of com-
promise.

At that time a coalition Government was
in office. The leader of the other party, the
Hon. George Brown, said in the sarne
debate:

To assert, then, that oui scheme is without fault,
would be folly. It was necessarily the work of
concession; not one of the thirty-three franiers but
had, on sone points, to yield his opinions ; and,
for myself, I freely admit that I struggled earnestly,
for days together, to have portions of the scheme
amended. But Mr. Speaker, admitting all this-
admitting all the difficulties that beset us-admit-
ting frankly that defects in the measure exist-I
say that, taking the scheme as a whole, it has my
cordial, enthusiastic support without hesitation or
reservation.

Now what is a compromise? Is it not an
agreement in which both parties give up
some of their views ? If so let us see which
of the Protestant views were given up at
that time. I quote again from the speeches
of those two gentlemen to whom I have
already referred. Here is what the Hon.
George Brown said as to giving up some of
their views on the subject of education:
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Now, I need hardly remind the House that I
have always opposed and continued to oppose the
system of sectarian education so far as the public
chest is concerned. I have never had any hesitation
on that point. I have never been able to see why
all the people of the province, to whatever sect they
may belong, should Îlot send their children to the
saie common schools to receive the ordinary
branches of instruction. I regard the parent and
the pastor as the best religious iistructors-and so
long as the religions faith of the children is.unin-
terfered with, and ample opportunity afforded to
the clergy to give religious insuruction to the chil-
dren of their fiocks, I cannot conceive any sound
objection to mixed schools. But while in the Con-
ference and elsewhere I have always maintained
this view, and always given my vote against sec-
tarian public schools, I am bound to admit, as I
have always admitted, that the sectarian systein,
carried to the limited extent it has yet been in
Upper Canada, and confined as it chiefly is to cities
and towns, bas not been a very great practical
injury. The real cause of alarm was that the
admission of the sectarian principle was there, and
that any moment it might be extended to such a
degree as to split up our school systein altogether.
There are but a hundred separate schools in Upper
Canada, out of sone four thousand, and all Roman
Catholic. But if the Roman Catholics are entitled
to Separate schools and to go on extending their
operations, so are the members of the Church of
England, the Presbyterians, tha Methodists, and
all other sects. No candid Roman Catholie will
deny this for a moment ; and there lay the great
danger to our educational fabric, that the separate
system might gradually extend itself until the
whole country was studded with nurseries of sec-
tarianism, most hurtful to the best interests of the
province, and entailing an enormous expense to
sustain the hosts of teachers that. se prodigal a
system of public instruction must inevitably entail.
Now it is known to every hon. member of this
House that an Act was passed in 1863, as a final
settlement of this sectarian controversy. I was
not in Quebec at the time, but if I had been here I
would have voted against that bill, because it
extended the facilities for establishing separate
schools. It had, however, this good feature, that
it was accepted by the Roman Catholic authorities,
and carried through Parliament as a final compro-
mise of the question in Upper Canada. When,
therefore, it was pro sed that a provision should
be inserted in the Çonfederation scheme to bind
that compact of 1863 and dieclare it a final settle-
ment, so that we should not be compelled as we
have been since 1849, to stand constantly to our
arms, awaiting ·fresh attacks upon our common
school systei, the proposition seemed to me one
that was not rashly to be rejected. (Hear, hear.)
I admit, from my point of view, that is a blot
on the scheme before the House, it is, confessedly,
one of the concessions from our side that had to be
made to secure this great measure of reform. But
assuredly, 1, for one, have not the slightest hesita-
tion, in accepting it as a necessary condition of the
scheme of union, and doubly acceptable must it be
in the eyes of hon. gentlemen opposite, who were
the authors of the bill of 1863.

In view of these statements we Roman
Catholics may fairly ask how is it that after

such a compromise, and after the Protestant
population had accepted the situation-how
is it that these questions arise? How is it
that people who are educated, who can read
and write, who understand the law, raise this
question from time to time until it has be-
come one of those subjects on which, as the
hon. member from Calgary has said, one can
hardly speak without becoming excited 1 I
wish now to read what Sir John Macdonald
said on the question of separate schools at
the time that the Confederation was formed :

As to the school question, it has been announced
by Hon. Mr. Galt, at Sherbrooke, that before con-
federation took place, this Parliaient would be
asked to consider a measure which he hoped would
be satisfactory to all classes of the community,
There was a good deal of apprehension in Lower
Canada on the part of the minority there, as to the
possible effect of confederation on their rights on
the subject of education, and it was the intention
of the Government, if Parliament approved the
scheme of confederation, to lay before the House
this session, certain amendmnents to the school law,
to operate as a sort of guarantee against any in-
fringement by the majority of the rights of the
minority in this matter.

Hon. gentlemen will see that the Catholic
majority in the province of Quebec were
more liberal than the Protestant majority
in Ontario have been. We accepted the
union without any special guarantee, but in
Quebec the Protestant minority required a
guarantee. An Act was to have been
passed, but it was too late in the session and
the time was too short. When Sir George
Cartier was asked how the matter was to be
dealt with, he told them that they had his
word of honour that the moment confedera-
tion was carried a law would be passed on
the subject of separate schools that would
satisfy the minority. Sir John Rose said,

we are satisfied, we rely on your word."
And the province of Quebec did their duty:

the majority passed that Act and redeem-
ed Cartier's pledge. At the present moment
the educational authorities in Lower Canada
are willing to appoint two superintendents
of education, but we have never had but
one, and why ? Because the Protestants say
" We won't have one; it would be spending
money for nothing. Your Catholie superin-
tendent has always rendered justice to Pro-
testants, and we won't have another sup-
erintendent." That is the way the Protestants
were treated in Quebec, and if there is any
trouble and if those questions are now being
discussed, it is because the Protestants of
Manitoba and the North-west raised the cry
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first. In 1870 delegates came from the North-
west to Ottawa to negotiate with the
Government. Arriving amongst us here,
and finding the representatives of the
three parts of the Dominion all contented
with their lot and satisfied with confede-
ration, they thought that the Act gave
sufficient protection to the minority, so
they accepted the Manitoba Act, which
had the same clause as to education which
is in the British North America Act.
That explains how it was that they so
graciously accepted the Act that was
Offered to them to assure them that their
rights on the question of education would
O protected. The hon. member from
Ottawa reproached the Government for not
having disallowed the Manitoba Act. The
bol. member from Calgary took exception
tO that, and he even added that it was
better that they had not done so. I cannot
concur in that view. I believe the Govern-
lnent were wrong in not vetoing the Act. It
Would have been a good deal better had
they taken prompt action. It was their
duty to veto the legislation and I will tell
YOu why. A good many members of this
Uouse perhaps are not aware that in 1872,When Sir John Macdonald was Premier of
Canada, we had to deal with the questions
of the schools in New Brunswick. Sir

John announced then the policy of the
Government, that the right of vetoing
would only be exercised in two cases, first,
if the Act was unconstitutional ; second,
if eonstitutional, the Act was injurious to,
the whole Dominion. These were the twocaes. Now, I say that either the School Act

Manitoba is ultra v&es, or, if intra vires,
Was injurious to the Dominion, and in

eith er case they were wrong in not decidingthe Inatter by a veto. These questions of
ligion have, before now in other parts ofthe world, caused great difliculty and trouble.if O, was it right for the Government to

allow that Act to become law ? Was it
because the Catholic minority of the Domi-
thon ha% always submitted to anything whe-ther reasonable or not? If it was on account
Of that, they were wrong. Although there
are lany things we can accept for the good of
the country, there are other things which we

rnot give Up because they are more of a
rigious character, and conscience cannot

giVe way and we have to agitate and try to
elve every one his own rights. In this

nel5tance, at all events, whatever has been
il

done, is done, but surely there is something
more to do. The Government having failed
in their duty in not disallowing the Act,
under the two rules laid down at the time
of confederation by the Government them-
selves, then, I say that to-day, when they
have sent these cases before the courts, they
should try to have a final decision of
the Privy Council in England as to the
opinion given by the Supreme Court at
Ottawa where the court was divided,
three judges against two, but there may
be an appeal f rom that, and if that appeal
was placed in a proper light before the
Privy Council, then we might have a
chance of saying, " Well after all the judg-
ment in this instance is good, and we
have to submit cheerfully," but as I said
before, we cannot submit cheerfully, because
we say it is not as equitable a judgment
as the Privy Council generally gives.
Now, i come to the North-west Territories
School Act. On this question the hon.
gentleman from Calgary made a speech which
i admired very much. He was eloquent,
but so far as the force of his argument is
concerned I must say it suprised me how lit-
tle there was in it. His speech, if hon.
gentlemen will remember it, can be reduced
to a few words-I cannot approve of the
Act, but it is a good one. The hon. gentle-
man explained that the Catholics were as
well situated in the North-west as the
Protestant minority is in the province of
Quebec. He proceeded to show that one
thing after another had been accepted by
the Catholics in the past, and that there-
fore everything was all right now, but he
terminated his speech by saying that the
House must not understand that he in any
way wished to express approval of the law.
After all the good things he said of the law,
why could 'le not approve of it ? That is
the most curious thing to me. And that is
why I said that the hon. gentleman from
Calgary while asserting that the North-
west Territories Act was just as good as the
Quebec Act, admitted that he would neither
reject nor approve of it. I am very glad
that he does not approve of it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-What I said
was this-that I did not feel called upon to
express myself in regard to the nature of the
bill, except as to the fact that it was within
the province of the Legislature of the North-
west Territories to pass the bill.
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Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE- knew very 7. Appoint ilispectors.
well the hon. gentleman would find some 8. Select, adopt an(
way out of it. He knows very well that his 'c a books
speech did not catch anyone nor will his 9. Annul the certifi-
explanation to-day. I will answer the hon. cates of ail teachers, for
gentleman as to the character of the North- ail schools which are not
west ordinance by showing him that it denies eStestant or Catholic.
the Catholics of that country very many 11. 'le Council of
rights which they possessed under the old Public Instruction shah
ordinance of 1888. I have here before me a o i e two d
summary of the Ordinance of 1888, and of si(fs, one to

summry o theof Protestant nieinbers,
the Ordinance of 1892, which I will read to the other of Catholic
the House, and I will ask hon. gentlemen to members (il).
say whether, in their judgment, justice has 1 To have under itscontrol and direction the
been done to the Catholics of the North-west sehools of its section.
Territories 12. To make the ne-

The Ordinauce of 1888 The Ordinance of 1892
accorded to Catholics, accords the foliowing to administration and gene.
as such, the folloingdiscipline.
rights 13. To select, adopt

rightsani prescribe a iîniforin
J. The Lt.-(Governor i. The meiners of tue series of class books.

inCouncil may naine and executive councîl ani 14. To appoint inspec-
constitute a Council of two Roman Catholies tors who shah reniain in
Public Instruction, con- shah form the Council office luring the pleasure
posed of eight mnenbers, of Public Instruction. of the section ly whiclî
of whoi three shallh1 The noiuinated menibers they nay be amed.
Catholics. shah not have the right 15. To cancel the ce-

The three Catholic to vote (5). tificates of ail teachers
ineuibers have a right to 16. There shah be a
vote. general bureau of exam-

2. And ail questions 2. No vote to negative mers for teachers' certii-
on which there nay be hostile regîîlations. cates one haif of the ex-
an equal division shall ainers to be nanied by
be decided in the nega- oîe section of the bu-
tive (9). So that the reau, ami the other haif
three Catholics, with the to be nanied by the other
aid of a single Protes- section of the bureau
tant may negative ail -12.
hostile regulation. 17. Eachsectionofthe

It shall be the duty of bureau shah have the
the board (3 Catholics in choice of text books foi
8). Sec. 10. the exaujination of tea-

3. l'o ju(ge allappeails . Notiug. chers ii bistory ani
fron the decisions of science (13).
school inspectors and to 18. Eacîî shah have
pass sich regulations the power to prescribe
concerning theni as they ail other additional sub-
nay deem requisite. jects for the examination

4. To provide a uni- 4. No power. of school teachers in its
forni systein for the in- section (religions instruc-
spection of schools and tion), for exanîpie).
pass such regulations as 19. And in ail examin-
they judge necessary, ations in these sibjects,
relative to the duties of the exaininers of eacl
inspectors. section shah have res-

5. To provide for the 5. Neitier vote nor pectiveiy absolute juris-
exaninatiou, classifica- action. diction.
tion and licensing and '0. There shah lie
issuing of certificates to taught ii al the schools
teachers. the following branches,

'lie 3 Catholics have nauîely Reading, etc.,
a right to vote too. (82). In the French lis-

6. Make the necessary 6. Nothîng. tricts ail branches may
regulations for adminis- le taught in French.
tration and general dis-
ciponae.

7. No power.
8. No power.

9. No power.

10. No section.

11. Neither
nor direction.

12. No
kind.

control

power of this

13. No action on this
subject.

14. No power.

15. No power.

16. No right of non-
ination.

17. No pover
choose the books.

18. No power.

19. No
even jointly.

jurisdiction

20. There shall be
taught in ail the schools
in the English language
the following branches,
viz., reading, etc.

162



[APRIL 6, 1894]

l21. It shall be incum-
>nhtiuponI the trustees ofahi schools to cause a pri-Mary course of English

be tauight.

2- ny sclools con-

dethl in violation of
thr .provisions of this

(11.1ance or of the réyu-
o of the Board of

f uhati orec4.tion there-
t0 sall forfeit all right
to Participate in any ofte grants. (8,3).

23. Religious instruc-tI, 1'Vas permîtted in
teParate schools at any
t me during school hours,
1ioh forbidden in pub-
lie schools before 3

l'ciock. (84).
24. Schools may be

>Pehîed each morning
Srayer. (85).

th2 At the desire ofthe trustees of school
( strict the inspector
(Catholc) may examine
certifi er pos3sessingL no
or ificate and employ'ed,0 "proposed to be em-)8 ed by such trustees.

ha To he inspectors
bto observe that no

school are used in any
fr but those selecteilro1 the list of booksuthorized by the Board
theueation, or section

27. The Catholic L-
siolal cay grant provi-

tentertificates to com-eteneapplicants recoin-
of schooîl Y the trustees

a1 . Under clauses 177
could 18 Union schools

athobe established in
h institutions and

bhetheir high school
nehas Catholies.

. The board of edu-
'i 1 1 ay authorize the
FtrIigslisent of a Nor-rls »epartment and thesrhstees of any su chbchool shah thereupon

beI such Normal
we tment, Catholic as

as Protestant.

21. It shall be permis-
sible for the trustees of
any school, to cause a
primary course to be
taught in the French
language.

22. Any school con-
ducted in violation of
the provisions of the
Ordinance or of the re-
gulations or of the Coun-
cil of Public instruction
or of the Superintendent
shall be liable to forfeit
all rights to participate
in any of the grants (84).

23. No religious in-
struction shall be per-
mitted in any schools
until one-half hour pre-
vious to the closing of
such schools. (85).

24. Noopeningprayer.

25. No snch privilege.

26. No more rights to
Catholics as to selection
of books.

27. Upon the recoin-
mendation of an inspec-
tor, the Superintendent
may grant provisional
certificates of qualifica-
tion.

28. Where union
schools are established,
the high school depart-
ment of such schools
shall be non-sectarian
(184), that is to say non-
catholic.

29. High school de-
partments of union
schools being non-sec-
tarian the Normal De-
partment nust be such
and the Catholics, as
such, have no right
therein.

th'ler the old law, Catholies could select
eIr on text books: under the new ordin-

ce the Protestants select the books for the
1i

Catholics. Under the old law, Catholics
had their own board: to-day there is only a
Protestant board. Under the old law, the
schools could not be opened without prayers
-that was when they believed in God in
that part of the country. Now they do not
believe in God and their schools are opened
without prayer. Although this Senate is
never opened without prayers every day, the
schools of the North-west Territories must
be opened without prayers. You prevent
the children in the North-west from being
taught to offer prayer to the Almighty. Is
not that very curious ? Yet such is the
lengtli to which-fanaticism will carry men.
Now, hon. gentlemen, I leave it to you to
decide as to the correctness of the argument
of the hon. gentleman from Calgary on this
point, but I would ask the hon. member for
Calgary and other hon. gentlemen of this
House to tell me, if you were in Quebec and
the Catholic majority were to enact such a
law, would you submit cheerfully and say
that it was right? You would not, not one
of you. If you have a conscience, how is it
that you force others to do what you would
not like to be forced yourselves to do, you
readers of the Bible especially? I was happy
to hear the hon. gentleman, at the close of
his speech, use these words, or something
like them--I quote from a report in a news-
paper that is friendly to the Government
and consequently friendly to himself-

The tone and substance of Senator Lougheed's
address seesr to indicate he did not consider it his
duty either to vindicate or condemn the Act, holding
rather that the question resolved itself into whether
or not the Ordinance was within the rights of the
legislature.

Very well, but it was not optional with
the hon. gentleman to say so. He had done
his best to prove that the present law was
very good, and if it was he was bound to
accept it. It simply means that he is ashanmed
of the law as it stands, and I amn not sur-
prised at that. I have always believed that
the hon. gentleman from Calgary holds sound
views, but thinking that lie was in duty
bound to defend the Government of the Ter-
ritories, he hurried over that part. I sup-
pose that he thought he could not help it
and had to make the best of it. I cannot do
less than congratulate him on the way he
did it, but I cannot congratulate him on
putting the matter in a proper light, because
he put it in such a way that a good many
could be deceived by what he said. But he
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is not the only Protestant who holds the
belief that this law is not acceptable.
Only a few days ago a gentleman from
Montreal, who, I always thought, was
opposed to our views on educational matters,-
wrote a letter to the Montreal Gazette on
the 2nd April on this very question. J
refer to Mr. William Clendinning. He
says:

MANITOBA SCHOOL LAW.

A PROTESTANT SYMPATHIZER WITH THE MANITOBA
MINORITY.

To the Editor of the GAZETTE:

SIR,-Unider constitutional government parlia-
mentary acts and judgments of courts are a power,
and have an authority which individuals and coin-
munities are bound to respect. Yet both together
cannot void a natural law, cancel a divine injunc-
tion, or relieve anybody from the penalty of trans-
gressing against either. Now, God and Nature
have nale the parents the guardian of the child.
Under the law of G4od the parent is connanded to
train up the child in the right way. The conscien-
tious Catholic believes that he can only discharge
that solemn duty by instructing his child in the
doctrines and teachings of his church and, there-
fore, dreads allowing his child to be brought under
any influence that might lead him away from that
faith.

A vital point in the Protestant belief is the right
of private judgment, and yet in Manitoba you see
a Protestant majority actually taxing a portion of
their fellow countrymen for exercising that right in
a matter which to them is as dear as life. If I
believe that my child's eternal welfare is endan-
gered by going to a certain school, and yet am
willing and anxious to educate him so that lie may be
qualified to discharge the duties of a good citizen,
is it fair- is it just for the State to step in and
say : Yes, you may educate your child as you like
at your own cost, but you must support the other
school, even though you do believe that the course
of instruction given there is such that you would
not let your child receive it?

It is to be regretted, as you said in your article
of a few days ago, that there seems to be no con-
stitutional remedy in view for such a state of things
as exists now in Manitoba. I freely admit the
importance of provincial autonomy, but a united
and contented Dominion bas mucli greater import.
But so long as a certain portion of our population
are treated so unfairly and so unjustly as the
Catholics of that western province are in a matter
of such moment as the education of their children,
it seems to me that we cannot have that united
Canada which is needed to make the foundation
stone of our grand Dominion sure.

W. CLENDINNING.
Montreal, March 30.

Now I know no better Protestant that Mr.
Clendinning, and I must say I was surprised
to read that letter in the Gazette; yet it is
there, and it seems that even he is ashamed

to see his co-religionists act as they have
done, and he says it openly so that the world
may know. I have a great many of those
letters, but so much has been quoted that I
think it unnecessary to read them, but I will
take a letter f rom the other side of the line
-in the United States. Here is a letter
from Mr. Glen who lives in that country
but who, J believe, was at one time t
inember of our House of Commons :

DEFENCE OF THE CATHOLICS.

A PROTESTANT THINKS THAT THEY MAKE Go0D
CITIZENS.

To the Editor of the Brooklyn Eagle:

It was with very great pleasure that I read your
editorial in Saturday's issue entitled " The Great
Flag Question." Every line of it was right. My
great grandfather of Scotch Presbyterian descent
served under Lafayette in the war of the revolu-
tion. My grandfather served in the war of 1812
at Sackett's Harbour. I belong to the extrenie low
church wing of the Protestant Episcopal church,
and for the past thirty years have opposed the
attempt of the high church wing to steal and wear
the livery of the Roman Catholic church. I may
fairly claim to be an Ainerican and a Protestant.
St. Patrick's is an Irish benevolent society, St.
George's an English society, St. Andrew's a
Scotch society. Americans of New England paren-
tage have a New England society. They all (1o
ten thousand tines more good than harmn. Why
repress them in any way? Why not encourage and
promote them ? There is not a more loyal class in
our country than the brave sons of St. Patrick.
Our army records prove it. The long roll of honour
is filled with Irish names. We have nothing what-
ever to fear from Roman Catholic disloyalty or
domination. Those of us whose parents imnmigrated
from Ireland, England, Scotland, Holland or
Germany to our shores prior to 1776, sometimes
imagine that we have divine rights which those
whose ancestors cane across the sea a little later
do not enjoy, or at least that we are better Ameri-
cans than those who were not born upon our soil.
The truth is we who are native born are Ameri-
cans from mere accident of birth, while those
who come to us from other lands are Americans
from choice and to gain American citizenship often
make great sacrifices and suffer nmany privations.
I cannot but feel that this flag issue is an expres-
sion of Protestant bigotry which was entirely
uncalled for at this or any other time. I regret
being compelled to differ from our reform mayor,
whose record thus far has been admirable. I have
made a patient, persistent and careful study of the
good and weak features of Catholicism in this coun-
try and Canada for the past thirty-five years, and
desire to call the attention of your many readers to
some facts bearing upon the constant attacks of Pro-
testants upon Catholics. First, That west of the
coast of Massachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania
and Virginia to the Pacific the pioneer missionaries
were chiefly Roman Catholics. They suffered great
privations and practised severe self denial to serva
humanity, civilized and uncivilized. They mnade
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floble Christian records. Second. The Roman Ottawa Citizen, and I am happy that he did
fenc tchurc tias been a great bulwark in de- so, yet there is something in what he saidfle fthe sanctity of the miarriage tie andth to h.1salhv oald.HsepaainilY. These two institutions are the very foun- to which I shal have to allude. His expla-dation of ail organized moral human society. There nation was as follows:
have been more divorces granted in the city of I entirely disclaim any intention to be either

pori, R. ., in a single month than in the great unjust or offensive to any organization or religions
yeas Tatholic province of Quebec in thirty-five belief in Canada. I have never been so, and thoughchari Tbirdfunds contributed to Roman Catholies always holding and always intending to hold myeharities are more economically administered tha> own opinions strongly, as 1 accord al others athose Contributed to Protestant charities. That is right to do, I have striven and always shal strive

reac ta larger percentage of such contributions to do this with charity to al1, and hard feelingCa th be suffering and needy through Roman none.Cat oic administration than throughi Protestant against
ad ninistration. Fourth, There is a far higher per- I do not see that this word " charity " iscntage of illegitinate children born in Presbyte- properly applied. Mr. Wallace is like manyrian $cothand and Protestant Episcopal England others who are opposed to Catholics on thist 'la"l in Roman (iatbolic Irehand. While we are aeop
grantiug divorces in our city courts at wholesale, let question. Is that charity? The other day
i cease to throw stones at Roman Catholics. Let I went to the table of the Senate and opened118 tirst cast the beani from our Protestant eyes the Protestant bible and in it I found in thethatveinay see clearly the mote in oui Catholic Gospel accordin to St. Matthew, 7th cha.brOthers eyes. Let us cease to strain at a gnat and and 18'
8wallow a caniel. The claims which I have pre- and 12th verse, these words " whatsoever
elnted for our Roman Catholic fellow citizens you would that nien should do unto you, do
(IiIOt be disproved or justly ignored. They are you even so unto them." If Mr. Wallace is
hey canb provd ental h their atube ; any, unles sincere in his statements he should endea-

' Wledged. Upon WVashiiigton's and Lincoln's vour to have Catholics given the right to do
rcahdays and independence day let only the Ame- their duty according to their conscientious

fag float froi our public buildings. But convictions. In Quebec we say to the Pro-
any otîter days any flag. wicl is not an testants " you think we are wrong: veryti'llb)en Of disorganization andi not intended as an ~ tii

Il slt to our flag or to question its absolute supre- w , here is your money, we will keep ours.
I acy, can do no harm w len it flaps in the wind You go your way, we will go ours." I be-

fatur city hall or other municipal homes. My lieve that this question ought to be con-.aih in the overcoîing power of Auierican leaven sidered by every one in this country as one15'ouincless andi tiierefore 1 have no fear that liarin
1 olle to the republic or government by the of great importance. The Government

eople because our big hearted, impulsive, loyal should deal with it in such a way as to ar-0 reanî Catholic fellow citizens fling the range the whole affair so that greater diffi-e" and gold to the breeze over our city hall one culties may not arise by and by. The hon.aY the year. I recognize any man and woia. Min i of Trade and Commerce was in the
is 4n Amterican citizen and as entitled to all theMistroTadanCmecewsnth'oht 8 and privileges of American citizenship with- House of Commons with me in 1872, when I
it regard to race, religion, colour, social and finan- rose in my place and showed that the Gov-

An sition or place of birth who is loyal to the ernment were wrong in not dealing with theAe cn flag and ready to dlefend it when attack-..
Tei dt and ady tiidssend anact New Brunswick School Act in such a man-
SetYhave no excuse for promoting their devilish ner as to settle it, and I told him then that
withiants mn this free land. I bave no sympathy it would cause trouble in the Dominion. I
dem1o ay organization which tends to destroy or told him if there was a question which ought
"lh charze oranied mtora le an ety icks to be settled at the verybeginning, it was one810,2agecan be justiy mnade against. Mt. Patrick's,C
ties eorge's, St. Andrew 's or other kindred socie- of that kind. The reply to me was that
hu here is w'ork enougli for al sincere lovers of there would be no difficulty about it. But
attemptty l destroying evil organization nithout what have we found during the last 25 years?
Orler an o reress those which make for peace, Has there been a single year in which you

FRANCIS WAYLAND GLEN. have not heard of those dissensions and re-
PkooPRANCIS WAY AN 19 184 ligious difficulties? As long as justice is

March 19, 1884. denied us you will hear of it. Why is itThen there is another article in an Ottawa that in Quebec the minority are satisfied ?
newspaper which, far from condemning, I It is because they not only have what they
a say I 'was happy to read. It is either are entitled to, but they have more than

i'etraction or explanation of a few words strict justice calls for. If you look at the
h had fallen from the lips of the public accounts of the province of Quebec,

10. Clarke Wallace as reported in the you will find that the Protestant minority
Press. He made an explanation to the have more than their share, and we give it
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because we say we are the majority, and we
should give the minority the best part. Why
do not the Protestants do the same when
they are the majority ? They are British sub-
jects and are always proud of British fair
play. Let them give us British fair play
when we ask for our rights. They may be
sure that we will then have peace and har-
mony and that this country of ours will go
on every day increasing in strength and pros-
perity.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I wish to say a few
words to close this debate, as I understand
that nobody else intends to speak.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It does not follow
at all.

immediately brought before the courts.
Would it have been right for the Govern-
ment by disallowing the Act to remove the
question when submitted to the courts ?
Every fair-minded man will answer that at
this stage of the case, it would have been an
improper course to adopt. Moreover, it is
established by the documents and the cor-
respondence that has taken place upon this
subject that the interested parties did not
wish that it should be disallowed. It was
not their prayer : it could only be disallowed,
as the hon. inember from De Lanaudière
said, either on the ground of its being ultra
vires or because contrary to the general
interests of the Dominion. First of all, it
could not be disallowed on the ground that
it was unconstitutional, as the results
obtained before the courts have shown the

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It may not follow law of Manitoba to be within the jurisdic-
logically, but in appearance it does. I do tion of the Legislature of that province.
not intend discussing the matter upon the Could it have been disallowed as contrary to
merits; I think I should be offered the op- the general interests of the Dominion, when
portunity of closing the debate by giving the the people who were the best judges of that
consent of the Government to the motion interest at the time,- the people that lived
which has been niade by the hon. member in Manitoha, (id not wish for it? The h r.
from St. Boniface. My object is mostly to mierber for Ottawa discussing this matter,
congratulate this hon. member on the way has pointed out the difficulty of disalr wing
he has dealt with the question, to compli- the lav at that tiie. He recalle( the
ment him on the line of argument lie has agitation and the (ifficulties that had
followed and which was acceptable to every oecurred in Manitoba relative to railway
member of this House. He dealt fairly with acts, which had been prevîously disallowed,
the case, without prejudice, and in a way and that, un(er the circumstances, perhaps
which created a very good impression, and the peace and welfare of the Dominion re-
which I hope will have a moral influence ail quired that the Act should be left to the
over the Dominion. I must also congratu- decision of the courts. Therefore, I say
late the hon. member from Ottawa on the that upon this point the Government In no
way he spoke on this question. He was the way avoided their responsibility. Now deal-
father of the legislation relative to separate ing ith this Manitoba case, have they agaiil
schools, or if not the father, he took a very avoided their responsibility when they refer-
great share in it in the past history of Can- red the case to the decision of the Suprenle
ada. He has also dealt with the case fairly Court, and vhen it went before the Privy
and justly, and with an object, which I have Council? The Government in this instance
very much admired, not of creating obstac- has followed exactly the wish expressed by
les, as might have been expected from a Parliainent, when they passed the Act, that,
minember opposing the Government, but in the whenever questions aroge relative to legisla-
direction of assisting to solve, if possible, the tion on education, tlese should be referred to
difficult question which is now agitating pub- the Supreme Court. There again they have
lic opinion. He has stated what he thought purely and simply followed the instructions
himself, or what he hoped to be, a remedy. of the Parliament of Canada, laid down by

After having said so much, I shall only that law, inspired by the resolutions that i31r.
refer to one or two points which address Blake proposed to the bouse the previous
themselves directly to the responsibility of session. Referring to the North-west Ordi-
the Government. It has been stated, nance of 1892, J must state that it is not
referring to the Manitoba School Act, that a proper time for the Government to discuss
the law should have been vetoed. Hon. this case, nor is it possible to discuss the mat
gentlemen will recollect tlîat the case was ter aith suffieient information, before the
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documents are brought down. Moreover, as
the House bas been informed, an Order in
Council has been passed, making representa-
tiOns to the Executive Committee of the
North-west Territories, relative to this law,
drawing their attention to certain grievances
expressed by the minority in that section of
the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

before the hon. Minister, I do not think
there is any absolute rule about it, and I an
perfectly within my rights in speaking now.
I quite concur in what bas been said by the
hon. member who bas just sat down as to
the character of the speeches which hav e
been delivered here ; and I think there is no
question at all as to the importance of the
subject to which the motion of the hon.
gentleman f rom St. Boniface refers. In my
humble opinion. this ouestion is reallv of

Hon. Mr. ANGEl S5-To that Order in more importance than the question to which
Counicil, His Excellency the Governor so much attention is now being given
General of Canada, and the Privy Council, in the other buse. The cbanges in the
have not received any answer yet, therefore tarif are not really of such consequence to
it would be out of place to discuss the the future of the country as this scbool ques-
m11atter at this time before we have the an- tion wbich is being discussedhere; andlit
swers of the authorities of the North-west is a subject for congratulation that the
Territories. Therefore, I cannot be expected speeches nade in this bouse upon the sub-
to follow the hon. gentlemen who have ad- ject, bave been of such a tone and character
dressed the House on this question, but I that in futur
confess that thev have spoken with a great fluse can look back to them without any
deal of moderation, and that during the o f n n one of pride and satisfac-
whole debate upon this burning question, tion. I docnot tbink that any hon. gentie-
not a word has been uttered by either man who bas spoken bas said anything
speaker that could be offensive to the belief which he may hereafter have occasion to
or the opinions held by any niember of this regret. 1 might perhaps qualify tiat state-
Flouse. The Government gives its assent ment and say that the view of the decision
to the motion of the hon. member for St. of the Frivy Council taken by one speaker
Bonifice. I hope every inan of good-will in was perhaps a littie extreme. Now, lon.
this House will study the documents thor-gentlemen, the misfortune is that those
Oughly, so that, if possible, fuller justice may speeches, which might be calculated, if known
be done in the premises. to the public to influence popular opinion in

the proper direction, are unfortunately not
lion. Mr. POWER-Hon. gentlemen, I very likely to reach the publie, unless the

think perhaps it might have been more con- 1 gentlemen wbo bave delivered the speeches
siderate and more courteous on my part if I take particular pains to see that they do.
had spoken before, but the position was No matter of how littie consequence the sub-
thiS : The hon. gentleman from St. Boniface ject under discussion in another place may
had spoken and taken one view of the mat- be, or how little wisdom there may be in a
ter, and the hon. gentleman from Ottawa speech, it gets before the public. The repre-
had expressed, on the whole, the same view; sentatives of the press are there, and they
the', the hon. gentleman from Calgary had take care that wbat every member says is
taken a view slightly different from them, put before the public. Ii tbis chamber, no
and the hon. gentleman f rom De Lanaudière matter how important the subject nor how
had again concurred with the views of the great the wisdon of the speakers, the
hon. member from St. Boniface and the hon. public as a rule knows nothing about what
memuber from Ottawa, so that the discussion is being said. Having said s0 much
did lot assume the form of a debate. As my by way of preface, 1 may be allowed,
views on the whole were somewhat similar vith ail (iffidence, to place mv ovn
to those of the hon. gentleman from St. views on the subject before the'bouse.
Boniface and those who agreed with him, I I think if there is one characteristic wbich
dId lot care to stand up until I heard some is supposed to be peculiarly that of the pre-
one expressing a different opinion, as it sent day, it is religious toleration. Not only
makes speaking rather dull work if all take is there supposedto be nowadays no attempt
the same view. While it might have been to make the minority conform to tbe views'lore Courteous on my part to have spoken of the majority y coercion, ot only is there
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no resort to torture or fine or imprisonment
or banishient by way of convincing the
minority that they are wrong, but the legis-
lature nowadays professes to have regard for
the conscientious convictions of every citizen.
Legislation now professes that it not only
does not compel a citizen to do anything
contrary to his honest views of what is right,
but that it permits the citizen to do whatever
his conscience directs him to do; provided
always, of course, that his conscience does
not direct liiim to do anything which will
seriouslv interfere with the welfare and
comfort of his fellow-citizens ; and, hon. gen-
tlemen, this fact bas been made clear by the
experience of the last few years in Canada-
and I think that the saine might be said of
the United Kingdom and the United States,
-that no section of the community can be
oppressed or can be made to feel that it is
labouring under injustice for sany length
of time without ultimate serious injury
to the majority, as a result of that con-
dition of things. Any political party which
for any length of time treats a minority
with injustice is sure itself to suffer in
the long run. Hon. gentlemen need not
go ba<k a great many years to find
that that has been the experience-I
think in all the older provinces of the
Dominion. I know it has been so in my
own province ; it has been so in Ontario;
and I am satisfied that the party who in
the province of Manitoba are to-day deal-
ing unfairly with the minority, will them-
selves suffer ultimately for what they are
doing, unless they retrace their steps and do
to the minority that which is fair and gen-
erous. It is clear nowadays that the con-
scientious convictions of the minority have
to be respected. The conscientious convic-
tion of Catholics as a body, is that religious
training should acconpany secular training.
I do not say whether we are right or wrong
in that view ; but that is the view enter-
tained by the Roman Catholic ecclesiastical
authorities, and by the great bulk of the
Catholic piople-we feel that suflicient reli-
gious training cannot be got on Sunday, that
if you keep clear of God Almighty all the
week, you hardly get very close to him on
Sunday. It is felt by our people that child-
ren should be given instruction in Christian
doctrine during the week, and should be
taught religious exercises. A great many
people say in reply, that this can be done by
the parents and by the pastors. If parents

were all perfect, if no parents were ignorant
or drunken or careless, that would be quite
true, but we all know that a great many
parents are not qualified, or have not the
leisure nor opportunity to give their children
that religious instruction which they should
get. Other gentlemen say you can have in the
common school, where all can go, religious
instruction as far as all denominations agree
on the great fundamentals of religion. It
has been found by experience that that is
quite impracticable. You cannot have re-
ligious instruction in matters that are com-
mon to all forms even of Christian belief, be-
cause there is no article of Christian doctrine
so fundamental that it is not denied by some
body which calls itself Christian ; and if reli-
gious instruction is to be given only in those
articles upon which all Christians agree, the
religious instruction will amount to nothing
at all. Experience has shown that, and we
have to bear it in mind ; so that rightly or
wrongly- an only expressing what is the
Catholic view on the matter-Catholics as a
body hold that schools should be taught by
Catholic teachers, and that those teachers
should give instruction during some portion
of the day in Christian doctrine as well as in
worldlv knowledge. Catholic authorities
hold that this rule applies more particularly
to primary and elementary schools where
the younger children are taught. After
children reach the age of 15 or 16 it is not
considered so necessary, but it is held to be
indispensable in the case of young children.
The modern principle being toleration and
regard for the conscientious convictions of
citizens, and the view of Catholic citizens
being as I have put it, that means that they
should have separate schools, and it is a
breach of this modern principle of toleration
for a Government to say to a Catholic citizen
" we shall give no public help to any school to
which you can conscientiously send your
children, and at the same time we shall by
taxation take your means to support
schools of which you cannot conscien-
tiously avail yourselves," and to add,
" if you must have schools to meet
your peculiar views you must pay for them
out of your own pockets in addition to pay-
ing for those schools of which you cannot
approve." Clearly that is a grievance and
according to the priciples of toleration which
prevail nowadays, that positionis not tenable.
It is substantially the sanie position as is
taken by the advocates of state churches-

1611(
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sUbstantially state schools are in the same bearing the same proportion to the number
Position as state churches-that is, to the of Catholics that the amount granted to
People who disapprove of state schools. No- the public schools bears to that of the
ole to-day would dreamof establishing a state Protestants. I nay say that in my own
church in America and compelling people of province, wbere in some places they have
other denominations to contribute to its sup- practically separate schools, the money
Port ; yet the people who would be the last is paid out of the general school fund-
ln the world to do that are just the people there is no separate assessment for Catholic
who are most strenuous in advocating com- purposes. 1 take these conditions which 1
pUlsory state schools. It is clear that there have laid down to be essential, these are the
iS a very strong, to my mind a conclusive essential conditions as to the Catholic schools
argument in favour of granting Catholics and these only. On the other hand, if pub-
separate schools; that is, of course, where the lic money is paid to aid separate schools 1
Catholic population is large enough to justify think the public have a right to be satisfled
theiir having separate shools. What are the that the teachers in the schools are qualified
essentials of those separate schools ? The to give satisfactory instruction in secular
first essential is Catholic teachers -I think knowledge. The state does not inquire as
all Catholics agree about that. The next to the character of the religious instruction,
essential is that at some tine during the but the state, if it contributes money in aid
school day, instruction shall be given in of a school, ba a right w be satisfied that
Christian doctrine and more or less in re- the secular instruction given in that school
ligious practices and the third point, which is up to a reasonable standard. With1s necessary to place the Catholic on the same this object it is perfectly fair and reasonable
footing as his neighbour, is that the Catholic that the schools should be examined by a
schools shall receive payments from the pub- duly qualied inspector, and I do'not thinklic. Those payments may be based upon it would be unfair to require that each
different principles. The payments may be teacher should furnish satisfactory evidence
n11ade f rom school rates levied on the of proper training. What would be the effect
Catholic rate payers. That is the case in of the introduction of a system of separate

n"tario-the Catholic separate schools schools of the character indicated? In the
receive certain rates which are levied first place, it would meet the reasonable
on the Catholic ratepayers with their demands of the Roman Catholic ininority

consent and concurrence. In addition without seriously injuring or interfering
to that a comparatively small sum is received with any other denomination. There would
fon1i the provincial Governnent. The be-what the state could fairly require-a
saule amount per capita is paid out of guarantee that ail children in the state werethe provincial treasury to the Catholic receiving proper training in worldly know-
8ch1ools as to the other schools in Ontario, ledge; and 1 do not think that giving to mein-
but the great burden of supporting the bers of a dissenting denomination, whether
4eParate schools in Ontario is borne by the Roman Catholic or Protestant, the money
Catholic ratepayers. That is one plan. which they tbemselves contributed wouldAllother plan is that a part of the general be a ground for reasonable complaint on
school fund equivalent to that contributed the part of anybody else. There is this
b3 the Catholics should be set apart by other feature about it, which is not con-thei. That is, that the same machinery sidered, perhaps, as frequently as it might
Should be used for collecting funds for both be-that the system of separate schools
the dissentient and the public schools, and gives the majority a chance to have schools
the dissentient schools should receive the more according to their wishes than they
ainount contributed by the dissentient rate- could have if the children of the minority
Payers. It is the same in substance, but it attended the same school. For instance,
saves the additional machinery. The other it i quite practicable that King James's
Way is-and that is the plan which was Bible shah be read in the public schools if
provided by the bill of rights in Manitoba, there are no Catholic children present. What-

stated by the hon. gentleman from ever may be thought about separate schools
lie Lanaudière-that the dissentient schools by our friends of other denominations, in

ould receive a portion of the school funds, other provinces, we know wbat they tbinkPrOPOrtionate to the numiber of Cathopics, about separate schools in the province
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of Quebec. lI the province of Que- and if 1 remember rightly the decision in the
bec Protestants are in the same posi- Privy Council-I think the case went to the
tion in which Catholics are in the other Privy Counil-was based on the fact that
provinces. I suppose there are not fifty the minority there had nothing guarantee(
Protestants in the province of Quebec them by law. They vere in a position to
who to-day would he satisfied to abolish the establish that there hnc been separnte
separate schools in that province. Our schools by custoin and practice, but the de-
brothers of other denominations in other cision went against them because it was not
provinces ought to bear that fact in mind, stated in the British North America Act
and be prepared to deal with others as they that custom or practice should be equivalent
wish to be dealt with theinselves. to law. Tie decision was against the min-

Having tried to inake clear what separate ority in the province of New Brunswick.
schools mean, I may be permitted to ask the Not ithstnnding tiat, the people who von
House to glance briefly at the history of tse the victory have since, in n great nany in-
question. We heard fromt the hon. gentle- stances at any rate, core round to the views
man from Ottawa the history of the question of their neigiours in Nova Scotia, and
in the old Province of Canada. They practically the schools in many places in
thought there that the measure introduced New Brunswick are conducted in the saine
by the lion. gentleman himself in 1863 set- way ns the schools in Nova Scotia, and there
tied the question for good. There had been is very littie friction or (ifficulty I think in
dissension and ill feeling, and this bill when New Brunswick to-day; and my impression
passed was supposed to have done a great is-I do fot undertake to speak verv posi-
deal to put an end to that, and for a great tively-that in Prince Edward Island the
many years there was verv little of that ill case is about the same. The hon gentleman
feeling. In the lower provinces the position from Calgary made sone reference to tie
is somewhat different. Free public schools, political aspect of the matter in Prince Ed-
except, 1 think, in iNova Scotia wheré, tley vard IsIane. do no think that hon.
date bnck to 186.5, have been introduce P in v gentlemen in thi thouse who are faniliar
ail tie provinces since Confecleration. lit with wat took place in Prince Edward
the province of Nova Scotia, nlthough tliere Jslan( would endorse what thie on. gente-
is no provision in the la for separate mas said, because in Prince Edward Isan,
schools, the people of the province and tie if J arnssot misinformed, neither partv des
governments of the province of hoth politi- prepareci to meet the vievs of the Cathiolic
cal views, have been so tolerant andc have minority.
shown such tact in ndsninisteriin- tie law, Since that ti she and under the administra-
that there as neverbeen asy seriousground tio of Mr. Davies such measures were taken
for complaint ons the part of tise mnority. as, I behieve, in agreat mensurent nny rate. to
1 may msention one fat, that in cetotain dis- weet the view of the iinority. As I under-
tricts' in tse provoince of Nova Scotia where stand it, there is no very serious dissatisfac-
tie population is largely French, the Gov- tion in Prince Edwnrd Islan t now. There
ernmert have for years been is the habit of may be, but I have not so understood it i
supplying tise chilciren with bi-linga do not speak positively wth respect to
readers. Tlsey lenrn Frensch as well as Prince Edward Isanc ; simnply pive my
English. Ail this is (lone without asy dis-'iNpression. I know that steps were taken
turbance or exciteiert or any petitions to several years ago, in 1877 or 187î8, w-hich
tie Throne or wnything of that sort. Every- met, to a certain degree at any rate, the
thin, is the resut simply of common i views of the Catholi minority in Prince
sense nnd tolerivtion. That is just about EdwErd Isdanw.
what it cornes o. In the province of asNow we coute so the province of Manitoba.
New Brunswick a different course was In Manitoba there a s, as several hon ten-
adopte(t. Hon, gentlemen know, an tiemen have state , a syster of denomina-
reference bas been made to the subject tional schools existing before confederation.
durinc, this discussion, what feelinr there They were not state schoois, an were noV
was in this Pariament something over public sehools. In 1871, after the entry of
twenty years ago in connection with tise the province of Manitoba into the union, a
New Brunswick schools. The decision was Act ncas passea h providing for separate
against the bniority in New Brainswick; shools; and that Act w-s in conforhmoity
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with the article of the Bill of Rights to to or exercised and enjoyed by the minority.
Which the hon. member from DeLanaudière 1 think that, looking at the treatrent re-
bas called the attention of the House. There ceived by the minority in the province of
is just one circumstance with respect to the Quebec at the hands of the majority there,
Manitoba Act of 1870 to which attention and even apart from that, looking at the
has lot been called, and which I think is a thing merely from the stan(pomt of fair
miatter to be very much regretted. If hon. play, the conduct of the Legislature of Man-
gentlemen look at the 93rd section of the itoba wasexceedinglyungenerous; and(under
British North America Act, they will find the actual circumstances of the case this law
this provision in the third paragraph: of 1890 was a gross breach of faith. There

is no doubt about that, anlk a think there is

M'hercive by th mnoiy n h province ofyti fseaaeý

(is,,entient schoos exists hy law at the Union or is no doubt that the law as to M anitoba, if
thereafter estahlished by the Legisature of the interpreted in a broad and liberal spirit, vas
province, an appeal sliah lie to the (4overnor Cene- quite clear enough ; and in my humble1il onpcil froly any act o ecisifon of any poro- t o ur o f
vinial athority affectig any rigt or privicsn of Se
Of the Protestant or Roman Cathohic ininority Court is a mucg sounder decision than the
f the Queis subjets in relation to edacation. decision of the Privy Council. Now, hat

dn, it is verv bauch to be regretted that the reiut t of thw asoniof if
the words "or is thereafter established by iPrivy Council ? bo is praticarly that as
the Leisaturea of the province," were not far as regards the province of Manitoba,
inlserted in the Manitoba Act f n od the nood feeling and harmony which had
lords had been found in the Manitoba Act uexisted there f rom 1870, fron the time
of 18w0, the difficulty which the tinority when the proeince came into the union
l that province are now labourin under unt l 1890, as disappeared to a very con-
would not exist. Therefore the responsibi- siderable extent, and not (>l1 the peophe of"'Old ot xit. herfoe te r " Manitob uthe people throughout the
lity for the existing condition of things rests a
to a certain extent upon the administration country are in a certain measure thrown
who vere in power in 1870 and who did ntback into turoil and diss
Put that provision of the British North vailed in old Canada in the earhv sixties and
America Act into the Manitoba Act. There betveen 1855 and 1860. 0f course, hon.

iS ths prvisin tht : entlemen, the fundamental cause of ail thisis this Provision that:
ditficuhtv, of the popular feeling of animosity() An appeal shall lie to the Privy Council fron i

any act or decision of any provincial authority af-
fecting any ri ght or privilege of the Protestant or nominations, is largely the want of know-
.omian Catho lic minority of the Queen's subjects Iedge I think that there is generalv inin relation to education.lii elato,~to eucaton.this feeling of hostility very little unadlul-

As to the effect of that I am not perfectly terated malignity it is simply the result of
clear. The appeal to the Privy Council took want of knowledge ; people dO not know
Place on the first paragraph one another and do not understand one

*ffect any ing in any such law shal prejudicially another, and what thev do not know
IIiiiafectiÇ, or privisege with respect to deno- and do not understand they think is
">y law l schools which, any class of î>erson have something objectionable and bad. That

".outr are in ah certaine meaur throwno.?

akis the fact at any rate as regards the
And I think that probablv the construc- masses and on the part of some of the lead-

tiOi Put on it was that paragraph 2 appbied ing members of the com Ounity-these are the
f11Y to the cases referred to in 1 ; but it will people tho as a rule make the trouble-the

seen that the Manitoba Act does not il-feeing is the result of a want of honesty.
con1tain the provision which is in the British I do not see what our views as to questions
North America Act and I think it is very of religion or our rehgious beliefs have to do
rauch to be regretted that it does not. Now wvith our duties as citizens. Of course, pre-
ion. gentlemen,esupposing that there was no sumably a good Christian is a better citizen

provision in the Manitoba Act for the pro- than one who is not a Christian, but I
tection of the Catholic schoohs, w think that do not think that the particular form of
t would have een the duty of the majority Christianity which a man professes ought to

in that province not to have interfered ith have very much to do with the manner in
the rights or privileges-if ou choose to -which he is regarded as a citizen. For in-
cal thein privileges-which h been granted stance, take the hon. leader of the bouse and
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your humble servant : the hon. gentleman where did this feeling originate ? Was it in
probably thinks that I am very foolish to be- Manitoba? Not at all. This feeling, which
lieve that if I try to lead a fairly good life has broken out with considerable strength in
here I may succeed in getting to purgatory Manitoba, originated in Ontario. And with
after I leave this world; and I may think it whom did it originate ? It originated with
is a great pity that the hon. gentleman who Conservative opponents of the administra-
is so good a citizen may afterwards go further tion of Mr. Mowat. Since 1886 the Con-
and fare worse. I can respect the hon. servatives in Ontario have adopted the policy
gentleman and co-operate with him in trying of hostility to Catholics as part of their pro-
to conduct the business of this House or any gramme, not avowedly perhaps in 1886 and
other business which as citizens we are in- 1887; but in the provincial election campaign
terested in, just as well as though I thought of 1890, every one knows that the cry of
he was perfectly certain to " climb the Mr. Meredith's supporters was Ihostility
golden stairs." There is one other point i to Catholics and particularly to Catholic
which I think it might be well to make schools." And every one knows that since
clear in dealing with this point that it is the election of 1890 that saine policy bas
want of knowledge, want of familiarity been pursued by the same party. The people
which leads to ill-feeling. Take the province who introduced the scbool diffculty in Man-
of Quebec, there we find that the members itoba might very weil have taken lessons
of the different Protestant denominations f ros the Conservatives in Ontario; but more
are perfectly easy as to the attitude assumed than that, a gentleman who at that time
by the Roman Catholic majority. Go down occupied a very prominent position in the
to the Lower St. Lawrence were there is 1Conservative party in Ontaro went up into
perbaps oe Protestant in 1,000 of the Manitoba and the North-west and lectured
population, and that one man sleeps as coin-! there ao stired up anti-CatholiC feeling
fortabls at night as though the people asl
round hum were of bis own creed. It isleon. Mr. BOWELL-And that gentle-
only up ib Western Ontario, and away out man as joined your party.
on the irdairies, wtere there are dardly any.
Romnai Catholics, that people go to bed at liHon. Mr. POWER-No, hie lias carefully
niglt afraid that they may be inassacred refrained froi joining our party ; I suppose
before iffrnit r by the emissaries of the if our party would adopt bis platform, he
Pope. woul(l join us ; but hie hias not done so. If

So far I bave not said anytbing as to hon. gentlemen opposite say that Mr.
which there caai be niucb difference of Meredith is not to have the support of the
opinion. As to the responsibility for the Conservatives during the coming election,
Condition of things which unfortunately then ie can perhaps absolve tend froit any
does exist, although perlaps not to so greatresponsibility for the state of tfings wich
a degree as soihe people believe, e do fot exists in Ontario.
altoether aree witb some c don. gentlemen
who bave spoken. Jn the first place there Hon. Mr. BOWELL- It is not cy pro-
is no doubt that just at the present tire vince to defend Mr. Meredith ; but if the
tlere sees to be a wave of intolerance pass- i hon. gentleman will quote a single sentence
incg ove the northern part of the continent. of Mr. iMeredith's utterances during the
Toiere is a good dea of it in the Western campaign, or before it, in which he raised
States as well as Western Canada. It bias that cry. I wvould like to bear it. I have
been said- notice that the hnon gentleman paid some attention to politics, and I bave
fros St. Boniface ade reference to the fact failed to find it.
once or twice, J do not say improperly-that i
it wasa Liberal administration wic bad leon. Mr. POWER-Tere are bon. gen-
causMd the difficulty in Manitoba. tlemen who keep scrap books, but J have

failed to do it. J do not know wbiat Mr.
An hvon. skEnInBER-Hear, lai. Mereditb bas said or what he ias not said;

but I know and everybody else kows that
ion. Mr. POWER- ar glad to find that the great cry of the Conservatives in Ontario

niv bon. colleague agrees with me so far; I at the last local election was bostility to the
iope he will continue to agree witb me. Now separate schools.
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Ion. Mr. BOWELL-No.

Hion. Mr. POWER-The introducer of
the Manitoba school law simply took a
leaf out of Mr. Meredith's book; and as his
COnstituency was a different one, he had
more success than Mr. Meredith had. What
do we find to-day ? I read in the Ottawa
Citizen this morning of certain transactions
which took place at Hamilton. I read there
that the Provincial Secretar y of Ontario, Mr.
Gibson, is not to be opposed in the city of
Hamilton by a regular Conservative : but
that the P. P. A. are bringing a candidate
and that the Conservatives of Hamilton are
to Support the P. P. A. candidate.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-Who says that?

lion. Mr. POWER- That is what the
Citizen says this morning, and I have seen
the item in another paper too. That rather
goes to show that there are other people
than " Yellow Martin, " whose record will
not bear looking into.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-Will the hon. gen-
tleran hold himself responsible for every-
thing which appears in the LiberàI press ?

1on. Mr. POWER-This is in a despatch.
The Citizen is good authority until it is con-
tradicted. Every hon. gentleman here is

erfectly aware that the principal cry upon
Which it is expected to oust Sir Oliver
ýiOwat at the next election is just that
intolerant cry.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-Does the hon.gentleman know who was elected mayor of
Hlailton by the P. P. A.?

lion. Mr. POWER-No, I do not.

Ion. Mr. BOWELL-Well, Mr. Stewart,
a 4iemuber of the P. P. A. was elected.

lion. Mr. POWER-That may be so.This mayor was elected oy the Conservatives.

on. Mr. BOWELL-A straight Con-Servative ran.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I had proposed to
Inake some reference to certain statements
mnade by other hon. gentlemen, but if the
debate is to close this afternoon I shall endrhow. I understand, however, some other

on. gentlemen wish to speak, and that

being the case, I move the adjournment of
the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Ifonday, April 9, 189.4.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MANITOBA AND NORTH-WEST
SCHOOL ACTS.

DEBATE CONCLUDED.

The Order of the Day being called,

Resuming the further adjourned Debate on the
motion of the Honourable Mr. Bernier:-

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General ; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
House, copies of all School ordinances, School regu-
lations and amendments thereto, adopted by the
Legislative Assembly, the Executive, and any
Board or Council of Education, in reference to the
establishment, maintenance and administration of
Schools in the North-west Territories since 1885 ;

Also, for copies of all petitions, mnemorials and
correspondence in reference thereto ;

Also for copies of all Orders in Council, reports
to the Governor General in Council, and all com-
munications and representations to the authorities
in the North-west Territories.-(Honourable Mr.
Power.)

Hon. Mr. POWER said : I may be al-
lowed, perhaps, before concluding the observ-
ations which I had proposed to make, to
correct a misapprehension which appears to
exist in the minds of some hon. members
as to the meaning of the language which
I used on Friday last. I laid down the
proposition that animosity between dif-
ferent sections of the communiity and
more particularly between sections which
differ in their form of religious be-
lief, were, as a rule, the result very
largely of want of knowledge, want of
acquaintanceship one with the other, and I
used as an illustration the case of a Protes-
tant living down on the lower St. Lawrence,
where 99 out of 100 of the population, or a
larger proportion than that, belonged to the
Roman Catholic faith, and pointed out that
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this one Protestant was perfectly easy and
comfortable and not nervous about any pos-
sible harm being done to him by his neigh-
bours, and took on the other hand the case of a
man of the saie creed in western Ontario,
where Catholics were very scarce, and who
was very much alarmed for fearsome serious
mischief might be done to himself and his
family by his Catholie neighbours. When
I used that illustration I did not mean to in-
timate that the evil results of this want of
knowledge were confined to the Protestants.
I meant to intimate that the saine thing was
true of Catholies although perhaps not quite
to the saine extent, and that Protestants as
a rule were fairer minded and more disposed
to be tolerant and generous to their Catho-
lic fellow-citizens than Catholies who were
not well acquainted with Protestants, sup-
posed them to be. I can furnish illustra-
tionsof that fact from my own experience : for
instance, it was my fortune to be for nearly
thirteen years a commissioner of schools
for the city of Halifax, where the great ma-
jority of my fellow commissioners did not
belong to the saine creed as myself, and dur-
ing all those years I found, as a general rule,
that if our case was put fairly and calnly,
and in a friendly spirit, the majority of the
board were disposed to do what was fair and
liberal towards us. Then, hon. gentlemen, I
proceeded to intimate my opinion that the
conditions of popular feeling which now un-
fortunately exist to a considerable degree in
the west did not originate so much with the
honest, even though ill-informed masses, as
with persons who knew better, but who were
not honest, and who were prepared to
excite popular prejudices to further their own
personal or political ends. J think that this
proposition will be generally admitted; and,
then, inasmuch as some hon. gentlemen who
had preceded me had taken the ground that
the firebrands, if one may call thein so, were
chiefly members of the Liberal party, J
pointed out the fact that this fire did not
originate in Manitoba, but that it had origi-
nated in the province of Ontario, where it
had been used for the purpose of the Con-
servative party, and where, as I understand,
it is still being used for those purposes.

Having said so much by way of explana-
tion, let nie turn to the history of the case
again. J quite agree with the hon. gentle-
man fromn DeLanaudière that the Act of
1890 should have been disallowed. The
Manitoba Act of 1870 in its 22nd section

provides that the legislation of the province
with respect to education shall be subject to
the following provisions :

Nothing in any such law shall prejudicially affect
any right or privilege with respect to denomina-
tional schools which any class of persons have by
law or practice in the province at the union.

Now, hon. gentlemen, the Catholics at the
time of the union had the right to have
their denominational schools, without being
called upon to contribute by way of taxation
or otherwise to any other class of schools.
That was an exceedingly important privilege,
yet that privilege has been taken away ; and
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council
have apparently decided that that was not a
privilege. The second paragraph of this sec-
tion which T have read says:

An appeal shall lie to the Governor in Council
fron any Act or decision of the Legislature of the
province, or of any provincial authority, affecting
any right or privilege of the Protestant or Roman
Catholic ininority of the Queen's subjects in relation
to education.

I should not care to speak too positively,
but it seems to me that under that paragraph
an appeal now lies to the Governor General
in Council from this Act of the province of
Manitoba. There is no limitation to the
time here-it is not a case similar to the dis-
allowance of a bill. This is a special provision
with respect to education which contains no
limitation as to time, and in my humble
opinion it is still in force, and under it the
Dominion Executive are still in a position
to disallow the Act; and I think they
should disallow it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I would ask mv
hon. friend if he is aware that under that
particular clause a reference has been made
by the Governor in Council to the Supreme
Court, and the Suprenie Court of Canada
has held it did not apply to Manitoba?

Hon. Mr. POWER--Iamdisposedto think
that the Government made a mistake in
allowing the first reference to the Privy
Council, and that they made a further
mistake in allowing this reference to the
Supreme Court. I think they should have
taken the bull by the horns and disposed
of the matter. There might have been
an excitement for a few months, but then it
would have been all over. The Minister of
Agriculture gave as an excuse for theinaction
of the Government the fact that the Catho-
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lies of Manitoba went to the courts in the affect the school law with respect to the
first instance. I presume that the action of various denominations. It made better pro-
the local people did not preclude the Gover- vision for the support of the schools, but did
nor in Council f rom taking the action which not alter in any way the relations of the
they had a right to take, and I think, further, denominations to the public schools, go that
that if it had been intimated that the Gover- there is no parallel at ail between the case
nor in Council proposed to act, in all pro- of Prince Edward Island and that of Mani-
bability no action would have been taken on toba. Leaving this rather burning question
the spot. I may be allowed before conclud- of Manitoba, the hon. gentleman dealt with
illé4a to inake a few observations on the the case of the North-west Territories and
p'eech of the lion, gentleman fromv Calgary. lie seemed to think it unreasonable that the
1 have already dealt witv the point as to the Catholics in the North-west Territories
resPoli 5ibility of the Liberals for the Mani- should be nervous as to the fate of their
tobla Act of 1890. Tat is admitted-that separate s thools. Having the example of
the Liberal Governrnent were responsible for Manitoba before their eyes, it is not to be

thePrinceiEdwrdfIslandAandthatdof hani

tePessd ofv alreadywondered at that the supporters of the dis-
g tosmaemy opinion that they will in asentient schoo s in te North-west Terri-

future pay dearly for their action. The tories were a hitte Nervous. t trust that,
ron, gentleman went further in trying to as the hon. gentleman bas said, there is no
lead the use to the beief that this as'intention on the part of the Government of
entirelv a Liberal inovement. e referred t oe North-west Territories to unduly inter-

e recent election to the yuse of Com- fere with the dissetient schools there. To
luons of a member for Winnipeg ; but the be frank about it, J do ot I sef attach
hon. gentleman, wile telling us that Mr. very much consequence to the change with
Martin was the introducer of this owaection- respect to the inspection of the scbools. I
able school measure, did not tell us that Mr. think that in a country where the public
Canpbell, who opposed Mr. Martin, was funds are as limited as they are in the
Just as strong an advocate of the Manitoba North-west Territories, it is rather too
Schooîl Act as Mr. Martin was, and that so much to expect that the country should
conipletely was that the case that Archbishop pay for two sets of school inspectors.
Taché gave his people to understand that J think that one inspector, if he dnes
ther'e was no difierence between the two can- his duty fairly, ought to be enough to
didates, looked at from the Catholic stand- inspect the schools of a district-the schools
Point, and that his people were free to vote of all kinds. Of course when he goes into
Whichever way they pleased; so I do îot a Catholic school he will not make an inspec-
hink there is very much weight in what the tion there as to the manner in which the
hOn. gentleman said on the subject of that Christian doctrine is taught, or anything of

dre npeg election. Then the hon. member that sort, but it would be his duty to see
w the picture of the hon. gentle- that in the matter of secular knowledge

ilanî fron Winnipeg being introduced this school was on the saine level, or nearly
.etween the leader of the Opposi- so, as the public schools.
tn and Mr. Davies. Suppose that

h r. Campbell bad been elected, does any Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is his duty to see
hon. gentleman suppose that he would not that no religious instruction is given before
.lave been introduced by prominent Con- half-past three. He cannot permit a cate-
servatives ? The probabilities are lie would chism or religious book to be used.
have been introduced between the Premier
and the Controller of Custonms. The hon. Hon. Mr. POWER-I think that that is
gentleman, in order to make his argument a little unreasonable, but still it is not a
stronger, to the effect that the Liberals were vital matter altogether.
t people who were hostile to the separateschols, went down to Prince Edward Hon. Mr. BOWELL-What does the hon.
Island and talked about what had been gentleman call unreasonable ?
done there by Mr. Davies. As I understand

-I speak subject to correction-the' Act Hon. Mr. POWER-I said I thought it
Passed by the Davies administration in was sonewhat unreasonable to forbid the
Prince Edward Island did not in any manner giving of religious instruction up to half past



176 [SENATE]

three; and if the schools are recognized as
separate schools it does strike me as being
perhaps a little unreasonable to prevent reli-
gious instruction at any time of the day. I
presume the idea is that a certain number of
hours shall be given to secular instruction.
The only thing that strikes me as being
very seriously objectionable in the present
school regulations for the North-west, as
far as I could gather from the speeches
made by hon. gentlemen and from a hasty
perusal of some of the regulations myself,
is that there does not seem to be an
easy method provided for the supplying of
teachers to the dissentient schools. It is
not to be expected that the members of a
religious community, shall go through the
normal school or even attend the normal
school lectures, and there does not ap-
pear to be any provision made in
these regulations which especially author-
ized the admission of a dissentient teacher
to teach, on passing an examination showing
that that teacher is qualified to teach the
branches which are required to be taught in
public schools. It may be that the regula-
tions are intended to allow that, but it is
not so expressed and I think that that is to
be regretted. Going back for a moment to
the disallowance of this Act, the hon. gentle-
man from DeLanaudière quoted a well
known opinion of Sir John Macdonald's to
the effect that there were two cases in which
a provincial law might be disallowed. It
might be disallowed if it was unconstitutional
and it might be disallowed if it was injurious
to the whole country. Now, hon. gentlemen,
whether this Manitoba Act could have been
disallowed on the first ground or not, I think
it certainly could be disallowed on the
second ground. I do not think there is any
doubt that this legislation has been injurious
to the whole country. It has done a great
deal to stir up ill feeling where there was
peace before and this is most injurious ; and
is likely to have a very serious effect upon the
prospects of Manitoba and the North-west.
It is very likely to prevent the immigration
into that country of people from the prov-
ince of Quebec and of Catholics from other
parts of the world; and we want all the
people that we can get in that country ;
that is just what the country needs. We
have a vast country there which we have
spent immense sums to develop; and aEl
that the country wants is population. Any
legislation, which is calculated to keep out

any considerable number of immigrants to
whom there is no special objection, is injur-
ious to the whole country. So that I think
on that ground the Government would have
been perfectly justified in disallowing the
legislation. One may call attention to the
fact that bills have been disallowed where
there was a question as to the right to dis-
allow ; for instance take the Rivers and
Streams Bill of Ontario. That bill was dis-
allowed, I think, three times; so that when the
Government had made up their minds that
a bill was objectionable they had not much
hesitation in undertaking to disallow it and
they did not wait for a decision as to the
constitutionality of the Act to disallow. The
question is what is to be done now ? And it
is a question that is not very easy to answer.
My own impression still is that under the
Manitoba Act of 1870 the Government are
at liberty to disallow the Act; and I think
that if that be the case it would be their
duty to do it so as to give time for calm con-
sideration and to allow the Legislature of
Manitoba to do justice to their Catholic
fellow-citizens.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Has
not the time for disallowance expired ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not know
that is just the question.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, for disallowance,
but not for appeal.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think, hon. gentle-
men, that whatever may be the duty of the
Government, the duty of every Canadian
citizen is to try and inspire broader views
into the minds of our people, and to culti-
vate more charitable feelings between the
various denominations of which our popula-
tion is composed ; and that above all we
should frown down all attempts by politi-
cians to use religion as a political instrument,
and that we should try and infuse into the
hearts of our people both east and west a
philanthropy that shall be at least as wide
as Canada. We can hardly expect to see
what the poet did expect to see some 50 years
ago, a time when the battle flags should be
furled in the Parliament of man, the feder-
ation of the world ; but at least we should
try to have the battle - flags of contending
denominations furled in our federation of
Canada.
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lion. Mr. KAULBACH-I would not
trespass upon the time of the House if it were
lot for the speech of my hon. friend from

lialifax. I agree with him to some extent,and I am glad that he has qualified the
statement that he made at the close of his
renarks the other day. My hon. friend
spoke of the alleged trickery by which the
Greenway Government deprived the Roman
Catholic schools of their rights in Manitoba.
lie endeavoured to make it appear that it did
nlot originate in Manitoba ; that it emanated
frofi Ontario, and in particular he men-
tioned the Meredith party. I am inclined
tO think my hon. friend in making that as-
sertion was drawing largely on his own im-
agination. He knows no more about it
than I do, and I prefer leaving that ques-
tion to be dealt with by the people coming
from that part of the country, who are
rnore conversant with the facts and local
Political matters than I am. If he had

stened to the remarks of my hon. friend
fro'n St. Boniface, he must know that the
Liberal party in Manitoba got into power
on false pretenses, on a pledge that consti-
tutional privileges which had been given to
the Catholics in Manitoba would be kept
'iviolate Mr. Martin and Mr. Fisher andthe present leader of the Government de-
elared positively that they did not intend to
'fterfere with the constitution of Mani-
tob as regards separate schools ; that it was
their right, and should be maintained that
they had it under the constitution and it
would not be interfered with. Upon that
Pledge they succeeded in defeating the
Provincial secretary, Mr. Burke, I think

name was, and returned a man who
""as OPposed to the Government. We findalso from the remarks of my hon. friend
.rorn St. Boniface that the Liberal party
lrnPosed upon the credulity of His Grace,
the Archbishop of Manitoba, to such an
extelt as to make him believe that their
Poly would not interfere with their separ-

ate schools as constituted by law. But no
800ner had they got into power than they
'iolated all their pledges, and Mr. Martin
to troduced the following year a bill not only
t0 deprive them of the use of the French
anguage, but also of their separate schoolsnflot on1ly confiscating their schools, but

e school property. From first to last,
thelieve it was a plot of the Liberals

gi elvee. I believe the Jesuit Estates
bi Quebec and this bill in Manitoba

12

were intended to kindle a flame against
the Catholic Church and which could be
used for political purposes-that this was
well understood, and that they believed
then they were acting contrary to the
constitution. They believed that the legis-
lation was ultra vires and that the Federal
Government would veto it and thus raise
the old Protestant cry throughout the coun-
try. That was the position they took, but
their plan failed, and why? Those who
were in favour of continuing separate schools
appealed to their own court. That court
confirmed the legislation and pronounced it
intra vires. Had the Government of Canada
interfered at that stage, after the court
had pronounced upon the constitutionality
of the Act of 1890, they would have com-
mitted a great wrong, and created hostility
throughout this country. The Liberals
would have raised the provincial rights cry ;
they would have raised the cry of Catholic
ascendency in the country, and no Govern-
ment could have stood the pressure which
would have been brought to bear against
them. The Government did what I believe
the leader of the Opposition would have done
had he been in power, the same as he did
with Prince Edward Island when they came
here asking for separate schools for the
minority there. It is very easy to be wise
after an event happens. My hon. friend be-
lieved in the appeal to the Privy Council of
England. He had full confidence in the
Privy Council and believed, as most people
believed, that the result of that appeal would
have been quite different from the judgment
that they rendered. I do not fully agree
with the decision of the Privy Council; at
the same time, it is now established and
this Government would be neglecting their
duty and violating the law and the consti-
tution if they were to interfere in the way
proposed by my hon. friend. But the hon.
member from Halifax would like nothing
better. He would fold his arms and see
this country from one end to the other
torn to pieces over this vexed question.
My hon. friend knows well enough that
should a question of that kind arise here,
and the Government take the course which
he has indicated, it would not last many
days. The Government would have popular
feeling against them; the representatives of
the people would be unable to support them,
because the feeling of the country is that
such matters should be decided in a constitu-
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tional way. The judgment of the Privy
Council, although in harmony with the
highest court in Manitoba, is, in my humble
opinion, inconsistent with the intention
and meaning of the word practice in the Mani-
toba Act of 1876. The Act of 1890 cer-
tainly does prejudicially affect the rights and
privileges of denominational schools as held,
practised and enjoyed for nearly twenty
years. Renowned as the law lords rightly
are for scholarship and ability, and knowing
the weight and effect which necessarily must
attach to their opinions, yet carefully look-
ing into the case, to me it would appear
that their Lordships did not grasp the full
and correct meaning of the terms denomina-
tional and separate schools, and their right
to exemption from public schools tax under
the Manitoba Act of Union. It is here well
known that the spirit and intention was to
preserve to the Roman Catholics in Mani-
toba all their righîts, privileges and advar-
tages as they then enjoyed them in relation
to denominational schools. Though some of
us may very much disapprove of the deci-
sion of the Privy Council, we must, never-
theless, bow to it and endeavour by all
means to live harrmoniously together and
reconcile these discordant elements in the
population. I am in favour of separate
schools myself. Our church, the Anglican,
as well as the Roman Catholic, always
has favoured separate schools. I do not
believe in Godiess schools. I believe they
make clever men devils. If all we live
for is to make men clever, it night be very
well; but we should educate people in a
proper way, not merely to live for this
world but to prepare them for another.
Much as we may regret the fact, it seems
impossible that Christians of different de-
nominations can agree upon the fundamen-
tal principles of Christianity and prepare
text books which all may agree to use
Possibly some day we may arrive at an
agreement upon that subject. In this House
we have agreed upon a form of prayer and
selections from the Scriptures which all of
us can accept. Societies throughout the
country are able to meet together and use
some forni of prayer, and read some texts of
Scripture, so it is quite possible that some
day we can agree upon the cardinal
principles of faith and without endeav-
ouring to enforce our peculiar ideas, we can
have a certain amount of religious instruction
given in the public schools. But this ques-

tion must be left entirely to the provincial
authorities. The people of Manitoba have
their provincial rights and those rights have
been confirmed by the decision of the Privy
Council. The only course open for the minor-
ity is to endeavour, if possible, to act in a
manner which may induce those who are in
power in Manitoba to show a Christian feel-
ing and do justice to them as far as possible,
allowing them, in sections where they are
sufficiently numerous, to have religion taught
in their schools so that they will not be
entirely godless schools. My bon. friend
from Ottawa gave us the history of the
separate schools and in all that he said I
quite agree with him, but I think it ill be-
came him to disparage the highest court of
appeal of the Empire. I am under the
impression that my hon. friend had a high
opinion of the Privy Council until this
decision, and lie, like many other lawyers
who lose a case, blames the court for its
decision. We, lawyers, are accustomed to
put off our clients, when we lose a case, by
saying it was the stupid judge or the stupid
jury. If the decision had been the other
way in this case, my hon. friend would have
been strong in the expression of bis approval
of the court which be used to regard as the
great bulwark of our constitution, but as the
decision bas gone against bis views, and he
bas strong religious feelings in the matter
and thinks that bis church %as been wronged
and injured, and I am entirely with him in
that view, he bas ventured to make re-
marks with regard to the PrivyCouncil which
are not consistent with the facts. I had
the pleasure myself of visiting that court of
appeal and was very much impressed with the
dignified manner with which it was conducted.
The bon. gentleman's disparaging remarks
about the court must have been founded on
bis own fertile imagination. The court is
composed of the ablest jurists in the land.
men familiar with every question coming up
f rom the remotest parts of the Empire, and
men as qualified to judge, with regard to
the right of every person under our federal
system, as any men in the world could be. 1
think the hon. gentlemen went far out of bis
way ii making the remarks that he did and he
should eliminate these remarks from his
speech. His criticism was uncalled for and
had no foundation in fact and arose simply
from ill-feeling and discontent caused by the
judgment of the court. My hon. friend ap-
pealed for peace, toleration and liberty of
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the subject in Canada. In that I am quite
with him. That is the only way in which
we can have this difficult question, which
is causing so much controversy, properly
terminated. We must endeavour to live
in harmony and the only way is to be
just and tolerant. A minority cannot long
suffer wrong ; the people will rise against
it and demand justice to all. On the other
hand, I do not approve of the suggestion
that the Dominion Government should have
disallowed the legislation of Manitoba. Even
Iow, my hon. friend from Ottawa would not

undertake to say that this Parliament, in
defiance of the decision of the highest court
il the empire, should take any action which
Would counteract the will of the people of
Manitoba. He knows very well that the
government which would sanction such a
course, would raise a storm which it
Would be difficult to quell. They
'Would have been hurled from power in
a very short time. Therefore I am with the
<Government in the course they have taken.
it commended itself at the time to all
Parties, Catholic as well as Protestant, and
We must only regret that these people in
Manitoba have violated their pledges and
Passed a law without having the public
Opinion of Manitoba with them at the time.
'They did it in violation of their pledges to,
the Catholic body, and I believe that it will
recoil on them acting the way they did. It
'as an injustice and a violation of their
Pledges given to His Grace the Archbishop
and the people of the country, and it must
redound to their disadvantage. The spirit
of Nemesis yet lives, and will punish the
tyranical abuse of power. But my hon.
friend must feel that this whole thing has
originlated in Manitoba with the Liber-
'alI theinselves. My hon. friend denounced
them as tricksters. He said what was per-
fectly right-that they, through misrepre-
sentations and false pledges to the clergy

nd to the people, especially the French-
anadians, got into power, and having got

o power they endeavoured, for political
PUrposes, I believe, to override the constitu-
tional rights of the minority and place the
Uovernment of Canada in a false position.
The Government, in my opinion, took the
proper stand in this matter. Had it doneotherwise it would have aroused party feel-
ing and religious bigotry throughout the
Country which would not have been easily

12ayed
12½

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.) I have
to ask the indulgence of this House, as one
of its youngest members, while I offer a few
observations on the subject which has
engaged the attention of the House for
the last few days. It is very unfortunate
indeed that questions of this nature should
come up here. I think it is particularly un-
fortunate that they have come up when
they do not point to any distinct termination
or action on the part of Parliament as to
what is to be done. The discussion of these
questions, as we are discussing this subject
now, is unfortunate, notwithstanding the
admirable manner in which it has been in-
troduced in this House by the hon. gentle-
man from St. Boniface, who made a speech
which was not only a credit to himself but to
this parliament. Although he introduced it
in the most delicate manner and very ably
indeed, I still feel that there is danger of
this discussion doing as much harm as good.
J noticed when my hon. friend from Halifax
was speaking to-day that he found it neces-
sary to refer to some misapprehensions
which might arise from remarks that he
made last Friday. We must remember in
discussing those questions on which the pub-
lic mind is so sensitive, after our words go
outside of the House they get into the
press and the discussion is taken up by
others less intelligent than hon. gentlemen
here, they are apt to be taken up warmly
and lead in the future to other misunder-
standings and a fresh crop of just such legis-
lation as we are now dealing with. I do
not think that the question of whether de-
nominational schools or public schools are
the best is at all one for discussion on this
occasion, although a good deal of time has
been devoted to that point. As this question
has been so very freely discussed and strong
views put forth upon it, I may just as well
in passing, express my own opinion that I
believe in a public sécular system of educa-
tion. It would be my choice. I was struck
by the remark which my hon. friend the
senior member for Halifax made a few
minutes ago about the desirability and neces-
sity of people knowing and understanding
each other. In a mixed community such
as we have in almost every part of Canada,
we have to fight the batties of life side by
side, whether we are Roman Catholics or
Protestants, and as we have to do that, for
my own part I think it is desirable that our
children should learn to know each other and
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to trust each other and to appreciate each
other in the class room and on the playground
as well as when they have chosen their
employments and assumed the more
responsible duties of life. I myself
have had my children educated in
the public schools. Of course we look care-
f ully after our schools-look after the tone of
morality in them, and I have still to learn
that the fundamental principles of our com-
mon Christianity have been eliminated from
those schools. They do not go into details.
My creed is not taught there, as distinct
from the creed of another denomination,
but the fundamental doctrines of Christianity
are not eliminated from the instruction.
While I hold the view, and hold it warmly,
and assert it here as I have on many previous
occasions asserted it elsewhere, that a public
school system is best for a mixed community,
I have taken this further ground: I recog-
nize the fact that there is a very large pro-
portion of my fellow-subjects in this country
who believe differently from me, with whom
it is a matter of conscience that their children
should receive a denominational education,
and therefore, more than 20 years ago I took
the stand that when the assertion of that
right or when the granting that privilege
to them trenches upon no right or privilege
which I or my fellow Protestant citizens
value or esteem, I am willing to let them
adopt the system of education which they con-
scientiously believe to be the best. I took that
stand in my own province 20 years ago,
when the school question was up there,
under the leadership of the Honourable
Jas. C. Pope. I fell in the fight which took
place over it, but, looking back, I hold the
same views now as I did then. I took my
stand in favour of free public undenomina-
tional education, but, at the sane time, I
never pushed my views so far as to persecute
or injure those who wished to have their
education conducted in a different manner
where it was possible to be so conducted,
without interfering with the carrying on of
public schools. A good deal has been said
in this discussion with regard to an alleged
breach of faith, with regard to this school
question in Manitoba. Now, I feel bound
to say, honestly and candidly, from the
observation that I took of public questions
at the time the Manitoba School Act was
passed, and from what I learned with regard
to it, that I have always been under the

impression that privileges were conceded
to the minority of that place by law.
That was my honest conviction; but the mat-
ter has taken such a shape that it almost
bothers a layman to tell exactly how it stands
to-day, but I have been long enough in public
life and business life to think that I am a
perfect judge upon another phase of this
question, and I shall now refer to the con-
duct of the men who passed the Manitoba
School Act of 1890. We have already
heard in the speech of the hon. gentleman
from St. Boniface, an extract from a speech
delivered by Mr. Jas. Fisher, M.P.P., in the
legislature of Manitoba. I have read it care-
fully, because I have the pleasure of being
acquaint< d with Mr. Fisher, and I feel that
1 can place very great reliance upon what
he said ; I have read that speech of Mr.
Fisher's and I can come to no other con-
clusion than that the passage of that Act
was a very base betrayal of the people in
that part of the Dominion on the part of
Mr. Martin and Mr. Greenway. We find
that these gentlemen went to the electors
authorized to speak for their party. There
was a contest upon this very subject, and it
virtually affected the condition of parties in
Manitoba. They gave. a solemn pledge, a
pledge that was repeated on more than one
occasion, and backed by the authority of the
president of the Liberal Association in the
province of Manitoba, that if they gave their
confidence to the Liberal candidate, the
rights and privileges which they had en-
joyed in regard to education would be pre-
served to them, by the party who expected to
get into power. Notwithstanding those pled-
ges, so solemnly given, we find that the very
men who spoke for the Liberal party in Man-
itoba on that occasion, after reaping the bene-
fit of that election, and having got the votes
and support of the people on that pledge,
turned around and deprived those people of
the advantages they had enjoyed in the
matter of education. Mr. Martin and bis
friends gained that election, and they fol-
lowed up their victory by passing this legis-
lation which is so obnoxious to the minority
in Manitoba. Their conduct, to my mind,
has been extraordinary. No wonder my
hon. friend from St. Boniface and bis friends
and sympathizers feel strongly over it. Their
feeling must be somewhat similar to that
of the dying eagle, as described by Byron,
on finding a feather from her own wing
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attached to the arrow which had pierced
her heart:

Keen was the pang, but keener still to feel
She nursed the pinion that impelled the steel.

1 was very much surprised, in view of the
facts to which I have been alluding, and
others to which I shall refer before I resume
mly seat, at a reinark that fell from my hon.
friend the leader of the Opposition, when he
delivered his long and interesting speech the
Other evening on this question. He ventured

.the assertion that he believed if that vener-
able and able statesman who now lies in his
grave at Kingston were living to-day, he
would be able to suppress the intolerance
nOW growing up amongst his followers. At-
tention has already been called to the fact
that it was the Liberal party that was
guilty of this intolerance.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-I was speaking of
Ontario.

lion. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-We will
cone to Ontario later on. As far as Manitoba
1s 0oncerned, My hon. friend will not dispute
that the intolerant feeling and the treachery
1n regard to this question did not appear
alnongst the followers of the late Sir John
Macdonald, or of the Government party of
this country, but in the ranks of the party
of Which he is the representative leader in
this House. In answer to the statement of
'y hon. friend the member for Ottawa, the
leader of the Opposition in this House, I
Will just read to hon. gentlemen a few
Words from the pamphlet published by Arch-
bishop Taché on the history of the schools in
Manitoba during fifteen years. In this pam-
Phlet he says, speaking of the discussion
Which took place on the Manitoba School
Act in the year 1890, when it was before
the Provincial Legislature:

Mr. Prendergast placed himself in the foremost
ritn0 1 , being endowed with a superior order of

1 terary, historical, political and social knowledge.
The 1ig Was neglected to defend the Catholics.

e five Protestant men.bers of the OppositionJoined then in the very heat of the battle, but
ruInhers, that ultimate resource of constitutional
regine, crushed every effort.
AhU the Protestant members of the Opposi-
tion who are Conservative, joined their
Catholic fellow members in the Houseagainst the Liberal party in the province of
Manitoba, in order to preserve for them the
Privileges which they enjoyed in the matter

of education. As far as Manitoba is con-
cerned, I think my hon. friend will freely
admit that the intolerance, of which he ex-
presses such horror, is to be found entirely
in the ranks of his own party.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not spare them.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON(P.E.I.)-My hon.
friend made, in this very connection, another
observation, which I was glad indeed to hear.
I amnot very well acquainted with the Orange-
men of Ontario, but he made this admission
-that he found the leaders of the Orange-
men more liberal than the members of his
own party in dealing with this matter of
education.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In early days.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-Yes, I
think that was the remark, and he named some
grand masters-he mentioned three or four
of them-who had always stood up for what
they considered fair play, and had approached
all these questions in a highly tolerant man-
ner. Reference has been made to another
organization which bas within a very
short time made its appearance, I believe
mainly in the province of Ontario, an organ-
ization of which I do not know very much ;
it is called, I believe, the Protestant Pro-
tective Association, and my hon. friend
from Halifax attached whatever odium be-
longs to that association, as an intolerant
institution, to the Conservative party. If
my information is right, it was the Liberal
party in western Ontario, that imported the
Protestant Protective Association into Can-
ada. Hon. gentlemen may think that is very
unlikely, but my information is this, that the
Orange body, being largely in favour of the
Conservative party in western Ontario,
some of the Liberal leaders felt the neces-
sity of some organization that they could use
as a counterblast, and the Protestant Pro-
tective Association was introduced into the
county of Lambton by a leading Liberal.

Several MEMBERS-No, no.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-And it
maybeithasnotturned outwell ontheirhands.
I think this information is correct. My hon.
friend from Ottawa may be an excellent
authority on manysubjects, butwe will excusei
him if I do not regard him as one on the Pro-
testant Protective Association, and thesource
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f rom which I have my information is not at
all likely to be wrong. It may possibly turn
outthatthisProtestantProtectiveAssociation
-if its real object is to protect Protestant
interests-will find out before long that the
best way to do that is by practising and
preaching toleration. When they do that
and stand on a sound platform, my hon.
friend will find that there is really no need
of the organization, because there will be no
better way of injuring the interests of Pro-
testantism than by means of an organization,
the object of which is to ostracize and perse-
cute any other religious body in the commu-
nity. Bnt, there was another observation
made, and I think it came from my hon.
friend from Halifax. He said it was from
Mr. Meredith's party in Ontario, that this
rabid spirit of intolerance had been imported
into Manitoba. Mr. Meredith may have
advocated measures of which I would not
approve if I understood them properly. I
do not understand these questions in Ont-
ario very well, but I have yet to learn that
Mr. Meredith ever proposed as his platform,
or put forward as his own views, the aboli-
tion of separate schools in Ontario. If that
is true, he could hardly be guilty of sending
out to Manitoba principles and views which
lie did not advocate in Ontario; but there
is another gentleman who, I think, you will
all agree, has had a good deal to do with
starting the trouble in Manitoba-I refer to
Mr. McCarthy. We know he did go up
there and made a speech, and that he fra-
ternized with Mr. Martin on that occasion.
Mr. Martin moved a very cordial vote of
thanks to him after he had made his speech,
stirring up all these troublesome questions,
and he may be entitled to the credit, to
some extent, of starting his friend Mr.
Martin upon this crusade against separate
schools im. Manitoba. It is worthy of note
that a short time after Mr. McCarthy came
back from Manitoba, lie addressed a large
meeting in the city of Toronto, and announced
himself as a supporter of Mr. Mowat.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No, no.

Hon.Mr.FERGUSON(P.E.I.)-Hesoan-
nounced himself at a meeting in Toronto. I
think it was the time Mr. Parkin was there.
In moving a vote of thanks, he announced
that he would support Mr. Mowat-

Hon. Mr. POWER-No.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E I.)-My me-
mory is not very often at fault, and I remeni-
ber distinctly that the Empire articles, which,
it has been alleged, read Mr. McCarthy out
of the Liberal party, charged him 'with
being untrue to Mr. Meredith in local poli-
tics.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Was that after
the Manitoba Bill?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-Yes, it
was a week or two before the appearance of
the article in the Empire which read Mr.
McCarthy out of the ranks of the Liberal-
Conservative partv. At all events, we will
agree this far, that, if anybody went up from
Ontario and carried the fire of intolerance
to that province, it was Mr. McCarthy, and
we recognize the fact that Mr. McCarthy is
falling right into line with the Liberals in
Dominion politics-so much so that the
Liberal leaders were able to announce days
in advance the exact time when he and his
friend Col. O'Brien would speak on the tariff
question in another place. There seems to
be a thorough understanding between these
gentlemen and the Liberal party. Refer-
ences have been made to the case of Prince
Edward Island. Hon. gentlemen will re-
member that the school election, as we
call it, took place in Prince Edward Island
in 1876. Mr. Davies took the leadership in
that campaign. It is a fact that the Gov-
ernment which carried the school legislation
at that time was not a purely Liberal Gov-
ernnent. There were Conservative gentle-
men who shared Mr. Davies's view upon this
school question, and they formed a coali-
tion government, and passed the bill which
is called the Public School Act of Prince
Edward Island. It is also true that this
bill was petitioned against by Bisbop
McIntyre, and by others. I think my hon.
friend from Ottawa was Secretary of State
at the time, and was the medium of com-
municating the decision of the Mackenzie
Administration to the Government of Prince
Edward Island, that they would not inter-
fere with or disallow the measure. I think
it will be found upon close examination that
the Act of Prince Edward Island was
objectionable to Catholics.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No doubt about that.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-In the
meantime, I will read to hon. gentlemen an
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extract from one of the memorials which
Bishop McIntyre presented against the
Prince Edward Island Act:

Your niemorialists assure Your Excellency that
they cannot withdraw their children from the
schools which, at so much expense to themselves,
they have erected, for they are restrained from
doing SO by the strength of convictions which they
cauot overcome. They will therefore be com-
Pelled to pay for secular schools in addition to those
which they feel bound to support.

They believe this to be an act of injustice to
ther, but it is an act of injustice which a majority
POsessed the power of imposing upon a minority,
and therefore, while they protest against it, theyluust subnit. But, in addition to this, the statute
!ntroduces a new and unheard of principle, for it,
in eftect, makes it a crime, punishable by fine and
irnprisonment, for your nemorialists to send their
children to their own schools rather than to those
established under its provisions.

Section 15 provides that un[ess the average
attendance in a school district 'shall be fifty per
cent of the children of school age within the dis-
trict,' that a deduction shall be made from thesalary of the teacher.

Section 16 provides that such deduction shall beMfade up and levied as a rate upon those parents
'ho by not sending their children to the schools,have caused the number of scholars to fall belowthe average required by section 15.

The effeet of these clauses will be this: If your
lemorialists continue, as they will continue, to

send their children to their own schools, and from
0h attendance the average of children attending

the schools unfler this Act should fall below fifty
r cent, thenl, notwithstanding your nemorialists

tave paid their taxes into the public treasury and
that their children are attending efficient schools,
. ilt and mnaintained by themselves; notwithstand-
ing this, they are to be fined because they will not
ýithdraw their children from the religious teach-
ing they prize so highly, to send them where allInstruction in the Christian religion is, by law,carefülly and rigorously excluded.

The argument that the Bishop uses is that
ection 16 compels the parents of children

that are withdrawn from the public schools
il order to attend the denominational schools
'lot on1ly to pay for the maintenance of their
0Wn*i schools but taxes them for the support
Of the public schools as well ; and they are
nOt Only taxed, but they are liable to a fine
or imPIisonment for keeping their children
aWay from the public schools. That is the
argument that Bishop McIntyre makes.

lion. Mr. ALMON-What was Mr. Davies
When he passed that Act I

IlOn. Mr. FERGUSON.(P.E.I.)-He wasleader of the Government.

lion. Mr. POWER-Mr. Davies was de-
feated in 1879, I think, and from that time

up to about two years ago Prince Edward
Island was continuously ruled by Conserva-
tive Administrations, of which my hon. friend
himself was a distinguished member. Did
any of those Administrations alter that law I

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON(P.E.I.)-I wasjust
coming to that point. I was going to show
that after the passage of this law the Catho-
lic people of the province, as well as those
who sympathized with them in the matter,
finding their opposition useless, accepted
the situation. Indeed, before the change
of Government, which occurred about two
years after the passage of this Act, there
was a distinct understanding on every hand
that the school question was not going to
be further agitated-that the Catholic
people accepted the situation and would
not offer any further opposition to the Act.
When that stage was reached four Con-
servatives, members of the Government, re-
tired from it. One of the principal reasons
which they assigned for doing so was that,
while they believed in the principle of un-
denominational schools and had stood by
the Davies Government until the battle was
over and the law had been accepted, when
that had taken place they would not re-
main in a Government from which Roman
Catholics were proscribed and therefore
they retired in order that a mixed Govern-
ment might be formed, a Government com-
posed of Roman Catholi3s and Protestants
which was the only Government that could
be popular or just in a province like Prince
Edward Island, where the proportion of
Protestants to Catholics is about three to
two. I very well remember, and must not
forget to deal with the fact before reach-
ing the point which the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax raised, that Mr.
Davies denounced these gentlemen who
withdrew from his Government in very
unmeasured terms because they did withdraw.
It was not merely his view that the Roman
Catholics should be under the disability
which the School Act imposed upon them, but
that Roman Catholics should be proscribed
from office altogether. He denounced a
member of this House as a black-hearted
traitor, I think those were the words, for
announcing his determination to retire from
the Government because it was his desire
that the Government should represent all
classes of the community. I will come to,
the fact to which the hon. gentleman from
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Halifax has drawn my attention, and that
is that the coalition Government, of which
Mr. Davis was the leader, went out of power
some two years afterwards and a Conserva-
tive Government was formed of which I had
the honour of being a member. When we
took office, the school question had been
dropped. If was understood on ail hands
that there should be no further agitation on
the matter. In fact, we were pledged (feel-
ing as all parties did that there had been
enough of this fight which could lead to no
beneficial results) to go on legislating on
other and more pressing questions and
not to disturb that school question in
any way whatever. Therefore, the hon.
gentleman will understand that it was
on account of this resolution on the
part of the supporters of denominational
schools in the province that the Conservative
party continued in power, and did not at-
tempt to amend or change the School Act
of 1879. There is a point upon which the
hon. leader of the Opposition and the hon.
member from Halifax have enlarged at a
very considerable length in different parts
of their speeches, and put forward very
strongly-at first rather gently and after-
wards with more emphasis- the duty, as
they considered, of the Federal Government
to disallow the Manitoba Schools Act. I
wish to call the attention of hon. gentlemen
to the record of the Liberal party on this
question of the disallowance of educational
measures-I will not go beyond that. There
was a great deal said, as we all know, for a
number of years in Canada in public life
over the disallowance of provincial measures,
and my hon. friend from Halifax just a few
moments ago cited the disallowance of the
Rivers and Streams Act on two or
three occasions to show that the Liberal-
Conservative leaders whenever they thought
proper could practise disallowance, although
they did not do it in the case of the Manitoba
School Act, which, in his opinion, so fully call-
ed for it. My hon. friend will remember that
the disallowance of those measures occurred
some years ago, and that there has been a very
great change in the constitutional position
of both political parties, I might say, but
especially of the Conservative party on the
question of disallowance since that time.
But I will lead up to that. In the mean-
time, I will call the attention of the House
to a resolution moved by the Hon. Mr. Mac-
kenzie as far back as 1872 in the House of

Commons, upon the New Brunswick School
Act. As my hon. friend, the leader of the
Opposition, has argued that it was the duty
of the Government of the day to disallow the
Manitoba School Act, I want to show what
had been the policy of his own party-
what was the policy of the Government of
which he himself was a very distinguished
member-through a number of years on this
very question of disallowance, and especially
the disallowance of educational measures.
In 1872, Mr. Mackenziemovedthisresolution
which was adopted:

And that this House deens it expedient that
the opinion of ,he law officers of the Crown in
England and if possible the opinion of the Judicial
Conmittee of the Privy Council should be obtained
as to the right of the Legislature of New Bruns-
wick to make such changes in the school law as
deprived the Roman Catholics of the privileges
they enjoyed at the time of the union in respect
to religious education in the common schools, with
a view of ascertaining whether the case comes with-
in the terns of the fourth subsection of the 93rd
clause of the British North America Act of 1867,
which authorizes the Parliament of Canada to enact
reniedial lawsfor the due execution of the provisions
respecting edacation in the said Act.

The law on the matter of reference to the
Privy Council of England was not then in the
position it is now, so much so that Mr. Mac-
kenzie in this resolution put in the words
that an appeal should be made to the Privy
Council if possible. He thought it would be
difficult to get a decision of the Privy Council
on a question of this kind at the time, and he
felt that if he could not get one opinion he
could get another, so he included in his reso-
lution the law officers of the Crown. Here we
find that Mr. Mackenzie, 22 years ago, while
leader of the Liberal party in Parliament,
took alinost precisely the same view of the
New Brunswick School Act as the Govern-
ment of Sir John Thompson has done with
regard to the Manitoba law. I dare say my
hon. friend will tell me that the case was
much stronger in Manitoba than in New
Brunswick. I grant it, but the Govern-
ment were not presumed to know that-they
were only trying to find out the law as it
applied to both cases. Mr. Mackenzie did
not profess to know what should be done in
the matter and how far the power of remedial
legislation lay with the Federal Government
at that time, and therefore he asked, and his
views were carried in the House of Commons
at that time, for a reference of the New
Brunswick school question to the Privy
Council or the law officers of the Crown.
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We will come to 1875, when Mr. Mackenzie
was leader of the Government and my hon.
friend from Ottawa was one of his able and
712ost trusted colleagues. Mr. Mackenzie
Made a speech in which he said:

Sir, it must be apparent to every one that if we
were to attempt violently to lay hands upon that
compact for the purpose of aiding a minority inlqew Brunswick who have a grievance, no matter
however just what that grievance may be,-and
fromj m'y point of view I think it is one they have a
right to complain of-however much we might
eltertain that feeling, we have no right t-> do any-
thing that will violate our obligation to defend the
Constitution under which we live. I may point
this out to hon. gentlemen in this House and to the
country that if it were competent for this House
<lirectly or indirectly to set aside the constitution
as regards one of the smaller rovinces, it would
be equally competent for this ouse to set it aside
as regards the privileges which the Catholies enjoy
at this moment in Ontario.

Mr. Mackenzie on that occasion, at the
Conclusion of the speech from which I have
read this extract, moved the following
resolution :

lp the opinion of this Houtse, legislation by thePariament of the United Kingdom, encroaching
bn any powers reserved to any one of the provinces
.y the British North Ainerica Act, would be an
infraction of the provincial constitution, and that
t Would be inexpedient and fraught with danger

tO the autonomy of each of the provinces for this
iouse to invite such legislation.

This was an amendment to a resolution made
by 8some hon. member asking that the Parlia-
mnent of Canada might be called upon to
aMend the British North America Act. Here
Mr. LMackenzie again, as the leader of his
party, moved this resolution and carried
it in the House of Commons on this very
Iuestion of education. But when my hon.
friend from Halifax asked the House
tO remember that the Conservative Gov-
ernment had disallowed the Rivers and
Streams Bill and measures of that kind,
I have already said he should remember
that that matter of disallowance stands in a<iferent position to-day from what it did
.hen that disallowance took place. I will
Just remind the hon. gentleman how that
came about. In the session of 1890 Mr.

l31ake moved in the House of Commons a
esolution which was adopted unanimously,
1ir John Macdonald accepting the principle.
t was placed on record and, as you might
y, made a law of Parliament. It'was a

ftoi
ts i expedient to provide means whereby, onnIn occasions touching the exercise of the

power of disallowance, or of the appellate power
as to educational legislation, important questions
of law or fact nay be referred by the executive
to a high judicial tribunal for hearing and
consideration, in such mode that the authorities
and parties interested nay be represented, and
that a reasoned opinion may be obtained for the
information of the executive.

This resolution, as I have said, was sub-
mitted by Mr. Blake, and unanimously
adopted. In submitting the resolution to
the House Mr. Blake made a very able
speech indeed, a speech well worthy of
perusal and re-perusal. It was evidently
thought over with the greatest care, and he
brought to bear on every subject that he
touched the results of great experience and
great ability. He says :

I would say that recent current events and im-
pending events have combined to convince me that
it is important, in the public interest, that this
proposition should receive attention dnring this
session.

Yet, sir, no legislative or executive can, any more
than any private individual, act at all without con-
sidering and in a sense deciding for itself the legal-
ity of t he acts and so in some sort entering upon
the judicial department, but upon the domain of
the judicial power, because our opinion that our
acts are valid does not make them so, their validity
depends upon the decision of the judicial authority,
and on that alone.

There can be no doubt that the absolute union of
these departments (executive and legislative and
judicial) is neither more nor less than absolute des.
potism. United in one hand, I care not whether it
be the hand of an autocrat or the hand of a council,
the power of legislation, the power of interpreta-
tion and the power of administration, and you
make the most absolute despot that is conceivable.
The separation therefore, the degree to which,
without our weakening or our complicating the
action of the machine, you can separate them,
marks the degree to which, in this respect of a
constitutional question, you have attained perfec-
tion.

The first of the two cases to which I shall allude
is that in which the proposal comes from the Execu-
tive to disallow an Act of a Provincial Legislature
on the ground that that Act is udtra vires. If it
be so the Act is void ; and I think I nay say that
it is now generally agreed that a void Act should
not be disallowed but left to the courts.

Mr. Blake says that owing torecent and cur-
rent events it was important that that reso-
lution should receive attention that very ses-
sion.

Every word that Mr. Blake said in this
speech went to establish the principle that on
an important question like this and especial-
ly an educational question, the Government of
Canada should not attempt to deal with it
but that it should be dealt with by the courts.
He continues :
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Those ienbers who have long been here will well
remeinber the New Brunswick School Case, which
was agitated for many years and in the course of
which agitation I had hoped, that sone political
aspects of that and of analogous questions were fi-
nally settled-settled at all events for the party
with which I acted, and for the humble individual
who is niow addressing you.

Here Mr. Blake says the precedent es-
tablished in the case of the New Brunswick
School Act settled this question of disal-
lowance as far as the Liberal party is con-
cerned, of which the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa is a distinguished member. He
goes further and says that it settled the
matter as far as lie is concerned :

I regard it as settled for nyself at any rate,
first of all that there shall be no disallowance of
educational legislation, for the reason that in
the opinion of this Parlianent sone other or
different policy than that which the province has
thought fit to accept would be better.

My own opinion is, that whenever, in oppo-
sition to the continued view of a Provincial
Executive and Legislature, it is contemplated by
the Dominion Executive to disallow a Provincial
Act because it is dtra rires, there ought to be a
reference ; and also that there ought to be a refer-
ence in certain cases where the condition of public
opinion renders expedient a solution of legal pro-
blems, dissociated from those elenients of passion
and expediency which are, rightly or wrongly, too
often attributed to the action of political bodies.
And again, I for my part would recommend such a
reference in all cases of educational appeal-cases
which necessarily evoke the feelings to which 1
have alluded, and to one of which, I an frank to
say, my present action is only due.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Those decisions were
not binding on the Government.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-Mr.
Blake distinctly said there should be a
reference.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He could not carry
his resolution unless lie accepted Sir John
Macdonald's interpretation of it which I
have before me.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON(P.E.I.)-Sir John
accepted the resolution pretty much in the
spirit in which it was offered ; so much so
that it was embodied next year in an Act
of the Dominion and it is now the law of
the land. Mr. Blake adds:

But, Sir, besides the great positive gain of obtain-
ing the best guidance, there are other, and, in my
opinion, not unimportant gains besides. Ours is a
popular government ; and when burning questions
arise inflaming the public mind, when agitation is
rife as to the political action of the Executive or
the Legislature-which action is to be based on

legal questions, obviously beyond the grasp of the
people at large ; when the people are on such
questions divided by cries of creed and race, then
I inaintain that a great public good is attainable
by the submîission of such legal questions to legal
tribunals, with all the custornary securities for a
sound judgmuent ; and whose decisions-passion-
less and dignified, accepted by each of us as bind-
ing in our own affairs involving fortune, freedom,
honour, life itself-are nost likely to be accepted
by us all in questions of public concern.
My hon. friend says that Mr. Blake's reso-
lution would not have been carried unless
Sir John had given an interpretation of itb
and given an assent to it. Well, whatever
qualitication Sir John gave it, he accepted it
in its integrity without the alteration of a
single word, and it finds its place now in
the statutes of Canada just in the words in
which Mr. Blake presented it, and whatever
my learned friend will make out of the few
words of qualification that Sir John used, lie
surely cannot go back on Mr. Blake's words
when lie said he regarded these questions as
settled for the party to which lie belonged, the
Liberal party of Canada, and at all events
they were settled as far as lie himself was
concerned. I may say, in my humble way,
that I have been watching the course of
public events upon this question for many
years, and I must say that I have long since
regarded this provision in the British North
America Act which provided, or which
looked towards remedial legislation in refer-
ence to any privilege conceded at Confeder-
ation in the matter of education to a minor-
ity in any province, as a very unwise provi
sion and one which has, to my own certain
knowledge, injured the minority in the pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island. I renem-
ber very well that many people who were
not indisposed to meet a reasonable view in
the matter of education pointed to that
clause and said: We would not mind giv-
ing way in the cities and towns, where there
are no geographical objections in the way,
but don't you see under that part of the
British North America Actif we once estab-
lished separate schools in any place, remedial
legislation will come in from Ottawa and we
will lose our power, and we must oppose
every concession on account of the provisions
of the British North America Act. Trouble
has arisen in consequence of this : I know it
has arisen in Prince Edward Island. We
know how that provision in the British
North America Act grew up as far as
Ontario and Quebec is concerned. There
was a legislative union of Ontario and
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Quebec before confederation and they had
Provided for dissentient and separate schools
In both of these provinces; and as at confe-
deration they were going back as it were to
take up political housekeeping on their own
account, there was a bargain between the
two provinces that the exemptions whichi
had been mutually given should be continued
thereafter, and to that, as far as Ontario and
Quebec were concerned, there was no very
great objection; but when the question came
1P of extending this provision to vast terri-!
tories upon which there was a very limited'
Population, and before it was known what
the character of that population would be, I
cOnfess I saw from the first that when that,
country would fill up with a population hold-
ing distinct views of their own on this ques-
tion, they would not be bound by the terms
originally adopted, and my fears have been
verified; and there will be greater trouble
Over this question in the future. Now, with
regard to this matter of disallowance, my
hon. friend from Halifax and the hon. gen-
tiernan from Ottawa have put forward pretty
strongly the idea that the Government of
Canada ought to have disallowed these
nleasures; and my hon. friend from Ottawa
does so notwithstanding that when in office
and when a member of the Federal Govern-
Ulerit he pursued a very different course
hù]unelf.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-No parallel case.

lon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-The
eases may not be exactly parallel ; I admit
all that ; but this much he will admit, that
there were almost as strong complaints made
fr0o Prince Edward Island and New Bruns-
Wick as from Manitoba.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, quite as strong.

hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-But
there were questions of law involved in bothcases, my learned friend will admit that.
Therefore the views of Mr. Blake and Mr.
hakenzie as leader of the party, that

re should be a decision by a judicial
ot7Y where passion and prejudice should
ot come in, were followed. The Newllrulswick case and the Prince Edward
sland case were not as - strong as theMantoba case, but that could only be found

eu.t after a reference had been had. 'The
,rciple is precisely the same, and the
egree of strength between the case of one

province and the case of another does not.
affect the question in the slightest degree.
I want to quote the views of a gentleman
who is well known by reputation in every
part of Canada. I refer to Archbishop
Taché. Deeply interested as that venerable
prelate is in this question, more probably
than any other man in Canada, yet still I want
to point out to this honourable House, that
he, speaking the words of truth and honesty,
and not for a political purpose (for, as the
hon. gentleman from Halifax says, he has no
preference as far as that is concerned for
either party,) but speaking in a calm and
dispassionate manner, having this deep
interest in the Manitoba School Act, did he
say that disallowance is possible? No. Here
is what he says:

After these explanations of the Premier, the
motion of Mr. Blake was umanimously voted by
b'th sides of the House, by the right as well as by
the left, by the Liberals as well as by the Conser-
vatives, hy those who to-day place upon me the
responsibility they then assuned, as well as by
those who are loyal enough to recognize that the
question of disallowance was thus killed in the
Commons, I do not know the thoughts of those-
who voted without speaking, but I know what I
thought: what suffering in learning that a fortnight
after its arrival at Ottawa, our petition asking
for disallowance was paralyzed by the unanimous
vote of the Commons of Canada.

That is what Archbishop Taché says, and
he adds:

This circumstance brings me face to face with
certain accusations made against me. The most
unreasonable is perhaps the one that throws upon
me the terrible responsibility of having sacrificed
the Manitoba Schools, because I did not obtain the
disallowance of the laws of 1890. ý Among those
who made that accusation there are many who
voted in favour of Mr. Blake's proposition. By this
unanimous vote Parliament made the disallowance
morally impossible.

I am surprised that my hon. friend from
Halifax, knowing that this resolution of Mr.
Blake's had entirely altered the constitu-
tional aspect should cite the Rivers and
Streams Bill of Ontario, and say that it was
plain sailing and they could have disallowed
this Manitoba Act in a moment. Here is.
Archbishop Taché, an honest and conscien-
tious man, speaking the sentiment of his
heart when he says:

I am forced to say they do not know the first
word of the situation, or that they construe it in a
strange manner. To be absolutely and candidly
sincere I must add that I do not think that there
is in Canada an educated man so small minded as
to believe that it was possible for me to obtain the
disallowance against the vote of the whole Legisla-
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ture. Enough for such unlawful and unjust accusa-
tions and insinuations. It is evident that many
of those who speak of the disallowance of the
Manitoba School laws are not the ones who desire
it. It is not necessary to be very cunning to read
between the lines on this subject.

And with regard to that very question of
the interference of the Federal Parliament
in provincial legislation, I will quote
another very eminent authority, one who
has long since passed away, but whose name
is dear to his compatriots, and I may say to
all the people of Canada, for the very im-
portant part which he took in building up
and founding this great confederation. I refer
to Sir George E. Cartier, who said, on the
20th May, 1872, as follows:

If it was admitted that the subject could be dealt
with by the Dominion Parliament, it would place
the question of education at the mercy of a
Parliainent of which a majority were Protestants.
If this principle was followed the Protestant min-
ority in Quebec night cone to this Parliaient
with a grievance against the Catholic majority of
that province. It was a dangerous principle to
adopt.

And I think, therefore, on the strength of
these eminent authorities, that this House
will agree with me that whatever remedy
there is for the grave diiculties that exist
in Manitoba, it may not, and should not, be
found in the disallowance of the Act. The
time for disallowance has passed over; in
fact, disallowance was not strongly pressed.
The reference which the constitution pro-
vided was the remedy which was applied
for and a remedy has not been found, I
must admit. However, J must not take up
very much more of the time of the House in
speaking on this subject. The hon. gentleman
from Halifax made a reference to the Winni-
peg election, which took place not very long
ago, and said that the opponent of Mr.
Martin in the Winnipeg election was also a
supporter of the Manitoba School Act. It
is quite possible that Mr. Campbell took
that view; but certainly there is a wide
difference between a man who was then in
private life, as J presume Mr. Campbell
must have been from what my hon. friend
has said, expressing his honest' convictions
upon the question of the schools in Manitoba,
and a man like Mr. Martin, who had vio-
lated the promises made to the French
people of the North-west, and who betrayed
them most ignominiously--betrayed them
after having secured their confidence.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If there areno other
gentlemen who intend speaking on this ques-
tion, I desire to say a few words. I was in
hopes however, after the few pertinent
remarks made by my hon. colleague that the
motion made by the hon. gentleman from St.
Boniface would have been carried without
further discussion. However I have no
complaint to make, at least I ought not to
make any complaint because gentlemen
thought proper to exercise the right which
every member of this House has to discuss
questions particularly of so important a
character as this, to rise even after a
member of the Government had asked the
House whether there were any others who
desired to discuss the question and if not he
would make a few remarks and close. I
repeat I have no right to object to any per-
-on addressing the House even after such an
intimation, nor should I add anything to
what has already been said.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
refers to me. The hon. gentleman will remem-
ber that when the Minister of Agriculture
made that remark I intimated that there
were others to speak, so that he was not taken
by surprise.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I am quite aware
of that fact. My hon. friend askec the
question whether any one desired to address
the House before entering upon his speech
and the remark made by the hon. member
for Halifax was while my colleague was
speaking, not before he commenced. How-
ever, it is not my province to find fault with
that, because every member of the House
has a right to address it at such time as he
thinks proper. I was going to say I should
not have addressed the House at all on the
subject were it not for the fact that the leader
of the Opposition, and also the member for
Halifax, tried to fasten upon the party to
which I belong certain responsibilities in con-
nection with this question of which certainly
they were not guilty. If the question had
been discussed in that calm and judicious
manner in which it was introduced and fol-
lowed by most of the gentlemen who
spoke, other than these two hon. gentle-
men, it might and in all probability
would have ended there. My hon. friend
from Prince Edward Island, who has just
spoken, has dealt so fully with certain por-
tions of this question that I shall not weary
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the House with repeating them. He has refer- Her Majesty, no matter how low or high he
red inamuch more able and eloquent manner might be in society, could not be deprived of
to the different points which he brought the riglit of an appeal to the foot of the
Under the notice of the House than I could Throne; and for that reason he opposed the
have done, and I shall only continue the argu- motion which was made by Mr. Irving in the
ment a little further than he has done in refer- House of Commons when he desired to make
ence to the position taken by both parties on all decisions of the Supreme Court of Cana-
this very important question. The leader of da a finality. So that my hon. friend the
the Opposition and his first lieutenant have leader of the Opposition is welcome to all
laid down the principle that the Govern- that he can take out of the objection he has
nient should, under the circumstances, have taken on that point. Asmy hon. colleaguesug-
disallowed both the Manitoba Act and the gests to me we have not the power to prevent
Ordinance passed by the North-west Terri- any subject from taking an appeal to the foot
tories. That question has been fully dealt of the Throne-it is the right of every subject.
with by the hon. niember from Prince He-,ce in accepting the resolutions of Mr.
Edward Island. He has quoted from the Blake, Sir John did well from a constitu-
OPinions of the leader of the party (Mr. tional standpoint to reserve to the
Illlake) to which these hon. gentlemen belong, Government of the day the power of disal-
showing that they, in order to avoid diffi- lowance as given by the constitution. The
culties and heartburnings which always arise question arises of course as to when that
on questions affecting the creed or reli- important power should be exercised. When
glon of the people, it should be removed that question comes before the Government,
from the political arena as far as possible, if it should ever come, or before Parliament,
by sending all these constitutional questions it will then be time enough to discuss it. It
On which there are differences of opinion, must have been really amusing to members
to the court. The hon. leader of the Opposi- of this House who have lived long enough
tion, I notice, took refuge in the remarks in Canada to know the relative positions
41ade by the late Sir John Macdonald when taken in days gone by, by the two parties
he accepted the resolution moved by Mr. on this subject-that is the Conservative
Illake. Sir John Macdonald, in taking party and the Liberal party,-on the much
that position, acted as all constitutional vexed question of separate schools ; to me,
lawyers and all men who understand any- who have lived long enough to know what
thingy of the constitution which governs has taken place in the past, who has been
this country and governs England and her more or less in politics from his boyhood
cOonies should. He held that they cannot up, and connected with a body of men who
deprive the executive of the day of any hold strong views on both sides of the ques-
Of the powers which are given to them tion,-for me to hear the hon. leader of the
bY the constitution under which they Opposition trying to excuse his late leader,
govern, and while lie accepted that resolu- the Premier under whom lie acted, and hold
tion as the solution of what he believed to him up as a beacon light to those of his own
b a disputable constitutional point, he way of thinking and to try and leave an im-
laid down the principle at the same time pression on this House that he had been in
that it did not relieve the Government from favour of separate schools, and that lie for-
anY responsibilities which would devolve sooth lad given Up the opinions whicl li
nPon it in dealing with questions which he advocated long, long ago, sound very strange.
thought interfered with the rights and privi- He did tell us, and le was quitecorrectin that,
leges of the people and affecting the good of that there were certain'eaders of the Conser-
the country. That is the position that Sir vative party-certain Orangemen, to whom
John Macdonald took, and that every man le referred and of whom le spoke, 1 was going
who knows anything of the provisions of the to say witl a good deal of pleasure, at least
constitution as it exists in the British to wlom le attributed opinions and feelings
EUapire must necessarily take. He took which were liberal in their character. Traoe
precisely the same position when a motion back the whole school question from its in-
w'as Inade in the House of Commons to 1pake ception long before the lon. gentleman from
all appeals to the Supreme Court a finality. Ottawa introduced bis bil in 1863, and you
le at once pointed out that under the con- wilfindthattheConservativeparty underMr.

fStatution of the country every subject of Draper's leadership wgo was afterwardsChief
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Justice, of all the parties, if there were
any who were entitled to the credit of grant-
ing equalrights and privileges to the different
religious bodies in this country, should be
credited with fair and liberal actions.
What the hon. gentleman says is true
that the Orange leaders voted with him
to amend the separate school law, on dif-
ferent occasions, in days gone by. If the
hon. gentleman will look at the division lists
of times past, he will see that there was one
prominent Orangeman who took exception
to separate sohools or to giving any privi-
lege to Roman Catholies in that particular,
I speak of the late Mr. Ferguson. I hold
the division list in my hand. I have that
which the hon. gentleman opposite seems to
dread so much, a scrap book, with the whole
history of the echool question in it, and I find
that Mr. Ferguson who was a leading Orange-
man always took strong ground against
separate schools; but did that bind the
whole Orange body of Ontario to his views I
Then why should the hon. gentleman hold
the whole body now and the leaders of it
iii Ontario or any part of the Dominion to
an opinion enunciated by one gentleman in
Ontario to-day?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My point was this-
that it is very different now from what it was
then. There is:a difference of thirty years
between the two.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Thirty years have
elapsed between the time the hon. gentleman
referred to and the present time-does that
make any difference? There was one gentle-
man then who took an extreme stand against
this bill and that gentleman was an Orange-
man. Notwithstanding, he has pointed out
that the whole of the leaders of the Orange-
men at that date supported him, I have
called attention to the fact that to-day there
is one gentleman who has asked for the re-
peal of the separate school system. I say
the hon. gentleman has no more right to hold
the whole of the Orange body responsible
for that gentleman's opinions to-day than he
had, or would have had, to hold the whole
body responsible for the opinion held by one
Orangeman, in similar circumstances, thirty
years ago. Now for his benefit and the
benefit of this House, if he will turn to the
,division upon this bill lie will find that al-
most every Liberal led by Mr. Mackenzie,
Mr. McKellar, Mr. Biggar and others voted

against his bill; while for his information
and for the information of the House, and in
order ti4t they may know that the Orange-
men to whom he referred were liberal in
principle and not only in profession, I will
read to him the names of nearly every
Orangeman in the House in the division list
and it will be seen they were on his side-
Mr. Anderson, who was grand treasurer, Mr.
Benjamin who was grand master, John Hil-
yard Cameron, afterwards grand master, Mr.
Daly the respected father of the present
Minister of the Interior, who was also a
leading Orangeman. There was John A.
Macdonald, I suppose the hon. gentleman
knew him-also an Orangeman, Mr. Mc-
Cann-

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think Mr.
McCann was.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I beg the hon. gen-
tleman's pardon--I think I have a better
knowledge on that subject than the hon.
geptleman lias.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I bow to the lion.
gentleman's superior knowledge on that
point.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Then there was
Mr. Powell of Carleton, Mr. Rykert of St.
Catharines, Mr. Walsh and Mr. Wilson and
two or three others that I might name. I
mention this to show that the charge which
the hon. gentleman has made was not cor-
rect, and that the remarks he made after-
wards were not justifiable, because after
giving these gentlemen credit for liberality
not only by profession and sentiment, but
in practice, he coolly told the House, and I
think very unfairly, that probably they were
political Orangemen. If I were to follow
that same line of argument and refer
back to the event of 1863 when the hon.
gentleman introduced his bill not to establish
but to amend the Separate Schools Act, it
night not redound to his credit. I find on

going into the history of this question that
just before the election which was to take
place in the old province of Canada that the
hon. gentleman allowed his bill to fall
through on two occasions.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no, it was talked
out.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Whether he was
influenced by the baneful influences by
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which he was surrounded I will not say, but
I should be sorry to even insinuate that he
Was actuated by political motives, because
I believe him to have been sincere in his
desire to obtain for his co-religionists all the
Privileges he sought to obtain for them.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In 1862 it was talked
out. Sandfield Macdonald then made a pledge,
when Mr. Ferguson and another member
said they would not allow the bill to go
through, that the following year lie would see
that the bill was passed.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I remember the
circumstances distinctly-I was defeated that
year in my election because I refused to give
a pledge that I would vote to repeal the hon.
gentleman's bill. I was called a " green
back " Orangeman by the Liberals, because I
took the ground that Roman Catholics of
this country had acquired rights and privi-
leges which no British subject should take
from them, and because I would not pledge
lYself in a constituency composed largely of
Protestants I was defeated. But why was I
defeated ? Because there was not one
Reformer in the whole riding who cast his
Vote for me. By making a division, as
divisions on questions of this kind can always
be created, I was defeated by a tolerably
large majority. When I was asked to make
the pledge Ireplied : "This country cannot be
governed on the principles that youlay down.
If I am never elected in a constituency like
this, I will never inake the pledges you ask me
tO mnake." My hon. friend who sits just behind
the leaderof the Opposition (Mr. Read) voted,
and he is an Orangeman, with the hon. gen-
tieman, and so in fact, did every one, or
learly every one, who holds the views he

does. I tell the hon. gentleman this, there is
no teaching in that society in the shape of
bigotry, and no desire to deprive any man of
the rights he holds as a British subject. On
the contrary, and I appeal to the hon. gen-
tleman's sense of right and honour, to justify
that remark f rom the fact that every leading
m'ain belonging to the Orange society, sup-
Ported him in obtaining the rights and
privileges which he says should be enjoyed
by his co-religionists in this country.

lon. Mr. SCOTT-I referred to the fact
for the very purpose of showing that the
Orangemen in those days were liberal.'

lion. Mr. BOWELL-I know the hon. en-
thernan did, but almost in the same breath,

he very ungraciously accused them of being
actuated by improper motives in so doing.
If I had acted from political motives instead
of conscientious convictiois, I would have
acted in the manner he attributed to the
others as being political rather than sincere
Protestants in that respect. I have no more
to say on that point. I hope the hon. gen-
tleman in his future remarks will not attempt
to cast reflections upon gentlemen though
they may hold different views on theological
questions from himself, and who by their
actions have shown that they are just as
liberal as he could possibly have been, simply
because some one member of the community,
shows a different spirit and asks that a
different course be taken. I did intend to
deal to some extent with the question of
disallowance, but the hon. member from
Prince Edward Island has done that so well
and so fully, that I shall only continue what
few remarks I may have to make on this
subject by referring to a debate which took
place in this House upon the question of
referring disputed constitutional points to
the courts. When the late Mr. Abbott
introduced a bill upon this subject he
referred distinctly to its provisions, pointing
out that the object in introducing it was to
remove these questions from the political
arena and throw the responsibility to as
great an extent as possible on the courts of
this country. He said:

This is a bill to make several snall changes with
reference to procedure mainly, but it deals with
one very important inatter, which is new. It has
been a subject of discussion for sone time past be-
fore the public and in other places, and the govern-
ment have now endeavoured to embody it in legis-
lation in such a way as to make the suggestion
useful. It is with regard to obtaining the opinion
of the Supreme Court as to questions touching the
constitutionality of provincial legislation and as to
other matters which it is important to have defined
by the courts. For instance, the appellate juris-
diction which appears to have been given to the
Governor in Council by the constitution with refer-
ence to separate schools, which is somewhat dif-
ficult of construction as it stands. This bill, by
one of its clauses, with several subsections, pro-
vides for the taking of the opinion of the court
upon such questions as these, and the subsections
provide for the procedure.

I now return to the remarks made by the
leader of the Opposition, the hon. member
from Ottawa, in which he says:

The bill gives ver considerably increased
powers to the Supreme ourt, which, 1 think, are
quite in accordance with the demand that public
opinion has been making for some time, and I think
the bill itself is a great improvement on the Act.



Now, if I am to draw any deduction, or most in the same language though probably
this House to form any opinion from the ex- putting it a littie stronger:
pression of the leader of the Opposition, it A the hon. gentleman from Richmond bas
must be that of 'a distinct approval of the said, it is well that the Governinent are providin
policy of the Government of that day in en- a means by which these questions can be dispose
acting a law which would remove from the of, instead of leaving theni to the Goverument
political arena vexed questions of this kind. theuselves, because the (eciding of such questions
The hon. gentleman declares the bill to be by the Dominion Executive provokes a great deal

Sof jealousy. The opinion of some prominent mem -
a great improvement on the Act as it stood, ber of the Government who may old strong views
from the fact that it would relieve the Gov- on any particular question may predominate or in-
ernment of the responsibility which, under fluence the decision of the cabinet upon sncb ques-
the constitution, they had of deciding vexedhave acted iselythe onsitutontbeyhadof dcidng vxedin relegating ail sncb questions to the Supreme
questions where it was difficult to decide Court, to obtain an expression of opinion that will
whether they were strictly within the con- guide thein in any action they may take. For
stitution or not. Then, I find the Hon. Mr. these reasons I think this bill is a very important
Miller made these remarks: one, and under its provisions the Government can

dispose of a great many questions without irritation

themeles bfecause the deidn of.é such questions

I think the 4th section is the most important in
the bill-that repealing the 37th clause of the Act
as it now stands. The clause is as follows:-

Important questions of law or fact touching the
exercise of the power of disallowance of provincial
legislation, or of the appellate jurisdiction as to
educational matters vested in the Governor in
Council by the British North America Act, 1867,
or by any other Act or law, or touching the consti-
tutionality of any legislation of the Parlianient of
Canada, or touching any other matter with refer-
ence to which he sees fit to exercise this power,
may be referred by the Governor in Council to the
Supreme Court for hearing or consideration, and
the court shall thereupon hear and consider the
same.

I think that is a very necessary and a very desi-
rable anendnent in the law as it now stands. If
this amendinent had been the law on several occa-
sion when questions of the mostexciting characters,
in connection with the disallowance of provincial
legislation came before the Federal Government, a
great deal of the trouble, agitation and bad feelings
which were engendered in this country with regard
to important legislation on those occasions would
have been avoided. It is certainly very desirable
that the question of deciding with reference to the
allowance or disallowance of provincial legislation
should be largely given to a tribunal without a
semblance of a partizan character or complexion.
For instance, if the question of the disallowance of
the Act of the Quebec Legislature in reference to
the Jesuits' Estates had been subnitted to the
Supreme Court instead of to the Minister of Justice
and the Government, all the unfortunate excitement
which took place with regard to that measure might
have been avoided. So on other occasions, and they
have been numerous, as we are all aware, since
Confederation, of conflicting claims of the Local
Legislatures and the Federal Government with
regard to the limit of their authority or powers of
legislation. I look upon this as a most important
change contemplated in the law, and I consider it
a very desirable one indeed. and I have no doubt
it will receive the unanimous approval of this
House.

Then I find the Hon. Mr. Kaulbach dealt
with this subject in the same spirit and ai-

the provinces and the Dominion with regard to
provincial rights.

These are the opinions held by members
of this House wlen the bill was under dis-
cussion. The measure received the unanimous
approval of the Senate, and the first member
of this body to express an opinion as to its
benefits, was the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion himself; and now he tells the House that
questions affecting education-and questions
affecting the schools of the country-do not
come within the class of subjects which
should be relegated to the courts, but that
the Government should take the matter in
their own hands and disallow such measures
at once. I should like to ask in all honesty
and sincerity, what would have been the
state of feeling in this country if the Govern-
ment at the time when the agitation was
aroused in the province of Quebec, and in
my own province more particularly, in refer-
ence to the Jesuits Estates Act-had the
Government of the day disallowed that
measure? That was a question that was
strictly within the power and authority of
the Quebec legislature. No matter who
might have disapproved either of the pream-
ble of that bill or the disposition of the
funds, the funds belonged to the province of
Quebec, and the legislature of that province
had the right to deal with them ; but the
disposition of these funds was objected to by
some parties from prejudice, by others from a
belief that the funds of the Jesuits' Estates
should not have been divided as they were,
and that they should have been allowed to
remain just as they were previous to the
passage of that Act. What would have been
the state of public opinion in the province
of Quebec had the Government here taken
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the responsibility of disallowance ? I do not 1 surrounding him of the Liberal party. He
say that I approve of that bill, but I do say vas then allied with men of more liberal
this, that I think the preamble was uncalled and judicious principles. He was then a
for and injudicious, and that if it had not good follower of the late Sir John Macdon-
been put there for a purpose it certainly aid. He suppurted Mr. Draper and others
would never have appeared. I did not of the i Conservatives. I am sorry to
hesitate to take f rom the very first the broad say he bas become less tolerant since he bas
stand that that bill and the disposition of fallen from grace; bowever, we cannot help
that money was within the purview of the! these thingsm and I ar quite willing to be-
Provincial Legislature, and that under no lieve and accredit to him just as much hon-
consideration would I record my vote or give esty in the course he is pursuing to4day, in
mny advice to have it disallowed. I know what repudiating the views of his party, as he
the consequences were in ny own consti- possessed at that time, because 1 know f rom
tuency afterwards, but when the matter was thesvery character of the education of the
explained to the electors in cooler moments, hon. gentleman that he bas no sympathy
they saw that it would have been a fatal with nineteen-twentieths of the politicians
error for the Dominion Government to have with whom he is associated to-day. But,
interfered with that legislation, and so you unfortunately, having lef t the paths of recti-
may apply this reasoning to almost every tude which he used to follow, politically I
question affecting the different interests, par mean, and fallen into the winding and devi-
ticularly of an educational or religious char- ous paths led by the Grits of this country,
acter in any of the provinces. The hon. he bas found it necessary on every import-
gentleman says, and so does the hon. memuber ant question brougbt before the House, to
for Halifax, that this question should have repudiate tbern to the fullest extent. 1
been disallowed at once without any refer- hope I may be excused if I apply language
ence as to its constitutionality or the rights of Watts:
of the province. I disagree with them on W'ile the lamp lds out to burn
this point, and I do it for this reason, that The vilest sinner nay return.
when you consider the character of the
question, how it agitates the people, and It is just possible that before long le may
when you consider the rights of the province again find bîmself n a position wvere he
to deal with any question within its juris- will not have to repudiate su often those
diction, you must come to the conclusion with wbum be acts as he bas done witbin
that it is dangerous for any government to the past few years. The hon. gentleman
carry the question of disallowance to too a
great an extent, and more particularly when Mackenzie and Mr. Macduugall at the time
it affects burning questions of this kind. the Manitoba Act was passed. If le refers to
In the Quebec conference of 1887, when the journal he will fhnd that Mr. Mackenzie
tl p -r T ;1- .1 e 1 1 voted to strike that clause out.

good follower of thelate SirIJohn Macdon

er a premer o, a e oca " go en-
Ments met together to discuss questions
affecting the different provinces, what was
the fundamental principle of their resolu-
tions? The maintenance of the autonomy
of the provinces-and it was from that sprung
the agitation against the disallowance of
any Act passed by any province-and the
principles enunciated in these resolutions,
Were the principles of the Liberal party to
Which my bon. friend belongs. Is he upon
this, as upon many other occasions, when
it does not meet his particular views, willing
to repudiate his party for the time being
and advocate other opinions and other prin-
ciples? I must pay the hon. gentleman the
credit of saying that from 1860 to 1863; when
he introduced this bill regarding separate
schools, lie had not the baneful influences

13

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I said so.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-He will find that
a large number of the Liberal party voted
to strike it out. He intimated that I voted
with him. That is quite correct. I have
always taken my stand on these questions very
much in the light of the explanation given by
the bon. member for Prince Edward Island.
I accept his explanations in these matters as
expressing my views. But the leader of the
opposition had no right to claim any liber-
ality on a question of that kind for those
with whom he bas acted the most of his life.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He admitted after-
wards he voted wrong on that occasion;
he stated that be had changed his views.
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I did not doubt
that. There are a great many politicians
who change their views as soon as they get
into power, and it was for that reason I
refused positively in my early political days
to pledge myself to a course which I knew,
should my party obtain power - John
Sandfield Macdonald was then in power-
they could not carry out; ,and it is by
pursuing a course of that kind in this country
at all times that the Conservative party
has held sway so long. It is too much the
fashion when gentlemen are in opposition to
promulgate opinions in resolutions which
they place upon the Journal of the House
which they ought to know they cannot carry
out when in power; and» that is just the
position Mr. Mackenzie found himself in
when he repudiated his former opinions. I
remember distinctly when the resolution was
moved ; there was a nice little by-play which
only old politicians could understand. Mr.
Blake, who was the power behind the throne,
suggested something should be done to
secure to the French and the half-breeds and
the Catholics of the North-west Territories
whatever rights they might have in that pro-
vince, and then, as if it were a spontaneous
effort on his part, and as if it had been
sprung upon them, and it was something
that they had never thought about, Mr.
Mackenzie got up and gracefully accepted
the suggestion. He changed his opinion; he
was in Parliament; he had the responsibility
of Government on his shoulders ; and
he found he could not do what he
attempted to enforce when he was in
Opposition. I do not want to weary
the House much further ; all we have to do
in considering questions of this kind, more
particularly of a character of such vital im-
portance to the well-being and the peace of
the community, is to consider two things-
whether it be education or any other ques-
tion which affects the people generally-to
consider how far each province has legislat-
ed within the powers which are given to
them under the constitution. I do not hesi-
tate to say-and I think it will be affirmed
by every member who heard the speech of
the hon. member for Prince Edward Island,
when he read the objections taken to the
Prince Edward Island School Bill and the
points of objection which he made were
certainly stronger and greater reasons were
advanced for the disallowance of that bill,
than anything that has been shown to exist
in the Nortb-west Territories ordinances.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-But the Confederation
law was not the same. Prince Edward Is-
land had no special Act; it came in under
the general Act.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I do not conceive it
necessarythat Ishouldbeinformedof thatfact
If the doctrine as promulgated here, is to be
carried out, it was an interference not only
with the Roman Catholic population of
Prince Edward Island, but it was compelling
them to send their children to a school of
which they did not approve; it was com-
pelling them to pay taxes to the support of
a school to which they did not conscientiously
think they could send their children ; and
yet the hon. gentleman took precisely the
same position that we have taken: It was
within their power; it was within their
authority, to pass that Act, because they
were not bound by any clause in the con-
stitution which had been given them at the
time of the union to maintain separate
schools, and therefore he assisted, as he told
us himself, in giving an opinion to the then
Minister of Justice, Mr. Laflamme, not to
disallow the Act. There is no evidence to
show that in the Ordinance of the North-
west Territories they have repealed, or that
they have attempted to repeal, the Separate
Schools Act. They have, it is true, changed
the mode of conducting and managing these
schools. How far they were justified as a
matter of policy or in the interests of schools
to take the position they did, I am not going
to argue. The fact that the Government
has suggested to the North-west Council the
propriety of removing any objection which
the minority have and to give authority
and power to manage their own schools
-rather not to interfere with their manage-
ment either in the carrying on of their schools
or in the books which they should use-is
the best evidence of the individual opinion
of each member of the Government that
they desire to see everything removed fromu
that Ordinance not consistent with the efli-
ciency of the schools, and if it would be pos-
sible to do so, all that might give offence to
the minority in this country ; but what we have
to consider, and what I think the hon. gen-
tleman from Ottawa would have to consider,
and what he did consider in dealing with
the Prince Edward Island Bill, is whether
that legislature acted strictly within the
constitutional rights they had in passing that
Ordinance, and if they did then the ques-
tion would arise as to whether any Govern-
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Hon. Mr. BERNIER-But we have to
Pay for the others just the same.

11On. Mr. BOWELL-I am aware of that.
Wish hon. gentlemen to understand that I

neither justifying nor condemning. I
glving the grounds upon which the Lords

'f the Privy Council gave their decision ; so
that the effect of the words " by practice"

13j

suflicient strength in the Commons and
Senate of this country to pass an address
to the Imperial Parliament asking them
to repeal that particular clause of the Con-
federation Act. No one but a madman
would attempt it, and if he did attempt it
the result would be ignominious defeat.
Hence, my hon. friend, with his new associ-
ates in Ontario, need be under no misappre-
hension or fear; he can go to bed in peace

Mnent would be justified in interfering with being inserted in the Manitoba Act or in
it. My hon. friend said we should. The North-west Territories Act does not affect
same principle exactly prevails in the pro- the general question to the extent to which
vince of New Brunswick. The Catholics of the hon. leader of the Opposition contended.
that province thought that their rights were J know that many have very different views
Interfered with; they appealed to the courts. upon that question, but we have to deal with
8ir John Macdonald as Minister of Justice it as we find it on the statute-book, and 1 say
reported that the New Brunswick legisla- it in ail honesty and sincerity that the less
tors were strictly within the constitution. we have to do with the disallowance of any
The Catholics of that province as well as Act, no matter what has been done in the
the Protestants in other provinces under past, of the Local Legisiatures, which is
the Confederation Act were guaranteed all passed under the constitution under which
the rights and privileges that they had by they are governed and which they have
law at the time of Confederation. a right to pass, the less we have to do

with it the better for the peace and ar-
lion. Mr. SCOTT-By law. mony of this country. There are no sepa-

rate schools in Nova Scotia, in the sense
iton. Mr. BOWELL-By law. I said so. in which we understand it; my hon. friend

Then when the question was tested it was f rom Halifax has been on the board of
Î1un1d they were strictly within the const- instruction himself for a numbe-b of years,
tutioi. The hon. gentleman raised an- and lie telss us they neyer had any trouble.
other point whichi I did intend to refer to, I believe that until within a year or so the
the words Ithe law and practicew" in the schools have been working amicably and

Arovince of Manitoba. Now if we are to have been conducted without any friction in
acecePt-and I arn not going, to give an opi- Ithe province of Prince Edward Island and
'li0p contrary to the Lords of the Privy Coun- also in New Brunswick, over whose bill is

pil or any other court whose special duty ita uch difficulty arose in Paruiament.
'8 to decide questions-of that kind-wve must 1believe with a little concession on the part
abide by their decision. They have decided of the cormunity and each class of the
that no0 rights which they had in Manitoba people that all these things will soon right
twther by law or practice have been inter-' the hselves in the west as in the east. J
fered with. My lion. friend fro runen- shal not detain the House by referring to
burg said he did not agree with that. There the attmpt made y the two mhon. gentdemne

ure nany others who are not lawyers who dis- to fasten upon the Conservatives of Ontario
agree just as hny hon. friend did, and the desire to repeal their separate schools-

an merely pointing out what they decided, In the frst place the leaders of the Conser.
""d they decided it upon these grounds, that vtive phrty and the rank and file of the
While separate schools existedo---b a speaking Conservative party with very few exceptions
'cbject to correction and I think I an correct are not so-shal I use a very strong word
-- that while denominational schools existed -not so stupid as not to know that what-
nioanitoba at that time they were volun- ever may be individual views there the
iry shools and s one person was asked to constitution of the Government which gov-
abie tor to be taxed either for one or erns them maintains the rights of the mino-
the other; and the Lords of the Prvy Council rities in that province and that there is no

Y You can go on and do the sane thing power to take them away and t .man in his
ered -How far that is either equitable or senses, no man but an idiot, would ever
n r they not edw discussing. suppose any party could attain
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and never allow the question to disturb his views are the saine as those of the hon.
mind, as to the action of the Conservative gentleman.
party in Ontario upon that question. I can
assure my hon. friend froin Halifax that Hon. Mr. BOWELL-There is no place
there are no Protestants, not even among in Ontario where there are not people of
the Orangemen of Ontario, who go to bed ail classes and ail cree(s residing.
and look under it to see if there is going to
be a Guy Fawkes explosion. Oh, no; we live Haii. POWER-How is the P.P.A.
in peace and happiness in this country with so strong there?
all classes, except where the political agi-
tator interferes, whose desires are to arouse Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Because of the
the passions of the people-as your friend reason given iy my hon. friend front
from Winnipeg has done, and a former Prince Edward Island, and the bigoted
friend of mine politically. We all get along agitator., who belong to the hon. gentie-
very happily in this country. Sonie one man
referred to the kindly feeling which exists s
in the Lower Provinces, particularly in the Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oli no.
province of Quebec, where Protestants are
selected to fill offices in a strong Catholic Hon. Mr. BOWELL-My hon. friend
communitýy. 1 knowv that and have experi-: wvill repucliate theni also. A. P. P. A. can-
ence( the saine thing in my on county. didate hias been elected for the local leis-
1 can tell him *that in the county!lature agaiinst both the Conservative cani-
in which J live, perhaps in one of thedidate and the supporter of Mr. Mowat
strongest Protestant townsips there are- lHe is a Liberal and belongs to Mowat,
they elected a reeve for that miunicipal'ty'andl the mnayor of Hamilton, to whomn J re-
for nine successive years, and lie wvas an ferreci the other da)y wvas also a strong

Honest straight-forward Lower Canadian supporter of Mr. Mowat, J refer to
French Catolic Tory that accounts for oMr. Stewart. Not oLly that, but re is one
bis beini elected theae. J instance that to of te niost rabid of the Liberal part that
show that te can live harmyoniousl in Ont- tiere is in that city an f bas heen foryears
ario, no inatter how strong our indivdual and he hopes to be elected either to the
opinions tay be ; that even phere the large Commons or to the Local bouse under the
portion of the connunity belongs te one îeh- saine auspices. J have ni svnpathy with
oous reed, theydonot overlook the worth ofthat society. have no sympathy with
those with whoin they live and wit whonî ny society which bands itself togeter to
they associate. y on. friend from Quinté ostracize any class of the cotionunity, and 1
knows well the gentleman to who l refer say vhen you associate thein wit the
he was held in high esteem; tey neyer asked society to whic we have referred in this
hiin whether he went to the Roman Catholic debate, you do agross injustice to the teache
Church or English Church; they knew he
was a man of worth and they agreed with!
him politically and elected him at the head
of the municipality for nine years in suc-
cession. J could give you other illustrations
anong those people whom the hon. gentle-
man thinks go to bed at night and watch to
see if there is a Papist under the bed. That
does not exist in Ontario, J am afraid he
got his information where he got his inspira-
tion when he spoke of the position taken by
Mr. Meredith.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. member
should not attribute a sentiment to me
which I did not utter. I said in western
Ontario where people had not associated
with Catholics they had those views. My

ing of those men who belong to the latter
society, as bas been shown by their actiol
in Parliament, and by the votes and support
which they have given for the last 40 years,
to principles similar to those the hon. gentle-
man lias en unciated. Icongratulate him onthe
fact that he is now associated with the men
who have raised nearly all this discussion.
The hon. gentleman himself designated the
gentleman who was introduced into the
House of Commons, by the leader of the
Opposition and who has been taken to
the bosom of the Liberal party, as a
" trickster." The hon. gentleman from St.
Boniface proved beyond peradventure that
lie deceived the people, that he played the
part of-well I won't use any other adjec-
tives. It is not necessary. All I do is to
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refer you for the answer to the opinions
which these two gentlemen have of Mr.
Martin who is now a shining light in the
Iiberal party, and who will no doubt be one
'f the Opposition leaders' colleagues, should
the country ever be so unfortunate as tohave them obtain power.

The motion was agreed to.

'Ion. Mr. BERNIER-I beg leave to pro-
pose the second motion which is on the
Order Paper.

ion. Mr. POWER-I doubt if that is
in order, because the hon. gentleman said
that motion was to stand.

. The SPEAKER-The motion which is
In the Orders of the Day is carried. I pre-
,'Ume this is what the hon. gentleman wants.
As to the other motion it is proposed it
should stand until to-morrow.

o1011. Mr. BOWELL-When the hon.
gentlemian from St. Boniface made his first
nfotion I understood him to say that the
dicussion could be taken upon both motions,
and after the passing of this motion which
has now been carried, he would then move
the other which is set down for to-day.
That I think was the understanding, and lie
has now moved the adoption of the second
taotion,

lon. Mr. POWER-Thereis no objection,
except that when the motion was called byj
the Speaker to-day, he said it should stand»
and that was presumably passing it over to
a future day. There mav be some hon.
geritlenen who wish to disc'uss it.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentle-
rnan said "let it stand " on the understand-
'ng that the full discussion was to take
Place on the other.

cluding factums and all materials in connection
therewith put before the Suprene Court, and of
all judgments rendered and answers given by
said court on or to the questions referred to them,
not already brought down.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, April 10th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

RED DEER VALLEY RAILWAY
AND COAL COMPANY.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) pre-
sented the fifth report of the Committee on
Standing Orders relating to the Red Deer
Valley Railway and Coal Company. He
said: In this case the petition was signed
by the attorneys of the company, and not
by the proper oficials, but there is a guar-
antee that a signed petition will be pre-
sented to the House in a short time, and if
that petition does not come, of course, the
bill can be blocked in the committee.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-There is no recom-
mendation made ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-No
recommendation yet.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I should like to in-
quire if this bill is re'orted. If it is not,
there is no recommendation, and it will go

lion: Mr. BERNIER noved: no further.

l'hat an humnble Address he preseuted to His Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-TherePClletcy the Governor General ; praying that is no recomnendation.ni' Excellency will cause to be lait before this
nre, copies of all petitions, inemorials and cor-

tCsPoiidence in reference to the appeal made in Hon. Mr. MILLER-Then, there is
t'e namie of the Roman Catholic ninority of the nothing on which to found a motion.1ov7ince of Manitoba, in reference to the School1

s of that province ; Hon. Mr. POWER-As I understand,ine, copies of reports to and Orders in Counci1 this bil has been reported on b the Stand-in reference to the saine .il rd s Commiree w-itot y end-
AIso copies of the case submitted to the Supreme ing Orders Committee without any recom-

ourt of Canada, respecting aforesaid appeal, in- mendation, leaving the Senate to deal with
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it, and I think the hon. member who is in
charge of the bill had better make some
motion, either to move that the seal be dis-
pensed with, under the circumstances, or
make whatever motion he thinks proper.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It would require a
recommendation of the committee for that
purpose.

Hon. Mr. POWER -- The committee
thought they would not make any recom-
mendation. They reported it to the House,
for the action of the House. I thiùk the
committee might have made some recom-
mendation, but they did not.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I think the report
is virtually that the Standing Orders have
been complied with. I do not see that any
motion can be made in the absence of the
recommendation of the conmittee for that
purpose.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think the
intention of the coinmittee was to kill the
bill.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-The committee felt,
when the petition was before them, that it
was not a petition that should ever have got
away from the clerk, and never should have
reached the committee. It was not properly
signed, and the committee referred it back
to the House. Th - committee can suspend

the opinion having prevailed amongst the
legal gentlemen who have to do with the
company that the time had expired for the
construction of the road, and it simply asks
for an extension of the time for the necessary
expenditure of money, and for a revival of
the charter, if necessary. I will, therefore,
move that the 37th rule of the House be
dispensed with, in so far as the same relates
to the petition of the Red Deer Valley
Railway and Coal Company.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-That is out of order

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I understand
the rule could be dispensed with by the un-
animous consent of the House. If the
House objects to it, I must only give notice.
The opinion did prevail in the committee
this morning that that requisite should be
dispensed with, viz., fastening the seal of
the company to the petition.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-You had better give
notice, I think.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No harm can arise.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Then, I will
give notice, in accordance with the motion
I have read, that the 37th rule of this.
House be dispensed with in so far as the
same relates to the petition of the Red Deer
Valley Railway and Coal Company.

the rule of the House with regard to the Hon Mr. MILLER-I should like to call
seal, and then it, could go on the attention of my hon. friend from Calgary

to the rule which refers to the motion that
Hon. Mr. MILLER-The House could he has just made. It is as follows:

suspend the rule only on notice, or on re-
comnmendation of the commnittee, and the 17. No motion to suspend, modify or amendl anly

bon aso ofade norcomnie ndt rie or part thereof, shall be iii order, except onicommittee as made no recommendation. one ay's notice in riting, specifying precisely the
rule proposed to be suspended, iodified or

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-As I have amended, and the purpose of suchi suspension. But
charge of the bill, I might make this expla- any rule may be suspended without notice by the
nation to the bouse thát the seal of the unaninnous consent of the Senate; and the ride

. proposed to be suspended shall be precisely an
company and offices of the conpany are in, listinctly stated; and no motion for the 'suspen-
England, and under a misapprehension, sion of the ries upon any petition for a private
the idea prevailed that the solicitors of the bill shall be in order, unless the same shall have

company in Toronto could sign the petition recoinmended by the Cominittee on Standing

and the petition was presented in that way.
Now, it would be rather unfortunate if this I do not think the motion is in order.

bill were blocked at the present stage, be- Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-In the absence
cause the railway has been under construc- of any recommendation of the report, I move
tion during the last season, and a very con- that the report be referred back to the
siderable amount of money has been spent Committee on Standing Orders.
upon it-practically, the work of the whole
of last season---and it is sinply a technicality, The motion was agreed to.
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PICTOU HARBOUR BILL.

FIRST READING.

lion. Mr. BOWELL introduced Bill (F)
"'An Act further to amend the Acts re-
sPecting the Harbour of Pictou in Nova
Scotia."

le said : This is simply to quiet the title
to a wharf which has been constructed by
the harbour commission. The expenses con-
nected with this have been paid by them
and they are advised that it is necessary to
have a short bill in order to confirm the
title in the harbour commission.

The Bill was read the first time.

THE SAFETY OF SHIPS BILL.

FIRsT READING.

lion. Mr. BOWELL introduced Bill (G)
"An Act to amend the Revised Statutes,
Chapter 77, respecting the safety of ships."

le said : This bill partakes to a certain
extent of the character of a consolidation of
those acts, merely defining what the West
1 ndies are. Some difficulty has arisen in
the past in reference to the wording of the
Act and also to provide for deck loads, giving
the right to .have a deck load of six feet
When vessels are trading between the
Dominion and the West Indies, but retain-
ing the three feet on all vessels that are
carrying lumber or deck loads to England.
That is in accordance with the Imperial Act,
atdl if we were to depart f rom the provisions
Of that Act and give by statute the right
to ioad higher than that upon vessels' decks,
of course they would not be allowed to land,
lflder penalties, in England. When we are

inj comittee I will describe the measure
nlore fully.

The bill was read the first time.

THE BEHRING SEA QUESTION.

INQUIRY.

lion. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)--Before
Proceding with the Ordersof the Day I should
like to remind the hon. leader of the House
of the question that I ask.ed him last Friday.
I Should like to know if he is in a position
yet to answer it.

lion. Mr. BOWELL -I owe the hon. gen-
tIenan an apology for having overlooked the

question, and I have to thank him for call-
ing my attention to it. I made inquiries as
to the statements made in the Imperial
Parliament by Mr. Buxton and Mr. Bowles in
the discussionof the Behring Sea Bill and find
that so far as the seal fishing of this year is
concerned, the Government is not aware that
there is anything for which compensation
could be asked. So far the seal fishing has
been carried on without restriction. We
have not yet received the text of the bill
now before the British House of Commons,
and until we do so it is impossible to say
whether there may be ground for asking
compensation or not. No such claim would
be justified under the draft bill which was
forwarded for our consideration provided our
suggestions for its amendment have been
adopted. The Government have received no
claims from those interested in the fishing
in relation to the bill now before the Im-
perial Parliament. That is about the way
in which the matter stands at the present
moment. Of course the House will under-
stand that that does not affect in any way
the claims which have been made for seizure
in the past.

COMMUTATION OF THE
SENTENCE.

DEATH

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)~moved:

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this
House, copies of all petitions, or communications
to the Governor General, or the Government, or
any member thereof, asking for interference with
the death sentence passed by Mr. Justice Harrison
upon the two Chehalis Indians, Peter and Jack,
in November, 1893, for the murder of the late
Albert Edward Pittendtigh, in New Westminster,
British Columbia, on the 27th October, 1892; of
all replies thereto, and all correspondence between
any member of the (iovernment and any other
person on the subject of commutation of such sen-
tence ; of all reports or recommendations on the
said subject by any member of the Government to
His Excellency, and of all replies thereto, and
of all Orders in Council in anywise bearing upon
the subject of the commutation of said death sen-
tence to imprisonment for life.

He said: It is at the instance of a very
large number of the most intelligent and
influential citizens of British Columbia, and
more particularly of New Westminster dis-
trict and city, that I have brought this
matter before the consideration of the
I ouse. I say New Westminister City, be-
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cause it was in that place that the unfortu- years he was the agent of the Dominion
nate young man, Albert Edward Pittendrigh, saving bank. Subsequently he became the
was murdered on the 27th of October, 1892. principal justice of the peace in the city
The people of New Westminster, as would and district of New Westminster, and off
naturally be supposed, take a deeper interest and on for several years acted as police
than others in the circumstances connected magistrate in the citv. In addition to
with the case. I may say before proceeding filling those positions of trust and responsi-
any further, that I am one of those who bility, lie is and has been for several years
believe that it is only on rare occasions and a coroner for the district. As to his son
under exceptional circumstances, the action who accompanied his father when only a lad
of the Governor in Council should be ques- of six or seven years, I have only to say
tioned or adversely criticised in dealing that he was educated in New Westminster
with the commutation of the death sentence. and lived in New Westminster citv and
While I am prepared to make that admis- district froin the time that he arrived there
sion, I also claini that it is only on rare until his unfortunate death occurred in 1892,
occasions and under extraordinary cir- and owing to his kind and generous disposi-
cumstances that the Department of Justice tion he became a general favourite. lis
should recommend the commutation of con(uct and bearing were such that he was
the death sentence of any prisoner, un- held in high esteem by ail classes in the
less the recommendation emanated from community, and, different fron most young
the judge and jury who tried the case ; or men, especially in the wild west as it lias
unless fresh evidence of an unmistakable been called, he was not addicted to drink or
character is adduced after the trial. any other vices that would lower and de-
Because taking everything into consider- grade him in the scale of moralitv and man-
ation, hon. gentlemen must know that a hood. Without saying too much, I can
judge and a jury, knowing all the circum- speak of my own knowledge, for I knew the
stances and hearing all the evidence, are lad from the very day he arrived there up
the best judges of what the sentence to the tine of his death, and a more promis-
should be. The vast majority of the peo- ing and better citizen New Westminster
ple of the main land of British Columbia (id not possess. As I have said, he was
believe that a gross miscarriage of justice murdered in the suburbsof New Westminster
has taken place in the case under con- on the 27t1i October, 1892, by tle Indians
sideration, and it is in order to carry out Peter and Jack, and Peters wife Mary,
their views and to inquire into the facts happened to be there at the time. Although
of the case that I have brouglt this ques- thev were taken in custody, almost caught
tion before the House. When some of the I may say red-handed in the act, they were
principal facts in connection witli the not brought to trial until December of the
case are made known, I think the House followingyear-about 13 montbs afterwards.
will come to the saine conclusion as the Their trial extended over a veek, and the
people of British Columbia and hold the reason was this: that it was nearly ail md-
same views that I entertain on the sub- ian evidence that was given, and the Indian
ject. To perfectly outline the history of testimony had to he filtered through an in-
the case, I will say that this young man, terpeter. After hearing ah the evidence,
only twenty-five years of age, who was the judge had no hesitation whatever in
inurdered in the suburbs of New West- charging against the prisoners. The jury
minster in October, 1892, was the son of retired and vere only in their room tor a
Captain Pittendrigh, a gentleman who very few minutes when they returned and
occupied a high position for a number of handed in their verdict of guilty, without a re-
years in the Imperial Army and served commendationtomercy. Sentencewaspassed
in different parts of the empire, and for andtheyweretohavesuffered the extreme
his long, valuable and faithful service, and penalty of the law on the l5th January last,
for his heroic acts, his breast is literally but to the astonishînent of the people of
covered with medals. Captain Pittendrigh British Columbia, about a week before that
moved to New Westminster nineteen years date the sheriff received word from the
ago, accoipanied by his late son. Since Department of Justice that their sentences
that time he has occupied many positions were coinmuted to imprisonment for life. I
of trust and responsibility. For several need scarcely bention than a wave of indig-
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nation passed over the whole country and
loud and long and strong were the protesta-
tiols made against the abuse of executive
clemency. They went so far as to call meet-
inlgs, but cooler heads prevailed on them not
to ilterfere in that way, that no particular
?oOd could arise from holding public meet-
ings and passing resolutions condemning the
action of the Department of Justice. They
were at a loss to understand the reason for
this commutation of the sentence. There
had been. no recommendation made by the
jury. There was no recommendation by the
jUdge, no petition circulated to have the
death sentence changed, and it came on them
like a thunder clap. The first indication that
they had for the reason of the change in the
sentences was found in the Ottawa Citizeit
of the 7th January, I will read it for the
benefit of the House, and knowing that the
Citize was a paper in the confidence of the
COvernment, as much as it is possible for
any paper to be, they took it for granted
that the reasons assigned in that issue of the
Citizen were those upon which the Govern-
rnent recommended to His Excellency a
change of the sentences. The executive
reasons are given by the Citizen as follows :

The principal witness was Peter's wife, on ac-
uOl1nt of whose alleged intinacy w ith Pittendrigh

the shooting took place. She was a klootchman of
the Douglas tribe, and the Chehalis witnesses tes-
tifiel that she had confessed to having done the
shotiig herself. Her friends, however, gave
strong evi(lence against the accused. In conse-
1Iuenîce of the fend between the two tribes of
>ndians, it was thought to be more conducive to
hetter state of feeling to exercise mercy rather than
niake it appear to the one that the lives of their

friends were sacrificed, and to the other that their
11-will had been satisfied. The sentence vas,
therefore, coninuted to life iniprisoninent.

'IOn. gentlemen will see that there are
two reasons assigned for the commutation
Of the sentence. The first one is intimacy
With the wife of Peter, one of the murderers.
I have only to inform this House, and if the
hon. Minister of Agriculture has the evi-
dence before him he will bear out what I
an' about to say, that during that trial the
learned counsel who defended the prisoners
rÀade only a passing reference to that in-
tuinacy. You could not lay a foundation on
that, and he rested his case entirely upon
prOving an alibi. The second reason assigned
here is that of a feud between the two tribes
the Chehalis and the Douglas tribe. ,Now
that was news to us out there. There is an
old saying that you must go abroad to find

news. Nothing of the kind exists, or lias
existed for the last twenty years that I
have been there. They live in perfect peace
and harmony, they interma.rry, they visit
each other, and work together in our fisheries
and our sawmills, and in the different in-
dustries in which Indian labour is employed
in British Columbia, so that there is not a
shadow of a foundation for that plea. But
supposing that the plea is correct, take it
for granted for argument's sake, if it is cor-
rect, I ask what condition of things would
we have out there in a short time if tribal
differences and feuds would be the excuse
behind which Indian criminals could shelter
themselves? It would not be safe for a
white man to go beyond the cities or settle-
ments of that country. We were very much
surprised indeed that no stronger and truer
reason could be given than this of feuds be-
tween two tribes. Now, it may be asked by
hon. gentlemen if a feud did not exist
between these two tribes, and if the alleged
charge of intiniacy with the woman Mary
was not true, then what was the motive of
this murder? What induced those Indians
to kill young Pittendrigh ? I will inform
the House, and it came out at the trial. The
Citizen took good care to conceal that and
not give it to the public. Two years before
this, Albert Edward Pittendrigh, who was
in the employ of the Dominion hatchery
out there, went to the Harrison River to
catch salmon for the purpose of getting ova
for the hatchery, and he had several Indians
in bis employ. Anong the number was this
man Peter, and through incompetency and
insolence he was not only discharged, but
young Pittendrigh, losing his temper, cuffed
his ears. That I believe firmly was the only
reason why his life was sacrificed about a
year or a year and a half after that.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-What remedy
does the hon. gentleman seek, or is there a
remedy against the exercise of the preroga-
tive of clemency or mercy?

Mr. McINNES (B.C.)--I am not question-
ing for a moment the right and prerogative
of the Crown, but I am questioning the ex-
pediency of the recommendation made to
His Excellency the Governor General. That
is the point. As I said before, that was the
only reason that could be assigned why this
promising young man lost his life. Unfor-
tunately, in the past we have had many
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Indian murders in our province. I am published in newspapers in New Westmin-
sorry to say that a great number of the ster and Vancouver, bearing out, in much
murderers have escaped the punishment due stronger language than I have used, the
their crimes, but when a case was brought views that I have expressed to-day. 1 may
home so unmistakably plain as the one I am say in conclusion, a great many of our peo-
now discussing, I think that a more unwise pie in the Pacific province, whether rightly
course could not have been followed by the or wrongly, think that some undue or secret
Government, for this reason-that in the influence was brought to bear on the Depart-
province of British Columbia the entire popu- ment of Justice to commute this sentence.
lation is only 100,000, including Indians, I ar bath to believe anything of the kind,
Chinese and white men. Of that number but in order to quiet the feeling of a very
we are credited with 35,000 Indians, or large majority of the people out there I ask
more than one-third of the entire population. that the recommendations for the change
The main body of the white population is con- of sentence should be laid before this
fined to the cities. The Indians are scattered House that we mav know by whom they
over our wpde domain of over 375,000 were made, because it is rather strange that
square miles, and in nany portions of the executive clemency should be extended to
province there are thousands of Indians these wretches ithout a recommendation
for every white man. Had this unwarrant- f rom the judhe or jury or a public petition
led act of clemency been bestowed upon a to that end. J may say in reply to what
white man the consequences would not have ias fallen from the ion. gentleman from
heen so serious, but the very faet of this in- Toronto, i do not for a moment question the
terference with the due course of the law, 1 right of the Department of Justice or of the
fear, will have a tendency to cause many Government to recommend the exercise of
good and worthy men to lose their lives the prerogative of iercy to his Excellency
when away in the fastnesses of British the Glovernor General. I bow to that, but as
Columbia. In fact a premium is offered for J said before, I question the policy of recom-
the commission of crime by Jndians. We mending such a course. J believe that the
have a good judiciary in the province of less ae interfere with the seliberate judg-
British Columbia. We are proud of our ment of judges and juries the better wilI
iupos and if there ris one thin more thans the laws be observed., c
another that the people' of the Pacific pro-
vince appreciate it is the administration of
justice. I say it here with pride that I be-
lieve there is not a portion, not only of the
Dominion of Canada, but of the vas t empire
of which we form a part, where life and
property are safer than in British Columbia
and where the laws are more faithfully and
justly carried out. In the past whatever
those in authority promised Indians, was
always fulfilled. If we promised to re
ward them for some meritorious act, ve
did so ; if we promised to punish them
for some infraction of the laws the
punishment was inflicted, and the con-
sequence was they were brought to res-
pect the laws of the land probably better
than any other Indians on the continent.
It makes no difference whether a man is

Hon.Mr. KAULBACH--The hon. gentle-
man bas taken a very extraordinary course.
If he had simply asked for papers relating
to the matter, I probably would not have
said a word, but when he denounces the
Government for unwarranted interposition
in this matter before the papers are brought
down, he is pre-judging the case and in that
he is doing wrong. If he wished to express
any opinion he should have waited until
the papers were brought down, but to say
in advance of the papers being submitted
that the Government have done wrong in
exercising clemency is, to say the least of
it, taking an improper course.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentleman
bas moved for the papers relative to the

white, black, red or yellow, or what his the trial and sentence of the Indians Peter
creed or nationality may be, when he is and Jack and commutation of their sentence.
brought to trial before any of our tribunals The Government have ne objection to bring
he can depend upon having justice, nothing down those papers, but I ar sorry that in
more, nothing less, meted out to him. I dealing witb the question of the prerogative
might read here for the next two or three of clemency, wbicb admittedly is only exer-
heurs extracts from editorials ad letters 1cised now on the recommendation of the
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responsible advisers of the Crown, he has
inade a charge against the action of the

Government. His speech should be followed
by a vote of censure upon the Government
for having recommended to the Governor
General the exercise of the prerogative of
Mercy.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I hope the
hon. gentlemen will excuse me. I am not
naking a political question of this in any

sense of the word. I am not censuring the
Governient ; I am merely expressing the
views of the people in New Westminster, in
Which I concur to a very great extent, as to
the expediency of making that recommend-
ation.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentle-
maan in endeavouring to differ f rom me agrees
Perfectly with what I have said, that it is
censuring the Government for having recom-
iended the exercise of clemency in this

instance. The evidence in the case of Peter
and Jack was most unsatisfactory before the
Judge and the jury. As the hon. gentleman
has stated, all the evidence was fron the
Indians. It was diflicult to adduce it before
the courts. They had to use interpreters.
Where were two tribes interested in this trial
the tribe of the two prisoners and the tribe
to whom belonged the wife of Peter. The
evidence showed that Peter's wife had ad-
Mitted lving shot the white man ; on the
Other side the wife alone gave evidence that
it was her hu'band and his father that had
shot the white man. The jury came to the
conclusion that Peter and Jack were guilty,
and th'e verdict was entered accordingly
Without any special recommendation to
clernency. The hon. gentleman has stated
that in no case should clemency be recom-
Mended unless the jury has made a recoin-
Mendation to that effect.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-I did not go that
far.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Very nearly that
far, from what the hon. gentleman said.
Very often circumstances occur, which are
the occasion for exercising clemency. I
believe in this case the recommendation was
Well founded. It occurred, from further
eVidence that this woman had admitted to
several of lier friends and relations, that 'she
had shot this white man because he was

attempting to have improper intercourse
with her. If, on the contrary, the husband
shot the man, the motive would appear there
that this young man had no right to be where
he was on that occasion, for the body was
found just a few feet from Peter's tent, a
place which was not on the thoroughfare, a
place which was out of his proper course,
and what is extraordinary, the evidence
shows now that the night before this
occurred, a friend of young Pittendrigh,
called Heron, told him "you had better be
on the lookout ; if you interfere with Peter's
wife, he will shoot you." Now, that is an
extraordinary circumstance that will go to
show that if Peter shot the white man, he
nust have had some reasonable provocation

at the time. Otherwise, why would this
warning have been given to the young man
the night before ? It has been said that
great excitement prevails throughout New
Westminster, because this sentence has been
commuted. I am surprised that this should
be the feeling of the people of New Westmin-
ster when a sentence is commuted. The
people should not think of holding indigna-
tion meetings against the exercise of clemency,
but, on the contrary, should lift up their
hands and thank God that a judicial murder,
perhaps, has not been perpetrated. It has
been stated that this case had produced no
excitement among the Indians. It is quite
the contrary-there was very great excite-
ment between the two tribes.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-I did not say that
there was not.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-There was very
great excitement between the two tribes in
relation to this sentence of hanging two
Indians for the death of one white man.
Of course we all know that those Indians
are half civilized-that their notion of what
is justice is limited to a certain extent, and
that as a rule they are very suspicious.
Sbme few months before a man had shot an
Indian on Carroll Street in Vancouver, for
which he was sentenced to the penitentiary
for 12 years. The Indians in that district
and all through there could not understand
that a white man for shooting an Indian
should only be sent to jail for 12 years and
that two Indians should be hanged because
one white man had been shot. Undoubt-
edly, according to their own notions it is eye
for eye, man for man, and very likely the
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Government exercising clemency in this case
has saved the life of another white man.
They have now less cause of revenge than
they might have had before. It was stated
that no petitions had been presented to
induce the Governient to recomnimend.
the exercise of clemency. The Indian
agent and the Rev. Mr. Tate, a Metho-
dist clergyman in the district, wrote con-
cerning this case and were very much
troubled about the consequences, if the death
sentence should be executed. I shall refer
to the letter sent to the authorities and
signed by the Rev. Mr. Tate. I may say
that from the infornation 1 have, the two
Indians that lad been sentenced vere Catho-
lics, and that the agent who nostly inter-
fered in their behalf, in this instance, vas
the Methodist clergyman, the Rev. Mr.
Tate

I feel quite troubled about the sentence of Peter
aid Jack. There was certainly not sutfflicient evi-
denee to warrant such a verdict and sentence of this
kind. The strongest evidence agaiiist themi was
given by MarY, and both judge and jury seen to
have overlooked the fact that she was suspected of
having done the deed herself. In answer to a
telegrami, I sent down Mary's little boy, but his
evideiece was not taken. If these men killed
Pittendrigh, it was because lie wvas where lie ought
not to have been. This question was assiduously
avoided on all sides, but the fact of his body being
found a few yards fromn Peter's tent, tells the tale too
plainly. If sutch is the case, I think the sentence
ought to be comuîuted to penitentiary, in faut, it
ought, in any case, to await further developients,
for the truth will certainly coie out. I have
alnost decided to lay the natter before His Excel-
lency the Governor General. Would Bishop
Durieu do anything ! What -would you advise ?
It seeis terrible to have the poor fellows hung if
they are not guilty. Please write ie at once, and
oblige, Yours truiy,

C. M. TATE.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACIH--To whom is
that addressed ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-To Mr. Devlin,
Indian agent at New Westminster, and this
document was accompanied with the report
upon the case by the Indian agent, showing
what was the feeling amongst the tribe, that
they did not think that proper justice had
been done, stating also the unsatisfactory
nature of trial, from the diticulty of obtain-
ing evidence, stating the feuds that existed
between the different tribes and the parties
interested. It was represented that this
was a case to exercise clemency, and the
Government came to that conclusion, and

inade the recommendation to the Governor-
General, which le accepted; and I am quite
sure that when the papers are brought down
and read by lion. miembers, the House will
agree with us that the course followed was
the proper one.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Has the hon. Min-
ister the report of the judge under his hand?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, I have not the
report of the judge here ; it is in another file,
but the judge only reports the trial in a very
suimary manner.

Hon. McINNES (B.C.)-I suppose the
Governnient have no objection to bring down
the papers.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS--We will bring thein
down.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-There are
just two points to which I wish to refer.
One is as to where the body of Pittendrigh
was found. It is stated that it was found
at a place within a few yards from Peter's
house.

Hon. Mu. ANGERS-Peter's tent.

McINNIS, (B.C.)-And that lie had no
right and no business to be there. I have
gone up that very path probably 500 times
inyself. It is between Front street and
Columbia street, and there is a small wind-
ing path there through shrubbery and Indian
tents or houses. The re is no regular cross street
within a quarter of a mile of it, and I would
inform the Minister of Agriculture that the
man who found Pittendrigh, probably about
15 or 20 minutes after he was shot, found
him lying on that path, so that it is a path
which is invariably used. It is probably
not more than a foot and a half wide, and
winds zigzag up an elevation of sonething
like 75 feet between the Front street and
Columbia street, so that there is nothing
significant in the statement that the body
was found in a place where the murdered
man had no right to be. Now, with re-
spect to another case that the hon. gentle-
man has instanced, that an Indian was shot
in Vancouver a month or two before Peter
and Jack were placed on their trial for the
murder of Pittendrigh, I may say that that
occurred on one of the main streets in the
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city of Vancouver, and the murder or rather ment at a public meeting in Toronto to the
imanslaughter, because murder must be pre- effeet that he had hecome a supporter of Sir
meditated, was conmitted by a iflan who O. Mowat. The accuracy of that statement
'vas a raving maniac from the effects of was called in question by several hon. gentie
whiskey. I do not think there is any analogy men, and I now submit to the buse the
whatever between the two cases. The jury proof of the statement I then made. I am
brought in a verdict of manslaughter in the
Vancouver case, but the verdict in the
other was umurder.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS But the Indians
did not appreciate that. They did not
find that there was any excuse for shooting
an Indian because the man who committed
the crime wasin whiskey.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I can only
say that the Indians in British Columbia are
.shrewder and understand a great deal more
than most people on this side of the Rockies
give them credit for. They must have
known the difference between the two cases.
As far as Mr. Tate is concerned, I know
him and have known him ever since he went
to that country. He is stationed about 50
Miles from New Westminster where this
murder took place; and is probably not con-
versant with all the facts. Had lie known
themiî he would not have written to the In-
dian agent, Mr. Devlin, at New Westmin-
ster in the way he did. However, that is
Just one of the things I want to tind out
and I want to ascertain who the others
were that sent in recommendations to the
Lidian agent or to the department. J sub-
Imit with all (lue deference that those recom-
m1iendations ought not to have been filtered
through an Indian agent. If it was the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs for the pro-
vince I would attach a great deal more im-
portance to it, but Mr. Devlin is merely a
Sub-agent. However, I hope that the
Government will in a very short time bring
down the return that I have asked for.

The motion was agreed to.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before the
Ilouse adjourns I have to ask the permission
of hon. gentlemen to inake a personal expla-
nation. When I was addressing the House
Yesterday on the motion of the hon. member
for St. Boniface, I took occasion to state
that shortly after Mr. Dalton McCarthy had
been at Manitoba, agitating the question of
denominational schools there, he made astate

reading from the Toronto Globe the report
of Mr. McCarthy's speech on 30th Novem-
ber, 1892.

They liad seen the great leader of the Reform
party in this country, the greatest mnan whom they
had ever produced, denounced by a section of his
followers because of his loyalty to the mnother
uolntry, and because he in the exercise of his right

isinuissed a man fron his office who -was speaking
treason. He was not one who desired to stifle free
thought or free speech, but lie did say that if Sir
Oliver Mowat had never done anything worse he
deserved the confidence of all the loyal men of this
country. He, for his part, said to Sir Oliver
Mow-at that if lie had lost the support of Elgin
Myers he had gainedl Dalton McCarthy's support
in the future.

The Senate adjourned at 4.35 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, JWednesday, April 11th, 189.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (b) " An Act to amend the Act to
incorporate the Rocky Mountain Railway
and Coal Company.-(Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

Bill (1) " An Act to amend the Acts re-
lating to the Moncton and Prince Edward
Island Railway and Ferry Company."-
(Hon MNir. Poirier.)

Bill (J) < An Act declaring and confirming
certain rights and privileges in Fish Creek,
District of Alberta."-(Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

THE HUDSON BAY ROUTE.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (Niagara) rose
to

Call the attention of this House to the feasibility- and importance of an Ocean route ria Hudson's Ba
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and Hudson's Straits, for the transport to Europe of
the cereal products of the northern portion of Am-
erica, especially those of Manitoba and the North-
west Territories of Canada; and inquire of the Gov-
ernnent whether they have received any further in-
formation on the subject of the navigation of Hud.-
son's Bay and Straits since the report made thereon
by the late Lieutenant Gordon, im 1887.

He said :-The subject of this motion is
of such vast importance that I will ask you
to kindly bear with me for a short time,
while I endeavour to present to you some of
the evidence that has been adduced from
time to time, showing not only the feasibility
but the practicability of this line of communi-
cation between our great North-west Ter-
ritories and Liverpool and the markets of
the world. I am, from all J have read
and can learn, convinced that the Hudson
Bay will become to the great North-west
what the St. Lawrence has been and is
to the great fertile valley which bears its
name. That is the reason why I bring the
matter up in this House. I may tell you
that I have no connection, directly or in-
directly, with any scheme or project with
reference to that great route. I speak in
the interest of the country in which I was
born and in which all my hopes
and aspirations are centred, and be-
cause I am firmly convinced that if
we are to become a great country it
is by opening up a short and cheap line
of communication between our great North-
west and the markets of the world. I would
ask you for one moment to turn your minds
to the geographical position of Hudson Bay,
that vast inland sea, half as large as the Medi-
terranean, lying in the very heart of our con-
tinent, halfwav between the Atlantic and the
Pacific oceans, the western boundary of it
being rather nearer to the Pacific than to the
Atlantic. Port Churchill, which according to
the testimony of all, is a magnificent harbour,
lies four degrees westof the Mississippi River,
four degrees west of Minneapolis and St.
Paul and St. Louis. It bears the same re-
lation to our great North-west Territory that
the Chesapeake Bay would to the United
States, if it penetrated 250 miles west of the
Mississippi River. Therefore, I am con-
vinced that the Hudson Bay has been placed
there for a wise and good purpose, and that
purpose is to serve as a means of transport
for the products of our great North-west
country. If you will direct your mind for a
moment to the geography of that country
and the position of Hudson Bay, you will

see that it must have a very important
bearing on the future advancement and de-
velopment of our North-west. Hudson Bay,
as you are probably all aware, lies between
the 5lst and 64th degrees of latitude. I
draw your attention to this, because I in-
tend to refer, before I get through, to what
has been done in other countries lying far
north of latitude 64. The bay lies between
the 79th'and the 95th meridians. This vast
sea is therefore about 900 miles long and 600
miles wide, with an area of 500,000 square
miles, equal in extent to one-sixth of the
whole territory of the United States, and
one-seventh of the whole of British North
America-a peaceful, calm sea, where storms
do not prevail, and which is navigable in all
its parts, having a uniform depth of from 70
to 200 fathoms of water. It never freezes,
only near the shores where the fresh waters
cone in from the rivers. The waters of the
bay are about 14 degrees warmer than those
of Lake Superior, the temperature of Hudson
Bay being about 52 or 53 degrees. It is
surrounded by a country abounding in many
varieties of valuable mineral deposits, re-
ports of which have been made by the great
Dr. Bell, one of the most distinguished ex-
plorers and scientists to-day on the conti-
nent of America. I shall also refer to the
valuable tisheries to be found there, when I
reach that branch of my subject. Hudson
Bay is a great basin, into which half a con-
tinent drains. It drains the whole of
British North America east of the Rocky
Mountains and north of the water-shed of
the Mississippi and the St. Lawrence, a
country extending 2,100 miles from east
to west, and about 1,500 miles from
north to south. This bay, as I will en-
deavour to point out, is rich, not only in the
minerals abounding in the territories sur-
rounding it, but rich in the depths of its
waters as well. I will show you the vast
wealth that the New England States are
drawing from that sea from year to year.
Questions have arisen as to the navigability
of Hudson Straits. No such question
arises at all with those who are acquainted
with it and those who are familiar with ice
navigation. Hudson Straits extend five
hundred miles from east to west and one
hundred to forty-five miles from north to
south, the widest part being one hundred
and the narrowest forty-five miles. I draw
your attention to this particular fact, if
your attention has not been directed to the
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"latter before, to show that no great ice ber there is good navigation through these
jam can ever take place in the straits; straits by well-equipped vessels. If you go on
from its vast width open water has always you will find that Capt. Middleton in 1741
been found somewherein it. These straits are visited Hudson Bay :
from one hundred and fifty fathoms to, so
far as we can learn, about three hundred The next important expedition was that com-
fathoms deep. On either side of these manded by Capt. Middleton, hich left England

in 1741 ; and this was followed by another, under
straits the shore is high, ascending in Most Capt. Moor, in 1746. Middleton passed through
places two thousand feet, so that beacons the Hudson Straits without difficulty, and although
or ligits placed there would guide the Moor was baffled by pack ice for several days,

he succeeded ini making the passage early in the
navigator. As it is, the day there being, season. Mr. Wales, who was sent out by the
except for a short part of the season, mn Royal Society in 1768, also passed the strait with
the fall, eighteen and twenty hours long, ease. In fact, he was only nine days in going
the twilight remainino- the rest of the through, during which time he met with no ice to
twenty-four hours, ve little artificial interfere with the progress of the ship, although he» was delayed by contrary wimds and calms.
light is required ; in the summer season
there is daylight almost throughout the I wish to call attention to the fact that
twenty-four hours. Now, I will refer for nearly all the delays which have occurred
a few moments to the evidence produced in Hudson Bay have been occasioned by
by those who have been there, by those calms and contrary winds, and not by ice.
who have explored and successfully During the whole of the 18th century the
navigated these straits for the last 274 Hudson Bay Company sent their ships as
Years - navigated these straits with regularly as the seasons came, one or two
smrall and ill-constructed craft of only every year, to ports on the Hudson Bay.
50 tons burden and with 15 or 20 men. If they had required to send 100 ships to
I desire to read the evidence itself, because carry their freight out of that country, their
any assertion I make in this House, might trips could have been made with equal re-
have no weight upon the subject. Sir gularity, but the cargoes consisted of val-
Thomas Button in the year 1612 said uable furs and one or two ships could carry

out all that the company had to send.
Sir Thos. Button, who conunanded, the ex e- During the whole of the 18th century these

dition of 1612, mn the "Resolution," proceeted.
through the Strait in June, and reached Digges ships were carryng out the most valuable
Island without niuch hindrance from the ice. He cargoes, and so secure was the passage that
wintered on the west coast of Hudson Bay, and the company did not deem it necessary to
returned through the strait in the summer of 1613 insure their vessels. During the whole of
Without any difficulty whatever. that century not a solitary ship was injured

Now, renember this date, the 1st June, or lost in Hudson Straits. Two or three
because some of our weaker hearted men say were lost during that period in Hudson Bay
You cannot get in there until the 15th July. itself, and since then two or three have been
The most experienced will tell you that you lost in the bay because of bad navigation.
can get through the straits in June. You They did not keep far enough from the shore
will find that Wm. Baffin got in on and were wrecked. I come now to the ex-
the lst July. Captain Hawkridge in 1619 peditions of Sir Edward Parry in 1821-23;
encountered no difficulties in reaching of Capt. Lyon in 1824 and of Sir Geo.
Uudson Bay by way of H udson Straits. Back in 1836:
Capt. Luke Fox in 1631, gives a descrip- Ttion of the ice there, which is perhaps The events of these miemorable voyages are
t'Oflof th re , hic it pe .p well known, and are imdeed matters of history.
t0 long to read ; Fox had little difficulty in Parry encountered much ice at the entrance of

Passing through the straits into Hudson' Hudson Strait on the outward voyage, and nearly
Bay by the 21st of July. The return voy- the whole month of July was occupied in getting
age during October, was still more favour- through it. But the delay was occasioned as
able; he encountered 1u obstacles iuuchby adverse winds and cahns as by the ice.

whatever On July 21st Parry wrote : " Bodies of ice hecame
and he was off Resolution Island, which is less and less nunerous as we advanced up the
at the outer portion of Hudson Straits, strait froni Resolution Island, and no ice was seen
on the 3 1st October. I call your attention after we had proceeded a few leagues heyond the
to th da. ' Upper savage Islands." On the 25th he reportedis date because I think I will be able to the sea almost free from ice, and on the 27th and
establish that even in the month of Novem- 2sth "ice in great quantities, but the pieces so
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loose as easily to allow the passage of a ship with seen, and a distance of 200 miles was accomplisbed
a free wind. This ice was so honeyconbed, and in about 36 hours. This fact alone, without further
rotten, that it appeared in a fair way of being evidence is in itself sutficient to show how free the
dissolved in the course of a few' weeks." That was, eastern part of the straits was from ice ; for the
in all probability, ice that had drifted througb " Alert " if driven at her full speed could only
Fox's Channel. The weather was on the whole steam about six knots an hour,
fine and clear, only four foggy days being recorded 8teamîl has now effected a complete revolution in
during the month of July. During the returnt ice navigation, and the most advantageous tinie
voyage in September, 1823, Parry was only five for pushing on is when the ice is loose. Under
days passing through the strait, during which similar circunistances, a sailing ship would be
tine no ice whatever was to be seen. utterly hopeless. It is, therefore, only reasonable

to infer that what has been performed regu-
If these ships, depending on wind and larly, and, year after year, by sailing ships, can be

tide, and the elements to propel them, could accomplished with greater regularity, and certainty
make their way through Hudson Straits for by well-built steamers, specially constructed for

two aice navigation, and provided with powerful ma-
two and a half centuries, I want to know chinery.

impracticable to navigate these straits He puts the open season at froi three
with the great imuprovements in naval and a half to four months. I can also quote
architecture and increased knowledge of from the report of the Geographical Society
tides, and winds, and ocean currents ? Coin. in England where they take a very strong
Markham, as vou are aware, went through and deep interest in this subject, but these
the straits with Lieut. Gordon, and I will reports are all before you and I shall not
read what lie says on that subject. In the weary the House by reading any more on
first place the " Alert," which was used by the subject. Lieutenant Gordon speaks of
Lieut. Gordon that year, was too weak in the value of the fisheries in that region. He
steam power, and was tco small and unfit says that a very large trade is being done
for the service. She had only about fifty in fish by the New England fishermen. I
horse power, and was perfectly useless in have in my hands a petition sent to me by
the ice. Coim. Markham says: the Geographical Society of the province of

t Quebec. It is addressed to the Minister of
Through sone iismanagement or want of ex- the Interior andcalls attention to the value of

perience in ice navigation on the part of those who these fisheries in Hudson Bay. The etition
were occasionally imtrusted with the charge of the t P
ship, she was allowed to be beset )y the ice. No says:
advantage appears to have been taken of her
steam power to extricate her. Whereas, from the rather uniperfect and inconi-

plete information obtained concerning that section
I could read you evidence by the half of the Dominion, it is known that the bay is pos-

Ssessed of tisheries which are considered as being onhour to show that the most experienced navi- par with those of the Gulf of St. Lawrence;
gators are of opinion that these straits are'a Whîtereas, the said fisheries are reported to have
navigable. Now, with regard to the ice, the been practically monopolized by foreigners,without
Esquimo who have lived there so long, bear any hindrance whatever, for nearly half a century;
testimony to the fact that ice never forms Whereas, according to the report of the Coi-

e missioner of Fisheries of the United States for the
on the straits until December and up to year 1875-1876, American whalers hailirg princi-
that tinte every year the straits are open. pally fromî the states of Massachusetts and Con-
We have now Commander iMarkham's testi- necticut, have made not less than fifty round trips
mony witl regard to this. I will read you to the Hudson Bay, and have taken thence cargoesof fish and fisi products valued at $1,371,000, at
a few extracts from his report to show that least, or an average of $27,420 per trip, per vessel,
he was of the opinion that Hudson Straits during a period of eleven years preced ing 1874.
were navigable :

Steai bas made a great revolution in ice naviga-
tion. A well-found steamer is able to make ber
way with ease through the ice in Hudson
Straits in June and July, when a sailing ship would
be hopelessly beset, and incapable of pushing on.

On the 5th July, we reached the entrance of
Hudson Straits, where we were detained for some
days, partly by thick weather, and partly by loose
streams of ice ; but the latter was never packed
sutficiently close to prevent even a slow steamer
like the " Alert " makiig fairly good progress.
From the 9th to the l th July scarcely any ice was

According to this estimate, there has been
this large quantity of fish taken out of these
waters by the whalers and fishermen of the
United States. Doctor Bell in his report tO
Parliament, speaks of the period of naviga-
tion in the straits as being four and a half
months :

From all the evidence that can be collected on
this subject, fron the days of the Danish captaine
John Monck, who wintered at Churchill in 1619-20,
up to the present time, the author is induced to
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believe that Hudson Bay Strait and Bay can be
navigated by steamers, and the harbours entered
during an average of four and a half months of the
Year. Annual records of the opening and closing
If the Albany, Hayes and Nelson Rivers, extending
over periods of fifty yearsand upwards, show that
these streams are open for an average of at least
six months each year.

The most experienced and intelligent of the
Aierican whaling masters who have navigated the
Straits say that during the summer and autumn
'lionths, at any rate, should drift ice occur in these
Parts, open water suitable for the passage of
steamers can always be found between it and bold
shores.

Messrs. Job Bros. & Co., of St. John,
Nfld., say :

There is no doubt of the practicability of navi-
gating the straits and bay with proper steamers
dluring the five months from June to October in-
Clulsive. This, with the time necessary for making
the first outward ocean passage in the spring and
the last homeward passage in the autumn, would
represent nearly six months of navigation. The
Und(son Bay route will thus bear comparison with
that of the St. Lawrence, which is, perhaps, equally
troubled with ice in the spring and fall.

It would be well to bear in mind the fact
that it is to the interest of those who are
trading in that part of the country to keep
the people of Canada in the dark witlh regard
to the practicability of navigating the
straits. We all know what has been done
in the past by the Hudson Bay Company to
keep our people in ignorance of the value of
the 1North-west Territories. The evidence
with regard to the Hudson Straits and

ay is drawn fron unwilling witnesses.
The fishermen of New England have no in-
terOst in telling us that the straits are open
for navigation for a considerable period of

e year and that the waters of Hudson
'Ray abound with fish, yet Capt. Jacob Tabor
of New Bedford, says:

The entrance to the bay can be made from the
St to the l5th of July. Steamers would have

great advantages over sailing vessels, as they could
eam inside of all obstructions from ice, water
ing bold close in shore, tides strong, say six to
en miles, )ut quite regular. No trouble about

Ionng out up to November Ist, and sone seasonstiter. Nearly all the danger from ice at that
Une vould be outside Resolution lsland. The icemOMes down from the north and sometimes

grounds to the south, and there piles up to the
orth until it closes the mnouth of the straits.
id8on By is open all winter, and what little ice

kes on the shore, breaks up with every gale of
d. About thirty feet rise-and fall of the tide
the straits and northern part of the bay), and

tUrrents are swift.

nernarks by Captain St. Clair, ship "A.
orton," of New Bedford :

June 13th, 1877, entered into the bay. Caine
out September 15th to 25th, 1878. Captain St.
Clair had lost all his memoranda and log books,
but was of the opinion that a steamer could go in
by July lst and cone out as late as in 1878, in
which year the ice did not make its appearance
until November 12th.

Remarks by Captain Elnathan B. Fisher,
who made eight voyages to Hudson Bay,
covering some sixteen years :

A steamship can enter and go through the
straits some ten days sooner than a sailing vessel,
say by 1st July, and night some seasons sooner.
Whalemen never had any trouble in coming out,
as they leave as soon as the summer whaling is
over, and are always ont by November 1st. Ships
do come from Cumberland Inlet later than that,
and it is somewhat further north. The only
trouble is in Hudson Strait, and that is caused by
the ice coming down from Fox Channel and
lodging among the islands in the straits, blocking
up the narrowest part, which is about midway of
its length.

A steamer could " crawl " out by keeping close
to the rocks inside of the ice, as there is always
open water more or less between the rocks and the
great bod> of ice. The tide runs six or seven
miles an hour, and at every turn of the sanie, more
or less breaking up occurs, and a steamer could
take advantage of al such changes, where a sail-
ing vessel would be at a standstill if the wind was
ahead and blew any way fresh. The bay is open
all winter, except a little ice that makes near the
shore, and that breaks up in every gale of wind.
It was never very cold where we wintered, in a
snall harbour to the north-west.

Captain E. White, of New London, made
two voyages into Hudson Bay, and one to
Cumberland Inlet, and I should say was a
very intelligent man on ice navigation:

On second voyage, July 4th, 1864, sighted
Resolution Island. August Ist the ship was in-
side, but became somewhat damaged by the ice. A
sailing ship has got a poor chance going in and
out. With a good strong steamer one could enter
the bay sure every year from July ist to 10th ;
and he thinks she could count on three montha
sure of such navigation, that she could pass in
and out.

Captain Clisby, of New London, Connecticut,
who bas had fourteen years' experience in those
waters : Four months, and often five.

Captain William Kennedy, who accompanied an
expedition in search of the remains of Sir John
Franklin, and who has had eight years' experience
of the Straits : Fromn June to November.

Mr. William A. Archibald, for many years in
the service of the Hudson Bay Company at
Moose Factory : From June to December.

Captain William Hackland, in the Hudson Bay
Company service for 39 years: Straits never freeze;
no reason why steamships should not navigate at
any time.

The Canadian Government sent three expeditions
to the straits and bay, 1884-85-86, under command
of Lieut. Gordon, in all of whose reports the periodt
of free navigation is placed at four months.
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Captain J. J. Barry, the first officer in each of
the expeditions, thinks ocean steamships can enter
as early as June, and can certainly cone out as
late as December.

Mr. W. A. Ashe, Superintendent of the Quebec
Observatory, the officer in charge of the north
coast of the straits, fron August, 1884, to Septem-
ber, 1885, says the straits are navigable from 4j to
6ý nonths, varying according to the class of ship.

Mr. C. R. Tuttle, secretary to the first year's
expedition, places the periodof navigation at eight
nionths.

Mr. William J. Rynner, an officer who accompa-
nied the three expeditions : Froni June to Decen-
ber.

Mr. J. D. Beaton, who made the round voyage
with the expedition of 1885, reported the straits
navigable from May to December.

Admiral Markhamn, R. N., an experienced Arctic
navigator, acconpanied the expedition of 1886 :
He reports, " I beliere the straits will befound na-
rigable for at lea8t four months of every year, and
oftenire or more. Theie will, I have no doubt, be
many years when navigation can be carried out
safely, from the first of June until the end of Nov-
ember. "

Captain John Macpherson, of Stepney, London,
as first officer and captain in the service of the
Hudson Bay ComIpany, made voyages froin Lon-
don and Stronness to Hudson Bay, and returned
annually for twenty years says : " There is no
reason why steanships could not make the passage
of the straits as early as the firse of June, and cone
as late a.s the middle of November."

From 1719 to 1748 the Hudson Bay
Company sent from two to four vessels
per year to the bay. In those days the
navigation of the straits was considered
perfectly safe and comparatively easy by
those men, I think men had stouter hearts
in those days than have the men of the pre-
sent day who speak against the route. The
navies of France and England have fought
battles in Hudson Bay. In 1782 the
French Admiral La Perouse sailed in with
three battle ships, one carrying 76 guns and
two carrying 36 guns each, and dismantled
Fort Prince of Wales. In 1847, 1848, and
1849 the British Government sent troops
there from England and Quebec. Lord
Selkirk brought all his people in the early
settlement of the Red River country by that
route. They went through the straits with
small schooners,with which people would not
now navigate Lake Ontario, and strange to
say scarcely the loss of a vessel in Hudson
Bay, with the exception of the four I have
spoken of, during 150 years has been re-
corded. Henry Lefroy who was president
of the geographical section of the British
Association, says this:

Churchill Harbour will undoubtedly be the ship-
ping port for the agricultural products of the North-

west Territories, and the route by vhich immi-
grants will enter that country.

The Deputy Minister of Marine, Mr.
Smith, says that Port Churchill is a magni-
ficent harbour, as good a harbour almost as
there is to be found on the Atlantic coast.
Dr. Bell says the same thing, and so do
others ; the testimony of all witnesses on
this subject is to the effect that Hudson
Bay and Straits are navigable. Some put
the season as low as three months, others
put it at five or six ; others say the straits
are open all winter. Dr. Bell, who has been six
seasons around that bay, and also made three
trips through Hudson Straits on the Hud-
son Bay Company's vessels, and those who
have lived at Port Churchill and those who
have been there, say that Hudson Bay at
Port Churchill freezes over at the entrance
to the harbour only and not more than half a
mile from shore, and this not earlier than
the 1 st of November, and that the ice could be
easily broken. The advantage of that port
is this: that the moment you are outside
you are not in a river like the St. Law-
rence with hundreds of miles of river navi-
gation, but in the open sea and you are
never troubled with ice. I think that our
inland sea is bound to create a great revolu-
tion in the North-west. If we could estab-
lish that route and show the people of the
world that agriculture can be carried on
profitably in that country, there would be
no need of any more emigration agents;
all you want is to show the world that
capital can lbe profitably invested in this
country, and capital, labour and emigrants
will pour in there without solicitation. One
hundred and fifty years ago the Gulf of St.
Lawrence was considered more impracticable
for navigation than Hudson Bay is to-day;
that was the testimony of nearly all who
wrote on the subject. Capt. Vaunton in 1716
wrote that " of all known countries the
navigation of the Gulf of St. Lawrence is
the most difficult and treacherous." The
number of shipwrecks in that gulf is perhaps
better known to many of you than to me,
but I have taken the trouble of looking up
a few of the shipwrecks which occurred in
former years when the navigation of the
Gulf of St. Lawrence was about as little
understood as that of Hudson Bay is
to-day, and I find that the percentage Of
ship.wrecks was greater in the Gulf of St.
Lawrence than in Hudson Bay. In 1690 Sir
William Phipps, after an unsuccessful attack
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Quebec on his way home, lost nine of his
ships ; in 1694 "Le Carvasel," a French ship,
'as lost; in 1711 Sir H. Walker, after that

'elebrated and historical event, on his re-
tu1rn from attacking Quebec, lost eight of
his transport ships on Egg Island. In 1725
Captain Baton lost one frigate and three
,loops, and the loss of the "Chameau," two
%4iles from Louisburg, took place ; in 1729,

' Eléphant," a French ship, was lost ; and
o On. In 1776 "L'August "was lost ; in 1736

'La iRenanmio" was lost; in 1738, at Mack-
erel Point, the "Colborne " was wrecked,and
during the whole of this time the navigation

f the straits was going on, ships passing
ti and out of the bay, and in the Hudson

IRay Company's reports we have no record of
ny loss of life whatever. It is easily seen,

If One's attention is directed to it, that if a
fog should prevail in the Gulf of St.
Lawrence, there is danger that ships may
rn upon rocks and strike heavy ice floes
that are carried down the St. Lawrence as
late as the month of June. The Arctic
eurrent coming from the Arctic Ocean down
through Davis Strait past the entrance of
l"udson Straits flows down by the Straits of
Belle Isle. This ice does not dissolve to any
appreciable extent, the water off the Labra-
dor coast being (according to the testimony
f those who have tested from time to time)

about 32° temperature. Hence as much
Obstruction exists on account of ice at the
9trait of Belle Isle as at Hudson Strait.
Besides this, you have greater fogs at the
Ïorrner than at the latter. The reason of this is

Iat as you approach the meeting of the warm
ulf Stream and the Arctic current off New-

foundland, the stratum of warm air over-
yilng the former laden with vapour comes in

neOltact with the stratum of cold air over-
lying the latter, and condenses the vapour
1tO fog. Just as much ice passes theStraits of Belle Isle as passes the Hudson
8traits but the dangers are greater at

entrance of the Gulf of St. Lawrence,
ause greater fog prevails. Now, there

re Very few storms in Hudson Straits,
ad very few storms at all in Hudson
Bay. Why is it you have few storms
there ? I account for it from this fact :
that Hudson Bay is far removed from the

egrat storm king of the Atlantic, which is
t he Gulf Stream. Hudson Straits are far

in the Gulf Stream ; and that is the'rea-
%o You have few storms in either Hudson8 traits or Hudson Bay. I believe that the

14à

navigation of Hudson Straits will yet be
considered as safe as the navigation of the
Straits of Belle Isle. The St. Lawrence 150
years ago was considered almost an imprac-
ticable route ; but what has been done by
the efforts of our Canadian Government
during these years ? By putting up light-
houses and danger signals everywhere, they
have overcome all the difficulties of navigat-
ing the St. Lawrence, and to-day the Gulf
of St. Lawrence is about as safe for good
ships as any gulf in any part of the world.
The Allan Company have lost many vessels
in the St. Lawrence River, yet nobody is
afraid to navigate the St. Lawrence. You
will find that insurance companies-and I
have investigated it-will insure vessels as
cheaply to Hudson Bay as they would to
Quebec through the Gulf of St. Lawrence,
and at as low a rate as to any other port
in the world, because the experience
of the last two centuries and a half
has shown them that there is very little
danger in navigating these straits. Let me
direct your attention to what other coun-
tries have done with regard to their naviga-
tion and to carrying on trade, even within
the Arctic circle. Look at what Russia has
done, the trouble she has taken to reach ber
port of Archangel. The route to that port
lies between 61 degrees and 71 degrees
north latitude : to pass through Hudson
Straits, you have only to go as far north
as 62 degrees. The greater part of the
route to Archangel lies within the Arctic
circle. Al around is desolate and sterile,
of course, as it is in all northerncountries,
but in the southern portion of that territory,
as far north as the 61st degree north lat-
itude, excellent cattle are raised and potatoes
grown. In 1874 the exports of Archangel,
which were mostly sent to England,
amounted to noless than £1,234,390 sterling:
284 ships, of which 62 were steamers and
220 coasting vessels, entered and cleared at
Archangel that year, though the harbour is
only open from June until October. In Arch-
angel the longest day is 21 hours, which
enables them to navigate with safety. The
day in the Hudson Straits is not quite so
long, but almost as long as it is in Archangel.
Now, take Siberia; not including Central
Asia, the population of that country is
4,313,680. The whole trade of the country
to which I am now referring-a portion of
Northern Siberia-has reached the Arctic
Ocean, through the mouth of the Obi River,
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the Gulf of Kara, which lies as far as east by a route a thousand miles shorter
73 degrees north. On looking at the map, than by any other route that is open now.
you will see that all the great rivers of I wilI leave the question of Arctic navigation,
Siberia east of the Ural range and north but let me invite your attention to a few of
of the Altai range, running through Turke- the products exported by Russia which ought
stan to the sea of Okhotsk, pour into the to be andcanbeprofitablv raised inourNorth-
Aretic Ocean, and the trade of that coun- west so that we wili reduce the volume and
try has gone out to the Arctic Ocean as far weight while increasing the value of the
north as the 72nd and 73rd degrees of lati- freights to be removed from that country.
tude, and has found its way to England, The number of -essels in 1890 that went
and the markets of the world by that route. back and forth between the White Sea and
The population lying north of 58 degrees the ocean amounted to 596,156 tons and the
north latitude was 3,968,609 ; in towns nunber of vessels that cleared was 582.
there were 345,471 ; population of Central Nov this is a port that is only open froin
Asia or southern Siberia, 4,675,267 ; in June to October, whereas the evidence
towns 651,831, ; population of Finland, which we have from ail sources is that our
1,984,801 ; in towns 191,620. In the route is open at least from the lst July to
Obi River, about which I was speaking, the lst November, and with good steamers
and Kara Sea, all within the Arctic circle, I believe ail through the month of June.
and as far north as 75 degrees, we find 134 The southernmost part of the White Sea is
steamers, and 240 barges, representing a 65 degrees north latitude and the vessels
tonnage of 40,000, or a capacity of 1,320,000 have to pass to the î2nd degree of north
bushels of wheat, plying annually down the latitude. J grant you the Gulf Stream
Obi River, carrying the trade of that coun- moderates the temperature there, but while
try to the Arctic Ocean, in order to reach it does so, it increases the *torms caused
the markets of the world, and they are doing by the meeting of the cold water
it with comparative safety. Speaking of of the Aretie Ocean with the warm
the Gulf Stream, you will find that the water (if the Gulf Stream and makes navig-
Arctic current sets into the Kara Sea, east ation much more dificuit than it other-
of Nova Zembla, just the same as it sets wise vould be. J will just draw your at-
south through Davis Straits, and no ad- tention to a few >f these exports from the
vantage can be derived from any warm northern part of Russia. In 1890 Russia
current to the ocean, with regard to the exported no less than 95,000,000 dozens of
navigation of these seas and rivers. The eggs, a produet which can well be raised in
Russian Government, I may add, is con- our North-west, valued at $7,000,000. 0f
structing a line of railway 2,200 miles in preserved eggs, $222,000 vorth, making of
length from the Japan Sea on the south eggs alone, $7,922,000 worth. Flax, S34,
east of Eastern Siberia, away North-west 000,000 worth, and a large portion of this
of the mouth of the Yenisei, lying in 74 came from Archange]. Hemp, a great por
degrees north latitude, for the purpose of tion of it from Northern Russia, $10,000,000
carrying the trade of Eastern Siberia to the worth. The total exports of these commodi-
Arctic Ocean, to get the products of Eastern ties alone reached the enormous figure of
Siberia from Russia to the markets of the $51,220,000. 0frawpetroleuin ornaphth'L
world in that way. They are to-day carry- in 1890 Russia exported 2,672,320 lbs.
ing the rails for that railway round by the ou for lighting, 962,416,000 lbs.: ou for
Arctic Ocean to the mouth of the Yenisei greasing, 97,616,9601bs. ; waste, 159,398,-
River. I feel satisfied that what Russians 000 lbs. ; total, 1,121,03,280 lbs. A4l
are doing Canadians and Englishmen can these articles can be profltably produced
accomplish, and in opening up this great in our North-west and could be carried
Hudson Bay route we will have, without out of the country by rail perhaps as
doubt, the assistance of the mother country weli as any other way, but certainly theY
-for this reason, that if ever it should be can be produced in that country. The
necessary for her to send troops to the far advantages to be derived f rom this route 're
east she need not send them through the so great that immediate efforts should be
Suez Canal or by any other foreign route. put forth by the Canadian Government for
She can send them through our territories the purpose at least of flnding out whetheî
to Vancouver, and from Vancouver to the it is feasible and practicable. Al the ev -
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dence so far shows that it is, and I think
What I have read of it is conclusive. I have
'oly read a small portion, but the testimony
Of every one and the experience of 250 years
teach us that the route is practicable and
feasible, and with lighthouses and bell-buoys
and other improvenents which navigation
requires the season of navigation could be
Prolonged very much. The right class of
vessels would be constructed and the season
Of navigation so lengthened that the great
trade of th3 North-west would be done by
that route. Now let nie give you a few of
the distances that I have marked here
between the ports of Europe and parts of

le interior of this country :-
Miles.

Liverpool to Port Citurchill ...... 2,926
Port Churchil to Calgary........ 1,f00
Calgary to Vancouver........... 642

4.568
Liverpool to) Montreal ...... .... 2,990
Montreal to Vancouver .......... 2,906

5.896
Naving, Liverpool to Vancouver ria

Churchill............ ........ 1,328
Liv erpool to lission Joiction ria

Port Churchill................ 4,526
Mission Junction to San Francisco 1.073

5,509
Liverpool to Mission .Tunction ria

'Montreal and C.1.R .......... 5,584
Mission Junction to San Francisco 1,073

6,657
Saning in distance ria Churchill. . 1,328
Liverpooi to San Francisco ria
New York and Union Pacifie R ... 6,630
Liverpooi to San Francisco ria

Port Churchill ................ 5.599.
Saving in distance ria Churchill. . 1,031
oWe would have, by opening up this route,

tmleans of transporting the agricultural and
Other products of our great North-west to
the Markets of Europe, effecting a saving ofSOfie 1i1
oue l,031 miles of land carriage, which,In all know, is very expensive. Not only

Would it carry the' products of our own
country, but it would carry the products ofinnesota, Dakota, and others of the north-
Western States, because it would shorten theistance very nearly as much for them as for

s. There are immense petroleum fields in
the North-west, which are of great import-

neCe. Russia exports very large quantities
f Petroleumn to the markets of the world, as

1 have shown. We have large petroleum

areas, and I find that they are within 350
miles of Port Churchill, so that if we could
only open up that route, it would be

.of great advantage to the country. I do
not believe, as sone do, that the open-
ing up of this rout'e will be a disadvantage

l to any existing line, nor do I think it will
be any disadvantage to the eastern provinces.
All you want is to put people in that coun-
try; without people no lne of railway can
continue for any great length of time to be
successful. No line can exist in Canada
unless it pays expenses at least. The Cana-
dian Pacific Railway is doing it and no
doubt under the magnificent management
they have they will do it for a long time to
cone. Even the Canadian Pacific Railway,
in which we all have so great an interest,
which we are all so proud of, to which we
all wish the greatest possible success, would
profit by the rapid settlement of that coun-
try, the increase of local traffic and the in-
creased inter-provincial trade that would
arise. It would be of more advantage to
the Canadian Pacific Railway than to any
other line. If we had five millions of people
in the North-west, no one line or two lines
of railway could carry the products of that
country out. The productiveness of the
soil in the North-west is so much greater
than in the older sections of Canada that it
would require increased facilities to carry out
the products of the country to the seaboard,
so that the Canadian Pacific Railway would
have as much to do then as now, and would
do its business at a much greater profit. Nor
do I think it would be any disadvantage to
the older provinces. I believe it would in-
crease the trade of Montreal, Quebec, and the
maritime provinces because these people then
would furnish a market for us. We would
become the manufacturing centre and pro-
duce for the requirements of the population
in the North-west, so I am satisfied that
every portion of Canada, from Van-
couver to Halifax, would benefit by put-
ting a large number of people into that
country. As I said before, you require
no emigration agents or societies. If you
can show the people of the world that capi-
tal can be profitably invested in that country
it will go there. If you can show that
capital can be profitably invested in develop-
ing the petroleum fields in that country,
people will go there. I have always looked
upon emigration agents as being of no use
to any country. It is a great expenditure
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of money with no results. There is no use have to encounter in emerging from Hudson
of putting people into any country unless Bay into the great Atlantic Ocean. 1 ar
you can show them that it is not only a good encouraged to take the liberty of speaking
climate but that they can live there with on this subject without previous consider-
profit and advantage to themselves. As ation of it, especially at this moment, because,
soon as you show them that, you require no attracted by the very facts which have been
emigration agents and no donation or appro- so ably laid before you to-day, 1 was one of
priation made by Parliament to encourage a band of acventurers who took up this
settlement. Put that appropriation that subject fully ten or twelve years ago.
you make from year to year for emigration We surveyed the country from Winnipeg to
purposes into capital and invest it in having Port Churchill for a railway, we procured
Hudson Bay and Hudson Straits properly from the Government a grant of land neces-
surveyed and charts made showing the sary for the formation of a port at Fort
world that it is a feasible and practicable Churchill. In the course of that inquiry I
route, and you will find that it will become obtained ail the evidence which has been so
an important line of communication between well put before you to-day, and notwith-
our great North-west and the markets of standing ail the facts that were laid before
the world. J have detained you too long; us, there as an element of doubt which
my apology is that from all I can learn and paralyzed our action at the critical point
read J am filled with the importance of this and finally inluced my confederates and my-
subject. I may not live to see the day, but self to abandon the project. We were never
I hope to live to see the time that the Hud- organized, but we paid our money to inves-
son Bay route will be opened up. I (1o not ticate the natter, and we are out of that
think the time is many years distant when money yet. The resuit of our investigation
you will find the great heavy trade of the was to produce a rather lukewarm feeling
North-west passing through Hudson Bay with regard to the commercial prospects of
and Straits to Liverpool anB the markets of the enterprise, and we decided to stand
the world. asi(le and let others take up the projeet.

The fact that Hudson Bay and Straits have
Hon. Mr. DR MMOND-a sympathize been navigated, impresses my hon. friend as

fully with the position taken by the hion. 1it impressed me, but it really goes a great
'Senator. There can be no doubt that, look- deal short of convincing me that commerci-
ing on the map of the world, the fact that ally that route could be a success. I May
Hudson Bay reaches far into the heart of be mistakein, and this I will say, that if
the continent, anust make it a very attractive that can be established there is no man in
subject to every commercial nan ans in say- this Senate or in this Dominion w go will
ing the few words which J propose to address hail the fact with reater joy than I myse f
to the House, I would disclaim at once and will. You may have noticed, as lid, that
in advance the slightest jealousy on the part occasionally the ion. senator proved a little
of any eastern man or any one interested in too much. In one part of his speech bie
the St. Lawrence route as regar(s the pro- claimed that Hudson Straits were entirely
posed navigation of Hudson Bay as a means f ree fromn ice for a very long time ; and if
of developing the North-west. If I do not you will notice the evidence which h e pro-
fully share my hon. friend's couleur de rose duced on that point-
views in every respect, I am substantially
with him in this, that if it can be proved
that the navigation of Hudson Bay is com-
mercially possible it would be a very great
thing for the North-west, and I for one would
bail it as a great thing for the whole of us
in Canada. But unfortunately, while it is
in the power of our Government and in the
power of our Parliament to subsidize coin-
munication between all parts of the North-
west and Port Churchill on Hudson Bay, it
is not in the power of either the one or the
other to control the physical fact which we

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I said at certain
seasons of the year.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-Yes, for a
period of from three to five months.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-In all the out-
ward voyages of these vessels none were de-
tained by ice in September and October, and
most of them found the straits comparativelY
clear of ice.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-The informa-
tion which I obtained was to this effect,
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that at a comparatively early period of the
Year the straits were filled with ice for 150
tO 200 miles. Shortly after that, with the
advance of summer, the northern ice de-
scended fron the. inlets and practically the
whole of the strait was covered with float-
in1g ice of enormous strength and thickness,
and then at a subsequent period the strait
cleared itself once more and the navigation
into the bay was all that could be wished
for. It has been proved beyond all question
that Hudson Straits have been navigated for
a very long period by vessels, yet it does not
carry to my' mind the idea that a modern
shiP would ineet with the sane fate as the
small insignificant vessels which were used
during the periods referred to. We should
not forget that the vessels which, under the
charter of the Hudson Bay Company
entered Hudson Bay so long ago, were small
Wooden ships, comparatively light in weight
and that the modern tendency is to construct
elormous vessels of immense carrying capa-
city and in consequence of their great weight
and the enormous cargo they carry, the
Peril from floating ice or thick ice is pro-
Portionately increased. The lion. gentle-
mnan said that the invention of steam
had revolutionized navigation through ice.
Very likely that is so, and you see the truth
of it in these steamers which navigate the
ice clad shores of Newfoundland late in the
sPring after seals. The pursuit of seals by
modern steamers of small size, specially
prepared for that purpose, is rendered much
easier by the fact that they are propelled
by steam, but the commercial navigation of
Hudson Straits and Hudson Bay by a
rlodern ship, which alone can compete in
economy of transport with what exists on
other routes, is an entirely different matter,
and my fear is that the very existence of
floating ice would deter all those ships f rom
going there at all. Now, if that be so-if it
requires a ship to be specially prepared to
encounter ice fairly, you neutralize the ad-
vantages of the route because the fact
Which gives a commercial importance to,
the Hudson Bay route is economy. If it.
should be practicable to have a railway
to Port Churchill and bring the products of
the North-west there, 1, for one, would most
certainly desire to see it. Perhaps with
better light on the subject, I may think
More favourably of the project. I am only
speaking from the light given me to-day by
the hon. member. I believe the evidence he

has placed before us to be absolutely authen-
tic. It is information given by an advocate
of the project from one point of view, and I,
for my part, go hand in hand with him to a
certain point; I am simply introducing into
this matter a question which a wise and
prudent man would consider before putting
his money into any business. Although the
route may be 1,300 or 1,400 miles shorter,
although Port Churchill may be that much
closer to Liverpool than Montreal is, the
very fact that one ship, carries five or six
thousand tons, dead weight, and another,
only 1,500, would render the difference of
the voyage of very little importance in the
actual cost of the transport. Now, I am not
here to discourage the hon. member ; I am
not here to oppose the inquiry which he
makes. On the contrary, I am here to say
that the subject is of such vital importance
that I hope every information will be ob-
tained upon it, and that the Government
will consider it to be their duty to grant an
inquiry which will set this question practi-
cally at rest; but the hon. gentleman, as I
said a moment ago, occasionally in his
address, conveyed to me the impression that
he was proving too much. Any contrast
between the wrecks which have taken place
in the navigation of the gulf of St.
Lawrence and the wrecks that have
occurred in Hudson Bay is to my mind
entirely futile. The fact that the
St. Lawrence has been navigated by
hundreds and thousands of ships in the
course of a year and the Hudson Bay
by 5 or 6 or 9 or 10 or a dozen, is
a sufficient reason, apart from other con-
siderations, to ensure that the percentage
of wrecks will be much larger in the one
case than in the other. As regards in-
surance, I doubt very much whether any
insurance company has ever been asked to
quote a rate for ships trading to Hudson
Bay. I think the hon. gentleman stated
that the Hudson Bay Co.'s vessels were not
insured, but I doubt very much whether out-
side of these ships any insurance company
has ever been asked to quote a rate, and
general expressions on the question are
absolutely of no value.as to what insurance
companies would charge. Now with regard
to the contrast of the navigation of Hudson
Bay and the navigation of the Russian and
Siberian ports, we must bear in mind that
all the products of the North-west have had
a ready access to the south, and the condi-
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tions are entirely different. In Siberia they route which lias been given by the lion.
had no access to the south, and it is a ques- mover has been must interesting to me and
tion of reaching the markets of the world I think interesting to those members of the
through these ports in the north of Siberia buse who listened to it. He bas taken
and under the circumstances which the hon. the sulject up from a îunber of points of
gentleman bas so fairly set before us, or of view, maîy of them not hitierto, as far as 1
not getting out at all. I do not think that can understand, thoroughly investigated,
any one will put me down as an opponent of with the result that he las given us a large
this project, because I explicitly and once quantity of nev and fresh details regarding
again disclain anything of that kind. I a subject, whose interest had even prior to
engaged in the question before, and I make this information, appeared almost unbounded.
the assertion now. that I am ready and It is more commendable however that lie
anxious to be engaged in it again if I should las brouglit this view before the House
see a possibility or a probability of success, because it vill have the effect of elicitiîg
and thèse statements on ny part, I think, discussion upon this subject. vhich was ap-
should relieve me, as a citizen of Montreal, parent froni the thoughtful remarks whiclî
from any suspicion that there is any wehavelieardfron thelastspeaker,which m
jealousy whatever. Nothing of the kind verypleasedtosay lie prefacesby stating
exists ; but let us hasten slowly and find out that he is not to be considered as an op-
the facts. Ascertain, if vou can, whether ponent of tle schene, and tle resuit of the
commercial ships of the modern type would iscussion will be that we will have further
go to Port Churchill to load if you provided investigation and more liglt thrown upon the
tliem witli freiglit to carlry, and then we subject. For there is no question about it
would lave absolute proof of the fact tlat that tlhis matter as hitlierto been confined,
tiis is a possible venture or tle contrary. as far as tbe information is concerned, to a
For my part, I think tliere is no I comparatively limited number of individuals,
proof before us, and while 1 shalH most cer- for awthougli the Hudson Bay Company as
tainly support the hon. nember in tis desire been known for areat number of poinso

canundrs a thoroughl yneaed,

to urge the Government to give attention to for centuries in fact in many English speak-
this subjeçt, I caution this use that it is ling portions of te globe, any very great
not quite so easily settled, nor so plain Iextent of information witl regard to them
of proof as the eloquent address whidl or their undertakiigs, their possessions or
we have just listened to would lead us to their productions, ias beei.confined to their
suppose. employés and officiais and to tliose traders

Hon. Mr. FERGTJSON-I do not care o andmercants and trappers who hadbusiness

be misrepresented-not that the hon. gen- relations with them. Even as recently as

tleman liad any intention of misrepresenting 1858 Lord Palmerston, in referring to the
me-it was a misunderstanding. I did not Hudson Bay territory on whichi a select

verypeased to sayh prefacs eso, y sinsay herewas o ic in udso Strits at hmteei o t e os deed ake eadncep

any tie of the ear, but I said that te iceote e e s
is of such a claracter that any vessel can dne could easily imagine tat a wilderness in the
easily make its way througi it. I did not northern part of Aierica where nothing lives
compare tlhe wrecks of the Guf of St La except fur-bearing aniears, am a few coild Indians

renc i a tpsibe wre n u do eon ary. but little re oved fro i te lo er creation, mightFr my ptIh the r irin Hudsn ay. Ï1-e confined to a coipa y mhose chief function
said that in the early days of tie t. Law- sould be to strip the ruming aniais of teir
rence, with the ships coming up to Quebec, skins, and keep the hipeds soIer.
the percentage of loss was large as compared 

this~Mr subjetot, Io cato this Housethatit i

witlq Hudson Bay. So far as tle insurance view as to our North-west, because, in the
is concerned, I af credibly informed that debate during the same session, he remarked
inquiries have been made at Lloyd's in -and we al know now a ood deal of the
London, and that tle facts have been ascer- sp

ingul por tioso the lobainy eyra

tained on that question. I wisli to maketh
the explanation, so that I may not be unin Tere is a large portion of the surface of eart

with regard to the character of hich we have
tentionally misrepresented in wlat I said. been systematically kept in darkness, for those who

HIon. Mr. FERCHSOFFN-Tdonxae had inforchation to give have also had an interest
bisrpresented-notthatheh.gen- directly oppose to the Enparting of it. Now, the

tive review of tle Hudson Bay as a trade truth is, beyond question, that a great part of this
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Country is highly valiuable for colonization purposes,
and it is impossible to state in too strong language
the proposition that the Hudson Bay Company is,
by its very existence and character, the eneiy of
colonization.

Now it is alinost needless to remark that
the great far-sightedness of that statement
has been verified since then in a manner
which at that period would have never been
even dreamt of. That this great corpor-
ation has kept the North-west a terra incoq-
nita for so many years is but a part of the
sYstem which has long since recognized the
fact that the fur trade has to retire before
the steps of an advancing civilization. It
Cannot be doubted that the advantages of
the country have been decried while the
dangers and difficulties of the navigation of
the bay and straits have been systemati-
cally magnified and exaggerated. And yet
I do not agree with the hon. gentleman who
last spoke that there should not be a con-
trast drawn between the navigation of the
Gulf of St. Lawrence and that of the Hud-
son Bay route. I think it is eminently
Proper that such a contrast should be drawn,
because the history of the early navigation
of the Gulf of St. Lawrence corresponds
alIost exactly with that which has taken
Place of recent years with reference to the
northern route. There is no doubt in my
rlind that the dangers that beset the navi-
gator in the northern route fade into insig-
nificance before those which the early
mariner in the Gulf of St. Lawrence met
with. He had to contend with the narrow
and shallow channels of varying depths with
aIl their sunken rocks and hidden shoals,
and the fogs and the ice which beset that
Passage, while those which have investigated
it tell us that the northern route is com-
Paratively free from a great many of those
dangers. Professor Bell, to whom the
Ixover has alluded, in his report to the Royal
Geographical Society on the navigation of
hudson Bay, states as follows :

The main body of the bay is entirely without
ihoals. reefs or islands. Its depth is very uniform,

tnd nowhere does it present any great irregulari-
"es. It averages about 70 fathoms throughout,e nmgto 100 and upwards in approaching the
th of udson Strait. While in the strait itself
fathsouindings along the centre. run from 150 to 300

A1nd a still further comparison of the
routes I think does not certainly show to
the disadvantage of the northern. The re-
Ports of the navigation of the St. Lawrence

present a ghastly record of the loss of the
noble ships and gallant lives sacrificed in the
prosecution of the investigation of that route
at an early date when the object was to at-
tain the same information with respect to
the then unknown channel of the St. Law-
rence, and to the then almost unknown land
situated in the neighbourhood of Quebec, as
we later on had to contend with in the
Hudson Bay route, and I think that we can
concrast it, and can do so favourably to the
northern route, when we take the record of
the numberless wrecks and the large sacri-
fice of lives that the hon. mover bas spoken
about. Contrast that with the record of the
Hudson Bay Company (which I think is a
marvellous one) trading between the British
Isles and that great inland sea for 225 years;
they have onlylost two vessels, the "Graham"
and the " Kitty," and during that time-al-
though my hon. friend has belittled the ex-
tent of navigation which has taken place
into the bay-during that time over 1,000
vessels have passed into the straits and into
the bay, and successfully, navigated it with
only the loss of those two ships,and these ves-
sels have been of all kinds,British troop-sh ips,
emigrant vessels, men-of-war of the English
and French navy and vessels on voyages of
discovery, of trade and whaling-all the dif-
ferent businesses connected with the north-
ern waters, and I say that if those northern
seas had been successfully navigated for that
length of time by those small and ill-equipped
sailing vessels, we can easily see what
we might expect from a properly equipped
fleet of steamships placed on that northern
route. J think that the remarks of the last
speaker, although thoughtful as I said, and
designed to promote a discussion on the sub-
ject, should not be taken as condemning the
route at all. I think the hon. mover lias
shown that the route is not one which could
be condemned, but one which must eventu-
ally be opened up and forn the outlet of
our northern country, because from the
evidence produced undoubtedly the consen-
sus of opinion goes to show that the straits
and bay are open for navigation on an
average of five months in each year, and al-
though the hon. member for Montreal spoke
about the ice which was to be met there,
the trouble which bas been experienced by
ice being met with in the straits and bay
has not arisen f rom its being solid ice at any
period of navigation, but from the fact that
vessels employed there were sailing vessels,
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which when they got into the ice were be-
calmed and unable to move and drifted up
and down with the ice for days and some-
times weeks at a time. But we must bear
in mind that this terror to navigation would
be removed by ships equipped in modern
style, and the navigation of the bay may be
safely said to be open and the harbours to
be open for five months in the year, and I
think much more than that can hardly be
said for the early navigation of the St. Law-
rence. Now, taking for granted that it is
advantageous to have that northern route
opened up, I would like to look at its con-
nection with our possessions in the North-
west, the part of the country in which I am
myself very much interested and of which I
am a resident. We have all our lives been
accustomed to hear of the great extent of
the territory of British North America, a
territory transcending in area that of the
United States and fornitig a very large pro-
portion of that great empire upon which the
sun never sets, but until comparatively
recent years of what value was this
vast territory ? It was practically value-
less, it was locked up ; it was of no
use ; it might contain (as it does contain)
millions of fertile acres sufficient to afford
a food supply for the whole of Europe,
it might contain as it does millions of
homes for settlers who are now eking
out an existence in the o1ler world ; but
all this was practically valueless until,
as we know, the wisdom of our Canadian
statesmen gave that aid to our great national
highway which has resulted in placing us in
connection with, and giving us access to the
wheat fields of Manitoba and Assiniboia,
the ranches of Alberta and Saskatchewan
and the immense deposits of coal and petro-
leum, and the minerals which at varying
intervals underlie all that country. The
immediate result of the opening of that
country by the railway was that a large in-
flux of population took place, a compara-
tively extensive area of land was brought
under cultivation and a considerable sum of
money was expended both in public and
private enterprises, in promoting the de-
velopment of the country; but hon. gen-
tlemen, although that development has been
large and rapid, it would be idle for me to
say that it has kept up either in pace or in
volume with the expectations or hopes of
its promoters and well-wishers. And the
reasons are not far to seek. Difficulties in-

cident to the settlement of any new country
have been encountered of course, but have
been successfully met and overcome; other
burdens such as those imposed by tariff and
other fiscal regulations have been also felt,
but having been brought to the notice of
the powers of the day they have been either
mitigated or removed ; but there is one dis-
ability under which we live which renders
nugatory a great part of the hard work and
labour of the settler which hinders him f rom
obtaining anything like a full result
of his hard work and labour, and
which prevents the full, free and rapid
development of that great country in
which I think w-e are all so largely interest-
ed; and it is this that, situated as we are
in the centre of a vast continent, with but
one route to the seaboard, with but one out-
let to those European ports which are the
ultimate and inevitable market for all that
north-western produce, we are almost hope-
lessly handicapped by the f reight rates which
absorb so large a proportion of the value of
what is raised as to leave an infinitesimal
part to reward the hard work of the settler
who has actually produced it. He is the
one who really suffers, because lie is the one
who gets the least reward, although he has
produced the article which is carried out.
Now, I do not want to join in any great
outcry against the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way for their not having immediately re-
duced these rates as soon as they were called
upon to do so. I look upon that institution
as being one of the marvels of the age;
there is no doubt about it, and the same
people who now are finding fault with the
large fortunes which have been amassed by
thepromoters of that road forget, if they ever
knew, the great trials and difficulties under
which that road laboured in its inception,
and the failure that more than once was im-
minent and was only averted by the wisdom
of those who recognized that the failure of
that road would have meant a death-blow
for years to corne to progress in our Domin-
ion. There is no question about that, and
also that this road is not a philanthropic
concern; it is a business institution. It is
managed by some of the most astute and
most sagacious minds on the continent, and
I presume they know what is best for their
own interest. Recognizing, as they must
do, the fact that the future progress and suc-
cess of their road depends very largely upon
the future progress and success of the
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North-west country and equally that that
country cannot progress in the ratio in
which it is entitled with its other advant-
ages, without having a large influx of popu-
lation; recognizing also the fact that immi-
gration to that country, is practically at
a standstill and also that, as my hon.
friend has stated, the best immigration
agent is a happy and prosperous and con-
tented settler who is already in the coun-
try ; if the managers of that road, recog-
lizing these facts, have not considered
themuselves able to meet the wishes of the
people, by reducing those rates, it must
b)e because those rates are already
down as low as the financial condi'tion of the
road will allow them to be made at present.
I can see no other reason for it, but it is
all the more evident that it behooves the
settler who can see no relief from any other
Source, and the inembers of the Government
who should be, as they are, anxious to see
this country and that great north-western
country developed as largely and as rapidly
as we all wish and expect, to turn their at-
tention to some other sourcewhich will allow
of the free export of the illimitable resources
of that great north-western country. 1, for
One (and I know in this opinion I am joined
by a great many gentlemen) do not see any
Other hopes for the proper development of
that country but the opening up of this
Hudson Bay route. I do not want to
trouble the House with any statistics, be-
Cause the subject has been very largely gone
into by the mover, but I should like to call
attention to these facts. As he has said,
from Churchill on Hudson Bay to Liverpool
is seventy miles shorter than from Liverpool
tO Montreal, and over a hundred miles shorter
than from Liverpool to New York. The
distance from Montreal to Winnipeg is
1,400 miles, that from Churchill to Winne-
Peg 700 miles. There is a saving of one-
half of the land carriage. Now it costs 46
Cents per hundred pounds to forward wheat
at present from Winnipeg or Brandon to,
Montreal. That is at the rate of about 30
Cents a bushel. If the land carriage costs
at present that rate, and that land carriage
could be reduced by one-half, then fifteen
cents per bushel would be the rate, and
that rate on twenty millions of bushels would
maean a saving to Manitoba alone of three
Millions of dollars divided amongst those
settlers who are now crying out for some
relief. As far as the navigation of the

bay is concerned I would tell my hon.
friend that I am inforined by Mr. Suther-
land, who is the president of the Hudson
Bay Railway and is very largely interested
in that concern and has spent an immense
amount of energy, and the last ten years
of his life in promoting it and sunk a great
deal of money in it without any return so
far, that an arrangement has been effected
with the steamship company, owning a
large fleet of steamships in England (which
steamship company controls the whole of
the navigation of the Baltic and the Europ-
ean Aretic seas) whereby a fully equipped
fleet of vessels will be placed on this route
as soon as the traffic warrants it, and I
think there is no doubt that it can be done,
because the steamship company is already
in existence and has the trade and has the
vessels which have been engaged in the
trade, and they are thoroughly acquainted
with northern navigation and the dangers
which beset it. It bas been stated that
one difliculty to be met with on the north-
ern route would be the fact that we would
not be able to move the crop in the year
in which it is produced. This is undoubt-
edly the case. We would not attempt to
do so nor do we desire to do so. The fact
is that a very sinall percentage of the
western crop ever reaches the markets of
the world in the year in which it is raised.
As far as our farmers are concerned their
time is taken up, after they gather their
harvest until the frost sets in, in doing
their fall ploughing, and experience has
taught us that to export new wheat in
bulk in the holds of vessels through the
damp warmth of an ocean voyage exposes
it to the danger of heating and it is likely
to reach the port to which it is consigned
in a damaged condition. Therefore it will
be necessary that a large portion of the crop
should be stored at different points awaiting
shipment and the fact of its being held over
in our northern climate only causes it to
mature better and to acquire in the highest
degree that flinty hardness for which it is so
justly celebrated. Of course it would in-
volve the necessity of having a system of
elevators with large storing capacities such
as exist already at Fort William and other
points. It would only have to be done on a
larger scale. Access to this bay could be
had in many ways. Tributary to it there
are a number of very large rivers, one of
which I know lias a navigable length of over
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a thousand miles, and there are others of Hon. Mr. ANGERS-J ar sure the
very large volume. In addition to bearing buse is very thankful for the information
the produce of that western country to the that has been given on this subject by the
bay, there are upon these rivers some hon. gentleman from Niagara, and those
wonderful water powers, and these we can who have taken part in this debate. The
certainly look forward to becoming the cen- Government has in the past given much at-
tres of manufacturing industries of great
value at a future period. I understand that mercial route for our great North-west
on the Nelson River, a hundred miles from through Hudson Bay and straits. In 1884
its mouth there is .a water power which ex- and 1885 the Parliament of Canada decided
ceeds the volume of any other (except pro- to station officers in the straits and on some
bably the falls of Niagara) on the continent of the islands at the northern part of the
of America, and it is not too much to look Hudson Bay for the purpose of procuring
forward to the establishîment in that north- information. At that tire, as to-day, no-
ern countrv of manufacturing centres which body opposed the project of seeking an out-
will rival those in the great republic to the let for th& North-west by that route, but it
south of us, and will be the means of giving so far remains a question whether it is com-
employment to thousands of Canada's sons mercially practicable. There is no doubt
who now expatriate themselves for the pur- that the straits are navigable and have been
pose of earning a livelihood in the great navigated by sailing vessels for three cen-
cities to the soui h of the line. And not only turies and recently by stearships also, but
the produce of our own North west but that! 1 think the lion. member for Kennebec has
of the Western States also, will tind an out- given a warning when he put the question
let over this route. Once get the route whether it was coinmercially practicable.
established, and the trade must follow it as We all know that the vessels that are sent
surely as the night follows the day. I do there are specially 1uilt for that purpose.
not think that the great corporations to They are strengthened in the bow in such
which we have alluded, should be adverse to a way that they can sustain a very heavy
this scheme. The Canadian Pacific Rtailway shock without being destroyed. They are
Company, with its enormous land grant, and vessels of limited capacity. Forrerly they
the Hudson Bay Companyowning as they do were only sailing vessels. Some advantage
one-twentieth of all the land in Manitoba, bas been gained by the fact that now steam
would certainly find that any small loss thev is used, but the question arises, can the or-
migh t have to put up with at the present dinary vessel used for the transport of mer-
tine would be far more than counterbalanced chandise to-day be made use of for carrying
by the enormous expansion of the business the North-west grain, should it reach the
of the country which would take place, and port of Churchill 1 think there is a doubt
by the extension of the local trade, and by about that. If it is answered in the nega-
the increased value of their lands in that tive, then we have to look at the question
country. I do not wish to take up the time whether it would be a paying enterprise to
of the bouse further. The inatter lias been build a special fleet to carry freight from
exhaustively opened up, and J trust it will Port Churchill to England.
result in a discussion which will promote
great good for the enterprise. I always feel Hon. '. BOULTON-Whalebacks.
that while the name of Sir John Macdonald
will always be indelibly associated with the bon. Mr. ANGERS-bow long is the
Canadian Pacific Railway, that the Ciina- navigation open in Hudson Straits, is an-
dian statesman whose naine will be identi- other question which I think can be wisely
fied with the opening up of the Hudson Bay put. From observations made during the
route, will hold as higlh a niche in the temple two years under the supervision of the Gov-
of fame, and it is eminently proper that this ernment of Canada and f rom the records of
honourable body, by their action, should the Hudson Bay Company, it is safe to
take the best means in forwarding and pro- assume that navigation in the straits does
moting the project, and share in the achieve- not fairly open before the beginning of July
ment by impressing the importance of the and closes at the end of October. You have
sulýject upon the Government. therefore navigation in Hudson Straits
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during three or three and a half months.
1S it, moreover, such safe navigation as
would encourage the building of a fleet for
the purpose? If we refer to the log of the
"Alert," in 1884 and 1885, we find that she
Was detained during twenty days by ice in
the straits, from the 1st to the 20th of
August.

Referring to the great advantages offered
by Port Churchill we must also look at the
fact and put the question-when does that
port close I The records show that the port
is closed at the very beginning of October-
that early in October and towards the mid-
dle of October the river is frozen over and
there is drifting ice in the harbour. Those
are all difficulties in the way of shipping
from that port at that season of the year.
If I make these remarks it is not with the
object of discouraging the enterprise, but to
draw the attention of the House to the re-
port of Captain Gordon an officer of the navy
giving the result of observations made in
1884 and 1885, and the records of the tem-
Perature, of the drift of the ice, of the open-
ing of navigation, and the closing of it dur-
ing the two years that those officers sent by
Canada were stationed in Hudson Strait.
I may say, in reference to the remarks made
by the hon. member from Brandon, that no
People are more anxious than the people of
the east and of the centre of Canada to see
the North-west prosper. Nobody feels more
desirous that the capital invested in that
country should be profitable. He has stated
that the freight rates were a great draw-
back to the settlement of the country and
to the settlers there at present-that the
freight perhaps prevented settlers f rom going
in as fast as they should, but this is an
accidental condition. The freights on the
Canadian Pacific Railway, I believe, are no
higher for the same distances than they are
upon any of the American roads, but the
trouble this year is the low price for the pro-
ducts of the country. Of course when wheat
is only 42 cents per bushel the freight will ap-
pear very high, whilst the same freight, the
hon. gentleman will admit, would be reason-
able if the price of wheat were, what itusually
is, from 60 to 70 or 80 cents per bushel. The
rate would not be so oppressive as it may
appear to-day. If any further light can be
thrown on this question of having access to
Europe by the Hudson Bay route, the lion.
Inember and all the members from that sec-
tion of the Dominion, inay rest assured that

there is no jealousy, no narrow-minded feel-
ing, on the part of the people of the east
that would oppose it on the ground that it
could hurt the traffic of the River St. Law-
rence. In answer to the question put by
the hon. member from Niagara, I an to
state that the Government have no fresh in-
formation regarding the navigation of Hud-
son Bay since 1887, except the report of
Mr. Ogilvie, which relates only to James
Bay, and would throw no light on the navi-
gation of Hudson Bay and Hudson Strait.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (Niagara)-The
hon. member has said that the vessels were
built specially for that trade. I would refer
him to the statements of those who sailed
ordinary vessels in Hudson Bay years ago.
Those vessels were not built specially for
that trade, but were, nevertheless, for years
used in the navigation of Hudson Strait
and Bay. I think the hon. Minister will find
out, by reading the records, that the port of
Churchill does not close up about the first of
October, nor does it until the first of No-
vember. I would refer him also to the House
of Commons Committee report in 1884. After
sitting for days and taking evidence of the
very best witnesses of the time, their report
is of the most favourable character. They
state that the route, in their opinion, is
practicable and feasible. I would refer him
also to the report of the committee of the
Manitoba Legislature where they took for
days the evidence of the most practical
witnesses, men possessing the greatest ex-
perience and knowledge, and the report of
the committee was most favourable. If the
hon. the Minister will look at these reports,
he will find that all the evidence goes to
show, as I stated before, that for three or
five months of the year there is open navi-
gation through Hudson Straits. I may say
also that I have been informed, fron the
most authentic sources, that what I said
with regard to rate of insurance is correct.
I do not desire to say one. word against the
Gulf of St. Lawrence, because it would be
no use to say anything. Its practica-
bility has been too long established to be
questioned. But I said that 150 years
ago there was more prejudice against
the St. Lawrence route, than there is to-
day against the Hudson Bay route, and
that the prejudice has been overcome by the
skill and ingenuity of man. With all the
improvements in naval architecture, and all
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Hon. Mr. POWER-I did not want to
reflect on the lion. gentleman at all. I
simply wanted to call his attention to the
fact that the subject was fully discussed in
this Chamber before.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS--The obiect of the

one member oi the Senate, to near speeches
of the character that have been delivered
here to-day. They showed deep study and
research in the subject with which they dealt,
and I hope they may have in the future the
efflct of convincing my hon. friend from
Halifax that his opinion and mine upon this
and some other subjects are not always right

hon. gentleman from Niagara was to find if Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-It is not
there was any further information since that often that I can Say a word in favour of my
time, and I think his inquiry was a very hon. friend to the left (Mr. Power) but I
proper one. did not understand, nor did I think he

said anything to offend the hion. gentleman
Hon. Mr. POWER-I did not wish to to the right of me (Mr. Ferguson.) Some

reflect on the hon. gentleman at all. of the older members of the buse will have
a clear recollection that this thing has been

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The remarks from thrashed out pretty well, and if the hon.
the hon. gentleman from Halifax were of a leader of the Government had been here
character from which there could be only some years ago, he would have heard a dis-
one deduction, and that is that the question cussion UPOf this same matter.
of the Hudson Bay route having been once Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I heard it in the
or twice discussed in this House, it should be other House.
tabooed for the future. 1

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-Consequently
bon. Mr. POWER-Not at ail. this question is not new to us. i have
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the knowledge we possess, if science is not bon. Mr. BOWELL-I know the hon.
able to do to-day what was done 200 gentleman did not say so, but that is the
years ago, it has been of little value to man- inference I drew froin his remarks and I
kind. The evidence gathered from any think most hon. gentlemen in the bouse did
source you like, even from the mouths of the same. I beg to remind the hon gentle-
unwilling witnesses, proves that the straits man that no great scheme bas been pro-
can be navigated for three to five months, pounded in the past (and I fancy it will be
or perhaps longer, with the improved system the same, in the future), but it had to be
of vessels. If that can be done, the ad- brought under the notice of the people a
vantages are so great that would ask the great many times before they became suffi-
ion. Minister to urge upon the Governent ciently acquainted with the subjet to invest
the deirability of spending, a littie money their money in it. There is another point
in getting charts and surveys of these straits, in connection with this matter, that ail great
and I would rnther put money into that enterprises have been brought under the
than into the hands of emigration agents. notice of the public by men who have given

them special study and have adhered to
Hon. Mr. POWER-I would ca the at- their idea until they achieved success; and

tenion. o inse e uon thmber froveNrmt depend upon it, the man who pursues any

tendirait of splon ending ao lile m o thuei mone taind therog e is ae po

the fact that this matter has been discussed iconecon th throughat is gatW
on two or three occasions in thhe Senate, and succeed. I shal not be at ail surprised if
if the non. member will consuat the Senate umy on. friend, who is young in years, will
Debates for 1890 and 1891, he will find that; hear thia question discussed a great many
pretty nearly ail the evidence he has pro- thmes more. I was not only interested, but
duced was brougt before the bouse and very much instructed by the remarks of the
the subject was fully discussed then. hon. member fro i Niagara, which were well

o supplemented, though not strictly from the

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (Niagara)-I de- sanie standpoint, by the lion. gentleman from
sire to thank the hion. gentleman for the Kennebec, and supported very ably by one
information, but I have not seen that evi- of our young senators, the hon. gentleman
dence nor have I examined it, and I think from Brandon. While we have time, as

his remarks were uncalled for. we have had to-day, I should be very glad, as
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Spoken once or twice myself on the matter
and it bas been pretty well ventilated. I
Must thank the hon. gentleman who brought
UP the subject to-day for throwing a little
more light upon it ; however, a great deal of
it is in the Debates already. I hope my
hon. friend to the left of me bas not said
anything to offend ; it is very seldon I can
defend him because he is very often in the
wrong.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think I have a
right to make a little explanation. My lan-
guage bas been misconstrued altogether. I
Was aware of the fact that the bon. gentle-
mian from Niagara was not in the House at
the time this subject was discussed before.
It bas been discussed on at least three dif-
ferent occasions. The first time was on the
'notion of the gentleman representing the
Victoria division, the Hon. Mr. Ryan; and
it was discussed at considerable length and
Very fully on a motion made by the bon.
gentleman from Shell River in 1890, and
again in the session of 1891 the matter was
discussed at very considerable length and
anongst others by the bon. gentleman from
Sarnia in connection with a bill which was
theni before the House. I listened with a
great deal of pleasure to the speech made by
the bon. gentleman from Niagara and also
to the speeches made by the bon. gentlemen
who followed, but it struck me as being
rather singular that those gentlemen all
spoke apparently in ignorance of the fact
that the matter had been debated here be-
fore, and I thought, for instance, it was
hardly fair to the bon. gentleman from Shell
River that the discussion which had ensued
upon his motion in 1890 should not have
been noticed at all. I did not mean to find
any fault whatever with any of the gentle-
nen who have spoken. I simply called the

attention of the House to a historical fact
that this matter had been discussed bfore.

son Bay route will be opened up and be the
great highway for the trade of the North-
west. I do not regard it as impracticable.
I believe the straits can be navigated, and
all the difficulties which exist can be over-
comle. In Prince Edward Island we had
the same experience ; it was considered im-
possible to maintain communication across
the Straits of Northumberland through the
winter season, but we overcame the diffi-
culty there. They say Port Churchill is
frozen up in October. Now I believe it
can be kept open for about half the year.
I thank my lion. friend from Niagara for
bringing the subject before the House.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (Niagara)-In
order that new members might not make a
mistake, I would suggest that these subjects
which, for the last forty years, have been
discussed before the House, should be posted
up somewhere, because the suggestion is that
we should not speak on any subject which
any senator heretofore for the last forty
years has spoken about. I think that some
such notice should be put up. You must
remember that the public have forgotten that
discussion. The bon. gentleman has the
Debates under his hand from day to day,
and 99 per cent of the people of the country
have not that advantage, and the only way
we can get it before the people is to bring
it before the House and before the press of
the country. But I will try to avoid this
trouble again, and will consult hon. gentle-
men as to any subject which bas been dis-
cussed for the last half century in order that
I may not trespass on their tender feelings.

The Senate adjourned at 5.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not wish Ottawa, Zhusday, April 12th, 1894.
to make an address on this matter, but I THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
Would simply tell the hon. member that o'clock.
there is an old saying that it is usual to
exaggerate difficulties where local interests Pravers and routine proceedings.
are not in the line of their removal. Where
Parties do not desire to find a mode it is BILLS INTRODUCED.
soJnetimes difficult to find one. I am not
going into the discussion now, because it is Bill (K) "An Act to incorporate the Can-closed, and it would be unwise to do so, but adian Mutual Life Insurance Association."-
I believe the time will come when the Hud- (Mr. Cochrane.)
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Bill (L) " An Act to again revive and
further amend the Act to incorporate the
Red Deer Valley Railway and Coal Com-
pany."-(Mr. Lougheed.)

Bill (M) " An Act for the rëlief of Joshua
Nicholas Filman."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (N) " An Act to incorporate the
Wolseley and Fort Qu'Appelle Railway
Company."-(Mr. Perley.)

Bill (0) " An Act for the relief of
William Samuel Piper."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (P) "An Act for the relief of Joseph
Thompson."-(MNr. Clemow.)

THE DILLON DIVORCE BILL.

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

Hon Mr. GOWAN, froi the Divorce
Committee, presented their report on the
Dillon Divorce Case. He said: All the
rules have been strictly complied with in
this case and the respondent was personally
served. I therefore move that the report
be adopted.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like to
have this report left over until to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I have no objection.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-When all the
rules have been complied with it is seldom
that an objection has been raised to the
adoption of a report. I can see no reason
why the adoption of this report should be
delayed.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The report can only
be adopted to-day by unanimous consent
and if the hon. gentleman does not wish to
comply with my request, I shall siiply have
to object to the adoption of the report to-
day.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-There is no question
whatever about the due publication of the
notice, and the service was personal. Of
course, if my hon. friend has any particular
reason for wishing to have the report stand
until to-morrow, it does not lie with me to
object. Personally I have no objection to
the report being deferred until to-morrow.

The report was allowed to stand.

SPEAKER OF THE SENATE BILL.

FIRsT READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS introduced Bill (Q)
" An Act respecting the Speaker of the
Senate." He said: This bill was introduced
last year, and some discussion took place
upon it in this House. It was adopted here
and went down to the House of Commons
at a late stage of the session. It was dropped
at the close of the session, and it has be-
come necessary to introduce it again in this
House. It is exactly the same bill that was
before us last session, except that there is a
fourth clause added :

This Act shall not cone into force until Her
Majesty's pleasure thereon lias been signified by
proclamation in the Canada Gazette.

This clause is put in out of deference to
the members of this House, who raised the
constitutional question whether we had the
power of introducing such legislation, or
should go to England and ask for an
amendment to the Act of 1867. This clause,
if the bill is accepted by this House and the
House of Commons, will evoke in England
the opinion of the law officers of the Crown,
and consequently they will have to decide
the constitutional question. If their judg-
ment should be opposed to the opinion of
the majority of this House, it would then be
in order to petition the Imperial Parliament
for the necessary amendment to the British
North America Act to empower this House
to elect a Speaker under the circumstan-
ces mentioned in the bill.

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read the first time.

The Senate adjourned at 4.30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, April 1.3th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE MANITOBA AND NORTH-WEST-
ERN RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

PETITION PRESENTED.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté), presented the
petition of Walter Barwick, for leave to pre-

[SENATEj2294



[APRIL 13, 1894]

sent a pétition for a bill relating to the
Manitoba and North-western Railway Co.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It is undoubtedly
the rule, where an ordinary petition is pre-
sented for a private bill, that that petition
goes as a matter of course to the Standing
Orders Committee, but I am rather inclined
tO doubt whether a petition for leave to pre-
sent a petition (which is not an ordinary one
but a privilege asked from the House) should
not by motion go to that committee. Having
turned the matter over in my mind since a
Petition of this sort was presented to the
1ouse during the present session, I am rather
in1clined to think that in the case of a petition
for leave to present a petition (which is some-
thing out of the usual order, being a
special motion not provided for by the
rules of the House) a motion to refer that
Petition to the Committee on Standing Orders
would be the proper course. I think it
Would be wise if the House should understand
that that would be the course pursued in
Sinilar cases.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-Then I beg
leave to move that the petition of Walter
Barwick be referred to the Committee on
Standing Orders.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) moved that
the petition be read.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-You cannot do
that; it has to go to the Committee on
Standing Orders. There is no other course
open.

COBOURG, NORTHUMBERLAND
AND PACIFIC RAILWAY CO.'S

BILL.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) presented the
petition of the Cobourg, Northumberland
and Pacific Railway Company, praying for
the Passing of an Act.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The time has ex-
Pred--I think on the 5th April-and the
Petition cannot be received. I would sug-
gest to my hon. friend that where a petition
as not been presented within the time

linlited by the rules of the House, there is
ao ther course for himAû.-pursue. If the

bi 18 presented in the House of Commons
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ànd it comes here before the second reading,
after the first reading and before the second
it can be referred to the Committee on
Standing Orders as a petition to be reported
upon by that committee. That course will
save a good deal of trouble and it is pro-
vided for by the rules of the House.

THE INSOLVENCY ACT.

ORDER DISCHARGED.

The Notice of Motion being read:

That afterthe second readingof Bill(C) intituled:
"An Act respecting Insolvency," he will move that
the said bill be referred to a Joint Committee to
be conposed of equal numbers of senators and mem-
bers of the House of Commons, and that on the part
of the Senate the members of such committee be
the Honourable Messieurs Allan, Bolduc, Bowell,
Dickey, Druminond, Desjardins, Ferguson (P. E. I.),
Gowan, Kaulbach, Landry, Lougheed, McClelan,
Macdonald (B.C.), Pelletier, Power, Sanford and
Scott.

That a message be sent to the House of Commons
requesting that House to unite with the Senate in
the formation of a Joint Coinmittee of both Houses
to examine and report upon the Bill (C) of the
Senate, intituled : " An Act respecting Insolvency,"
and informing that House that the Honourable
Messieurs Allan, Bolduc, Bowell, Dickey, Drum-
mond, Desjardins, Ferguson (P. E.I), Gowan, Kaul-
bach, Landry, Lougheed, McClelan, Macdonald
(B.C.), Pelletier, Power, Sanford and Scott, will
act on behalf of the Senate as members of the said
Joint Committee, should the House of Commons
agree to its creation.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL said: After consul-
tation with a number of members of this
House and also with the Premier, I have
come to the conclusion that probably it would
be better to leave the Insolvency Bill to a
large committee of the Senate exclusively.
We shall then be able to meet as often as
necessary in one of the large committee rooms
and receive the different deputations that
may cometo Ottawafor the purpose of express-
ing their views upon the measure. I know
that there will be a number of bankers and
representatives of boards of trade and com-
mercial men, who, I have no doubt, would
like to place their views before the comnittee.
I have received several letters since the intro-
duction of the bill, in which the writers
express a desire to interview myself person-
ally. I shall take the liberty, after the
second reading, to move the appointment of
a committee, consisting of members ôf this
House who are largely connected with the
mÉercantile, banking and farming interests of
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the country, in addition to those mentioned
in the notice of motion.

The notice was dropped.

THE BEHRING SEA QUESTION.

AN EXPLANTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, I desire to direct atten-
tion to a cablegram which appeared in the
newspapers this morning, in reference to the
subject brought under the notice of the Sen-
ate by the hon. member from New Westmin-
ster the other day, in which he asked what
the Government had done with reference to
a claim which was supposed to have been
made, and which a member of the Imperial
Government was reported to have said had
not been made. I do this more particularly
to show the unsafety-perhaps I had better
say impropriety-of calling the attention of
either House of Parliament to cablegrams
affecting almost any important subject, know-
ing as we do that they are nearly all filtered
through the United States telegraph offices.
You will remember that the question was
asked here whether the statement that was
reported in the press was true, that the Gov-
ernment had made no claim for losses
sustained by those who had been engaged in
the Behring Sea Seal Fisheries. The cable
published this morning is as follows :

Mr. Hanbury asked if Mr. Buxton had seen the
speech of the Canadian Minister of Commerce in
the Dominion Senate, declaring that a large portion
of Mr. Buxton's statement in the House of Conimons
that Canada had given an unconditional assent to
an agreement that Canadian sealers should not ask
for compensation was not strictly correct.

Mr. Buxton said he had seen the speech, but the
statements made therein were doubtless due to the
fact that he (Buxton) had been misrepresented.
He had never said that Canada had not asked for
compensation.

I should not have taken the trouble of
calling the attention of the House to this
matter, were it not that the question which
was put by the hon. member for New West-
minster and my reply are on the records of
the Senate. You will see that Mr. Buxton
says he never made any such st atement as
that which was attributed to him.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (R) " An Act respecting the Wood
Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Com-
pany. "-(Mr. Bernier.)

Bill (T) " An Act for the relief of James
St. George Dillon. "-(Mr. Ogilvie.)

MONTREAL HARBOUR
SIONERS BILL.

COMMIS-

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL introduced Bill (S)
"An Act amending and consolidating the
Acts relating to the Harbur Commissioners
of Montreal." He said: I shall not detain
the House by entering into any explanation
now. That can better be done on the
second reading and when the bill goes
before the committee. I might, however,
mention the fact that it repeals about thirty-
three Acts that now stand on the Statute-
book regulating the harbour of Montreal.
The bill that I have introduced is to con-
solidate the whole of these Acts into one,
or such portions of them as nay be neces-
sary to enable the Harbour Commissioners
to perform their work and duty easier and
with more expedition than they do at pre-
sent.

The bill was read the first time.

ROCKY MOUNTAIN RAILWAY AND
COAL COMPANY'S BILL.

WITHDRAWN.

The Order of the Day being called,
Second reading Bill (H) " An Act to amend the

Act to incorporate the Rocky Mountain Railway
and Coal Company. "-(Hon. Mr. Lougheed.)

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED said: As this
bill has been introduced in the other House,
I move that the Order of the Day be dis-
charged.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I presume the ob-
ject of my hon. friend is to get rid of the
bill in this House; he should therefore ask
for leave to withdraw the measure.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-With the con-
sent of the House, I will put it in that shape.

The bill was withdrawn.

The Senate adjourned at 4.40 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, fonday, April 16th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
O'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INSOLVENCY BILL.

NOTICE OF MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL gave notice that
when Bill (C) "An Act respecting Insolv-
ency " has been read the second time lie will
'nove that the said bill be referred to a
Select Committee, to consider and report
thereon, and that the said Select Committee
be composed of the following senators --

The Honourable Messieurs Allan, Angers,
Bernier, Bolduc, Bowell, Clemow, Desjar-
dis, Dickey, Drummond, Ferguson (Niag-
ara), Ferguson (P.E.I.)., Gowan, Kaulbach,
Landry, Lewin, Lougheed, Macdonald (B.C.)
MacInnes (Burlington), McClelan, Miller,
Pelletier, Power, Read (Quinté), Sanford
and Scott.

Ie said : I have selected this committee
of twenty-five senators, but I may state that
I aM not wedded to any particular number,
and after consideration of these names, if
the Senate thinks there are any other mem-
bers who have a knowledge of the subject
Whose names have been overlooked and
should be added to it, I shall only be too
glad to accept the suggestion.

HARBOUR OF PICTOU BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (F), "An Act to further
anend the Acts respecting the Harbour of
Pictou in Nova Scotia." He said: This is
Si'mply to vest the wharf in Pictou Harbour
1n the commissioners of that harbour. It
has been in their possession since it was con-
structed, but some doubt has arisen as to
certain righîts which the Harbour Commis-
8ioners have, and this is simply to remove
whatever doubt may exist.

The motion was agreed to
15j

RED DEER VALLEY RAILWAY AND
COAL COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the
second reading of Bill (L) " An Act to again
revive and further amend the Act to incor-
porate the Red Deer Valley Railway and
Coal Company." He said: The object of
the bill is to revive the company and to
extend the time for the completion of the
road. A considerable portion of the road
has been constructed and the time has
expired for the completion of a certain
section of it ; the object is to have an exten-
sion of time.

The motion was agreed to.

HARBOUR COMMISSIONERS OF
MONTREAL BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being called,

Second reading (Bill 8) " An Act to amend and
consolidate the Acts relating to the Harbour Com-
missioners of Montreal,"

Hon. Mr. BOWELL said: This bill, as I
explained before, is a consolidation of all the
measures that have been passed, some 33 in
number, regulating the harbour of Montreal,
and it has met the approval of the harbour
commissioners. The amendments are for the
purpose of giving certain powers to the har-
bour commissioners which they have not
possessed in the past and make provision for
filling vacancies, for the resignation of com-
missioners, fixing the time at which the
commissioners shall be appointed by the
Government, extending and regulating the
limit of the harbour, giving certain powers
to the commissioners to remove vessels or
what may be termed movable property,
and a variety of minor powers of that kind
which are important in their character so
far as the management of the harbour is
concerned. If the House has no objection
on the ground that the bill has not been
printed in French, I would move the second
reading, on the understanding that I will
not ask the House to consider the bill in
Committee of the Whole until it is printed
in both languages.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-It is a
very important bill, and I think we should
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not proceed with the second reading until
we have it before us. We should not risk
losing our reputation for exercising great
care in examining into the details of all
bills submitted to us.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have no particular
objection to the second reading, because
the second reading is simply endorsing the
principle of a bill and there is not any prin-
ciple to be endorsed here, as it is simply a
re-enactment of existing statutes with some
slight alterations, but members prefer to
have a bill before them when they are
asked to sanction the second reading. I
rise for the purpose of directing the at-
tention of the leader of the House to the
unsatisfactory way in which the printing of
the Senate is conducted now. I hope he
will use some efforts to see that we are
better treated in the future. A great many
members of this House felt when the power
of dealing with the printing was taken
away from the Senate that we were making
a mistake, and that it was a pity we should
have handed over to the Bureau our powers
of dealing with our own printing. The re-
sults prove that those who were opposed to
the change were right. If things do not
improve, the Government might take into
consideration the advisability of going
back, so far as parliamentary printing is con-
cerned, to the old system.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-In deference to the
opinion expressed by the hon. member oppo-
site, I move that the order be discharged
and that the bill be read the second time on
Thursday, by which time I trust it will be
printed and circulated in both languages. I
will make inquiry as to the cause of the delay
in the printing.

The motion was agreed to.

PUBLIC HARBOURS BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL introduced Bill (U)
"An Act respecting public harbours." He
said : The object of this bill is to give the
Governor in Council power to define limits
of public harbours, to extend the limits of
existing harbours and to give the Governor
in Council the usual power of making the
necessary rules and regulations. At present
the Harbour Masters' Act, chap. 80, Revised

Statutes, provides the Governor in Council
with the machinery, by the appointment of a
harbour master, to regulate all ports and har-
bours which may be from tine to time pro-
claimed; but the Act does not, as will be seen
by section 3, apply to the following ports :-
Quebec, Montreal, Three Rivers, Toronto,
Halifax, Pictou, St. John, N.B., all these
ports being governed by the provisions of
special Acts passed either before or after
confederation. Difficulties have arisen at
the port of St. John, N.B.. which was creat-
ed and its limits defined by royal letters
patent dated August, 1819. In this patent
the city council was given control over the
harbour. Then by an Act passed in 1824
(4th George, chap. 24) power was given to
the city council to regulate the throwing of
ballast and rubbish in the roadstead. Regu-
lations were made taking charge of the har-
bour for three miles beyond the limits of
the city, but great complaint is now being
made that the harbour still further out into
the bay is being filled up by vessels deposit-
ing ballast, rubbish, etc., and there is no
way at present to prevent this being done.
The harbour of St. John is now governed
under section 45, Victoria, chap. 51, by har-
bour commissioners appointed under that
Act, but they have no specific power to do
what is now proposed-that is the preventing
of the filling up by the deposit of ballast
and other materials in certain portions of
the harbour. What is proposed by the bill
is to extend the limits of the harbour sea-
ward to such a distance that there will be
no possibility of injuriously affecting navi-
gation in the manner complained of. Under
the terms of this bill the management of
the harbour, as extended, will remain as at
present. I may add that the " Harbour
Masters' Act" does not specifically give the
Governor in Council power to define the
limits of harbours and ports, a defect which
this bill is intended to remedy.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the first time.

The Senate adjourned at 3.40 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, April 17th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.

The Hon. K. F. BURNS, of Bathurst,
New Brunswick, was introduced and took
his seat.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (29) " An Act to again revive and
further amend the Act incorporating the
Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool Rail-
way Co."-(Mr. Dobson.)

Bill (25) " An Act respecting the Canada
and Michigan Tunnel Co."-(Mr. MacInnes,
Burlington.)

Bill (20) " An Act respecting the Wood
Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Co."-
(Mr. Bernier.)

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I would call atten-
tion to the fact that a bill of the same name
and similar in character to this last one is
before the Senate and on the Orders for the
second reading tp-day. Strictly speaking,
leave should have been asked to withdraw
the bill introduced here before the intro-
duction of the other one from the House of
Commons. When we come to the item on
the Order Paper, the hon. gentleman from
St. Boniface should ask to have it dis-
charged.

THE INSOLVENCY BILL.

SECOND READING.

The Order of the Day being called,
Second reading Bill (C> "An Act respecting

Insolvency,"

Hon. Mr. BOWELL said : Of course, it
will be with the permission of the House
that I move the second reading of this bill,
as it has not even been translated into French
and certainly not printed in that language.
MIy colleague tells me, after inquiry, that it
will be four or five days before the bill can be
translated and it will take some further time
before it can be printed in the French lan-

guage. If, however, it is not objected to, I
will move the second reading now and appoint
the special committee of which I gave notice,
for its consideration and then by that time
I am in hopes that the French edition will
be ready. While on this subject I might
also mention that I dropped a note to the
Secretary of State in reference to the com-
plaint made yesterday of the delay in the
printing for the Senate, particularly the
Senate bills, and I learned from the Queen's
Printer this morning that though the bill
affecting the Harbour of Montreal which
was introduced by me some days ago, appear-
ed upon the Order Paper as having been
printed in English, the copy of it had not
yet reached the printing office. There must
be culpable delay somewhere. I hope the
Contingent Accounts Committee will take
this matter in hand and try to remedy these
defects if possible. I may also intimate that
the corps of translators, as I understand, is
very weak in this House and it will be for
the coinmittee to decide to-morrow whether
it would not be advisable to employ two or
three additional translators temporarily
until at least they catch up with the work
of the Senate. Whether it is because we
have had more bills and of a more important
character this session than formerly, I do
not know, but it is quite evident that no
provision has been made in the past for
the rapid translation and preparation of
bills to be considered in the Senate. I
throw out these hints with the hope that
the committee will take them up to-morrow.
With the consent of the House I shall move
the second reading of the bill and the debate
can then take place. The House will remem-
ber, when I introduced this measure, I
entered very fully into its provisions, com-
paring it with ·the English Act, and also
with the old Canadian Act, and therefore I
do not deem it necessary at the present
moment to enter at length into them again.
I therefore move the second reading of the
bill.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is no subject
probably that could be brought before Par-
liament on which we can legislate, that
would create a wider or more divergent
opinion than the wisdom and propriety of
an Insolvent Act. It seems to be an inci-
cident in all commercial countries that from
time to time Insolvency Acts must be intro-
duced, or, as they are commonly known in
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other countries, bankruptcy laws. They
arise naturally from the tendency of
modern times more particularly, to over-
trade and to take the chances of getting
rich in a hurry, departing from the early
methods of trade. The leading feature of
the bill now under consideration of the
House is that in reference to the distinction
between the classes of people affected by it;
and in the distinction which is laid down
in the bill. It departs from the principle
that was recognized as a wise feature in the
Act of 1869, and it also differs from the
English Act. It differs f rom the Act of
1869 and the improved Act of 1875, inas-
much as it first inakes provision for all
traders going into insolvency,-" All persons
who are engaged in any kind of business."
Then, it lays down the principle that per-
sons outside of that, a large class, embracing
practically everybody else, but specially de-
fined in the Act as " farmers, graziers and
debtors." This word " debtor " means
every other person, no doubt. The Act of
1875 specially excluded farmers, graziers,
labourers and workmen. This Act takes in
all classes. It is quite true that they can-
not be placed in insolvency; they cannot
be forced into it, but they have the
option of entering the insolvent court.
That is really the crucial point, whether it
is wise and prudent to enable persons who
have no right to take any chances in busi-
ness, who are not called upon to give credit,
who are practically masters of their own
calling, of their own trade, to enable them
to enter into speculative deals, with the
hope of afterwards having their liabilities
wiped off through the insolvency court. I
think that is the question which is really
the most important one for us to consider.
The details of the bill are not so necessary
for us to consider as that important question,
because the details of the bill, as I believe
from a partial and hasty reading of it, are
very fairly carried out, if the principles laid
down are considered wise and proper. In
England it is quite true that every one inay
become bankrupt, but the conditions under
which they may become bankrupt there
are different from the conditions under
which non-traders are permitted to become
insolvents or bankrupts here. A person in
England who comes under the definition of
"non-trader," as laid down in this bill, can
be made to equally distribute his estate if
he becomes unable to pay all his creditors

in full. Any dishonest act or any fraudulent
preference on his part renders him liable to
be forced into the bankruptcy court. Now,
there is that element that is lacking in the
present bill, so far as my reading of it goes;
that a person who is simply a debtor, farmer,
grazier or a non-trader, may give a prefer-
ence to the creditor and yet is not liable to
be forced into insolvency under this bill.
That seems to be the crucial test, and
one, of course, that will have to be
considered by the House as the important
one for consideration. If farmers, graziers
and ordinary individuals, gentlemen living
on their income, who choose to go into a
speculation with the hope of making some
money, fail in the speculation and lose their
money, they can go into insolvency or not as
they please. If we give that class of persons
the facilities of going into the insolvent
court, it is a question whether it would not
be wise and prudent to adopt the English
principle and enable a creditor to force them
into insolvency; because we know very well
there is just that tendency of persons who
are not business men, who do not propose to
go. into business, who have speculated
improperly, bought simply with the object
of making money, not in a legitimate way,
and find a failure has followed, to give a
preference to the individual without, at the
same time, rendering themselves liable to be
forced into the court, or compelled to divide
up their estate equally between all the
creditors. If it is decided to include in the
provisions of the Act those who are known
as debtors and non-traders, farmers, graziers,
and ordinary individuals, outside the com-
mercial classes, I think it would be better to
adoptthe Englishprinciple,asI have explained
it. Of course, it may be urged that where it
can be shown to be absolutely fraudulent,
the courts may set an assignment of that
kind aside, but it is very well known that it
is sometimes very difficult to have those
assignments set aside. It may appear-it
often does appear-that the party who was
favoured was not aware that the person mak-
ing the assignment was really in insolvent
circumstances. It may all be done design-
edly and the fact may be protected and
covered up by straining the truth, and,
therefore, I think it is a matter of very
grave consideration for us to now decide-
because that is a part of the principle of this
bill-whether it is really wise and prudent
to make it optional only with that class of
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Persons who do not properly come within
the Insolvent Act, or who have the option of
taking advantage of it if they so please,
because I can quite see where a considerable
amount of injury may arise to innocent
parties, by allowing an individual who is
not a trader to practically make a choice
anong his creditors, and give that particular
favoured creditor the whole, or a larger slice
of the estate than is justifiable under the
conditions of his ability to pay his creditors.
The Act of 1875, as I said before, specially
excludes that class. The words in that Act
were "farmers, graziers, labourers and work-
Inien are not to be included." Now, we
know very well that there is a very large
class of people who are dependent upon
Salaries, who run into debt and make a fail-
ure. They are sued and brought before the
court and ordered to pay so much a month.
Under that bill that class of persons could come
'into court and apply for relief. If it appears
thatthey have been living beyond their means
and their inability to pay their debts is due to
extravagance, the court may refuse to grant
a discharge, but we all must have noticed
that after a time sympathy is excited and
discharges are granted. That was the result
of the Act of 1869. Very often it was
found that business had been so carried
O.i that a party was not entitled to any con-
sideration, and they refused to give a dis-
charge. Af ter a year or two the court
sftened, and finally a discharge was ob-
tained. Now, what I fear is, that the
facilities for obtaining a discharge under
this bill are such that it may prompt a very
considerable number of persons to go into
rash speculations, knowing that they may
get a discharge. At present there is a class
of persons who know very well if they risk
their money or the money belonging to other
People-generally borrowed money-that
they are for ever after liable for it, that they
have no way except with the consent of the
Particular creditor who lent the money, of
getting relief or getting any discharge; and
therefore they are checked and cautioned in
any business transaction they may under-
take. That is really the crucial point that
We ought to consider in this particular bill.
The Act of 1869 was, as hon. gentlemen are
aware, made law after a good deal of opposi-
tion. A very considerable number of mem-
bens in both Houses believed it was not wise
or prudent to place on the Statute-book an
Act of that kind. In 1875 the law

was amended, and in 1880 it was re-
pealed. After 1880 the business of the
country for several years up to 1887 or
1888, at all events was considered fair and
the number of insolvents and people who
applied for relief in the courts of the various
provinces was small, because in all the pro-
vinces there are Acts-I may speak more
particularly of Ontario and Quebec-under
which a somewhat equal distribution of an
estate may be made, in Quebec through the
sheriff, and in the province of Ontario under
the legislation authorizing assignments for
the benefit of creditors; but in the last two
years, business owing to causes probably
that prevail to a greater extent outside of
Canada, than within Canada, the number
of insolvents and persons seeking relief from
the pressure of debts they are unable to pay
has very largely increased. I noticed that last
week the number, according to Bradstreet's
returns, was 32 as compared with 22 of the
corresponding period a year ago, and I
noticed in the last Ontario Gazette that
there are no less than nine different cases
where either a meeting of creditors was
being called, or notices by assignees that
meetings would be held, showing that there
is a very considerable necessity for some law
that will fairly and equally distribute the
estate of a person that is unable to pay his
debts. There is no doubt about that, and it
might be and I think probably is wise, that
we should have a law of this kind, at all
events for a .limited period. The only ques-
tion is whether this bill does not go too far
-whether it would not be more prudent to
adhere to the Act of 1875, or, if we
do adopt the wider range that is
given in this measure of allowing all per-
sons practically to avail themselves of the
provisions of it, whether we should couple
with that the facilities that creditors would
have to force such persons into the court and
declare them Lankrupt. There would be
this advantage about it, that in England
there are so many decisions in the courts,
and the experience gathered there is so large,
that it would be of very considerable value
in the interpretation of our own Act, if we
followed their lines in that particular branch
of the Insolvency Act, then I should think
we ought to go further and introduce these
clauses which apppear in the British Act
that enables the creditor, or the creditors of
a person who is a non-trader, to force that
person into insolvency, in order that the
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estate may be divided among the credit- if we had passed it in 1879, we should have
ors. given no opportunity to the various provinces

to supply the blank thus left in the insol-
Hon. Mr. DICKEY-No fault can be vency legisiation, and that he though it better

found with the manner and the moderate to let it stand for another year, but, hý added,
tone in which this bill was introduced a in the meantime he had put himself in com-
fortnight ago, befitting the Minister who munication with the members of the Ontario
brought forward such an important matter ministry and the resuit was that they enacted
affecting the interests of the country. legisiation to supply the void in the province
Having been in charge of the bill of 1880 of Ontario thus enabling him to vote for the
which repealed the insolvency law at that repeal of the Dominion law altogether.
time, it may be expected that I should make That was the reason why, within twelve
a few observations on this measure by which months after the first division the Act
it is now proposed to have a third insolvency was repeakd by such a decided major-
law placed upon the Statute-books. In ity. It is a curious coincidence that
doing so, I certainly have no intention of we are in an almost analogous position
imitating the example of my hon. friend at the present moment to that which was
from Ottawa and discussing this bill at occupied then by Sir Alex. Campbell, and
large, because I have understood that the which induced him to consent to the repeal
very object of referring the bill to a special of the Act. Iecently a decision bas been
committee was to get all the information rendered by the Judicial Committee of the
that we could possibly obtain bearing upon Privy Council which has settled once for all
this question before entering upon such a the legality of the legislation passed in
discussion. It would be inconsistent for me, Ontario. We were promised that we should
from the course which I propose to take on have access to that decision, but as yet, 50 far
my own part, to enter upon a discussion at as I know, we have bad no official copy of it.
large at the present stage of the measure. We have had the explanations of the hon.
In the very lucid exposition which we had member who introduced this bil and my hon.
from the Minister of Trade and Commerce friend the leader of the Opposition, and we
at the first reading of this bill, the history know that the decision.was of a satisfactory
of insolvency legislation in this country was character as far as it went, and the reason
very clearly set forth. We were told that why we should have access to it obviously is
the first Act had a life of some five or six that we should know how far the local
years and the second a life of another five legislatures of the diffèrent provinces
years, so that in the 27 years of the history who have not yet legislated'on the subject
of this Dominion we have had 16 or 17 are justified in providing a substi-
years without any insolvency law, and 10 or tute for this legislation which is sub-
11 years with legislation of this description mitted for our consideration here. If
on the Statute-book. In the year 1879, less the position taken by the late Minister of
than four years after the Act of 1875 had'Justice, Sir Alexander Campbell, was cor-
come into operation, a bill was passed in the reet, we obviously on the present occasion
House of Commons bya large majority for the should take the same course and have
purpose of repealing that Act. It was opposed this matter understood thoroughly, in the
by the Government, and it was defeated ulti- first place as to our powers (and we can only
mately by the narrow majority of four. It ascertain that by having access to the re-
was again introduced in the year 1880 and cent decision of the Judicial Committee of
on that occasion, to which I wish particularly the Privy Council) and in the next place
to call the attention of the House, the repeal we should then see whether an opportunity
bill was carried by the very decided majority should not be given, as he suggested it
of 47 to 17. That result was largely due to should be given at ahi events for 12 months,
the course taken by the then leader of this to the different legishatures to legisiate on
House, the late Sir Alexander Campbell. In the subjeet ;o far as they can, especially in
1880 he explained why he had not in 1879 regard to the difflcult subject of preferential
consented to the passing of the bill repealing assignments. That is one of the reasons
the Act, and his chief reason was this, that given here on a former occasion, and I cite
the Act had been pressed on, he thought, at this as a precedent for the guidance of the
a very inopportune moment. He said that Government at the present day. I may be
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told that the country will have an oppor-
tunity of inquiring into that, but I submit
that it is vain to talk of the country having
access to this bill and deciding whether it
should pass or not-it is in vain to say so,
because I myself having tried my best to
get a few copies to distribute and have been
Inable to procure even one copy, since the
iltroduction of this measure. That is the
Position of the matter and if I am asked
What course I intend personally to pursue,
I say this-I have not come here for the
Purpose of niaking any factious opposition to
this measure or any other measure. I have
n1o objection to this bill being read the se-
cond time with the understanding that all
llembers are free to take any course they
Choose at its future stages. That is, I find,
1i accord with the general sentiment of the
1ouse, and it renders it unnecessary, if I

1flay be allowed to say so (at all events
for me), to enter upon a full discussion of the
Principle of the bill, because as yet we do
lot know in what shape exactly the measure
will be ultimately presented to us. It is
going out of our hands into the hands of a
committee and there is a certain degree of
consistency in the course that has been
taken, for this reason-ever since this bill
has been printed it has all the time been in
a shifting, changing attitude. We were told
n a former occasion that great benefit had

been derived from the suggestions of the
Ottawa Board of Trade. Those suggestions
are embodied in certain clauses of the bill,
and the bill with those clauses has been re-
printed. That is a step arising from paying
deference to the wish of other people to be
consulted on the principle of the bill. We
have not only done that-we have taken
another step. The Minister of Trade and
Commiuierce has put the sarne view on record
with regard to this matter, and I do not find
that view at all inconsistent with the position
1 take on the subject. I do not propose to
Offer any opposition to the appointment of a
committee to consider this bill. By refer-
ring it to a committee, we shall be making
some progress and doing something to lighten
the labour of legislation hereafter upon this
question. What I do intend to urge most
strongly upon the Government is, that no

bill of this kind can be expected to be
uflccessfully worked unless it has received

fair consideration from all the people who
are interested in it. I am justified in that
View by my bon. friend who introduced this
'il. He told us that:

It would be well to defer the second reading for
sone eight or ten days at least, in order that the
bill may be printed and circulated, and members
of the Senate and merchants of the country who
are interested, and the traders and debtors who
are equally interested with the creditors, may
have an opportunity of seeing and reading it, and
naking such suggestions as they nay deein proper
under the circumstances.

Now, that is a principle worthy of the Min-
ister who laid it down, and it is the prin-
ciple on which this important bill (for it is
a vital measure) should be treated. I
think especially those persons who are inter-
ested in it should not have it in their power
to say " this bill has been thrown before us
as a surprise, and we have had no opportunity
of being consulted, and it is hasty legisla-
tion." The Dominion of Canada, having
been left for the long period of fourteen
years without this legislation and without a
suggestion of legislation of this kind, can
hardly suffer very much from this bill
being left over for another year in order
that the country may have an opportunity
of being consulted about it. That is a pro-
position which will hardly be combatted.
At the saine time, if the Government and
the House think that it should go before a
committee, I am perfectly willing to go and
do my share of the work and help the
bill on as far as we can, but it would be a
great nisfortune to all parties, and a misfor-
tune to this House, if we were to originate
and press forward and pass a bill without
the persons concerned having an opportun-
ity of being consulted on the subject and at
the sane time it might perhaps be defeated
in anotherplace. That may be a selfish and
narrow view of the subject, but, at the sarne
time, it is one that ought to occur to every
one who has the honour and reputation of
this House at heart. On that ground I hope
the Minister will consider the question here-
after. Of course he will be guided by cir-
cumstances, and I must leave it in the hands
of the Government to take whatever course
they think best on the subject after due con-
sideration, but I do think that we ought all
of us to be guided in this matter very much
as the late Minister of Justice, Sir Alex-
ander Campbell, was, and act only in ac-
cordance with the well understood wishes
of the people. The Minister and the Gov-
ernment should be perfectly satisfied in fol-
lowing this precedent set by Sir Alexander
Campbell. They should do it for that reason,
and for this other reason that the local legis-
latures in the provinces who have not yet
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legislated on insolvency,should have the same
opportunity that was given to Ontario to
legislate upon the question, and then we
might perhaps have a measure that would
commend itself to the good sense of this
House. If we are to have a well considered
measure, one which is to commend itself to
the good feeling of this House, it should be
one which has been submitted to those inter-
ested and which has not been decided
upon ex parte views on the side
of the people interested here, but that it
should go over the wide extent of this
Dominion and that every one interested
should have an opportunity of expressing
his views upon it. When we come to look at
the catalogue of people interested in the list
mentioned by my hon. friend from Ottawa,
you will find that this legislation affects
directly or indirectly every man throughout
the wide borders of this Dominion. The
hon. Minister, I am sure, will give me credit
for the motive by which I am influenced of
not desiring to obstruct this measure in any
way, yet I hope he will see the necessity of
taking the course which his predecessor did
and giving the provinces an opportunity to
legislate upon the subject and perhaps save
us all the necessity of legislating upon it
here, because after all. so far as I can under-
stand the feeling of the country, it is this-
a feeling of distrust and opposition to bank-
ruptcy legislation so called. But on the
other hand there is a feeling, perhaps not so
strong, in favour of legislating against pre-
ferential assignments which have made such
a disturbance. If he takes that course and
approaches the question in the way I have
suggested, I hope the House will be spared
the necessity of considering this question
again-at all events for another term of
fourteen years.. As we have a precedent
and as the country has gone on increasing in
progress and prosperity during the whole of
the time we have been without an insolvency
law, it will be for the House to decide, each
one for himself, whether he will take the
responsibility of pressing this measure be-
fore the country has been consulted and
expressed its approval of the proposed legis-
lation.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-The hon. gentle-
man speaks about the decision of the Privy
Council relating to the prerogative of the
local legislatures, which I take it applies to
all the legislatures. Would the hon. gentle-

man favour the House with the scope of that
decision ?

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I am afraid I can-
not. I must give the same answer to that
question that the Minister gave the other
day-J can only speak f rom what I saw in
the papers. My impression from what I
read is that it goes the length of enabling
these provinces to legislate on this crucial
question of preferential and fraudulent as-
signments and the fair distribution of the
assets of insolvent estates.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I wrote to the
Minister of Justice on the very point raised
by the hon. gentleman from Albert, asking
him if the Government had yet had an offi-
cial copy.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I have it as reported
and find in it no bar to the proposed legis-
lation.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The Minister ex-
plained it in a note that it decides this point
that the Provincial Governments have a right
to pass laws for the distribution of the assets
of judgment debtors in the absence of an
Insolvency Act.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I desire to say a
very few words in a general way on this
important measure. A system of bankruptcy
had no place in the early history of Western
Canada. On the contrary, in the first Act
passed by the first Parliament of Upper
Canada, in adopting the laws of England as
the rule of decision in all matters of contro-
versy relative to property and civil rights,
the laws relating to bankruptcy and the
poor laws were specially excluded. The
condition of the country, the small trade
and the scattered population did not
warrant anything of the kind and the spirit
of the people was rather adverse to the
adoption of a bankruptcy system. And so it
continued for some fifty years in Ontario.
As time passed on, and as commercial trans-
actions expanded and the trade of the coun-
try largely increased, it was deemed neces-
sary and just to pass a bankruptcy law in'
Western Canada but it never quite took
root with us. The laws were all of a tern-
porary character. They were to continue
for a certain period and were afterwards
enlarged as occasion called for it. I think
the first Act of the kind was passed in 1843.
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It was found necessary to amend it, and it
1as s0 amended in 1846-these are points

which my hon. friend the Minister has not
touched-it was amended so as to extend it
and to continue it for a longer period. Then
camie the Act of 1849 giving the bankruptcy
.aw another lease of life and it was followed
in 1855 by legislation continuing the law
lintil 1856, when it ended. It cannot be said
-and I have had some experience in the
Working of it-that any of these acts was
entirely satisfactory. There were two prin-
eiples to be considered and acted upon, two
Views to be taken with respect to the admin-
1stration of a bankruptcy law; one view
'as to delegate the management and con-

duct of the estate largely to the court, the
Other that it should be largely in the hands
Of creditors. Neither view was fully carried
out, and several Acts that were passed were
1 nsatisfactory. One reason for this was that
the laws provided for the appointment of an
Official assignee, and the official assignee

a not always that business knowledge
t enable him to conduct his business
Properly in the best interests of the estate.

11on. Mr. POWER-Hear, hear.

lion. Mr. GOWAN-It was very often
found that it was the cause of throwing the
estate into bankruptcy to be eaten up. The
creditors, unless the estate was large and a
Paying one, stood aside and very seldom inter-
fered and the affair was run largely by the offi-
ciai assignees. They were perhaps somewhat
OVer-desirous to better their means and they
certainly made a good deal of money out of
the estates that were placed in their hands.
A' difliculty was often experienced on account
Of the creditors standing aside and the offi-
eial assignee acting largely as the represen-
tative of the debtor. There was always a dif-
ficulty in determining whether the debtor was
entitled to a discharge, whether he had fully
and fairly complied with all the requirements
O.f the law and acted honestly; the official as-
signeegave very little aid to the court ind4termining that question, and the creditors
.id not feel, in many cases, sufficient interest
n11 the matter to take any part in it. The
hn- Minister has made a v ry clear
elanation of the proposed and also
îfdicated wherein the measu e before the
"Ouse differs from previous Acts and all niust
find the advantage of his able exposition.
With regard to Dominion legislation, I

would merely say that in my experience the
law of 1869 worked fairly well on the whole,
but when it expired no one shed a tear, I
think. The imperfect working of that Act was
largelydue to the carelessness of creditors, and
possibly something to the greed of official as-
signees. At all events the bankruptcy system
has remained dead for several years. Upon the
principle of the bill-the policy of a bankrupt
law for Canada-not without hesitation I
have arrived at the conclusion that having
regard to the present expanded condition of
trade and commerce in this country, with
the contigencies incidentto commercial trans-
actions on a large scale, the time has
come when in the public interest the trad-
ing community are entitled to a bankruptcy
law as a permanent necessity. The dealings
of our business men with merchants of other
countries have become enormous. Commerce
and mercantile credit are easily affected and
have delicate movements. Those who trust
are sensitive, and naturally the outside cre-
ditor wants to know the aids and protections
the law gives for the collection of debts and
the punishment of fraudulent debtors in the
country of his debtor, and to find it together
in one general law for the whole country.
Yes, I think the time has come to enact one
general bankruptcy law for the whole
Dominion. It is, however, not to be dealt
with in a hasty or perfunctory manner. A
bankruptcy system is not the simple thing
that people suppose it to be. It bristles with
difficulties, as all commercial nations have
found. True the objects and principles of
such a law are clear enough and may be corn-
prehended in two points :-

1. The collection and distribution of an
insolvent estate, in an economical and speedy
manner amongst his creditors.

2. The discharge of the debtor from all
liability, if he has acted fairly and has not
been guilty of fraud or fraudulent conceal-
ment.

The difficulty lies in combining and regu-
lating these two objects. Without at present
entering into details, upon which I reserve
myself for other occasions, looking at the bill
before us in a general way, I think in the
main it is the best measure of the kind I
have seen and the most suited to Canada.
The Government are entitled to credit for
preparing it and taking the responsibility of
introducing it. I do think it has been
framed with a singleness of aim in the best
interést of commerce and of the Canadian
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poeple, and in this, as in all other matters,
I have full confidence in the desire of the
Government to act justly and in the best
and highest interest of the Canadian people
without fear, favour or affection. But it must
be remnembered, all the suggestions for
the measure and its details come fron
one side only, the creditor-necessarily
so, for few men are willing to contem-
plate the possibility of their becoming
bankrupt, and that the debtor side lias not
been brought before the Government, we
may conclude at least not fully. The import-
ance, therefore, of a thorough examination
of the measure is obvious, extending a full
opportunity to all to be heard and particu-
larly those who at any time orin any way were
engaged in working under previous bank-
ruptcy laws. I an.glad, therefore, that my
bon. friend and leader bas recognized the
duty of doing this, and I think in the best
way, by the appointment of a large special
committee for the purposes he has indicated.
I will have satisfaction in voting for the
second reading of the bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER--If no other hon.
gentleman wishes to address the House, I
shall say a few words on this measure. I
concur with the hon. gentleman who bas
just resumed his seat in thinking that this
bill contains the elements of a better mea-
sure than any of its predecessors since the
time of confederation. The framers of this
bill have had the experience of the work-
ings of the previous insolvency laws, and
they have had the benefit of suggestions
from persons interested in insolvency legis-
lation in different parts of the country. The
course adopted by the Government, in send-
ing copies of the bill into the different busi-
ness centres, was a very wise one, and as the
hon. gentleman f rom Amherst has said, the
result bas been that very considerable modi-
fications have been made in the drafting of
the bill, and, further, since the repeal of the
Act of 1875, which took place in the session
of 1880, there has been passed in England a
bankruptcy law which is generally recog-
nized, with the amendments made since its
original adoption, as being decidedly better
than any previous bankruptcy law which ex-
isted in the mother country, and the govern-
ment here have had the benefit of the recent
English legislation as an example. I am glad
to know fron the billthat they have followed
the example of the mother country to a

very considerable extent. I humbly submit
.that they might have followed that
example still further with advantage; but
while I agree with the bon. member from
Barrie so far, I cannot say that I agree in
his conclusions altogether. The Act of 1875
was repealed in 1880. There was some
hesitation on the part of the Government
in allowing the repeal. It was postponed
from the session of 1879 to that of 1880 ;
but J do not think that any hon. gentleman
who voted for the repeal of the Act in 1880
bas ev.er since seen any reason to regret his
action. The general feeling throughout the
country when that Act of 1875 was repealed
was one of relief, and the question is whether
anything bas taken place since 1880 to
render it desirable or necessary that we
should undertake to a certain extent, to
renew the condition of things which ex-
isted between 1869 and 1880. It does not
strike me that anything bas taken place;
on the contrary, I think that one of the
reasons why the country has not suffered
perhaps as much fron the recent con-
mercial depression as some other countries,
is just the fact that owing to the non-
existence of any insolvency law business
bas been conducted in Canada during the
past few years on very conservative lines.
As things now stand, there being no gen-
eral insolvency law, the creditor is very
careful before giving credit to know the
character of the man to whom be is asked
to sell goods. He examines carefully, and
he does not give credit further than lie bas
good reason to believe is safe; and on the
other hand the purchaser proposing to buy, is
not likely to take more than be thinks be can
pay for, as be feels that the result of his
buying more than his business will justify
will be to land him in insolvency, out of
which lie is very unlikely to come better
off than he goes in, but that he will have
to pay his debts in full or suffer severely.
I do not think there is any such crisis in
our commercial history as to render it
necessary that we should depart fron the
existing mode of transacting business.
I do not think that this is a time when we
should encourage speculation. The conser-
vative course which we have taken is the
best and we had better continue in the line
in which we have gone during the past few
years. The hon. gentleman from Barrie,
intimated that he thought the time had
come for an Insolvent Act. Well, be did
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'ot produce the evidence to show that it
had. If commercial houses were going down
like nine pins, in all the business centres of
the country, the Government and Parlia-
raent inight feel that some measure of this
sort was necessary ; but there has never been
a'Y wholesale collapse of business bouses ;
and I do not think that there is any need
for the adoption of a law such as this would
be, if passed. The hon. gentleman referred
to the general objects of insolvency laws,
Which he very truly stated were two: one,
the equitable distribution of the estate of a
debtor who is unable to meet all his
liabilities . the other, the discharge of the
honest debtor, after his goods have been
handed over to his creditors and distributed
atnIgst them. Now, hon. gentlemen, under
this decision of the Privy Council, which Ihave not had the good fortune to see, it
aPPears that the provinces can legislate
for the equal distribution of insolvent
estates. I think that is the important thing,
ald as a rule if a debtor acts honestly ;
and his goods are equitably distributed
arnongst his creditors, the creditors in this
country, at any rate, are not disposed to be
.ard upon him. There are, of course, excep-

tional cases where creditors do deal harshly
'ith their debtors, but these exceptional
cases are not so numerous as to justify us,

Innperilling the commercial condition of
the country, to get rid of them. The oneoject will be met by the provincial legisla-
ta t nd the other object is not of any great
sr tica consequence under present circum-
ope les. Under the insolvent law, as it was0perated before -whether it would be the

das under this bill if it became law or not,
do not know-as a general thing the

'table distribution was a distribution
tween the assignees and the legal gentle-

en who were employed in settling the estate.
a rule the creditors did not get veryrauch ofay
hear of a istribution ; and I am not at all

Ar, no matter how much pains we may
evote to -this measure which is now before

U, that we shall be able to produce a
u1easure which will have a very different
!'e8U1t from that which we had before. There

another point of very considerable impor-
as far as I am aware, there has not

l any wide-spread demand for thig1slation The country generally was
on t1ng in a state of perfect calm and content
0th 8e subject of an insolvency law. I think
desi 9 Men out of 100 had not the slightest

re that such a law should be enacted.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Some persons and
some classes of persons, are anxious that there
should be an insolvency law, but I do not
think the great bulk of our population look
for it. We have not had any large
number of petitions placed upon our table,
asking for the enactment of this law, and as
the present condition of things has been on the
whole fairly satisfactory, and bas produced
muchless discontent thantheinsolvencylegis-
lation of former years led to, I do not think
it is the duty of Parliament or the Govern-
ment to introduce or at any rate to adopt
legislation with respect to insolvency now.
Of course there is not any serious objection to
the line suggested by the hon. gentleman
from Amherst ; it will be very useful exer-
cise for the mental faculties of the members
of this House to meet in this committee and
to carefully consider this bill and suggest
amendments to it, so that if this time of
commercial stringency, which I hope is not
in the immediate future, should arrive at
some future day, we shall have a measure
ready to introduce for the purpose of re-
lieving the number of insolvents who will
be anxious to take the benefit of an Act of
that kind at that time. But, meanwhile, I
hope that after the Government get the
benefit of the wisdom of this House in
connection with this bill, they will allow it
to remain quiescent for an indefinite time.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend
from Halifax must surely have overlooked
the representations which have proceeded
from the leading boards of trade throughout
the Dominion of Canada in regard to the
necessity for the passage of an Insolvent
Act at a very early date. My bon. friend
fron Halifax appears to be very uneasy in
mid, by reason of no demand having been
made by the public for this legislation. From
my own himited observation upon this
question, I find that all or most of the
leading cities throughout the Dominion have
demanded from this Parliament the passage
of such legislation.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Halifax bas not.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I would remind
my hon. friend that the commercial interests
of the Dominion are not entirely wrapped
up in Halifax. There are other points
throughout the Dominion which speak
commercially as well as Halifax.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-My hon. f riend said other extremity of the Dominion? 1 would
all the leading commercial cities. I simply point out to the hon. member from Halifax
said, Halifax had not -that was all. and other hon. members who are opposed

to, the passage of this Iegislation at the pre-
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I was about to sent time, that if legisiation of this character

observe when my hon. friend intervened, is not immediately adopted we will have
that if he had closely examined the text of every province of the Dominion following
the recent decision of the Judicial Commit- out the intimation given by the Privy Coun-
tee of the Privy Council, because I think cil as to the power of the provinces under
very few have had the opportunity of seeing the British North America Act to pass in-
the judgment as fully reported, he would solvent legislation. Each province will be-
have observed f rom the text of that judg- come a law to itself in regard to this ques-
ment, the necessity of an immediate action tion, so that those residing distant from
on the part of this Parliament in the passage the debtor's estate would be entirely pre-
of legislation of this character. That decision cluded froin participating in it through
has gone so far as to intimate that the'want of knowledge of this diversified legis-
various provinces of the Dominion have the lation. Therefore J say it is the duty of
right to pass insolvency legislation in the Pariament to see that uniform legislation
absence of the passage of such legislation by
the Dominion Parliament. This will lead Statute-book so that diverse views will not
to a diversity of legislation which will prove be held and enacted by the various legisia
very serious to the commercial interests of tures throughout the Dominion. 1 think
Canada as a whole. It is unnecessary to this is a question of the very greatest iw-
point out to this House the necessity of portance to us as legisîntors. Now, My hon.
having uniformity in legislation with regard friend appears to be very apprehensive in
to the protection of all commercial interests case the estate should be swallowed up by
throughout this Dominion,particularly where assignees, and the legal gentlemen whO
those interests are of such a large and diver- surround the assignees whenever there is an
sified class as we find in this country estate t be distributed. I would remind
owing to geographical distances. At the m hono friend that under the present pro-
present time we find the provinces in vincial system the same difficulty confronts
the far west legislating in regard to distribu- us. At the present time the power or auth
tion of debtors' estates without theknowledge ority is given under the statutes for the
of those living as far east as the Atlantic sheriff to take possession of the estate and
and who may be equally interested in those to distribute amongst the creditors. Power
estates. We have some legislatures of the is also given for receivers to be appointed
provinces enacting legislationof averyrestric- and for legal fees to be contracted payabl6
tive character in which creditors are compel- out of debtors' estates s0 that we have a re-
led to do within a limited time certain acts, petition of this same difficulty being enacted
otherwise they cannot participate in the dis- at the present time in many of the provinces
tribution of those estates. The consequence Now surely it does not require one
is we have manufacturing houses near the very great discernment to immediately S&
Atlantic coast deeply interested in debtors' that under a uniform system, safeguarded
estates on the far Pacific and yet if they do by legisiation as it will be by this Parliament,
not take a particular action within a limited those difficu]ties can be easily obviated
time they are debarred from participating which have been referred to by my honl
in those estates. Surely this is of conside- friend, and which are in existence to4ay and
rable importance to the commercial world. asserting themselves fully as prominentlY
Surely it is of importance that the commer- under provincial legslation as under tue
cial classes throughout the Dominion should old Insolvency Act of which mention ho
have knowledge of the legislation which is been made. I think the time has coule,
on the Statute-books in regard to those inte- regard being had to the recent decision Of
rests in which they are particularly interes- the Judicial Committee of the Privy Couneil,
ted, so that those who are residing in one pro- when this legisiation should be enacted.
vince willnot be able toabsorbthewholeof the
estate tothe disadvantage of thosewho are in- Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-J feel verY
terested in that same estate living at the muci towards this bli as my hon. frield
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fromn Amherst does. It is placed before us advantage over the measure submitted in this
in a somewhat exceptional attitude having House for our consideration in so far as its
been duly foreshadowed in the Speech from brevity goes, and I think brevity is an im-
the Throne, it is therefore a Governiment portant point. A long bill is apt to confuse
mneasure, and yet it is to be submitted to a the public, laymen at all events. It may
large committee for careful consideration. be very useful for lawyers, but it is very de-
It is very important for us to know at this sirable, in passing a general law regulating
stage, whether in agreeing to the second the commerce of the country, that it should
reading of the bill we are absolutely com- be as simple and plain and as easily under-
mitted, according to the general rule, to the stood as possible, and without being too
Principle of the measure. J take it to be long in its provisions. The Terry bill,
nnderstood, after the expression of my hon. which is so highly spoken of in the United
friend from Amherst, which has not been States, is all embraced in 70 sections, while
dissented from, that we may go on and pass the bill that is before us has nearly double
the second reading and after that discuss that number. Of course the number of
the details of the measure without being sections does not altogether indicate the
absolutely committed to its principle. The length of a bill, but the Terry bill itself is not
ilportance of a Bankruptcy Act seems to be half the length of the measure which is
acknowledged both in England and in this now submitted for our consideration. I
COurntry, at times, but there seems to be a was very much interested in hearing from
great deal less hesitation in getting rid of the hon. gentleman from Amherst that there
such laws than there is in the passage of had been a decision affecting the powers
them. That has been the case not only in of the local legislature of Ontario, and
Canada, but in the United States, where, if I of course provincial powers generally, because
mnistake not, during the last 100 years or more I differ somewhat from the view put forth
they have had the advantage of a federal by the hon. member from Calgary-I think
bankruptcy law only some 15 or 20 years that the difficulties that he pointed out of
altogether. I may say in reply to the hon. having different provincial legislation would
mOemiber from Calgary, who has just taken not be so great as the advantages of having
his seat, that if difficulties would spring legislation adapted to the peculiar circum-
'Ip f rom giving provincial legislatures in this stances which may locally exist. For instance,
country the right to legislate upon matters in the east there may be circumstances con-
of insolvency, how much greater would be nected with the trade of the country which
those difficulties, according to his reasoning, might require a different enactment from
throughout the United States, where the com- legislation required on the Pacifie coast.
raercial interests are so muchgreater and more Therefore, I can see very considerable ad-
extended than ours? There, as I understand vantages that might be derived from allow-
it, they have only had the advantage of a ing the local legislatures to exercise full juris-
federal law for short periods of time, I think diction in these matters. My observation
the resultof two or three enactments during a with regard to insolvency practice in the
Whole Century. The state laws there are suffi- province f rom which I come is that there is
c'ent to enable them to deal with insolvency no real law bearing upon the subject. The
1I each particular state. Another thing oc- course taken is by making an assignment.
curs to me in connection with the legislation The objection taken to that course, so far as
in the United States regarding insolvency, I have heard, is not serious. The estate is
there has been a clamour thereoccasionally, as wound up very cheaply and the proceeds are
there has been here occasionally, for a general divided among the creditors. The great com-
law, and very recently there has been a con- plaint made about it is that the insolvent
eiderable agitation for such legislation. Two gives preferences, and those preferential
nol0vency bills of different characteristics creditors take perhaps all there is and

va'e been submitted to Congress. One 'some of the creditors, who are just as
W}hich is call the Terry bill, is very much entitled to a portion of the estate, are
highly commended by leading jurists all left without anything. There seems to have
(fier the country and by a great many been heretofore no power in the local legis-
boards of trade as being an improvement latures to prevent that system of fraud I may
UPOn1 the former Federal Insolvency Acts. call it-because it is dishonest and immoral.
That bill, so far as I remember, has an If legislation could be devised by which any
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effort at concealment, or anything which is thereby demoralize the trade of the country
intended to defraud the honest creditor could by throwing large amounts of bankrupt
be prevented, the practice which exists now goods on the market. I agree with my hon.
would seem, as far as my observation extends, friend f rom Halifax, when he says that the
to meet the case as well as a cumbrous Dom- country breathed freely after we disposed
inion bankruptcy law would. I am speaking of the Bankruptcy Act, in 1880. We
more particularly of what I happen to know all felt that it was a relief. Since
about the rural districts and villages in New then, business bas been done on a better
Brunswick. The cities seem to clamour for a, commercial basis. There has not been the
law. A good many of the boards of trade reckless credit that was given before that,
-not all of them-have passed resolutions and the country bas profited by the repeal
favouring a bankruptcy law. I think soime of the Act. J approach this question ith a
boards of trade in cities are opposed to such great deal of timidity, fearing that whatever
a law, but we most recollect that periodically law we pass may entail the consequences
the boards of trade of cities make a demand which followed the legisiation of 1869 and
for a Bankruptcy Act. The singular feature 1875. J believe that those laws were largely
of it is that they do not continue it. Tbey injurous in consequence of the creditors
have not the advantage of being stable. themselves not looking after the estates
After two, or three or four years, generally of the debtors, and the incapacity argely
by common consent, these laws are repealed. of the officials which had control of estates.
Now that is a very great evil It would be If this bi should become law, I hope that
very much better, if we are to have a bank- men of capacity and capable of managing
ruptcy law like this, to amend rather than estates will be chosen for the position of
repeal it. If it is really a desirable principle, assignees, men whom it will be safe to intrust
that we should have a bankruptcy law on with the assets. I quite agree with the hon.
the Statute-book, certainly if any of its pro- member f rom Amherst that we should hasten
visions should be found 1ot to work as well slowly with this legisation. When we
as expected-because that is common to aIl consider the great injury which the other
laws-and public opinion justifies an amend- Acts brought on this country, when we
ment, it should not be necessary to repeal remember the widespread desolation, I may
the law altogether. But that bas not been say, that accompanied the existence of those
the experience either in Canada or in the Acts, we ought to hasten slowly, give every
United States. I rose merely to set myseif one an opportunity to carefully consider this
right with regard to this matter, and to say bill in ail its details, and make representa-
that while J arn not particularly favourable tions to the committee to be appointed, so
to the passage of such an Act this year, yet that when we approach this bi again, we
if my on. friendms view is a correct one, that may have heard from every part of the
we can consent to the passage of the second country and from every person who is dis-
reading with a view to examining it more posed to help us in perfecting this legislation.
carefully and making it as perfect as possible, Bankruptcy and Insolvency Acts are inno-
J am willing that the bill should be read the vations of the common law. We ail know
second tie and referred to the conmittee. and are famiiar with the principles upon

which they are based-that for persons,

Hon. Mr. KAULBAC -I do not agree traders, unable to pay their creditors in fuli,
with iy hon. friend frorn Albert, that means should be provided as far as possible
it is well that each province should have its of satisfying creditors out of debtors' estates,
local legislation with regard to the distribu- reeving the debtors fro their pressure and
tion of insolvents' estates. Jn this country, burdens, which they would not likely by
where the trade is th extended throughout their own unaided efforts overcome. This
every part of it, we should have a uniforn looks well and is very nice in theory,
law preventing preferential assignr ents and but bas proved very bad in practice, at
providing for an equitable distribution of least in this country. Difficulties always
the assets of estates. J do not agree with my have attended and probably always will

yhon. friend from Calgary, who says that attend the framing of such laws, and
there is a great clarour for this Act. I much more so the administration of the 50

believe the derand cores principally frorn as to make ther perfectly satisfactory to al
men who are reckless in goiving credit and parties. The greatest object tobe sought
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after and promoted in a Bankruptcy Act
Should be the raising of the general tone of
Commercial morality, by doing all that is
Possible towards securing honest and fair
trading, and to diminish the number of
failures. But this ideal has never been
reached. The repealed Acts of 1869 pro-
Viding for voluntary assignments, and of
1875 for compulsory assignments, were fail-
Ures and everybody seemed glad of their re-
Peal. They did iiot promote honest and fair
trading, or diminish the number of failures,
but the reverse. Gradually since then the
llercantile comnunity have been pressing
for some law whereby debtors would be de-
barred f rom making preferential assignments,
and their assets would be equitably divided
among all their creditors, punishing reckless
traders and those who buy knowing they
cannot pay, and that it should be a
Uniform law applicable to the whole
of Canada. I do not know that more
than that has been pressed for, that
it should extend beyond traders, the prin-
ciple of distinction between them and non-
traders being that the creditors of traders
always were to some extent considered part-
lers in their speculations, whilst common
debtors, non-traders, were considered alone
responsible for their insolvency. The bill
before us recognizes some distinction between
the two classes, as by it the traders can only
assign or be put in bankruptcy by the
action of creditors, whilst all other debtors
ca make a voluntary assignment and apply
for it under the Act, but they cannot be
forced into insolvency. The English Acts
since 1861 extend their benefits alike to all
classes of debtors. I observe this Act is
also intended to apply to all traders and
debtors who, since the repeal of the Insolvent
Act of 1875, have made assignments without
Preference or priority. We should hasten
sloWly with this bill, giving the remotest
Parts of Canada ample opportunity of fully
colsidering it in all its details and to make
representations thereon, and thus, if possi-

e avoid the errors of the Act of 1875
Which we repealed in 1880.

11on. Mr. McCALLUM-I hope the
leader of the Government will not push the
bill through this House too rapidly. The
People throughout the country should k;now
What is going on here. Some hon. gentle-
]Ynen Who have preceded me say that the
Public want this legislation. The Board of
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Trade at Montreal does, I believe, so does the
Board of Trade here in Ottawa and the
Board of Trade at Toronto, but we had a
petition yesterday from the Board of Trade
in Belleville against it; and I believe that
90 per cent of the people of this country are
against this legislation. I have a lively
recollection of the old bankruptcy law. I
was in the House of Commons when it was
passed, and I was there when it was re-
pealed, and I know there was an expres-
sion of relief all over the country when
that Act was wiped from the Statute-book.
While that law was in force there was no
chance for the honest trader. Now, who are
asking for this legislation, the debtors or the
creditors ? Are the people of the country
asking for it ? Are the farmers asking for
it ? You put the farmers in for what? The
board of trade likely wants to put the far-
mers in as a makeweight to make the legis-
lation popular in the country, to lead the far-
mer to believe that if he gets into trouble he
can get out of it. Does the labouring man
want it? Do the millers want it i Do the
stone-cutters want it ? Does the producer
or consumer want it? We have heard a
great deal about th producer and the con-
sumer during the last week in the debate on
the tariff,-do they want this legislation ?
No, a few traders want it-men who are
speculating and living on other people's in-
dustries. I know that under the present
system somebody gets his pay. Under the
old bankruptcy law-and this will be no
better-the assignee and one or two hangers-
on got it all, and nobody else got his pay. I
suppose the Government will prevail with
this measure, but I warn them to be care-
ful; the people of this country are watching
them. In 1878, that old bankruptcy law
had a good deal to do with changing the
political situation in this couhtry. I have a
lively recollection of that, and I would say
now, if my vote could throw out the bill
right here, it should be given without hesi-
tation. I shall not object to the second
reading of the bill now because it is not
printed in French. I do not want to exer-
cise that right, but I think that time should
be given for its proper consideration, and
that it should not be forced through. It is not
right, I contend, to read it a second time now;
we should wait until we hear from the people
of the country. Why should I be committed
to a bill that I am satisfied is against the
interest of the people of this country, which



I am satisfied the people do not want ? If times when there was a class who went into
they only understood it, this House would business designedly for the purpose of making
be flooded with petitions against it. What money out of their creditors rather than out
petitions have we got for it i Who is asking of their business, and the effect upon the
for it ? No one is working for it, and why general trade was exceedingly demoralizing.
should we be anxious to force legislation on The honest man who was struggling to pay
the people when it is not demanded ? They bis debts and make a living for himself had
will tell us when they want it. After you no chance against the man who purchased
get through a great commercial crisis in bis goods and paid for them ht 50 cents on
this country, you may put such a law on the dollar. I think that a bankruptcy law
the Statute-book, but a country as sound sucb as we bave before us will prevent that
as Canada is to-day does flot need a bank- sort of business, and I shall certainly vote
ruptcy law. Wbile ail the rest of the. in favsr of havin the bip submitted to the
world is going through a financial crisis, committee.
the institutions of the Dominion of Canada
.stand on rock bottom ail the time, and Hon. Mr. CLEMOW- have had con-
here you are bringing in an insolvency siderable experience in the working of the
law to give relief when none is needed. I old Acts of 1869 and 1875, and wish to say
say it is a libel on the country, to bring in a few words with reference to the matter
such a Iaw. now before us. This bi is certainly an im-

provement on the old Act; it reduces the

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)- t amount of preferences to a very great extent,
desire to make a few remarks on this bill and I bave no doubt that if this bill is
before the discussion closes. We are ail passed the good effects of it wi be fet
aware this is one of the most difficuit prob- throughout the length and breadth of the
lems to solve-the passing of a bankruptcy country. I have heard it stated that there
law wbich will meet the cbanging needs and is no demand for this legislation. The com-
requirements in business. Itis an exceed- mercial bodies to a great extent throughout
ingly difficult problem to solve, but it ap- this country have, through their represen-
pears to me, as legislators in this country, it tatives, the boards of trade, demanded such
is our duty to endeavour to solve the prob- an Act, and I b4ieve our trade with
lem; and I believe it can be solved. The England has suffered to a certain extent
speakers who have preceded me condemn the for want of such legislation. WVe require
old Insolvency Act in no measured terms, a law as simple as possible, in order
and I arn not surprised at it. I have suffered that the assets of an estate May be
very severely from it, but who is to, blame realized withi the least possible delay
for that? It was due to the administration and the least possible cost. If the creditors
of the Act and not the Act itself. The cre- therselves make injudicious appointments,
ditors themselves were largely to blame for it is their own fault. I believe under this
the manner in which that Act was adminis- Act that the proper men wihl be selected,
tered. My own opinion is that what we and the law will be carried out in a business
want is the simplest possible Iaw under way and will have a beneficial influence on
which the assets of the insolvent will be the credit system of ade country. I contend
equitably distributed amongst his credi- that there is too much credit in the country
tors. The old system of appointing assig- -that people are too anxious to give credit.
nees ought to be done away with altogether, The trouble does not rest altogeter with
in oy opinion. The assignee of a bankrupt the debtors; the creditors are continually
should be the court, which has the means of sending their runners throughout the coun-
administering and the machinery for doing try and forcing their goods in every direction.
it and is amenable to the law. I quite agree They do not exercise a proper discretion, and
with what has been said with reference to to tbat cause I attribute a great deal of te
this Act. It is capable of being made an trouble in the past. I believe, however, that
admirable Act. With the amendments which they are taking cognizance of that fact, and
it is hoped will be made to it ia co ittee will act more judiciously in the future. If
I have no doubt that we shadl solve the the debtors and creditors of this country
problem of giving the country a good know that there is an Act under which the
bankruptpy law. I remember in the old honest man wil have his remedy and whic
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Will act as a deterrent to the dishonest man,
I believe it will have a beneficial effect.
A great deal of the trouble and disasters and
failures which have occurred in this country
are not to be attributed to legitimate trans-
actions entered into by the individual, but
to outside speculation. The moment a man
finds he bas a few dollars to spare, he goes
into some outside speculation, and this is the
cause of a great many of the failures that
have taken place. Now that could be made
a fundamental cause of complaint; and I
Coltend that it is necessary that a trader
should be obliged to keep a set of books,
which would be open to public inspection,
and that an accountant should be allowed to
examine those books and say whether he has
conducted his business properly or has acted
in a reprehensible way. If his conduct has
been reprehensible, he should not be given a
discharge on any consideration. That would
have agood moral effect. I know that there has
been injustice done to the creditors in the
Past under the old Acts. Debtors have gone
to Montreal to make arrangements, and have
asked "What is the current rate going for
naking compromises ?" That was the state
of affairs until the people became so enraged
at the consequences of the old insolvency law
that they were willing to repeal it at any
Sacrifice ; but time has revealed a different
state of things and I believe that if vou
Polled a vote of the Dominion to-morrow you
Would find the majority of the country in
favour of a judicious law whereby the honest
mnan would be protected and the dishonest
lan should receive such punishment as
would deter others from committing the
same offence. In all commercial countries
they should have such a law. I believe that
lsgenerally admitted,and I do notseewhythis
cOuntry should be an exception to the rule.
Of course it should be well administered, as
every law should be, and I believe this law
18 capable of being so administered that
every man will agree as to its benefita. The
purpose of the committee is to allow every
man to come before the committee and
express lis views freely, and I have no
doubt the Government will be pleased to
entertain any suggestions which may be
Made, and will endeavour to make the law as
beneficial to all classes of the community as
Possible. With respect to non-traders, that
is a moot question; there is great diversity
of opinion upon that point and it is very
difficult to come to a decision. For my
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part I do not like to encourage speculation.
The people do not feel the responsibility at
the time they go into it ; everything looks
very well, but the day of reckoning comes
when they have lost all they had and
they have no assets and no estate. It is
no punishment to that man to be forced
into the insolvency court, or to go into the
insolvency court, but whether you should re-
lieve that man from bis liability or not is a
matter which should be well considered, and
J have no doubt this committee will consider
it. For my part, I would rather have it
apply simply to traders. I am sure that the
committee will give all the time necessary
and it does not follow that the bill should
be rushed through this year, it is before the
hon. gentlemen of the Senate, and I do not
think a more appropriate body could be
selected. They are all gentlemen well versed
in trade and commerce, and if they give it
attention I think they will make a perfect
bill, whether they take three or six
or nine months to do it. I would
advise them to take the necessary time
to make a bill that will give satisfaction to
all parties in the country and I have no
doubt the Government will consent to that.
J do not think they are desirous to force this
bill on the country if the people are not
prepared for it. I have understood that it
was the cry throughout the country than an
insolvency law was required, thatthe coun-
try was suffering from the want of it, and
our credit in England was weakened ; if that
is the case, I think it is time to take cogni-
zance of the matter and enact a law which
will overcome this difficulty. It is a matter
of business, and we are all business men and
have had business transactions, and I think
if we bring our knowledge to bear upon the
subject in the way that I have indicated, it
will have the desired effect. It is a matter
of very great importance and general interest
to the country, and we should all be willing
to do everything we can to bring us a law
which will reach the desired end without
entailing disastrous results on any section
of the community. Those are my views.
From my past experience I am of the
opinion that a law of this kind is neces-
sary in the interest of the trading com-
munity; I do not think it is desirable to
wait any longer, especially as it is under-
stood that these enactments of the local
legislatures give no power to relieve the
honest man who, through misfortune be-
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comes unable to pay his liabilities. 'Tf I some legisiation by which creditors could be
go and sign off to-morrow for a man in- protected f rom their owf injudiclous and îm-
debted to me in Ontario, that man is not prudent conduct it would be the wisest act
discharged from the payment of that lia- we could possibly pass in this buse. The
bility at any future day if he is ever pos- old Bankyuptcy Act might be called an act
sessed of means to do it. I do not think for the purpose of destroying honest traders.
that is fair. If a man gives up all that he I know in one town in particular where I
has and his whole estate is distributed he lived, under the old law, men were constant]y
should be relieved from responsibility; and faiiing. I knew of men to fail periodicaily;
that is one of the safeguards in the Act their goods were put upon the market and
before us. Then, concerning the judiciary, sold for 40 and 50 and sometires 30 cents
I should like to see that reduced to a mini- on the dollar, to the samie man wbo had failed
mum, because, with all due respect, the
judiciary are very anxious to make orders
to carry out a certain practice and that causes
lossof time and expense, andin many instances
it is not satisfactory. I suppose it is not
going out of the record to say that the legal
gentlemen, and particularly judges of the
inferior courts, as far as Ontario is concern-
ed, are not business men; they do not
understand the first principles of business
and I do not therefore consider myself safe
in allowing them to consider a pure business
transaction. For my part, I should allow
the creditors to have every opportunity of
disposing of the estate and to settle in a
business like manner everything pertaining
to it. Other matters of a legal nature,
where questions of law might arise, such
as the application for a discharge or
questions relating to fraud or other acts
of a questionable character, might be
taken before the county judge, but in all
other cases, as much as possible leave it in
the hands of creditors because they are in
fact the only people interested. They are
the only parties who lose in the transaction,
and I think they should dispose of all mat-
ters reltting to the business affairs and
transactions in settling the estate. Let the
legal gentlemen have such fees as are neces-
sary for the purpose of getting the discharge
from the creditors, but do not let then
obtain heavy fees for discussing and arrang-
ing business matters.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (Niagara)-I do
not rise to discuss the merits of the bill, but
I desire to endorse the sentiments of the
hon. member from Amherst so well ex-
pressed. This is a most important bill
and I think the traders of the country should
be consulted. I have sent out a few copies
of the bill to have opinions margined upon
them and sent back to me. I have not had
sufficient answers yet. If we could have

to the detriment of the honest trader alongside
who was paying 100 cents on the dollar from
year to year. That dishonest trader very
often ruled the honest trader who was in
business on the same street. All these
things have to be wisely considered. There-
fore, I think it is well that we should not
hurry this bill, and I am not satisfied the
Government do not intend to hurry it.
If we are to have a bill of the kind at all,
it ought to be passed by this House after
the most deliberate consultation with the
people of the country, both creditors and
debtors, and the creditors ought to particu-
larly taize care in this bill to protect them-
selves against their own imprudent conduct.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E..)-It is
evident from what we have heard of this
debate, to-day, that very little can be
said in favour of insolvency legislation. The
experience of the province from which I
come does not warrant anybody in asking
for such legislation. The only reason I can
see why we should now legislate on this
matter is that several of the provinces of
the Dominion have already legislated on
the subject, and there is a divergence in the
laws passed by the different legislatures in
that way. While it is very desirable that
there should be one uniform law for the
whole Dominion, I am prepared to give my
support to this bill and let it go to a com-
mittee of this House for consideration. It is
very desirable that we should have a uniform
law, and that that law should be as simple
and as inexpensive as it is possible to make
it. We know that the former Act, which
some hon. gentlemen thought would be the
means of curtailing credit was the very means
of extending credit and wholesale dealers.
knowing that they had this law to fall back
back upon, gave credit more extensively
than they have been doing recently without
an insolvent law. I fear that if a law of
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this kind should be enacted it will have the inclined to range myseif with my hon.
same effect with the wholesale dealers- friend from Monck and join hlm in throwing
they will consider that under an insolvency it out. 1 do not consider, however, that the
law they will have a certain claim upon the second reading of the bil, if adopted, would
etate of the debtor and will be more lavish involve any such consequence after the
in giving credit than they are at present. explanations that have been made. Rule 42
As it is now, we know that in the Maritime providesthat "theprinciple of a bil is usually
Provinces, which get their principal sup- debated at the second reading." That is not
Plies probably from the Upper Provinces, a very binding rule-it simply states the
lumbers of commercial travellers go to fact. The use of such an expression intimates
traders and endeavour to sell them as large that on certain occasions it might be con-
quanties of goods as possible. They are sidered desirable that that practice should
only desirous to supply the traders with all not be followed, just as in the present in-
the goods they will buy and when they do stance. It is quite true further on in Our
that and endeavour to force their goods on r
the market, they should take the chance of ted against the principle of a bil in Com-
the debtor being able to pay them. If a mittee of the Whole. You will observe that
Crop fails and the merchant is unable it is not proposed that this bih shaîl be read
to collect his bills, the probability is ,he second time and referred to a committee
that under an insolvency law he f the whole. The proposition is to send it
is forced into the bankruptcy court, to a special committee, and in that coumittee
Whereas without a law of that kind we should not be bound by the rule which is
the merchants who supply him are willing here specially confined to our doings in
tO carry him forward through that year to Committee of the Whole.
enable him to tide over the bad time and
carry on lus business successfully with Hon. Mr. McýJiNDSEY-After the comn-
beniefit to the supplier and to the trader mittee report.
hiinsetf. We know that by the former Actth
18 stated by some hon. gentlemen, persons Hon. Mr.VIDAL-If it is submitted to
n trade who becore insolvent had their va committee of the whoe, after it is reported,

goods thrown on the market, and the very it could not be discussed in the committee.
fact of these goods being sold at 30 cents or In the mneantime, the proposition is not to
40 cents on the dollar, pas the means of submit it to a committee of the whole, but
111ifling men who dad been in a good position to a large special committee for the purpose
alongside of the insolvent. We must be, of carefuhly investigating the contents of the
Very careful in legislating now to prevent, bill and obtaining all the information and
48 far as possible, any difficulty of this kind 1!assistance they can from. persons welh ac-
arsing. The expenses under the former quainted with commercial matters and inter-

,ct were entirehy too large. An estate ested in the bill-a very wise and proper
When once put into the bankruptcy courtt course, in my judgment, in dealing with a
seldomn paid any considerable dividend. The question of such vast importance, for I
Ofircials generally collected a very much entirely concur in the sentiments expressed
larger proportion of the estate than the by the hon. member from Amherst as to, the
Creditors did, and it is desirable, in passing importance of the measure. t is quite
a law of the kind. to make it as simple and obvious, from the remarks made by those in
iexpensive as possible. If we do not do favour of the bill and opposed to it, that it
that, it will be an injury instead of a benefit is a measure which requires very careful con-
tf the Dominion. sideration. Without going into the merits

of the bill, one of the details appears to
lion. Mr. VJDAL.-Jt is not mywintention involve the very principle-that which the

tO Inake any observations on the details of hon. gentleman from Ottawa has called
the bull, commendatory or otherwise, but attention to, defining who is a non-trader.
"'8e to say that if it should be considered Lt is a part of the very principle of the
that the buse in adopting this motion for bi; you couhd not discuss it without dis-
the second reading of the bil committed us cussing the principhe of the bihl, and I ar
t0 adopting the principle of the bi without inclined to agree with him in bis view of the
angy further question, a should be strongly matter. But as far as that is concerned,
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I am prepared to wait until I have had the
advantage of the examination which is to be
made by the committee to which it is to be
sent. We shall then have the views and
information which they may collect before
us, and also the benefit of their mature judg-
ment upon every section to be submitted to
our consideration. I think that it is well
that the bill is in its present shape. I should
be unwilling to throw it out, because I con-
sider the circumstances of the country imme-
diately require it. I feel strongly impressed
with the idea that has been presented tq us
that we have done so well without a bill for
a long time that there is a question whether
it should be produced at all, but I feel the
weight of the arguments on the other side.
The arguments adduced by the hon. member
from Calgary are very important and well
worthy of consideration, and the very fact
that in a great business country like England,
where commercial matters are so well under-
stood and well managed, they found a bill of
this kind necessary, is an indication that it
might be desirable in our circumstances. It
is quite true that the remarks of the hon.
gentleman from Barrie, which have been
criticized, that our present circumstances
are different from our former position, and
what was unwise and impracticable then
might be required now, might be fairly criti-
cized because he clearly said to us that it was
the very small character of the commercial
transactions taking place in the country at
that date that rendered the bill so compara-
tively unnecessary. The great advance we
have made in trade and commerce generally
has altered our circumstances, and I conceive
it quite possible that a bankrupcy bill should
be introduced, but the experience which we
have had of the insolvency law passed here,
and the fact that we repealeditand that the
repeal met unquestionably with the approval
of the country generally, should I think
make us very cautious in putting on the
Statute-book a law of the same class unless
we are very fully convinced that the circum-
stances of the country require it. I see no
objection to the second reading if it is under-
stood that the principle of the bill can be
discussed at subsequent stages.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-As several hon. gen-
tlemen desire to know the limit of the
jurisdiction of the province, I may refer to
the decision of the Privy Council and the
law. In Ontario there are two Acts, The

Creditors' Release Act under which, if a
creditor obtains an execution against the
debtor, the other creditors may come in and
rank pro rata.

In case a sheriff levies money upon an exe-
cution against the property of a debtor, he shall
forthwith enter in a book to be kept in his office,
open to public inspection without charge, a notice
stating that such levy has been made, and the
amount thereof ; and the money shall thereafter be
distributed ratably amongst all execution creditors
and other creditors whose writs, or certificates
given under this act, were in the sheriff's hands at
the time of the levy, or who shall deliver their
writs or certificates to the said sheriff within one
month from the entry of notice.

That Act has been referred to approvingly
by the Privy Council. The other Act, which
was the subject under consideration by the
Privy Council, is that relating to assign-
ments by insolvents. Briefly that Act de-
clares void any preferences given to one
creditor over another. For instance, a
judgment give to one creditor in preference
to another is void:

2. Every gift, conveyance, assignment or trans-
fer, delivery over or payment of goods, chattels
or effects, or of bills, bonds, notes, securities, or
of shares, dividends, premiums or bonus in any
bank, conpany or corporation, or of any other
property, real or personal, made by a person at a
time when he is in insolvent circuinstances, or is
unable to pay his debts in full, or knows that he
is on the eve of insolvency, with intent to defeat,
delay or prejudice his creditors, or to give to any
one or more of them a preference over his other
creditors, or over any one, or more of then, or
which has such effect, shall, as against thein, be
utterly void.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Is there no
limit to the time I

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No. Of course the
longer the period antecedent to the act
itself to which notice is called, the more
difficult will it be to establish the f raud.
Then clause 9 provides:

9. An assigument for the general benefit of
creditorâ under this Act shall take precedence of
all judgments and of all executions not completely
executed by payment, subject to the lien, if any,
of an execution creditor for his costs where there
is but one execution in the sheriff's hands, or to
the lien, if any, of the creditor for his costs who
has the first execution in the sheriff's hands.

What the Privy Council say, is:

The Act of 1887, which abolished priority as
amongst execution creditors provided a simple
means by which every creditors night obtain a
share in the distribution of monies levied under an
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execution by any particular creditor. The other
Act of the same year, containing the section which
i' impeached, goes a step further and gives to all
creditors under an assignment for their general
benefit a right to a rateable share of the assets of
thedebtor, including those which have beenseizedin
execution. But it is urged that inasmuch as this
assignment contemplates the insolvency of the
debtor, and would only be made if he were insol-
vent, such a provision purports to deal with insol-

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-That seems to
be a matter requiring as much attention as
any other part of the Act.

Hon. Mr. WARK- would suggest that
it would be advisable to move the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

veney and therefore is a matter exclusively within Hon. Mr. BOWELL-J hope my hon.
the jurisdiction of the Dominion Parliainent. Now friend vill not press his motion. I think
it is to be observed that an assignnent for the we can get through in a very few minutes.
general benefit of creditors has long been know to
the jurisprudence of this country and also of 1 have only a few words to say. I wish to
Canada, and has its force and effect at common law express my gratification at the manner in
(uite independently of any system of bankruptcy which this important matter has been dis-
or insolvency or any legislation relating thereto. cussed. I know it is one upon which there

And so they hold that those assignments y great diversity of opinion. 1 arn
are good alo aware of the dissatisfaction that existed

under the old law, particularly as to, the
It appears to their Lordships that such por- manner in which it was administered. In

visions as are found in the enactment in question, the framing of this bull, the Government has
relating as they do to assignments purely voluntary tried, as far as possible, to avoid the shoals
do not infringe on the exclusive legislative power
conferred upon the Dominion Parliament. They law and we hope that in r this
Would observe that a system of bankruptcy legisla-
tiO1 may frequently require various ancillary pro- to a large committee composed of such
""Sions for the purpose of preventing the scheme gentlemen as I have suggested and others
of this Act fron being defeated. It may be neces who have had large experience in businessSary for this purpose to deal with the effect of

Hon Mr. BO EL - hoemyhn

'%cution and other matters which would other-
Wise be within the legisiative competence of the estates, and in the working of the old Insol-
Provincial Legislature. Their Lordships do not vency Act, we may if possible simplify it to
doubt that it would be open to the Dominion Par- a stili greater extent and make the procedure,
liament to deal with such matters as part of a
bankruptcy law, and the Provincial Legislature
Would doubtless be then precluded from interfering Edward Island, as inexpensive as possible.
With this legislation inasmuch as such interference The very fact that the Government propose
would affect the bankruptcy law of the Dominion to send this to a large committee composed

of members of the House instead of a com-
Practicavy their Lordships decide that if mittee of the whole as is usually the case

w'e PUS a bankruptcy law it would override with Government measures, is the best evid-
the two statutes in question-that in the ence I cae furnish of their desire to give
absence -of any such bankruptcy law, the every one interested in the Dominion an
legislatj0 t which allows all creditors to come opportunity of appearing hefore that com-
111 a.nd file dlaims with the sheriff, and also mittee and expressing either approval. or
tioat which permits an insolvent to make an disapproval of the bill. If they should

aicgmena for the benefit of his creditors is approve, they can make any suggestions
good. that they think would tend to make the bi

more perfect ; while if they disapprove, and
lion. Mr. DICKEY-That would enable fancy that it may become law, they can

anY other province to exercise the salse endeavour to ake it as innocuous as possible.
PtWer within their own imits That is the object we have had in view, and

I propose, after the second reading, to delay
lion. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. the reference to a committee of the whole

until some time in May-some fifteen or
aon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-There k no twenty days hence-which will give the

provision for the debtors release under these special committee ample time to consider the
Acts. measure, and the people of the country who

are interested in it, ample time to appear
lion. Mr. SCOTT-No, they could not personally or by proxy to discuss the merits

gradt a dischargeo of the bill. I think the House wihl credit
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the Government with a desire to give it the order to sugarcoat the pill to enable the peo-
widest possible publicity and to obtain, as ple to swallow it with less difficulty. Now,
far as it is possible to do so, the opinions of the fact is the Boards of Trade are opposed
the people in the country. My hon. friend to the placing of a clause of that kind in the
from Halifax says that he knows of no Insolvency Act, contending that it should
agitation for this bill-at least I so un- be confined to traders. I have always
derstood him. He said that he knew of held the opinion-and I expressed it in the
nothing that would justify the Government Hlouse of Commons at the time that my hon.
in introducing the Act. I might say to that friend and myself had the honour of sitting
hon. gentleman, so far as the commercial there and discussing this question-that I
comnunity of this Dominion are concern- could see no reason in the world why a far-
ed, they have been pressing upon the Govern- mer who had been ruined by a trader, either
ment for a number of years the necessity of by endorsing,or by selling grainand not being
passing an Insolvency Act, and the Govern- paid for it should not have the same advan-
ment have resisted it, until the pressure tage as the man who had cheated him out of
became so great that they believed it to be his property. If any one is responsible for
in the interest of the business community this clause, I am myself, whether it be right
particularly that some such measure of relief or wrong, and that is the reason for it. I
should be placed on the Statute-book, so as have only again to thank the House for the
to prevent the fraudulent assignments which manner in which they have discussed this
are constantly made, in different parts of the bill. I see nothing in the rule to which my
Dominion, to their disadvantage. As long hon. friend refers that binds any member
as each province has the disposing of, the of the Senate to the principle of the bill.
regulating and the distribution of insolvents' It does not say that in passing the second
estates, just so long will these difficulties reading you even affirm the principle, the
occur. Probably if all the provinces were rule says " the principle of a bill is usually
to adopt the system which prevailsin Quebec, debated at its second reading." That is
which I believe is the most perfect of any of what you have done to-day, and many of
them, the dificulties which have arisen would you have expressed strong opinions against
not have appeared to such a large extent; the principle of the bill, but I hope when it
but even if that were the case, there is the comes from the committee that the House
point raised by the hon. member from Tor- wilh accept it and allow it to become law.
onto, that there is no provision in any of I may say further that if on the 2nd May,
the legislation of any of the provinces to the time that I propose to refer it to a con-
relieve an honest debtor, who has become mittee of the whohe fouse, sufficient time
involved, from his liabilities. I know of no has not been had, the Government will be
mode of protecting creditors to which my quite prepared to further extend the time.
hon. friend from Wellandahas caled attention,
unless we should enact a law prohibiting Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-When this coin-
people from giving credit, or pass a law pre- mittee reports wilh this bill be takeni up
ventIng any creditor frot colecting hiso e

mitteue of thaue whole House sucettm

debts. Those are the only two means that'
suggest themselves to my md for the pro- i r e

hon. ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n frien froWeladhsclld ttnton

tection of creditors. I shall not argue the
point raised by the hon. member from
Ottawa, in reference to what are termed the lon. Mr. SULLIVAN-Is it the in-
non-trading class. I shall, however, for the tention of the committee to send copies of
information of my old and esteemed friend the bil to the different Boards of Trade,
from Monck, tell him that he is altogethero

Hon. MtrSULVN Wethsc -

in error in supposing that the Boards ofup
Trade or the bankers suggested this clause. e i

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes.t nori h

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I did not say' hon. gentleman that I have ahready circu-
bankers. Iated nearly 150 to the different Boards of

Trade from the Pacific Coast down tob Cape
Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Well,merchants- Breton, and sent some eight or nine copies

suggested the insertion of this clause in to Montreal, ten or fifteen to Toronto and
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liamilton, and I shall be very glad, as long committee has reported before a date can
aS that edition lasts, to supply any member be fixed for going into a committee of the
with copies to send away to his constituents, whole.

lion. Mr. DICKEY-It is also right to Hon. Mr. BOWELL-There no objec
bear in mind that those copies sent to the tion to that.
Bloards of Trade might never reach the per- Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved:
sOns who are affected by the Act-the That the said bil be referred to a select com-
farmers, graziers and traders. The Boards mittee to consider and report thereon; and that
of Trade are in large cities, and there may thesaid conuittee be composed of the following.a..: --The Honourable Messieurs Allan, Angers,
be tens of thousands of people in the same Bernier, Bolduc, BoweIl, Clemow, Desjardins,
'OUity who neyer will see or hear of it. Dickey, Druminond, Ferguson (Niagara), Ferguson

(1>. E. 1), Gowan, Kaulbach, Landry, Lewin,
Lougheed, Macdonald (B.C.). Macines (Burling-

lion. Mr. BOWELL-The only way by ton), McCtelan, Miller, Pelletier, Power, Read
WvhiTh that can be remedied is by each (Quinté), Sanford and Scott.
raeetber supplying those most interested eo Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY- should like
bi3 OWn constituency. I have no doubt the to have a word to say about my name being
"Ouse could do that. Fortunately for us in placed on the commnitee. I have not said
Caada the farmers are a Breading commu- anything on the second reading of this bil,

nity, and the newspapers cire ulate in every awaiting an opportunity to express my views
art of the Dominion, and any one who on several clauses of the bill hereafter. My
esnres to read the papers will seewthat this ton, hcCe, Mile, P ti sPer, c
i1sovency Act has been referred o a large (Qinté, r is tot . it w

o w nui t c o n s t t e n y I h avs e o obt t h ei t e h a v a lw o g rd t o a y a o u t m y n a m b e n g

ousectuldfor thapurpos. Fofrtunatey for u divided into three or four sections, the
d'ered by them. If sufficient time has not dfeetscin f h omte ol

anada, the fames re an readn commu anything seonso the onoraingofthis bill,

parn givfn, te Dminin and r y o h o discuss the bill among themselves eparately,

and get together again, and then there would
ond.iketo Mr.F E M iaaran I be some sense in it, but I have come to the

Would like to ask the Minister when we conclusion long ago that a committee of thirtyould expect the further copies of this bill. or forty never arrives at any conclusion at
.y own idea is to send one to each Muni- all.

cipal Council and County Council in the 1
different districts that I represent, and have Hon. Mr. BOWELL-We can make sub-
their opinions, because they, and they only, committees.

now the opinions the farmèrs hold upon the Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-I think a com-'natter of this bill. I will undertake to send Hn. Mr McKJNDSe think a i-
tO the whole Niagara district, copies of the mittee of twenty-five is cumbersome, and if

, if we can only get them. it can be made more effective by subdivid-
ing it, I have no objection.

1 1 01. Mr. BOWELL-Orders were given
for 2,500 additional copies for the ordinary
distribution, and if the House thinks that is
'lot enough, we will print two or three
thousand more.

The motion was agreed to.

lion. Mr. POWER-Now that the bill'
h8 been read the second time, there is just
one observation I should like to make with
reference to the procedure. I gathered from
the language used by the hon. leader of the

biliuse that he proposes to move that the
be considered by a committee o the

ýhole on the 2nd of May. The motion now
18 that it be referred to a select committee,
and the House has to wait until that

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, April 18th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

FRENCH TRANSLATION.
REPORT OF COMMITTEE ADOPTED.

Hon. Mr. McKAY, from the Committee
on Internal Economy and Contingent Ac-
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counts, presented their report. He said ; vey the recommendation of the committee,
This report contains just two recommenda- but to avoid delay, I propose that it be
tions, the first authorizing the Clerk of the accepted as it is, and should it be found that
Senate to employ such temporary assistance, the French translators require more assist-
to assist the French translators, as may be ance, another report might be brought in
necessary under the present pressure of busi- making the work of the temporary transla-
ness before the House. The second is to tors general.
authorize such necessary short hand assist-
ance to the Law Clerk as may be found Hon. Mr. McKAY- do not think there
necessary f rom time to time by the chairman is any difficulty about it, because the men to
of the committee. It is not in either case be employed might be put at the bills, while
intended to be permanent. In both cases the other translators are doing something
they are supposed to be temporarily employ- else.
ed, and as in one of those cases particularly,
it may be urgent, I move that the report of
the committee be adopted to-day.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not rise for the
purpose bf objecting to the adoption of the
report, but simply to point out that it does
not embody exactly the recommendation of
the committee. I did not understand that
the assistance to be given to the translators
was simply in translating bills. It happens
that there is more translation of bills to be
done this session than usual, but in addition
to that there is other work which the trans-
lators have to do, and as to which they will
need help. The word "bills " should be
stricken out so as not to limit the assistance.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-That cannot be done
in the House.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I think the report
might be accepted as it is, and should we
find later that it is necessary to give assist-
ance to the French translators, for the
translation of other documents than bills,
the committee might report again.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As a matter of fact
that report does not embody what the com-
mittee intended to recommend, because I
remember the hon. gentleman himself dilated
on the additional work imposed on the trans-
lators of the House by the reports from his
own department and the Department of
Trade and Commerce.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-If that is the
case, the report should be referred back to
the committee.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not contradict
the hon. member from Halifax when he
states that the report does not exactly con-

Hon. Mr. POWER-Surely, we can, with
the unanimous consent of the House, amend
the report at the table?

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I doubt very much
if we can.

The motion was agreed to.

WESTERN CANADA TRUST AND
GUARANTEE CORPORATION'S

BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Committee
on Banking and Commerce, reported Bill
(D) " An Act to incorporate the Western
Canada Trust and Guarantee Corporation,"
with amendments. He said : The first
amendment is in respect to the name adopt-
ed for the company. The name was almost
identical with that of another company in
Canada, and difficulty was found in find-
ing another name, because so many coin-
panies exist, that it was not easy to find one
which would not clash with some of them.
The committee finally decided that a name
which would do as well as any other, is the
one now adopted, " An Act to incorporate
the Trust Corporation of Canada." The
next amendment is to the clause which pro-
vides what the trust shall be. The clause
has been amended so as to make it more full
and precise, to guarantee the repayment Of
principal and interest or both. The next
two or three alterations are simply verbal.
The next is in the clause which prescribes in
what securities the corporation mav invest.
This clause is amended so as to prevent the
investment of money in the bonds of muni-
cipalities with a population of less than
10,000, or where the assessment does not
exceed a certain amount, because the coin-
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Ilittee did not think it would be safe to
allow them to invest without some limit of
that kind, both as to the population of the
murlicipality and the amount of its assess-mient. The next amendment provides for
the class of securities in which the corpora-
tiOn nay invest moneys forming part of its
Own capital or reserve. The last amend-
mlent of any importance is with regard to
Preference stock. It is to provide that any
such by-law shall only have force or effect
after it has been sanctioned by a two-third
vote of the shareholders present or repre-
Rented by proxy at a meeting to consider the
s'ne. The last amendment refers to the
clause relating to the notices of meetings
and provides that notice may be sent by
circular, addressed, postpaid and registered,
to each shareholder, at his last known ad-
dress. The House will see that all these
aneidments are in the direction of greater
security to those who may be intrusting
their money to this corporation.

lion. Mr. LOUGHEED moved that the
report be taken into consideration to-mor-
row.

The motion was agreed to.

INSURANCE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

FIRST READING.

lion. Mr. ANGERS introduced Bill (V)
'-n Act further to amend the Insurance

&ct." lie said: I shall only statenow that this
bill refers to a number of clauses in the
geleral Insurance Act which require amend-
'lient. I think it would be more useful for
the members of this House to hear what
*Xplanations I may have to offer concerning
it, after the bill has been printed, than up-
on1 its first reading. The bill deals with a
numaber of sections, and the explanation
which I could give now would not be so
well understood as it will be with the text
Of the bill before the House.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was
read the first time.

SAFETY OF SHIPS ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

lion. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (G) " An Act further to

amend the Revised Statutes, chapter 77, re-
specting the Safety of Ships." He said : I
have adopted a different course to that sug-
gested by my hon. colleague. I explained
the bill when I introduced it. Its provi-
sions are more for the sake of explaining cer-
tain portions of the old Act and defining cer-
tain words which are contained in it, and
also to permit the deck-loading of vessels to
the extent of six feet when visiting New-
foundland, St. Pierre and the West Indies,
without interfering with the deck-loads as
provided in the Imperial Statutes, to which
we must confine our ships when they are
going to England.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like to ask
the hon. gentleman a question so that he may
be able to answer it in committee. There
does not seem to be any reason why ports in
South America, Brazil and Guiana should
be treated differently from the ports in the
West Indies. I know from ports in the
lower provinces, ships go to Brazil just in
the same way as they do to the West Indies,
and I do not see why the restrictive provi-
sions should apply to those vessels going to
South America when they do not apply to
those going to the West Indies.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Paragraph "f"
which defines what the words "West Indies"
means, covers the objection. It reads as
follows :

The expression " West Indies," means the West
India Islands, and includes the Bahama and Ber-
muda Islands, and any port or place in the Gulf
of Mexico not being a port or place in the United
States of America, and includes any port or place
on the niainland between the Gulf of Mexico and
the south-eastern extremity of French Guiana.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That covers Guiana,
but does not cover Brazil.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I am very glad
that my hon. friend brought that to the
notice of the House, but the bill, certainly,
is a great improvement on the law as it,
stood, and I am glad that the Governmeat
have considered the representations made by
the lower provinces as regards the restric-
tion upon vessels sailing from certain ports.
The restriction was a very unnecessary one,
and it was difficult to get the law complied
with. After a long delay we have accom-
plished this, and I am sure those engaged in
the West India trade f rom the port of
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Lunenburg, will consider it a great privilege Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I beg leave to
that they are allowed to conduct their trade move according to the suggestion that the
in a way which they know to be safe without hon. member has just made.
hindrance. The motion was agreed to.

The motion was agreed to.
HARBOUR OF PICTOU AMEND-

SECOND READING. MENT BILL.

Bill (K) "An Act to incorporate the IN COMMITTEE.

Canada Mutual Life Association."-(Mr. The House resolved itself into Committee
Clemow.) of the Whole on Bill (F) " An Act further

to amend the Act respecting the Harbour

WOOD MOUNTAIN AND QU'AP- of Pictou, N.S."

PELLE RAILWAY COM- (In the Committee.)
PANY'S BILL. .

SECONDHon. Mr. POWER-The town of New
SECON REAING.Glasgow is some seven miles from Pictou up

The Order of the Day being called, the river. It would not appear that the

Second reading of Bill (R) " An Act respecting jurisdiction of the Commissioners of Pictou
the Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Com- Harbour would extend up the river to that
pany, distance. was just looking at the original

Act. I do not find anything about it here.
Hon. Mr. BERNIER said: A bill the same Perhaps the hon. Minister is in a position to

as this having come from the House of explain that.
Commons, I beg to move that this order be
discharged and the bill withdrawn. bon. Mr. BOWELL-This bil was pre-

pared by the Department of Marine and
Hon Mr. MILLER-The hon.gentleman's Fisheries. The Ministerpresidingoverthat

object I suppose is to get the way clear for department, as my hon. friend knows, is froJn
the bill which has come from the House of that section of the country, and his note W
Commons. lis motion does not do thatm me is as followsu
The proper motion would be for leave to The wharf at New Glasgow in the county of
withdraw the bill, because this motion may Pictou was buit by the Pictou Harbour Çominis-
at any time hereafter be placed upon the sioners out of dues collected on vessels arriv-ing at
paper. Pictoi, and the comissioners wish to control and

regulate the wharf.

bon. Mr. BERNIER-I first have to Some doubt as arisen as to their power
move for the discharge of the Order of the and authority to do so, although they have
Day, and then move to withdraw the bill. been controlling it and collecting dues there
I beg leave to move that the Order of the since it has been built, and they have been
Day be discharged. informed by the legal advisers of the depart-

The motionHwas agreed to. ment that this bi was necessary in order
pa place the harbour fuoly under the control
of the commissioners. If my hon. friend

Hon. Mr. MILLER-My hon. friend asks why the words nNew Glasgow" are
must see the position he bas placed used I am not able to say.
himself in now. He is going to make a
motion in relation to a matter which is not bon. Mr. POWER- said it was about
on the Minutes at al. He cannot make seven miles up the river fro Pictou, and i
aany motion in regard to it without putting did not think it would naturaly core un-
it on the Minutes again. My hon. friend der the jurisdiction of the commissioners
had better amend fis motion to have it readand I asked for an explanation.
in this way that the Order of the Day be
discharged and that leave to withdraw the Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee,
bill be granted by the bouse. reported the bi without amendment.
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DEBATES AND REPORTING
MITTEE'S REPORT.

COM-

The Order of the Day being called,

COnsideration of the First Report of the Stand-
'Ig Coninittee on Debates aad Reporting,

lion. Mr. BELLEROSE said: The com-
nlittee having considered the matter and
called the Queen's Printer before them, ask
leave to withdraw this report, and the other
which was substituted for this one presented
Yesterday will take its place on the orders.

The report was withdrawn.

MONCTON AND PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND RAILWAY AND FERRY

COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

lion. Mr. POIRIER moved the second
reading of Bill (1) " An Act to amend the
Acts relating to the Moncton and Prince
Edward Island Railway and Ferry Com-
Pany.»

'on. Mr. KAULBACH-I think the
hon- gentleman should give some explanation
tO the House. This seems a very long ex-
tension to grant.

"on. Mr. POIRIER-I think I can give
an explanation which will be satisfactory to
the flouse. This is altogether a bona fde
nterprise, but through circumstances which

e company could not control, these delavs
are unavoidable. Hon. gentlemen are aware
that there has been for many years a scheme

cOnnect the mainland and Prince Edward
Island by means of, first, a sub-way, and then
4 tunnel. This company does not wish todanything to prejudice the other scheme.

t.en they brought in this bill for the first
e simultaneously our friend who hasrecently left the Senate to fill a better posi-ion, introduced his sub-way scheme. This

comlpany thought that they should not do
anything that might prejudice the other
COIpanv believing that both projects arefor the benefit of the islanders, and leaving
tO the island people the choice of what they
colsidered the best scheme. The year before

Government decided to have borings
een Cape Traverse and Cape Tormentine111 order to ascertain what the cost of the

tunnel would be. That resolution having
passed, this company would not press the
bill and remained necessarily in the position
they are in. These borings were attempted
two years ago. There was, I believe, ten or
thirteen thousand dollars voted for the pu rpose
of making them. In order to ascertain the
cost so that the company could decide once
for all whether they should proceed or not,
two years ago Mr. Palmer had charge of the
borings and some borings were then made,
but there was some falling off and all the
borings could not be completed. There
was still a portion of the money not éx-
pended, and it was to be applied last summer
towards the completion of the boring. For
some reasons, for which this company cer-
tainly are not responsible, the parties who
were to make the borings only arrived on
the spot with their necessary instruments in
the month of September, and they were in
a position to commence the remainder of the
borings according to contract when a severe
tempest set in and destroyed all their
machinery, or at least put them in a position
that they were not able to finish their
borings. Now the report was not made to
England, and the Government have not yet
ascertained what the exact cost of the
tunnel would be.' It is, I believe-I am
not speaking officially, but from what I
have reason to believe is true-the inten-
tion of the Government to have those
borings completed this summer with the
remainder of the money voted. That
being so, this company is forced to ask
an extension of time. You can see by
the bill that it is only a few months, in
order to wait until those reports are inade
and to see what the Government is going to
do. If the tunnel is to be bored, I think I
may safely say that this company, though
they have some money and are perfectly
ready to go on, may very likely drop the
project, because then the people of the
island will be satisfied, and the company
does not wish to be an obstacle to the reali-
zation of the other scheme. But on the
other hand, if the report of the engineer
should be unfavourable, if it should be de-
cided that the cost, as is anticipated, would
be so great as not to warrant the Govern-
ment in undertaking the building of the
tunnel, then this company wishes to be in a
position to give the islanders (provided Par-
liament and Governnient are agreeable to
it) the benefit of their scheme. They have
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been ready for the last four years to proceed
with it, but it has been postponed for the
reasons I have given-bona fide reasons
which every member of this House will under-
stand.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-The
communication with Prince Edward Island,
proposed to be established under this bill,
is it seems now to be undertaken only
after the tunnel is abandoned. The reasons
given by the hon. member who bas
moved in this matter for asking for an
extension of time do not appear to be suf-
ficient. The people of Prince Edward Island
have some interest in the means of com-
munication which this bill is proposed to
effect, and the people in the western
portion of Prince County, where it is
proposed to run a ferry between Richi-
bucto and the west pôint, are to a great
extent interested in this matter. A bill
was passed here in 1890 for the purpose of
establishing this Moncton and Prince Ed-
ward Island railway, and they considered
they were going to derive some benefit from
that railway and ferry. They saw after two
or three years had elapsed that nothing was
being done and they became dissatisfied.
Last year they found that a bill was passed
here extending the rights and privileges of
that company-increasing their capital from
$750,000 to $1,000,000 and giving them
power to raise money on the road to the ex-
tent of $1,500,000 and I think further power
to raise a certain amount of money on the
plant of the ferry, and they supposed when
that bill was passed and the time was limited
within which operations were to be commen-
ced on that road, that it would be gone on
with, and they are very much disappointed
that such bas not been the case. I fail to
see why, if this company have had that
right and privilege so many years, they have
not yet spent any money on the undertak-
ing. Under their Act they have the right
to build that road and dispose of their
charter to any other company, and I think
it is injurious to the interests of the people
of Prince Edward Island as well as the
people of New Brunswick, that any company
should be enabled perhaps to shut out those
who would undertake to do the work and
go on with it. With that view of the case,
I think we should very seriously consider
whether it is for the .interest of the people
of those two provinces that the time should

be extended and this company given rights
and privileges that it would be impossible
for any other company to obtain. I should
like to know what has been done in this
matter-has any money been expended, bas
any money been paid up according to the
requirements of the Act passed in 1890
which was revived by the legislation of -last
session? iNow we have a bill introduced
here for the purpose of extending the time
within which they may commence their
operations for another year and a half be-
yond the time mentioned last session. I
fail to see what advantage we can derive
from extending a charter of this kind. The
work would be much better in the hands of
people who would go on energetically if they
were allowed to do so.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Money has been
expended. This year, to my knowledge, three
expert engineers have gone there to get
information froin some persons appointed by
the Government concerning the ice, and they
came there and made soundings and com-
pleted their investigation as to the feasibi-
lity of the scheme and the company is ready
to go on with the work. Other companies
have often come before Parliament for an
extension of time and as far as that is con-
cerned this company is not introducing any
innovation at all. All that is asked now is
a little extension of time so that the report
as to the borings may be made known and
then the fate of this company will decide it
one way or the other. But I beg to remind
this Hlouse that this company has not, so far
as I know, been in the way of any other
enterprise. If such were the case there
would be something in the argument of ny
hon. friend, but I am not aware that this
company is injuring any private individual
or enterprise, or that by asking an extension
of its charter it is affecting the rights Of
anybody or asking any thing that has
not been very frequently granted in this or
the other House. I hope, therefore, that
this honourable House will sanction the
second reading of the bill.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Will the hon. gentle-
man explain why in the amendment he noW
proposes he leaves out words which are of
importance, especially in view of the argu-
ments presented by the hon. gentleman fro0n
Prince Edward Island ' I notice in the
original bill there are words which declare
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that if the railway is not completed within the work is not pressed forward at the pre-
five years from the passage of the Act the sent time, but it appears to me that the
Charter shall be forfeited. Now, these words object of the company is simply to find out
are entirely left out in the bill before the what the cost of the tunnel is going to be.
Hlouse, and there seems to be no forfeiting Then they will be able to make a deal on the
of their charter by reason of the non- amount that the tunnel ray cost, so as to be
completion of the work, because all the in a position to offer the Government to do
Words after "force " are struck out so that this service for a few dollars less. If the
the whole of that provision in the section is company are prepared to establish this com-
struck out. Is that done intentionallyt munication with Prince Edward Island with-

out any subsidy from the Dominion, 1 arn
Hon. Mr. POIRIER-That was amended sure the islanders, as a people, will not object

last year. to the communication proposed under this
bill, but if it is simphy to postpone the under-

lon. Mr. VIDAL-It is last year's Act taking of the work until the borings are
that I am speaking of. You retain the first corpleted and an estimate given to the Gov-
section of last year's Act and you leave out ernment of what it would cost, so as to
those words. I am asking if it is done enable them to put in a schenre invohving a
intentionally or otherwise, because they are subsidy a litthe below what the tunnel would
important words, that the charter will be cost, I do not think it is in the interest of
forfeited if the-work is not gone on with. Prince Edward Island or any other pro-
You strike them out and do not replace them vince; because I ar satisfied that the com-

tith anything. munication, if established and successful so

far as the extreme west end of the island is
iHon. Mr. POIRIER-lt is stricken out, concerned, will not be of the sare advan-

ut it is repaced with sirnihar words except tage to the public generaly. Lt appears to
as to dates. Jnstead of replacing it in an me that the proposition of the hon. gentle-
ariendaient it it replaced in a subsection man is psa ing weh into the hands of the

verbti..Government. They are in no hurry to spend

eight or ten million of dollars to establish

lio. r.VIDL-xcpttha tiscomunication ith e Prince Edward ln ih

Penalty is left out-that if the work is not Island and the rest of the Dominion, and so
C'Ispleted within a certain time the charter long as they have any excuse for delay, they
Shaîl cse. will say we are wiling to give you communi-

cation, but we are waiting to see what sore-
lon. Mr. POIRIER-The company wilh body is going to do at the west end of the

be Perfectly wîhhing to have that inserted in island, and this cornpany says owe are wait-
eGrnmaittee. ing to see what the Government is wiling

to do," and thus the people of Prince Edward
lo 0n- Mr. KAUTLBAC-I think Pry Island are to be left out in the cold for two
hoc friend had better ask for a longer ex- or three years to come. This question has

tension of time. t is impssible that this been played with a little too long already, and
Wrk can be commenced within the time it is pretty near time that some active work
SPeifed There is no intention on the part was corenced. It appears to me exceed-
of the Company to expend ioney and com- inghy singular that borings promised to be
icenice work until such tirne as the Govern- undertaken hast year should have been post-

lrent decide whether the tunnel is to be poned untih the month of September, at a
buîtc; if the Governorent decide not to buihd time of the year when, as every one knows, it is
the tunnel, then ony is the company to a go impossible tou go and take soundings in an
O011 with the work and I think the time open strait 6 or 8 miles wide. Evidently it

mhould be extended longer than fifteen was not intended to be corpleted last year.
verlths. I hope the Governe.ent wilh see that the

boringm are comrenced in proper tirte this
lIon. Mr. PROWSE-The explanation year, in the ronth of May, so that theygbef by the introducer of the bihl conveys wilh have the whole calm season of the year

the idea to this ouse that it is speciahy in to complete ther and be abhe to report as to
the i pterest of Prince Edward Island that whether they are prepared to giye this com-
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munication to Prince Edward Island or not.
If we are not to have this communication, I
for one, would like to know what they are
going to do about it.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-I ob-
serve that lion. gentlemen are a little impa-
tient at having local matters discussed in
this House (cries of " Oh ! no ! ") I admit
that this is not the time or occasion for spch
a debate, but I hope that some member
from Prince Edward Island will bring up
the whole matter before the close of the ses-
sion. If no one else will introduce the ques-
tion, I will do it niyself. I make this remark
to show hon. gentlemen that it is no wonder
that we are a little sensitive on this subject.
If hon. gntleemen will go to the reading
room they will find that the latest paper
from Prince Edward Island is dated the 6th
of April. This is the 18th of April, and it
has therefore taken 12 days to get a news-
paper from Prince Edward Island at this
time of the year. Hon. gentlemen will un-
derstand that it is not much wonder if the
people of Prince Edward Island feel a little
sensitive when a matter of this kind comes
before the Senate.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think it would be
rather hard on the hon. gentleman from
Acadia if his bill should come to grief owing
to a demand for an explanation made rather
by way of jest than otherwise. I think his
explanation is satisfactory. He says the
company who promote this bill are prepared
to go on and construct the work whenever
the Government have made up their minds
as to what they are going to do about the
tunnel. That does not give any excuse at
all to the Government for delay. This com-
pany is composed of gentlemen who, I
presume, are willing to put their own money
into the undertaking and expect to get a
return from their investment. Suppose
those gentlemen were to go on, as suggested
by hon. gentleman from Prince Edward
Island, with their work now, and after the
borings of next summer the Govefnment
decided that the tunnel should be con-
structed, then the project of this company
would become practically valueless, and
naturally, as business men, they do not wish
to put their money into an undertaking
which might be rendered almost completely
useless by the construction of the tunnel.
I think that the hon. gentlemen who repre-

sent Prince Edward Island here, if they find
fault with any one, should not find fault
with the promoters of this bill who are
anxious to do all they can for Prince Edward
Island, consistent with their own interest,
but should find fault with the Government
for not doing the work they have in hand.
The tunnel has effected one of its chief
objects already, and it probably is not so
likely to be proceeded with.

The motion was agreed to.

SPEAKER OF THE SENATE BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (Q) " An Act respecting the
Speaker of the Senate." He said : we had
a long discussion in the Senate last year
upon the principle of this bill. It is still
fresh in the minds of hon. members. The
bill of last year met with a certain amount
of opposition-not large as to numbers but
valuable as to the weight of the opinions
expressed. However, the bill went through
the Senate and I have no doubt would have
passed in the lower House with as good a
result had it not come before the House of
Commons at a very late date in the session.
It was intimated in the brief discussion
which took place there that the result of
pressing it would be to delay the prorogation
three or four days, and the Government
thought it advisable to allow the bill to
drop. It has been brought up again
here, and in deference to the opposition
expressed last year in this House, the
clause has been introduced so as to
remove all possible scruples from the cons-
ciences of any members of the Senate. If, as
contended last year, this Bill is ultra vires,
the law officers in England will have an op-
portunity of pronouncing upon it and the
Government can then petition 'the Imperial
Parliament to amend the constitution in
that respect. That mode I think is the most
advisable, rather than to petition before the
Parliament of Canada has expressed an opi-
nion about it and to be told, possibly, that
the power we are seeking is already vested
in us. Therefore, I think that it is unneces-
sary to state at length the ground taken
last year by the Government and some mnem-
bers of this House for adopting the bill. My
own personal opinion has not changed about
it. I have had occasion to consult with the
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Minister of Justice and he also is of opinion zette. 1 do fot care to enter upon anv ver-
that the bill is within the powers of the bal criticism. But what does I unavoid-
Hiouse. able absence -mean. How will a Clerk at

the table construe it ? What is to be done
Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I have to thank my if the Clerk is iii or declines to actî No

hon. friend the Minister for putting off the doubt illness of body might cause unavoid-
second reading a day. It enabled me to able absence, but perhaps he night hold
see the bill which was vesterday distributed. that nostalgia, in case of a Speaker, say one
I find it a transcript of the bill of last ses- from Prince Edward Island or Victoria, was
sion as it passed this House, with one clause worse than an attack of gout. The power to
added, to which I shall presently advert. determine is too serious to confer upon any
The measure was somewhat fully discussed subordinate officiai, but I will iot say any
On that occasion, the debate extending over more on this head. To come to the point upon
five days. It will be found in the Senate which 1 feel the danger of action as proposed
bebates of the 16th, l7th, 20th, 21st and lies. As I said the measure vas debated last
22nd days of March last. session. The objections then taken to the

bill, briefly and generally stated, were these:
lon. Mr. SCOTT-I think the words used that in passing such a measure we would be

last vear were that the Senate would exceeding the bounds of oui assigned juris-
appoint " the Speaker, and it was sug- diction under the British North America

gested that the word "choose " would be Act, inasmuch as the proposed haw would
better, and that word "choose" is the one change the terns and conditions of the
now used in this bill. sections providing for the constitution of

the Senate as part of the machinery of
lion. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, this is the bil legisation. That the constitution and

as adopted by this House and passed, and powers of the Senate were enacted, and
transferred to the House of Commons. Ail must be looked for in the statute alone, that
the modifications that were suggested last it would in fact be an amendment of the
session are made in this bill ; amongst Imperial Act; a creature of the statute
Others, the suggestion made by the hon. undertaking te rearrange itself by taking
member from Ottawa, to substitute the word something from the appointing power laid
"choose " for the word "appoint." The down by statute. That the question is not
louse did not argue it on the amended bill. one of me'e convenience but a question of

There was a very brief discussion there. jurisdiction and power to constitute a new
presiding oficer. That our constitution has

lion. Mr. GOWAN-There was a speech reserved no power to Parliament to deal
l1ade by Mr. Mills, and also a speech on the with a matter of the kind and that the
Other side, and many points were brought general words under section 91 "To make
UP. A strong sense of duty compels me to laws fo' the peace, orde' and good
a persistent opposition to what in itself only government of Canada" did not, as con-
night be a convenience. But if brought tended, confer the power to pass this bil,about let it be done in a constitutional way. that the whole frame-work of the British
The first clause provides that when the North America Act demonstrates that the
Speaker from illness or other cause finds it organism of Governnent was not to be inter-necessary to leave the Chair during the sit- fered with by Dominion legislation. The
ti8gs of the Senate he may call on any sen- section 91, relating to the distributing of
ator to preside in his place. The second power between the different governments,
section provides, that whenever the Senate but not ineant to confer the right to change
's informed by the Clerk at the table of the the fundamental provisions regarding the
UIavoidable absence of the Speaker the Sen- component parts of the Senate, sections 34,
ate may choose a senator to preside as 35 and 36, which are specific and clea' as to
SPeaker. The third clause provides that the constitution and organism of the Senate.
evry act of a temporary Speaker shall be as While the provinces received power to amend
Valid as if done by the Speaker himself-and their constitution (sec. 92, subsection 1) it
the fourth that the Act shall not come into was withheld f rom the Dominion. Thereforeforce till Her Majesty's pleasure thereon has such a measure as proposed would be un-

n signified by proclamation in the Ga- constitutional and void and contrary te the
17
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spirit and nieaning of the Imperial Act, our' tial, why not take the regular constitutional
written constitution. Moreover, it vas con- course of asking an amendment by the
tended the provision in the bill was an inva- authority that passed the British North
sion of the prerogative and an unlawful Anierica Act as was suggested last session
interference with the appointing power dele- by my hon. friend the senior member froni

gated by Imperial enactment to the Queen's Halifax, and then pressed upon the Minister.
representative in Canada. I do not propose The new clause added since last session
arguing out again the points taken in the doubtless was intended to take some of the
former discussion. Hon. gentlemen will see sting out of the measure, and I accept the
the whole debate in the Iansard if they concession in the spirit in which it is made.
will refer to it, and I trust will be convinced But it does not touch the argument that in
of the gravity of what bas been urged. Not undertaking to> alter the organism of the
only is the question one of construction on Senate we are exceeding the bounds of oui
our written constitution, but the proposed assigned authority under the British North
bill substantially alters the ternis agreedupon Amnerica Act. I doubt if section 4 of the
as the basis of confederation, and this fact bill-a new method-is not itself outside
must ever be borne in mind that the British our Constitution. Under section 55 a bill
North America Act is si ejuris, a solemn passed both Houses is presented to the
league between the several provinces, and so Governor General for the Queen's assent.
treated when before the Imnperial Parlia- He declares in the Queen's naine assent or
ment. Our constitution was agreed on be- dissent, or that he reserves it for the Queen's
tween ourselves, its hinding force and pleasure. When the Governor General
authority consumnimated -created by a statute assents to a bill, the Queen in Council may
of the Empire. We possess such powers as disallow it within two years, in which case
it assigns to us and none other. Should we the Act becomes null. Section 57 provides
undertake on our own authority to alter or for the signification of Her Majesty's
amend an integral part of the machinery of pleasure. But the 4th section of this bill
legislation provided for us, who can say now before us provides a new method not
where it may end. If the broad and un- known to the constitution. It is hard to
liinited power contended for under the say wvhat reception Her Majesty's inisters
words in section 91 he well founded, will it would give to a bill presented with sucb a
not admit of changes and disturbance in clause. My impression is such method of
other provisions, going to wreck confedera- action could not be recognized as a proper
tion ? Should this bill go on our Statute- foundation for Her Majesty to act on. The
book, will it not be a precedent for other British North i America Act declares it
infringements of the compact which the expedient not only that the constitution of
provinces entered into ? I maintain that an the legislative authority in the Dominion be
absolute plenitude of power was never con- provided for, but also that the nature of the
templated and cannot be sustained on any executive government therein be declared.
fair construction. The matter dealt with How can we venture outside of the express
by the bill nuiy be small, the alteration con-j provisions of the Act ? I think it but candid
venient, but once the door is opened to to point out this dilemma ; I do not care to
change Iv mere Dominion legislation, who expand upon it. Holding these views, I feel
can forecast the end, whbo say that the it my duty to vote against the bill.
plenarv power clained under section 91
may not be invoked directly or indirectly Hon. M'r. DICKEY-This question was
to impair provincial or other rights, or to thoroughly discussed and threshîed out a
fritter them away ? True a province year ago, and I do not propose to repeat
might be a dangerous subject to any argument that I used on a former occa-
handle in this way, but why pave the sion, for the reason that, like the hon. meml-
way ? The distribution of power is not in ber who bas introduced this bill, I have
all cases so clearly expressed as to leave no seen, upon further consideration, no reason
opening for contention that the paramount whatever to change the opinion, I then
pover doctrine should come in. I amn sorry expressed as to the comnpetence of this
that this bill is pressed. We have got on Parliament to pass the bill. I should not
very well under the law as it is ever since rise now were it not for the purpose Of
1867, but if the change proposed be essen- 1 adding a very small contribution to the
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literature of this question. Having had
Occasion to consult a new work which has,
just come out, I happened to alight upon a
Portion of the Imperial enactments, referred
to in that work, which seem to have some
bearing upon this question. The book that
I allude to, is, I an proud to say, a Canadian'
vork, written by a Canadian, and printed

the 4th clause being added in the measure
this year, to provide that it will come under
the purview of Her Majesty's law advisers
in England. It will not be the first
time that we are indebted to them for
amendments to the British North America
Act, but at least we have the consolation to
know that this Act, whether it be intra

tion of the House to it, and I will do so
Without intending to further interfere in Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The arguments being
the discussion. In that Act, thev call us so exhaustive last year in this matter, Ido not
aIl colonies, and the definition of 'the word propose to make any speech other than
"colony" shows it means all dependencies simply to cal attention to the fact that some
under the Crown which have legislatures. hon. members here and hon, gentlemen who
The word " colony" includes " all Her discussed tiis ratter in another place wil
Majesty's dominions abroad, where ex- persist in Iooking upon this as an intrusion
1st legislatures as hereinafter defined:" upon the prerogative of the Crown, as if we
therefore, it includes this legislature. were superseding the power of the Crown.
The question is a very important one, Oiie hon. gentleman used the argument that
but at the same time I have no doubt if we had a right to appoint a terporary
Whatever that it is the feeling of the Speaker, we had a right to do it permanentiy,
Ilouse generally that any doubt which that we could set the British North America
hon. gentlemen may have felt as to the Act aside altogether; but the argument was
Power of Parliament to pass this bill, will predicated on the assumption that we were
be, if not removed, at any rate lessened by appointing a Deputy-Speaker, ihthe sense in
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and published in Toronto. It is the work of rires, or ultra rires, can have no effect until
iNir. Clement, on the law of the Canadian the law oflicers have advised Her Majesty
Constitution, and it only came into my hands upon this subject and Her Majesty has
Within t wo or three hours. In the appendix, issued a proclamation to give effect to this
t find an Imperial Act which bears upon legislation, and if they think it is not within
this question, passed in the year 1865, the scope of the powers conferred by the
intituled, " An Act to remove doubt as to British North Anerica Act, the constitution
the validity of Colonial Laws." In the under which we live, then they will do as
ilterpretation clause, the word " colony" they did on a former occasion-advise that
is made to include all parts of the Queen's tihat Act should be amended in a particular
dominions' which have the benetit of legis- way, so as to leave no doubt as to our power
latures. In the 5th section of this Act, I to pass such a law.
finid the following:

Amiid the ae ~ nfo . .oo Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not sup-And4 to malike poiinfor the adnunistration
of justice therein and every representative legis- pose my hon. friend from Barrie desires us
lature shall, in respect to the colony under its juris- to open up a discussion now. This question
lletion, have, and be deeined at ail times to have was fully discussed and deternined last ses-

had, full power to make laws respecting the consti- sion, and I think the last clause of the bill
tUon, powers and procedure of such legislature. fully meets any objection raised. Any doubt
I an aware that it may be said that this which may arise as to the constitutionality

does not apply to the present discussion, of the Act will be determined by the legal
because we are acting under a written con- advisers of the Crown. It would be a
stitution, and unless we find within the four waste of time for us to open up a discussion
corners of that constitution the power to now and I do not think any of us would
m1ake these laws, we cannot look outside of change the opinions that we held last ses-
it ; but, a careful consideration of this enact- sion. 1 hope the Governnent will press the
Ment will show that it has a very wide bil through as quickly as possible. We
reaching scope, and I bring it forward as an last year saw the necessit of such an Act.
earnest, at all events, of the desire of the At a crisis ,andgreatin-
Imperial Parliament to confer all these convenience occur, and 1 hope theGôvern-
POwers upon colonial legislatures; and as ment will get the decision of the iaw
uch, I thimik it i my duty to cabl the atten- officers of the Crown as early as possible.
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which the terni is understood in another the Crown can issue a patent to another
branch of Parliament. -We never professed member who will take the chair. We do
to do anything of the kind. It was always not interfere with the prerogative of
admitted that the Crown could step in and the Crown, but if the Crown does
supersede our locum tenens. It was simply not exercise those rights, and it is
to allow business to be carried on. My hon. in the interest of the public business that a
friend from Amherst very properly called temporary make-shift should be adopted,
attention to the Imperial Act of 1865, which surely as men of common sense-and law is
has a bearing on this question, and I see supposed to have a little element of common
that that very Act was brought into sense about it-we would not allow the
existence on a parallel question. It was whole machinery of government and par-
passed because the legislature, having some liament to stand still for want of sonebody
degree of common sense, supposed that in to fill the chair temporarily. As practical
the temporary absence of the Speaker of the men we should regard it as expedient and
Legislative Council, they would have a right right, so long as we do not interfere with
to place some other member in the chair. the constitution. Our appointee has no
It was contended that the power of appoint- absolute possession. In arguing this matter
ment rested with the Crown. It was a case in the other branch of Parliament they dealt
of that kind that had to be met, and this Act with it very unfairly-they persisted in
is retroactive. It not only applies to courts assuming that we were anxious to appoint
but to legislatures. a Deputy Speaker. We did not propose to

do anything of the kind. The bill shows
And every representative legislature shall, in on the face of it that we did not, and there

respect to the colony under its jurisdiction, have,
and be deened at all times to have had, full power was no ground for such an assumption.
to inake laws respecting the constitution, powers
antd procedure of such legislature. Hon. Mr. GOWAN--The Senate is cer-

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-My hon. friend will tainly not constituted without a Speaker.

see that that statute was dealing with ques- The 35th clause of the British North Ame-

tions which arose two or three years before rica Act provides that fifteen members,
the passing of the British North Aierica I including the Speaker, shall be necessary to
Act. constitute a meeting of the Senate for the

exercise of its power. A member in the
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am aware of that, chair, elected or appointed by the House, is

but the saine principle applies. The parallel certainly not the Speaker, within the inean-
is precisely the same. They did not profess ing of the Act.
to interfere with the prerogative of the
Crown, but if the Speaker took ill they as- Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Even at the risk of
sumed that they had the right to place one falling under the charge of the hon. gentle-
of their number in the chair until the Crown men f rom Ottawa of lacking common sense, I
intervened. With regard to insolvency, have seen no reason to change the views ex-
many hon. gentlemen learned in the law pressed by me last session on this bill. I do
have asserted that the provincial parlia- not desire for a moment to take up the time
ments have no power whatever to deal with of the House with any argument upon the
the estates of insolvents, because in the I question now, because I think it is pretty
British North America Act the subject is well a foregone conclusion. I mercly dPEa e
specially reserved to the Parliament of to justify myself in the course that I propose
Canada. The provincial legislatures have to take. I adhere to the opinions that I
no right to pass such a law, yet we had the expressed last year, and they have beei
subject up yesterday, and we learned that strengthened rather than diminished since
the Privy Council have held that in the then. With regard to the clause inserted
absence of the exercise of power by the at the end of the bill, and which seems to be
Federal Parliament a provincial legisla- considered by some hon. gentlemen as re-
ture might pass such a measure. The moment moving some of the objections which were
we exercise our power, of course, it super- made to it before, I can only say that I do
sedes theirs. Just in the same way, if the not consider that the eventualities which
Crown is satisfied that a temporary locum the bill is to provide for are likely to occu
tenens should not be in the Speaker's chair so often that it is well to expose ourselver
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to the possibility of being told that we have
exceeded our powers, and 'that we must
Petition for an alteration of the British
North America Act to bring about the
munch desired change contemplated by this
bill.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Having looked
into the question during the recess, I still
hold to the views I expressed last year as to
the constitutionalitv of this bill. I still
believe that it is ultra vires of our Parlia-
ment. However, I make an exception as to
the first clause. I took the same position
last year. I believe the first clause is
wholly within our jurisdiction, that at any
tine the Speaker can call anv one of us to
replace him in the chair, and1 the discussion,
iflay go on while that gentleman is there, as
legally as if the Speaker himuself were presid-
ing, and that without any special enactnent
of ours, provided that when a vote is taken
or anything is to be recorded the Speaker is
'n the chair. Therefore, so far as the first
clause is concerned, if that alone constitut-
ed the bill, I would give it my support
but as to the other clauses, I still entertain,
tle ideas that I expressed last year. I
"o not share the opinion that the hon.
gentlemnan from Ottawa expressed, that
the Speaker of our House has less
pOwer than the Speaker of any assen-
"ly in the world. He lad likely in mind
the presidiiig officer of the House of Lords,
but ours is different. The position of the
5 Peaker here is pretty similar to that of the
Speaker of the House of Coininons, and if,
bY the British North America Act, provision
is made for the election of a Deputy Speaker,
oi for the absence of the Speaker of the
«ther House, it certainly was done because
it was deemîed necessary that the power
bould he derived fromn the proper authority.

11on. gentlemen remember well how it reads:
Until the Parlianent of Caiada otlerwise

!"Ovides, in case of the absence for any reason of
the Speaker froi the Chair of the Huse of Com-

onis for a period of 48 consecuîtive hoturs, the
liouse nîiay eleet aniother of its iiiees to act ats

eake a the neuîher so elected stail, during
tue <ontiiiuaiice of suich absence of the Speaker,
have and execute ail the powers, inuties anid
Privilege8.

It positivelv gives them those powers,
Which means that without such a provision
i the Act those powers could not exist.

'Such powersare not given for the substitution
of a Speaker in our House. That goes against'

what the hon. leader of the Opposition as-
serted, that our Speaker was the least among
the Speakers in the land. Article 35 of the
Act expressly says that our Speaker is some-
body and is not merely a figure head, but an
essential article of our constitution. It is
as follows:

Until the Parliamneut of Canada otherwîse pro-
vides, the presence of at least fifteen senators imclud-
ing the Speaker shall be necessary to constitute a
meeting of the Senate for the exercise of its powers.

Therefore our Speaker is necessary in
order that we should sit constitutionally,
and if it should be enacted that our Speaker
is essential to that end, I do not see how a
substitute appointed by us and not deriving
his powers from the proper source could
constitute with us a constitutional body.
However, I will not repeat the arguments
that were used last year, I understand per-
fectly the desirability of this legislation.
We should not be always under the necessity
that we were in before of appointing a new
Speaker in case of the sickness of the actual
Speaker, as was done I believe in the case
of Mr. Botsford, who was temporarily ap-
pointed. Provision should be made to re-
lieve our Speaker, especially now when we
are entering upon a new departure and tak-
ing a larger share of the burden of legislation
and when questions may arise on which
there will be night sessions. We should
provide, but constitutionally, for the sub-
stitution of some among us to come to the
help of our Speaker, whoever lie may be. I
am1 reconciled with the bill on account of
the 4th clause, which proposes to refer the
constitutionality of the Act to the proper
legal authorities. It will have the effect of
giving us a decision as to whether we are
intra or n/tra rire. On account of that
clause, although holding the same views
that I held last year, and recognizing the
alvisability of having some means of reliev-
ing our Speaker when necessary, I shall
vote for the second reading of the bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER--l do not propose to
vote against this bill. I think the object of it
is a very desirable one and one in which every
member of this House concurs. It is a
great pity that originally the power which is
sought to be given to the Senate by this bill
should not have been bestowed upon it, but
that not being the case, it is inuch to be
regretted that in 1875, when legislation was
had to increase the powers of the two
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Houses, this matter was not provided for. 1 stituted without a Speaker in the chair,
concur with what bas been said by the bon. then an Act wbich is repugnant to that pro-
gentleman from Barrie. I (1o not propose vision of the British North Anerica Act is
to go over again the discussion that we had to the extent of that repugnancy nuil and
last year when the bill was debated at con- voîd, and consequentlv this Imperial statute
siderable length, but I thought on the whole does not really and materially affect the
that the gentlemen who considered the argument. 1 quite collcur witb what bas
measure was not constitutional, made out a been said by the lon. gentleman from Barrie
fairly strong case. However, I learn from with respect to the course taken by the
the bon. gentleman from Ottawa that it is Covernuient. It would have been perbaps
impossible to see how anybody who had com- the quickest way to reach the end which the
mon sense could take the opposite view from Government were anxious to attain, had
that which is taken by that hon. gentleman. thev adopted the suggestion made last
I was at first disposed to feel very much session and passe( an address to Her
huniliated by this statement, but when i Majesty asking for power to enact this
remembered the language which had been measure. llad tlat been cone, the Act
applied to a very august court by the saine would have been passed by the Imperial
hon. gentleman a little wbile hefore, J did Parliament last year, and we would at the

iot feel so badly. v suppose niy colleagues beginning of this session have been in
ho took the saine view of this îineasure last a position to have passed the measure,

vear that v did would be content to be put and it could have been (ione witout any
on the saine level with the Lords of the delay-there nld not have been an oppos-
Judicial Ciiiiittee of the Privy Council. ition to it and our Act would then have gone

ay say, 1 understand the lon. gentleman iento operation for the present session and re-
ias since intimated that bis language was lieved lis Honour the Speaker during the
used in a Pickwickian sense, and under present session. As it is nov, there is no
those circumnstances we can ail feel relieved. kqnowing when the legiseation will become
Thli on.gentleman fromn Ambherst bas under- operative here. We have to pass this bill
taken t> tbrow a littie additional ligbt on Gere ; it aas to go the old country and be
the subject. I had beard last year of the'considered there by tbe law osficers of the
existence of tsis Imperial Act of 1865-J Crown, and every one knows toey are not
dIo not know wbether it was Meferred to in particularly rapid in their movements, and
this debate or not. 1 (I not think that it the beneit of this measure will not be felt
iia.terially alters the position, because it vas ,until next session at any rate. It is very

in existence in 18 l5 wh. n it wil thougrte much to be regretted that we cannot have
necessary to pass the Act of tbat year in'the beneit of the measure during the present

order to ive the Hiouse of Commons the session. Of course if the other contingene
power whic tdey supposed the b it and ocurs-that is, supposing that the law oni-
the saine mle of course would apply to us. cers of the Crowi decide that we bave a right
The son. gentleman from Amherst quoted to pass this measure that ill be the case -
fron oine or two sections of this Act of 1865, but if thev decide the other way, wen is the
but J shail cail the attention of the buse . Change to be made? We shail bave to deal
to the 2nd section of the Act uich 1 do not Wit the matter next session, J presume, and
think tels in favour of the contention of that dear kno s what Speaker we will be reliev
Thon. gentleman ing rs- en the measure gets t hrough.

Any colonial la- which is or shall be repugnant
to the pro isions of any Act of Parliament ex-
tending to the colony to which such law may
relate, or repugnant to any orler ori regulationis
made under authority of such Act of Parîlianent,
or having in the colony the force or effect of such
Act, shall be read subject to such Act, order or
regulation, and shall, to the extent of such re-
pugnancy, but not otherwise, be and reinain ah-
solutely void and inoperative.

If under the British North America Act
we had not the power to (o what we propose
to do now-if the Senate could not be con-

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Might I ask
the hon. Minister who bas introduced this
bill if he had taken this into consideration
-in the event of the law offleers reporting
this as ultra oires of the Dominion Parlia-
ment, whether Her Majesty could not by
proclamation signify ber pleasure with re-
gard to it?

Hon. Nir. ANGERS-Yes.
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Hion. Mr. LOUGHEED- -Would it not misfortune to differ froni the other members
have been better to have memorialized the of the House, because I held that it was
Imperial Parliament to amend the British ultra vires. The bill was passed and sent
North America Act and place the matter home. What was the result ? -.The law offi-
beyond any peradventure? cers of the Crown decided that it was ultra

rires. They did not wait until we petitioned
Hon. _Mr. ANGERS-If the Govern- here. Within two or three weeks afterwards

maent and a majority of the Senate had been a hill was introduced into the Imperial Par-
of the opinion that this was not within our liament to give us that power. That is all
Power, the proper course would have been the damage that can be done in case the
to petition, but we find that a majority of worst should happen in this instance.
the Senate and the unanimous opinion of
the Privy Council is that the law is within Hon. Mr-. ANGERS-I think there is
Our power and consequently it is our duty another instance in the case of the Manitoba
to deal with it squarely and fairly and not Constitution. The Parliament of Canada
to vest in others duties and attributes which gave Manitoba a constitution and the
belong to us. Now, supposing that the question arose whether the Parliament of
majority here and in the Privy Council are Canada had the right to do so, and when it
all wrong and that we have not the power got to England they passed a bill ratifying
which we think we possess, the consequence the constitution given to Manitoba.
Will' be that whei the measure is adopted Hon. Mr. GOWAN-Section 4 of the
by the Parliament of Canada, the law bill is new to nie in form, and I wish to
Officers reporting contrary to our con- ask my hon. friend if the clause will enable
tention may lead to the passing of an Act compliance with the rules laid down by the
in England removing the doubt, as bas Imperial Government in respect to appli-
already been done on other occasions. That cations from a colony for the opinion of the
is one way of doing it. Or the Queen may law officers of the Crown on any' important
assent to the Act and signify her pleasure, question which has arisen, especially ques-
which will be notified here by a proclama- tions of a constitutional nature?
tion. An objection has been made to the
4th clause by the hon. mniember from Barrie. Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentle-
lie savs even that 4th clause is contrary to man does not wish me to answer a question
the constitution, because the British North that deals with the future. I should like to
America Act says that the Governor Gene- have the full weight of his question, and the
ral shall give his assent in the name of the proper way is to give notice of it.
Queen to an Act passed by the Parliament
of Canada, or will reserve the saine for theJ Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I have taken this
signification of the pleasure of Her Majesty, mode of doing it, and I think it is the proper
and it is not within the wording of the Act way. I merely mention it now so that I
of 1867 to enact in the way that we pro- may not take him by surprise in bringing it
Pose to do. I say that it is. Surelv the up in committee. When that clause is
Parliament of Canada has the same power reached I could put the question to niy hon.
as the Privy Council, which is only a com- friend. I do not expect him to answer it
Imittee of the Parliament of Canada. Surely now, but when we come to that clause in
the samne thing may be done by the principal committee I will certainly like to know
body as by one of its committees : therefore what the intention of the Government is
I think that that clause is not beyond the specifically.
wording of the constitution, that gives the The motion was agreed to, and the bill
Governor General the power to sanction or was read the second time.
to reserve, which power to reserve is always
exercised upon the advice of the Privy BILL INTRODUCED.
Council.

Bill (W) "An Act for the relief of
lon. Mr. DICKEY-I should like to re- j Orlando George Richmond Johnston."-

mind my hon. friend what has been'done on (Mr. Clemow.)
former occasions. We passed a bill well
known as the Oaths bill on which I had the The Senate adjourned at 5.30 p.m.
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THE SENATE..

Ottawa, Thursday, 19th Apr9 , 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

IRREGULAR PETITIONS.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved that the
report be referred hack to the committee
for further consideration.

The motion was agreed to.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (X) " An Act respecting the Man-
itoba and North-western Railway Coipany
of Canada."-(Mr. Lougheed.)

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.), from
the Coimittee on Standing Orders and THIRD READING.
Private Bills, presented their thirteenth
report. He said : In the cases of all the Act further o aîuit
petitions mentioned in this report there was
no notice sent to the Clerk of this House of Nova Bowell.>
the advertisements in the local papers, and SECOND READINGS.
we thought it as well to report the fact to
the House, in order that it may be placed Bil (N) "Au Act to incorporate the
on record as a warning to those who are iolselev and Fort QuAppelle Raikvay
interested in those bills, that they have Perley.>
neglected their duty in the matter. If the
House think it advisable, the report can be Bih (25) "An ceptiug the Caa
referred back to the committee for further Cr
consideration. lu the House of Corumons, CneBrigo.
the papers were coiplete, but they were not 1Bill (20) " An Act respecting the Wood
sent ii a couplete form to this buse. MWountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Con-
There is no evidence that the regular adver- pany."-(Mr. Berier.)
tising as been doe i the local papers. n Bill (29) " A Act restaing revive and

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Had the committee
any person before then representing the
promoters of the bills?

further amend the Act to incorporate the
Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool Rail-
way Company.' (Mr. Dobson.)

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-N : but TuE SENATE DEBA'ES.
notice was sent by the clerk of the conmit-
tee to those who were interested, and only
one person responded this morning. Hou. Mr. BELLERONE moved the adop-

bon.Mr.MILLR-Prbap sone lon.tion of the second report of the StandingHoni. Mr. M3ILLER1-Perhaps somte hion.:
gentleman interested in these petitions which C oC ~said: I have not muci to say with referencehave been reported upon, might mnove that tothis report
the report be referred back to the commit- i * .d t pa s it se e
tee. It would be very hard to prevent those oe os te do an wt le rvs edi-
people getting their legislation through,
unless there is really good ground foi it.n -impesson -day to be distributed to memibers whose

I1on. Mr. ALLAN i o peechesappeariluteport. Each senato
that it would have been better not to have is allowed twenty-four bours to look over the
reported on the petitions at all, but simply reportof bis speech, and after twenty-four
let the clerk notify those persons interested bours it will be the duty of the reporters to
and let the petitions staid until the notices sen(l back the galleys, wbether they have
were furnished. been revised or not, because complaints are

made every day that there is too much delay
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-The object in in receiving the reports, and the only way to

reporting was that the report might be reniedy that is to force niembers to returu
placed on the journals of the House as a the galley or unrevised report ii tire. The
warniug fot the future. second part of te report relates to the
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charges for extra copies which senators ob- this naine is liable to lead to confusion. If
tain from the Printing Bureau. the report goes back to the committee thev

night perhaps consider the desirability of
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-There is an un- getting sone less universal name.

revised edition circulated. Is that to be
ispensed with ? Hon. Mr. ALLAN-It is not such an

. easy matter as the lion. gentleman thinks to
ion. Mr.BELLEROSE-There wil beno findl names not used before by anv otherlore unrevised copies such as we have now. company. The committee did iook throughIflstead of that the gallevs will be setci pn.Tecmniteddlo hog

here. the index relating to all the incorporated
companies and we found that there was less
likelihood of confusion with the name we

tHon. Mr'. H [LLER Have ve the adopted than any other, because we knowcharges copies how constantly these companies are men-

Hon. Mr-. BELLEROSE -The tariff is tioned by the first word or first part of their
given by the Queen's Printer. designation ; and the object was to avoid

that very prefix of Western. There is no
The motion was agreed to. other company that I know of with whiclh

this would conflict. There are two large
WESTERN CANADA TRUST AND companies in Toronto, I forget the exact

GUARANTEE CO.'S BILL. designation of them, but neither of thein has
that word Canada iii its title ; and I doubt
verv nuch whether you can get one that will

The Order of the Day having been calied, be less likelv to lead to confusion than the
(onîsideiatioii of the Report of the StandingCommnnittee on Bankinîg and Commerce in - Bill

Ab 1. A t t i t th t C d 1*

one we have selected.

Trt Il o p.ae esa, Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-When the bill8t and Guarantee (orporation.
cones up for the third reading, if iny lion.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved that the friend chooses to make a motion regarding
report be adopted. the change of title it can then be discussed,

but I might say the committee referred it
o to the hon. the Chairnan of the Banking

ýNinutes yesterday at the ainendnents Pro- Comnittee and to the clerk and to the pro-
Posed by the committee to this bill, I find moter of the hill, Mr. Svmons, to change
at least two errors. They are merely clerical the nae, and this one was selected. It
errors and I presume the clerk at the table does not appear to conflict, so far as I can
can correct themî. ascertain, with the titie of any of the other

lion. Mr. ALLAN-The question is conpanies. My hon. friend fron Anherst
Whether thîey were in the original report. has made a suggestion in regard to the pre-

sent naine used, but there was an objection

lon. Mr. POWEll If they are not in to that nane inasmuch as it conflicted with
the original report they should go back. If an existing comîpany. If the word
the hon. gentleman is going to move that I Western is used it is also considered
the report be referred back, I wislh to ob- that that would contict with another coin-
serve further that the title which the coin- pany of a somewhat siniilar class. I think
inittee has seen fit to substitute for the the House had better concur in the amend-
original bill is, in my humble judgment, ment proposed by the Banking Comnlittee
tearly as objectionable as the original title iasmuch as they have reported the 4il.

The Western Canada Trust and Guarantee My motion is that the report he adopted.
Comspany The new title is to be the
"Trust 'Corporation of Canada." Now, HOn Mr. POWER--Without the amend-
there are several trust corporations in Cani- ments.

da, and I think the new title is inisleading.
We have the Ea.stern Trust Corporation in Hon. Mir. LOUGHEED-As they are
Nova Scotia, and there are several other simply clerical errors the clerk will see that
trust corporations in the country, and I think they are corrected.
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I understand they avoidable occasions-exceptional occasions.
are merely clerical errors in the printing ; " Uncontrollable " might be a better word,
the report itself is correct. but I have explained the object we have in

view. It bas occurred, for instance, that
The motion was agreed to. the Speaker, while on his way f rom his home
SPEAKER OF THE SENATE BILL. to attend a meeting of the Senate, has been

detained by a storm. His absence in that
THIRD READING. case was unavoidable. We do not wish to

The House resolved itself into a cominittee leave it to his free will to be away f rom the

of the whole on Bill (Q) " An Act respect- chair. I think the word should remam.

ing the Speaker of the Senate." The clause was adopted.

(In the Comittee,) On the 4th clause,
On the 1st clause, Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yesterday, the sug-
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-At the second gestion was made that this provision was un-

reading of this bill an inquiry was made, usual. I do not see that it is unusual at all.
and the answer to it was not given as The House often passes bills which are to
promptly, perhaps, as the bon gentleman cone into force only by the proclamation of
who asked it might have expected. If I the Governor General, and this 4th clause
understand the nature of the inquiry, it is does no more, except that instead of the
whether the fourth clause, which provides proclamation of the Governor General, it is
that the bill shall not go into force until a proclamation issued at the request of the
Her Majesty bas expressed ber pleasure, Imperial Government.
will elicit the opinion of the law officers of
the Crown in England and whether the bill Hon. Mr. POWER-J presume that the
will be accompanied with the reports of the language is borrowed from the wording form-
debates upon it in the Canadian Parliament. erly used in the case of Divorce Bills. The
J have no hesitation in answering the ques- operation of the bill was suspended until
tion in the affirmative. The Privy Council the Queen's pleasure had been signified. 1
in England, upon receipt of such a bill, will presume the phraseology is the same.
have to advise Her Majesty as to the proprie-
ty of giving or refusing her assent. This ad- Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I think it is.
vice cannot be given to Her Majesty before The clause was adopted.
the Government inquires into the constitu-
tional question and makes a close study of Hon. Mr. READ, fron the committee,
the debates in the Canadian Parliament, reported the bill without amendnent.
upon the point in question. I think, there-
fore, it is quite plain that when the bill The bill was then read the third time on
passes, the Government will send it to the a division and passed.
Secretary for the Colonies, accompanied
with reports of the debates of last year in The Senate adjourned at 4.10 p.m.
both Houses.

The clause was adopted. THE SENATE.

On the 2nd clause,

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I think it is well to Ottawa, Friday, April 20th, 189..
give some attention to the argument adduced THE SPEAKER took the chair at Three
by the hon. member f rom Barrie yesterday. o'clock.
It strikes me that the word " unavoidable "
is not appropriate there and should be struck Prayers and routine proceedings.
out.

THE HUDSON BAY RAILWVAY BILL.
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have no verv great

objection to striking out the word, but it
was put there to show that the Senate will Hon. M. BOULTON intruduced Bil
bave recourse to tbis proceeding only on un- IlPn Act to provide for the construction O
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a Railway to Hudson Bay as a public work." of our labour, the country will be disap-
lie said : In introducing the bill I would pointed in the results of the efforts they have
ask the permission of the House to explain at j put forth to develop the great North-west.
Some length the purposes of the measure. It We have a rich territory, a country that
is to provide for the immediate and econom- Canadians may well'be proud of, but it is, as
ical construction of a railway to Hudson Bay I have remnarked before, an inland territory,
and also to unite the Dominion, the province dependent upon very long railway connec-
of Manitoba and the North-west Territories tion to find an outlet to the markets of the
in one combined purpose for the construction world, and the power that a single monopoly
of that road. We have heard several inter- possesses todiscriminate against that country
esting discussions upon the utilization of the in its freight rates, is such that it is cramp-
waters of the Hudson Bay and the advan- ing the interests and disappointing the ex-
tages that would accrue therefrom to the pectations of our people. Hon. gentlemen
great North-west Territories, which are now know that a charter for the construction of
in progress of development, and have been a railway to Hudson Bay, was obtained
So largely aided in their settlenient by the fron Parliament some twelve or thirteen
construction of the Canadian Pacific Rail- years ago. In fact, there were two charters
way. A population of some 250,000 souls obtained, one called the Nelson Valley Rail-
has already been settled in that country. way, to run from Winnipeg to York Factory,
The House will remember that I have already, and the other, the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay
before this session, brought up the question Railway, to run from Winnipeg to the mouth
of excessive freight rates on the Canadian of the Churchill River. In 1883 these two
Pacific Railway. I have pointed out that charters were amalgamated and forned what
where there was competition the rates on bas since been known as the Winnipeg and
the Canadian Pacific Railway were lower Hudson Bay IRailway Company. The ternis
than where there was no coinpetition, and and conditions upon which that charter was
that in fact there has been discrimination granted were such that the work had to be
against the population of that country in the commenced within three or four years and
matter of freight rates. A great deal of completed within ten years. The ten years
interest also has been taken in the question have elapsed and the Winnipeg and Hudson
of opening up the Hudson Bay as a navi- Bav Railway Conpany are now applying to
gable route. Hon. gentlemen will realize Parliament for a renewal of their charter, and
that there is an enormous inland sea to of the privileges granted them under that
the north of us nearly as large as the' charter. The people of the west have for
Mediterranean, larger than the Baltic, and some time felt that the construction of a work
larger than any of the great inland seas of of such importance leading to a sea that has
the world, entirely surrounded by Canadian yet to be developed both in the trade and
territory, but inaccessible to Canadian enter- traflic that may surround its shores and also
Prise, and the reason that it has remained so the local traffic that may intervene between
long so is because there is already an outlet the settled part of the interior and the coast
to the east, and the eastern population of -they have long felt that it is beyond the
Canada are not, to the same extent, inter- capacity of a private corporation-in fact
ested in its development. In fact, I nay that if a private corporation is going to carry
say that there is a disposition on the part of it out, aid sufficient to guarantee that private
sOme of our eastern friends to maintain the capital against all possible losses must be
current of freight and traffic between that forthcoming, before there are hopes at all of
Western country and the sea coast, in eastern securing the construction of the line. If the
ehannels, in order that it may not be diverted public have to find most of the security neces-
from eastern points. Hon. gentlemen will sary for the construction of the railway it
realize that we who reside in the North- is just as well that the expenditure upon its
West find it absolutely necessary that we construction should hecontrolledinthe public
Should develop that competition that will interest and by the public at large, and that
lead to the more economical disposition of when its construction is completed the public
the products of our labour, in orderthat it should own it and control its destiny in their
Iîay benefit the producers of the country at own interest. As hon. gentlemen will realize,
large, and unless we have the facilities for there are many of those who undertake the
that economical disposition of the products promotion of railways in Canada and on this
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continent generally, who are more interested of Alaska, for which they paid S7,000,000.
in the financial profit connected- with the They have developed great wealth in the
construction of the railway than in the Arctic regions of that country by their en-
final disposition of the road after its terprise. MI the saine wav an immense
construction. In the western sections of the tishing industry may be dveloped in our
country with regard to the Hudson Bay Hudson Bay by the opening up of this route.
Railway the people are not so interested in'The best market for the tishing industry of
the construction of the road itself as in the those northern waters will be the North-
advantages that are to be obtained from the west Territories and the north-vestern
connection with an outlet that may possibly states. We have (eveloped a large amount
be a competing route for the traflic and of tishing on Lake Winnipeg. The value of
trade of the west with the existing lines of fish taken from the waters of the province
communication, and for that reason the pro- of Manitoba is 1 believe $1,200,000. These
motion of a railway such as I am speaking lisheries have been developed by the facilities
of as a public work will be found to be of afforded for the distribution of the products
great national interest to Canada and to'of the fisheries. As you proceed further
those people of the west who have been north there are large numbers of inland lakes
seeking for years aszistance for the promo- containing great fishing wealth in themselves
tion of th.is enterprise. The development of -fish of a very valuable merchantable char-
the Hudson Bay is of great importance both acter. The flsh taken in the waters of Lake
from the enormous amount of territory that Winnipeg are distributed fot olv through
will be brought within the range of Canadian the North-west and the north-western states,
enterprise by providing an outlet, and from but to eastern Canada as far east as Ottawa
the value of the fisheries in those waters- itself. But the great tisheris of Hudson
at least everv one believes, and I think we Day will be of no value to Canada until a
have everv reason to believe, that thev are route is opened up by which the product of
valuable. It lias been stated on former the fisheries can le distributed in the interior
occasions in this House that the northern of the country. Other charters have been
waters are the best for fisheries. We know granted by Pariament to provide access to
that the best fisheries in Europe are on the the shores of Hudson Bay. (ne route pro-
coast of Norway and ve were informed by jected is f rom -ault Ste. Marie to Jame-
the present Lieutenant Governor of Prince Bay another is an extention of the
Edward Island, while lie was a member Of Toronto and Nipissing ailway to James
this House, and who is a good authority on Bay, and still another to connect the prov-
the subject, that the best fisheries of Russia mce of Quebec with James Bay. These
are in the Arctic Ocean. The fish products Nvould aIl acemiiplish the purpose that 1 have
of Asiatic Russia amount to 'I 1,000,000 per in view su far as our tisheries are concerned,
annum and all European Russia to two and but tley w0uld not furnish the means of
a half or three million dollars. It is per- distributing oui fishing wealth to the west
fectlv evident that the Asiatic fisheries must and south-west, nor would the earnings of
have been entirely developed in Arctic these roads ie supplemented by the trade
waters while the European fisheries must and traflk of a highly productive country
have been in Baltic and the Black Sea and which would seek an outlet ii that direc-
more southern waters. When Russia is tion. In considering the question of the
able to develop fisheries in the Arctic Ocean opening up of this route it is well to look
amnounting to -S 1,000,000 per vear as com- at the possible (evelopinent of further
pared with two and a half or three millions of traffic in connection with otler interests
dollars in European waters of Russia, it is besides the fishing, in order that the con-
evident that the Arctic waters contain ele- struction of the road may be profitable after
ments of wealth to a far greater extent than its completion. In addition to the fishing
the waters in more southern latitudes. Our wealth that a y,
own experience is that our fisheries are far there is the advantage it possesses as an out
more valuable than those of the United let foi the carrving trade of our nortl-
States. We have no positive information as western country. Theîe is a doubt in the
to the value of our fisheries in Hudson Bay, minds of the people as to what the futur
but we know what the enterprise of the înay have in store for us with regard to the
United States lias donc ii the territo'y outlet Hudson Straits, but we know
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enough to say that we should not close our and the competitionthat that route will deve-
eyes and declare that it is utterly impossible lopmust of necessity find its outlet through
that that route can be made available for'eastern channels, and therefore if there is
commerce, for a portion of the products of any fear in the minds of Our eastern friends,
Canadian industry and enterprise, because situated in Montreal, as an eastern centre,
as some hon. gentlemen stated here the other that it may affect their interests, they have
day, in excellent speeches that were made to compare what value the trade that will be
on the subject, we need not be astonished at developed by the Hudson Bay route will
anything that may be in store for us in! have on the commerce of the country for two-
future. The development of the human thirds of the year as compared with the Ioss
llind has been so great that the greatest of some of the existing traffic for one-third of
difficulties are overcome by the enterprise the year, owing to its diversion to the
and ability of the race of the present day. Hudson Bay route. Whatever will develop
Scientific knowledge and scientific appliances the commerce of the country and increase its
that are brought to bear are such, that we population, is bound to increase the wealth
need not hesitate in the promotion of and development of all parts of the country
any national enterprise, lest it should upon the unes that have already been laid
flot come up to the expectations that down. 1 do not wish to detain the buse,
we have formed from our imperfect know- because this bil will core up for a second
ledge of the circumstances ; therefore reading, but as it is necessary that hon.
we should divest our minds of the idea that members should know what the purport of
we are taking any chances or risks in open- the bill is, 1 wish to explain in order that
Inlg up such an enormous portion of our terri- when the bill does cone up for second read-
tory by the construction and operating of a ing the buse may know exactly the unes
railroad to the waters of Hudson Bay. that I have laid down for their consideration,
There are evidences that our friends in in bringing forward a bill which perhaps
Mlontreal are opposed to the opening of that some may say is of an unusual character.
route. When the on. member for Welland There has been so much said about he ad-
ifltroduceo the subject of the Hudson Bay vantagesof thisroutebyother hon gentlemen
route the other day, the hon. member from that I wil not take up the time of the House

sennebec who lived in Montreal, opposed the by enlarging on the subject. hat I want
eheme on its merits. After having identifled to say is, that the private charter to which

hirsetf with it at one time, and ascertaining I have already referred, and which is now
the facts connected with the project, he said before the buse for renewal, is promoted
he thought it would not be a profitable or by a private corporation; that the aid which
practicable undertaking. They may, however, has been granted to that corporation amounts
resut fron the sources from which he de- to 6,400 acres per mile, withinthe boundaries
rivf,(l his information-his interests do not of the province of Manitoba, and 12,800
lie in the direction of Hudson Bay, but that acres for the portion outside of the pinits of
fact shouîd not operate to stop the enter- Manitoba, and in addition, a cash subsidy of
prise of the very large population situated $80,000 a year for the extension to the
il, Our north-western country. The interests Saskatchewan River. For thirteen years,
Of the east as a distributing route, will not notwithstanding the aid granted to this cor-
suifer by the opening up of the Hudson Bay poration, no advance has been ade towards
route, because it is well known that under the construction of the road. It shows that
the most favourable circutnstances, the navi- unless this aid is greatly supplemented, it is
gation of Hudson Straits will be limited to beyond the power of a private corporation
about four months of the year, from the lst to, carry out the work. It is, therefore, a
July to, the 1 st November. I3eyond that 'matter of importance to, us in the west to
Period the risks and the difficulties will he know that another ten years is not going by
80 great that we are net likely to be able to without something practical being done to-
Proftably extend it beyond that, but four wards carrying out the project. The bi h
laonths of navigation, if it is practicable, is of which I am submitting to this House pro-
irense value as an outlet forthe prodnctions vides facilities to enable the province of
Of the country. For eight months of the year Manitoba and the North-west Territories to
schatever development takes place, in conse- combine, in order to assit in the promotion
quence of the construction of the new outhet, of this enterprise. It provides that they
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shall bear the cost and the bùrden themselves, of the Imperial Government was to Canada at
and, inasmuch as it is a matter of national that date. I do not think that any one in
importance, that the Dominion Government Canada will complain and say that we ought
shall assist them by a guarantee of the bonds neyer to have undertaken the construction
necessary for the construction of the road at of that work even though it bas cost a very
a rate not greater than 3 per cent interest. large sum up to the present moment. I do
We have a precedent for the idea that I amnot think anyone Iooking back will Say that
now bringing before the House. if we had to do it over again we would not

undertake it. The Intercolonial Railway
Hon. Mr. MILLER-Does the hon. lias been a bond of union between the

gentleman think that we have power to pass Maritime Provinces and the Western Prov-
such a bill in this House? inces, and as a public work undertaken at

that time at the public cost 'bias been of
Hon. Mr. BOULTON--Yes, I think we immense value. In the same way the Grand

have. However, I am prepared to submit to Trunk Hailway was promoted in 1850 or
superior knowledge as to the constitutional 1851, and the Goverument of Canada gave
powers that we possess ; at all events it is by way of a ban $15,000,000 to that enter-
absolutely necessary that I present iny bill i ate time-$15,000 a mile for a
and explain its object before we are able thousand miles of railway so ong ago as
say whether it is constitutional or not. So 1854. The Grand Trunk llailway, notwith-
far as the guarantee of the Dominion Govern- standing that large subsidy, bas been loaded
ment is concerned, this bill does not provide down with a great manv securities which
for that. It bas to be provided for by a have brought discredit on'the country in con-
special Act for the purpose. This bill merely sequence of their not being able to pay
provides the machinery by which the pro- 1 dividends upon these securities. It was a
vince and the territories nay unite with the wasteful nethod of construction at that
Dominion and carry out the work ; in so far time, and manv of those N-ho put their
as it is confined to that, it is within the pro- money into it have felt the hurden of that
vince of this House. It is quite possible waste from that day to this. 1 do not think
that the Dominion Government may feel that it is in the interest of the country that we
it would be better for should Liunch any enterprise that would
take the matter up itself, but it is necessary, have the same effect in the opening up of the
in order to miove public opinion on a great Hudson Bay Railway route. It should be
question like this, that those who are most a public work backed up by the credit of
interested in the promotion of the project the country and by the assets that were
should provide details for a fair and honest granted to the private corporation referred
discussion of the merits of the question. I to. Then again, we have the Canadian
have had no communication on the subject Pacifie Railway. The country gave to that
with the Government of Canada or the Gov- railway in subsidies and otherwise equal W
ernments of the North-west. It is an idea eiYhty, ninety or one hundred million dollars,
that I have already developed by correspond- asthe value of the land illight be computed,
ence in the public press, and I desire now to and althou"J the Canadian Pacifie Iailway
put it before Parliament for consideration. fas cost the country a great deal of money I
As hon. gentlemen are aware, the Inter- do not think any one will look back and say
colonial Railway was constructed in 1867, we have done wrong or that if we had to
and the Imperial Parliament gave an Impe- do it over again we would not undertake it,
rial guarantee on 815,000,000, at 4 per cent but what 1 do want to say is this, it has
interest, and with that aid Canada was en. been a wasteful nethod on the part of the
abled to raise money for the construction of Grand Trunk Railway an( on the part of
the road at a very much lower cost than it the Canadian Pacific Railway. At the
otherwise would have done at that titne, and present moment the net earnings of the
the Intercolonial Railway bas been of great Canadian Pacific Railway are 3 per
international importance to Canada since its cent on the cost of $280,000,000, or the
construction. And such bas been the pro- co4 of 5,500 miles of road at $50,000 per
gress of Canada since that day, the guarantee 1 mile. That is the burden that the
of the Federal Government of Canada at 3 traffic of the country bas to bear in cou-
per cent is of as much value as the guarantee nection with te Canadian Pacifie Railway
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and in addition to a subsidy of S80,000,000 loss that nay be sistained by the guarantee of the
or $90,000.000, that has been granted to construction bonds ;
that enterprise. I point this out to show And whereas for the better carrying ont of the

p P aforesaid contention the construction of the said
that it is a wasteful method and that a railway shall be carried on by a body of four coin-
Inore economical way of undertaking it as a missioners in whom shall be vested the powers
public work is worthy of the best attention necessary to hold the assets, to carry on the work

of hon. entlemen of this House. I am of construction, and to levy rates upon the assess-
b etee able property of the provine of Manitoba and the

bringing it forward im the interest of our territories to indennify the Government of Canada
people in the western country, in order that I against loss. And that the three comnnmissioners
by the opportunities that exist through our shall be appointed one by the Doninion Govern-

Debates the details and the information that ment, one by the Provincial Governnent of Mani-
toba and one by the Territorial Goverunment and

am able to furnish may be distributed to one by the three Governments jointly :
the public. The bill I prepared is modelled Therefore in fultilment of the duty contained in
on the Intercolonial Railway bill which was the foregoing preamble and in order to carry out
passed in 1867, and seemed to be a method the intention therein expressed and to the raisingb . of the said loan so to be guaranteed as aforesaid,by which the very best economy conbined Her Majesty, by and with the advice and consent
With the very best worknanship could of the Senate and Honse of Commons of Canada,
Possibly be obtained. It was not an expen- enacts as follows :
Sive road in its original construction and I Then follows the bill rodelled on the one
believe it ranks with any other railway in adopted for the construction of the Inter-the country in the excellence of its colonial Railway, which, in addition, pro-
construction and its permanent way. The vides for the transferrence to the commis-
sane results will accrue, I believe, to the sioners the public aid which had already
Hudson Bay Railway if undertaken on the been appropriated for the construction ofsane principle. The bill provides that it this railway, to be nanaged by them as a
shall be undertaken by commissioners, one of trust, the cash subsidy of $80,000 a year
whom shall be appointed by the Provincial to provide for the interest during construc-
Government of Manitoba, one by the Gov- tion, the land gra-nt as an additional securityernment of the North-west Territories, and for the bonds. I will not read any more
one by the Dominion Government, and one of it as it will appear in our Debates, and
by the joint action of the three Govern- lion. gentlemen can read it for theniselves,Inents, and in that way there is a commun- so that when it comes before this bouse for
ity of interest. I will read that portion of the second reading we may have an intelli-the bill that deals with that question : entdiscussion upon a question that is of very

great importance to the Canadian Govern-
Whereas it is desirable to open up the Hudson ment and people, because any population

Bay to Canadian commerce, and to further utilize that is brought in by the Hudson Ba routethe tratiic of its waters for' the cheapening of its . .t.u . a
transpor-t for the producers of the western terri- will remain in the country and increase the
tories of Canada; public revenue.

Andi whereas it is desirable that the utnost
econony should be exercised in the construction of Hon. Mi'. McCALLUM-You could nota railway that nust of necessity for many years be bring them in that way without freezinlnited in its local tratie, and dependant on its
throug h tratic; themn.

Ai whereas the opening up of the Hudson Bay
Waters is of national importance and winl add to Hon. Mr. BOULTON-They have been
the national welfare of Caniada, it is desirable to coning in for 200 years that way without
assist in the construction of a railway to a port on being frozen. It has been long used as aHudson Bay by lending the eredit of the Govera-s n
ient of C'anada by a guarantee of the bondîs neces route for access to the great plains of the

sary foi' its construction, at a rate of interest not North-west. First of all it was developed
exceeding three per cent undew certain terns and by the Hudson Bay Trading Company andconditions hereafter specified. they carried on their trade with the interiorAnd whereas the chief benefit derived by the c
construictioin of a railway to connect our western by that route for a long time. Then we had
territory with the Hudson Bay will accroe to the the North-west Fur Trading Company and
People occupying those territories, the a[oresaid they found an inlet by the Canadian route.guarantee shall not go into force until the Legisla- Afterwards the two companies were amalga-tures of the province of Manitoba and the Terri-
torial Governments shall pass acts agreeing to
indemnify the Dominion Goverment against any their way into the country by St. Paul and
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through United States territory. That has
since been changed and it is now by way of
the Canadian Pacifie Railway. If we open
a road to Hudson Bay it may take its turn
again as one of the routes for the develop-
ment of Canada. The advantages it poss-
essed in the past in the development of that
great western country will be just as ap-
parent when that railway is an accomplished
fact as it was in the time of the old voy-
ageurs who found their way from Churchill
and Nelson to the interior of the country
by the York boats on these rivers. With
these remarks I beg to move the first read-
ing of the bill.

lon. Mr. ANG ERS-I rise to a question
of order. This bill, on the face of it and on
the showing of the promoter, who addressed
us, is not a public bill. It is a private bill
prepared, I should say from the speech we
have just heard, at the instance of the Gov-
ernment of Manitoba and the Government of
the North-west Territories. It should have
been preceded by a petition, and a deposit
no doubt has been made for the introduction
of a private bill. The Standing Orders
Committee should have reported on this
petition. It cannot at all be treated as a
public bill. Moreover, if it were a public bill
the hon. gentleman should have kept it for
a future occasion wlhen he could have the
authority of the Crown for its introduction,
because its enactment would authorize the
levying of taxes necessary to build this
work. I think, therefore, that it is not in
order on either ground--if the bill is a pri-
vate one it cannot be introduced at ail, and
if it is a public bill, it could only be intro-
duced by and with the sanction of the
Crown, and not in this House at all, but in
the House of Commnons.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I think that it is
entitled to a first reading and if it is found
to be as the hon. Minister of Agriculture
says it is, then after the discussion on the
second reading it can be ruled out. I think
a bill of that description is, at any rate,
entitled to its first reading in order that it
may go before the House and be discussed
on its merits.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-To give the bill its
first reading would imply, that we know,
very little of the constitution of the country.
It is a bill intended clearly to impose taxa-

tion, and provides for a guarantee of the
country for a great public work, and there-
fore could only be initiated in the House of
Commons and then on a message f rom the
Crown. We have no control over measures
such as this for initiation even.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I would extend ny
objection also to the publishing of this bill
in the Debates. I think the House should
not allow that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The House could by
unanimous consent do that. The h>n. gentle-
man has made a speech and it must appear.
I quite agree with the hon. member from
Richmond on the point of order, but the hon.
gentleman should have an opportunity to
give his views to the House and to the coun-
try.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not object to
that at all-the speech has to be published,
but the hon. gentleman made a request that
the bill should be published at length in the
Debates, and to that I object.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I quite agree
that this bill cannot be introduced in this
House, for the reasons that have been given,
at the same time my sympathies are with the
hon. gentleman. He cannot too strongly
agitate, in the House and outside of it, the
project of giving a port on Hudson Bay to
Manitoba and the North-west, either as a
private enterprise or as a government work.
and if at any time it can be done, it will be
of vast importance to the Dominion.

The SPEAKER--The House seems to
be perfectly unanimous as to the bill not
being in order and the promoter of the bill
himself has not asked for a decision.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS--I ask for a deci-
sion.

The SPEAKER-I am of opinion that
the bill is out of order.

THE FRENCH TRANSLATORS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved:

That the Clerk of the Senate be authorized to
employ stuch tenporary assistance for the French
Translators as is neoessary, and to pay therefor
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the same rate per printed page as that paid for
sinilar translation in the House ot Commons.

He said : In the report of the Committee
on Internal Economy and Contingent Ac-
counts, adopted last Wednesday, the duties
of the extra translators to be employed was
confined to the translation of bills. As the
work of the translators is far behind, it is
necessary that the assistance should be
general.

The motion was agreed to.

THE COMMITTEE ON THE
INSOLVENCY BILL.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved:

That the Honourable Mr. Smitfh be added to the
Select Committee to whom was referred Bill (C)
Intituled: " An Act respecting Insolvency," and
that the said committee be authorized to send for
persons, papers and records and to report from ti me
to time.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4.10 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, April 23rd, 189.1.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

WESTERN CANADA TRUST AND
GUARANTEE CORPORATION BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the third
reading of Bill (D) " An Act to incorporate
the Western Trust and Guarantee Corpo-
ration."

lon. Mr. POWER-I gave notice the
Other day as follows:

That when the Order of the Day is called for
the third reading of Bill (D) intituled : "An Act
to iCorporate the Western Canada Trust and Gua-
rantee Corporation," he will move that the title of
the said bill be " An Act to incorpordte the
Alberta Trust and Guarantee Company," and that
the name of the company be " The Alberta Trust
and CGuarantee Company."

18

TheCommittee onBanking and Commerce,
to whom this bill was referred, recommended
that the title of the bill and the name of the
company be altered, but it does not seem to
me that the title of the bill or the name of
the company is yet what it ought to be.
My motion is for the purpose of trying
to improve things. To a certain extent
it may be an infringement on the rights
of the hon. member from Calgary, but
it is desirable that the company .should have
a proper name. As I understand it, this is a
company organized in Calgary, to do business
in that part of the Dominion. The title which
is recommended by the committee is " An
Act to incorporate the Trust Corporation of
Canada." Now, that title is clearly not cor-
rect, because it is an Act to incorporate a
corporation. If it is already a corporation,
there is no necessity to incorporate it. You
incorporate a company but not a corporation
-a corporation is something which is already
incorporated. There is that objection to
the title of the bill. Then, this is a com-
pany to do business in the North-west, with
headquarters in the district of Alberta, and
the title of the bill and the name of the
company should give some indication as to
the sphere of action of the company when it
is incorporated. When you call it " The
Trust Corporation of Canada," it has
the boundless Dominion for its sphere. I
suggest that it would be advisable to make
the territory a little smaller. Alberta has
a pretty large area, and this company will
find scope and room enough for their opera-
tions under that title. I therefore move
the amendment of which I gave notice.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I appreciate the
solicitude shown by the hon. gentleman from
Halifax in reference to the title of this bill.
It appears to me that the hon. gentleman
assumes more anxiety at times than he is
called upon to bear. Had my hon. friend
acquainted himself with the facts concerning
the seleccion of this title, he would have
found that the matter was fully discussed in
the Banking Committee, of which my hon.
friend does not happen to be a member, and
that the Banking Committee delegated to a
sub-committee the selection of a name in lieu
of the title which had been decided upon
by the promoters. That committee was
composed of the hon. gentleman from Torcnto,
who is Chairman of the BankingCommittee,
the promoter of the bill and the law
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·clerk, and they selected the name which ap-
peared in the report of the committee as one
not conflicting with that of any other
company. Consequently, I think it but
reasonable to conclude that that sub-com-
mittee was in a very much better position
to determine whether this is a proper name
for the company than my hon. friend who
was not there when the discussion took place
and is not familiar with the circumstances
of the case. Permit me to say, in the first
place, that the company would object to the
name proposed by the hon. gentleman. He
seems to wish to place a limitation on the
operations of this corporation. Because this
company proposes to do business in the
North-west Territories, it does not follow
that it may not do business as far east as
Halifax.. Therefore, the company object to
the very local name proposed by my hon. friend.
In the next place his contention is untenable
that the word " corporation ",should not be
used. My hon. friend says that " corpora-
tion " presupposes the existence of a cor-
poration. I would ask my hon. friend how
would a corporation ever be organized
if we could not give it a name as a corpora-
tion in this way ? It must stand to reason
that at some juncture of the history of a
company a name must be given it as a com-
pany or a corporation. We are merely ask-
ing that a name be given to this company
and that it be called " The Trust Corpora-
tion of Canada." I find that the report
recommended that the name be changed to
" The Trust Corporation of Canada." Now,
inasmuch as this does not conflict witl the
name of any other company, and has been
recommended by the committee after a very
careful inspection of the names of other
corporations of this description, I see no
reason why the House should not confirm
the report of the committee.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-On behalf of the
committee I may be permitted to say that
when the bill was first introduced in the
House, 1, myself, objected to the proposed
title of " Western Canada Trust and Guar-
rantee Corporation," because it was a name
which conflicted with the names of several
othercompanies-The Western Canada Loan
and Savings Company, for instance, one of
the largest of our loan companies. When the
bill was before the committee a good deal of
difficulty was found in fixing upon a title
which would not clash with the name of any

other incorporated company. We sent
for the index to the statutes of those
various companies and found that " Western
Canada," " North-western " and other titles
of that kind had already been appro-
priated, and after some little consulta-
tion we thought that a name which con-
flicted less with any existing company than
any other was that of the Trust Corporation
of Canada. There is not much force in
what the hon. member from Halifax said
with regard to the term " corporation." I
have at this moment in view several compa-
nies that were incorporated under similar
names--The Ontario Trust Corporation for
instance, was incorporated under that name
and therefore I do not see any objection on
that ground. I think the name as it stands
is not objectionable. If there is anything
objectionable at all, it is perhaps that the title
isalittletooambitious, butIdonotunderstand
that it is the intention of the company that
their operations shall be confined to a parti-
cular portion of the North-west which would
justify limiting the name to the " Alberta
Corporation." These are the reasons which
weighed with the committee in recommend-
ing the name submitted to the House.

Hon. Mr. POWER- With the concur-
rence of the seconder, and with the permis-
sion of the House, I ask leave to withdraw
the motion. I night have moved to call
the corporation the Universal Trust Company,
but perhaps that might have beenobjectedto.

The amendment was withdrawn and the
bill was read the third time and passed.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (E) " An Act for the relief of Caro-
line J. Downey."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (S) " An Act to amend and consoli-
date the Act relating to the Harbour Com-
missioners of Montreal."-(Mr. Bowell.) ,

Bill (X) "An Act respecting the Manitoba
and North-western Railway Company of
Canada."-(Mr. Lougheed.)

WILLIAM ROPER HULL RIGHTS
AND PRIVILEGES BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Orders of the Day being read,
Second reading Bill (J) " An Act declaring and

confirming to William Roper Hull, certain water
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rights and privileges in Fish Creek, in the dis- powers by royal charter, to prevent slips
trict of Alberta. "-(Mr. Lougheed.) from depositing the ballast which they may

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I wish to ex- have, or any other rubbish, in certainportions
,plain to the House that this bill has been of the roadstead. They represented that
Postponedon the Order Paper in anticipation these deposits are fillingup thatportion of the
of the Government bringing down a general entrance to the harbour of St. John, and they
Irrigation Bill. I therefore desire, with the askthat power begiventoextend the harbour
indulgence of the House, to have it remain soas tobringthatportionof the baywithin the
on the Order Paper until that juncture sha limits of the harbour. It is a véry necessary
have arrived. I therefore move that the provision. The only fear that was expressed
Order of the Day be discharged and that the by my hon. friend to my left was that we
second reading of the bill be fixed for this were taking certain powers from the royal
day week. coinmissionersandfromthe corporation of the

city of St. John. The bill doeas not interfere
The motion was agreed to. in any way with any of the powers or rights

which are given any corporation under
PUBLIC HARBOURS BILL. royal charter or by special act of Parhiament.

SECOND READING.

Hon Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (U) " An Act respecting
IPublic Harbours."

lon. Mr. POWER-Perhaps the hon.
gentleman will give some explanation of this
bill.

Hlon. Mr. BOWELL-I did that at the
introduction of the bill. The first clause
gives power to the Government to extend
the area of any harbour. I tiink the hon.
gentleman will remember that when I called
attention to this provision before, he men-
tioned that the language used in this clause
0onveyed the idea that a harbour might not
be wholly covered with water. I explained
then that there might be an island in the
harbour and under those circumstances it
would be necessary to take power to extend
the limit beyond the island. The second
clause provides that any public harbour
created by proclamation under this Act shall
be deemed to be a port within the meaning
If the Harbour Masters' Act. The third
clause provides for giving power to the Gov-
ernment to make such regulations as may be
necessary for the government of said harbours.
The last clause provides a penalty for not
carrying them out. I might mention that
the necessity for this bill was more particu-
larly brought under the notice of the Depart-
maent of Marine and Fisheries on account of
the depositing of ballast by a number of sea-
going ships in the roadstead at the entrance
Of the harbour of St. John, New Brunswick.
The lyarbour does not extend sufficiently far
t enable the corporation, which derives its

18½

Hon. Mr. POWER-No doubt it is a
very meritorious act on the part of the Gov-
ernment to try to improve the harbour of
St. John. The only question with respect
to this bill is that it is general in its provi-
sions. Nobody would dream of objecting to
it if it related only to the harbour of St.
John. I do not speak against the bill in
any sense, but there are one or two features
of it which deserve the attention of the
House before it goes through. Hon. gentle-
men are probably aware that there had been
a conflict of jurisdiction between the local
legislatures and the Parliament of Canada
with respect to what are called the fore-
shores. There was a decision by the Su-
preme Court of Canada in a Prince Edward
Island case, the case of Holman and Green,
to the effect that the foreshores come under
the jurisdiction of the Parliament of Can-
ada. The decision of the Supreme Court of
Prince Edward Island had been given unani-
mously the other way, and the counsel
who was engaged in the case on behalf of
the owner of the property whose views had
been sustained by the Prince Edward Island
Court, was perfectly satisfied that if this
case had been taken to the Judicial Com-
mittee of the Privy Council, the decision of
the Supreme Court of Canada would have
been reversed, and the decision of the Prince
Edward Island Supreme Court been sus-
tained. The Government of Canada indi-
cated that the law as laid down in this case
of Holman and Green, was not altogether
satisfactory, because some two years ago
a Government measure was passed here
which placed the foreshores throughout the
country as a rule under the jurisdiction of
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the local governments. Under this bill, if it
become law, the Government may by pro-
clamation decide that any bay, even though
it is not used as a harbour at all, niay be de-
clared to be a harbour. The Government
could claim under this Act that they had
jurisdiction over it, and then a port warden
could be appointed, even though no vessels
went to the harbour. I do not think it is
probable that anything of the sort will be
done, but it might occur if this bill were to
become law, and the question of jurisdiction
deserves the serious consideration of the Gov-
ernment. I presume it will receive that con-
sideration. The Governor in'Council under
these regulations may take the greater part
of the foreshores of the country and make
regulations and provide penalties for the in-
fringement of those regulations. The lan-
guage of the bill is rather sweeping, and be-
fore the measure is finally passed here, the
Government might take steps to have the
language to some extent limited.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It seems hardly
right for any member of this House to in-
dulge in petty sarcasm whenever the name
of St. John is mentioned. We know St.
John has no jealousy towards Halifax.
Our harbour will accommodate the largest
ships afloat. We have a depth of 27 feet
of water at lowest tide. The largest
ship in the British Navy entered our
harbour a few months ago, a ship that
drew 27 feet of water, and remained there
at low tide. Under these circumstances it
is hardly right that, hon. gentlemen should
indulge in such sentiments towards St.
John. Halifax, we admit, has a fine
harbour and is a fine city, but its harbour is
not visited with such a large class of merchant
shipping as that which comes to St. John.
But there is no reason why we should not
get along without these petty jealousies on
the part of the two cities on the maritime
coast. I appreciate the desire of the Govern-
ment to improve the harbour of St. John, if
it is necessary to improve it, but it strikes
me that there is no necessity to deepen
the entrance to the harbour, except in con-
nection with the recent improvements, when
a large quantity of ballast was unneces-
sarily and in violation of the contract de-
posited in the channel. The Common Coun-
cil of St. John have always provided wharfs
and improvements and placed our harbour
in such a position that to-day we can ac-

commodate any commerce that Canada may
have or that the world may offer us without
any danger of vessels finding a deficiency
of water or impediments that might inter-
fere with navigation in the slightest degree.
Therefore, I think the hon. gentleman from
Halifax should not be so ready to indulge in
assumptions that are incorrect as to the
navigation of the harbour of St. John.

Hon. Mr. WARK-One reason why such
legislation as this is necessary is that very
frequently vessels on arrival may be pre-
vented by strong outward currents or un-
favourable winds from casting anchor and
to save time and expense begin to discharge
their ballast so near the entrance of the
harbour as to injure it. By this nieans
they utilize the labour of the crew who
would otherwise be idle during the detention
and save the expense of labourers to discharge
the ballast inside and perhaps teams to haul
it away. The bill will enable the Govern-
ment to extend the limits of the harbour
and give the corporation control over such
extension and thus prevent obstructions at
its entrance.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Whether this
was prompted by the condition of St. John
harbour I do not know, but it is important
legislation. I know the port of Lunenburg
does not cover a sufficient area to prevent
people throwing ballast and débris too near
the entrance of the harbour. Several years
ago some vessels dumped their ballast in a
place where it had to be dredged out again,
and therefore I am glad to see this bill in-
troduced. I know the same difficulty is ex-
perienced not only at Lunenburg and St.
John, but in other ports, to the detriment
of navigation.

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read the second time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (34) "An Act respecting the Bell
Telephone Company of Canada."-(Mr.
McMillan.)

Bill (30) "An Act representing the At-
lantic and North-west ]Railway Company.'-
(Mr. MacInnis.)

The Senate adjourned at 4 p. m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, April 24th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
O'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

(Bill 20) " An Act respecting the Wood
Mountain and Qu'Appelle Railway Co."
(Mr. Bernier.)

LINDSAY, BOBCAYGEON & PONTY-
POOL RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY from the Committee
On Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, re-
Ported Bill (29) " An Act to again revive
and further amend the Act to incorporate
the Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool
Railway Company."

omy and routine. It gives time for the
members of the House to report up to a
later period of the session.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I think it is with-
out precedent to recommend an extension
for the whole of the session. We are only
in the early part of the session yet, and to
suspend a rule of that kind for the remainder
of the session is, I think, unusual. I do not
intend to oppose it, but I doubt if there is
any precedent for it.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (Y) "An Act respecting the arrest,
trial and imprisonment of youthful offend-
ers."-(Mr. Allan.)

PUBLIC HARBOURS BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a committee
of the whole on Bill (U) " An Act respecting
public harbours."

Hon. Mr. DOBSON moved that the bill Hon. Mr. FERGUSON, from the com-
be now read the third time. mittee, reported the bill without amendment.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I call the attention
of the House to the fact that this motion is
in direct violation of Rule 70. That rule
is explicit. It provides that no private bill
shall be read the third time on the day it is
reported from committee. It will be neces-
%ary to inove the suspension of the rule be-
fore it can be done.

lion. Mr. DOBSON moved that the bill
be read the third time to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

REPORTS ON PRIVATE BILLS.

lion. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.), from
the Committee on Standing Orders, presented
their fifteenth report, recommending that as
the time limited for receiving reports on
Private bills will expire on the 26th instant,
that that part of Rule 52 which re-
lates to the same shall be dispensed
With for the remainder of the session.
le said: The extension of time may per-
haPs be considered too long, but it does not
give any relaxation so far as the public are
concerned. It is a matter of internal econ-

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the third
reading of the bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Strictly speaking the
hon. gentleman should move the suspension
of the rules.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Public bills can be
read the third time if there is no amendment.
The rule only applies to private bills.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I thought we made
amendments.

Hon. Mr. BOW ELL-They could scarcely
be called amendments. They were merely
corrections of clerical errors. Rule 41 says
that no bill shall be read twice the same
day; no Committee of the Whole House
shall proceed on any bill the same day the
bill is read a second time ; and no bill shall
be read the third time the same day that
the bill is reported from the committee
when any amendments have been made in
the committee. It really implies that it
can be read if no amendments are made. I
have no objection to let it stand, however.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-I am simply calling further amend the Revised Statutes, Chapter
attention to the rule ; that is all. 77, respecting the safety of ships."

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 3.50 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottaîca, WVednesday, April 25th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

HARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS AT
MONTREAL.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS moved:
That an humble Address be presented to His

Excellency the Governor General, praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this
House -

Copies of all reports of the Harbour Commission-
ers of Montreal, and of all reports of engineers,
plans and correspondence concerning the extension
and improvement of the harbour of Montreal ; aiso
copies of all reports concerning the progress of the
works and the expenses incurred up to this date.

Also, copies of all contracts with companies or
individual persons according grants or leases of
sections or spaces on the wharfs for their exclusive
use, as well as of all applications therefor received
and not granted since 1889.

Also, copies of reports upon the measures adopted
to give different railway companies equality of
access to and of running powers on the wharfs, as
well as of all correspondence and representations
by railway companies on this subject.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READING.

Bill (29) " An Act to again revive and
further amend the Act to incorporate the
Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and Pontypool Rail-
way Company."-(Mr. Dobson.)

THE SAFETY OF SHIPS AMEND-
MENT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
nittee of the whole on Bill (G) " An Act to

(In the Committee.)

On the 1st clause,

Hon. Mr. POWER said: I gathered from
the observations made by the hon. Minister
on the second reading of the bill that th e
object of this legislation is to give a little
more freedom to the movements of our ships
without bringing them under the provision
with respect to deck loads. This bill
hardly carries out the intention of the
Minister, if that is his intention. Section
7 of chapter 77 of the Revised Statutes says
that no master of any ship "when sailing
after the lst day of October or before the
16th day of March in any year on a voyage
from any port in Canada to any part of
Europe shall place or permit to be placed, "
and so on "on any part of the upper deck of
such ship" certain sorts of timber. That
was the provision in section 7 of chap-
ter 77 of the Revised Statutes and
there is a similar provision in the 8th
section of that chapter. The provision re-
fers to a vessel going from any port in Can-
ada to any port in Europe. In 1889 an
Act was passed, chapter 22 of the statutes
of that year, amending this chapter 77 of
the Revised Statutes. There was this alter-
ation in the language of the 7th and 8th
sections of the chapter of the Revised
Statutes:

Subsection 1 of section 7 and section 8 of the
said Act are hereby amended by striking out the
words " port in Canada to any port in Europe " in
the 3rd, 8th and 9th lines thereof respectively, and
inserting the words "port or place in Canada to
any port or place out of Canada, not being a port
or place in the United States, Newfoundland, St.
Pierre,Miquelon, Bermuda, the West Indies or
South Ainerica " in lieu thereof.

Hon. gentlemen will see that in the lan-
guage of the chapter of the Revised Statutes
the law with respect to deck loads applied
only to vessels sailing to ports in Europe ; un-
der chapter 22, of 1889, the provisions were
extended to other ports not being ports in
the United States, Newfoundland, St.Pierre,
Miquelon, Bermuda, the West Indies or
South Anerica. Under that amendment of
1889 a vessel could go to any port in South
America, and not come under the provi-
sions of the Revised Statutes with respect to
deck loads. The bill which is before
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Us proposes to limit the powers of our ship-
pers still further. Instead of allowing them
to go to any place in the West Indies or
South America, it will allow them to go to
the West Indies, and the West In-
dies are made to include any port or
Place on the mainland between the Gulf of
Mexico and the south-eastern extremity of
French Guiana. Now, there is a very large
portion of South America, beyond French
Guiana, with which our vessels trade. There
is a great deal of trade between Canada and
Brazil, and a very large trade, particularly
in lumber, between Canada and Uruguay,the
Principal port of which is Montevideo, and
Buenos Ayres the principal port of the Ar-
gentine Republic. As I understand this bill
-and I submit my views to the Senate with
al proper deference-if it becomes law the
prohibition as to deck loads will apply to
vessels going to Brazil, Montevideo and Bue-
nos Ayres. There does not seem to me to be
any sufficient reason for extending the pro-
hibition to vessels going to those places.
Once a vessel gets as far as French Guiana
there is no probability of her meeting with
tempestuous weather any where north of Bue-
nos Ayres. If she were going round Cape
Horn to the west coast of South America,
she would be very liable to meet with tempes-
t1ous weather, but as far as Buenos Ayres
she is not, and in the interest of the lumber
shippers of Canada it is not desirable that this
deck load law should be applied to vessels
trading to Brazil, Uruguay and the Argen-
tine Republic, I hope the hon. gentleman
will see his way clear to so amend the bill
as to allow the law upor that particular
Point to remain as it is.

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-The hon. the
the leader of the House said he thought that
this bill embraced South America. As it
doesl not do so, I hope he will extend it as
far as he says it should go. After passing
the Gulf of Mexico, or West Indies, sailing
is less difficult or hazardous and there
18 not the danger to shipping that
there is in the Gulf of Mexico. There is a
large trade with South America, as my hon.
friend says, and I hope this bill will- be ex-
tended to include South American countries.
I am sure there is no objection to it on the
Part of the insurance companies. I can
speak for the companies in which I 'am in-
terested ; they see no difficulty, and make
'o extra risks on vessels going to South Am-

erica. Of course, if vessels were going
round the Horn it would be another thing,
but if the operation of the bill is confined to
the eastern coast of Brazil and the places
that my hon. friend mentioned, there is no
reason why it should not be extended,
whilst it would benefit the trade and place
us on an equal footing with vessels carrying
deckloads to the same ports from the
United States.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD(P.E.I.)-There
is something in the remarks made by the
hon. gentleman from Halifax. I do not see
why these ports should be excluded from
the right which is accorded to the vessels
bound to the Gulf of Mexico. It appears
to me a very singular thing that while
a vessel is perniitted to go to those
distant points and to foreign ports, and
carry a deck load as provided for in
this Act, the same vessels going on a part
of that voyage cannot carry the same load.
If ships are prohibited from carrying deck
loads under this Act to ports in the United
States of America, the provisions of the Act
appear rather singular. There is also a
difference between the present bill and the
Acts that we have now on our Statute-book.
In the 16th clause of this bill it is provided
that vessels may carry a deck load up to 6
feet to ports in the West Indies and certain
ports in South America. Under the former
Act the limit was four feet and a half, or
not higher than six inches over the rail, which
I think was a wise and prudent provision to
make in a case of this kind ; but I contend
that to permit vessels, such as very fre-
quently sail from the coasts of Nova Scotia
and Prince Edward Island and from other
Canadian ports, to take lumber to the West
Indies and to ports in the Gulf of Mexico
with deck loads up to six feet is imprudent
and dangerous. It is risking the lives of
the crews of those vessels to take such heavy
deck loads. We know many of those vessels
are used in the fishing business in the sum-
mer-very fine schooners, it is true, but
generally having low rails, perhaps two feet
and a half or two feet eight or nine inches in
height, and if they are to take a deck load
of three feet above the rail, it must be a
very risky business indeed. The law which
we are about to pass is very different from
the laws in force in Great Britain with re-
spect to carrying cargoes of this kind, and I
think that the former Act under which
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the vessels-were permited to take deck loads Ayres and Uruguay, will not be allowed to
of four and a half feet, or six inches over the go there, if this bill becames law. There is
rail, was quite sufficient for vessels of small no reason for the prohibition.
capacity such as are owned in the ports of
Nova Scotia. Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Would the hon.

gentlemian inform the Ilouse in w, hat respect
Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman the bil before the buse interferes with

from Charlottetown, in the course of his ob- clause 4
servations, has condemned, not the sugges-
tion. which I have made, but the existing Hon. Mr. POWER-I have triedùo do it,
law altogether. The point which I make is but 1 am af raid 1 have not made myseif
this : If you allow a vessel to go to the clear. Clause 3 of this bil exempts only
United States and to the West Indies and Newfoundland, the United States, St. Pierre,
to Newfoundland with the deck load men- Miquelon and the West Indies, and section
tioned in this bill, there is no reason why 4 of the Act of 1889 exempted also South
the saine vessel should not be allowed America; the West Indies is so defined in
to, go to ports in South America south this bill as to include the coast of South
of British Guiana. I did not make y re- HAmerica as far as tPO e south-eastern extremity
marks as clear as I might have de of French Guiana ; and that leaves under the
thîem, perhaps. The clause vhich is now be- operation of the deck load law ail the portion
fore the comittee defines the terni I NWest of South America lying to the eastward
Indies," and it gives a more extensive defini- and southward of French Guiana, and that
tion to "West Indies" than the usual one, -portion of South America includes Brazil,
but if hon. gentlemen will look at the Act' Uruguay and the Argentinç alepubic.
which is to be repealed by the bil now before
us, they will see that less liberty will be Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I think ny
given to our ships under this proposed enact- hon. friend from Prince Edward sland
ment than they have at present. understood that this bi applies to vessels

going to the United States. Such voyages
Hon. d BOWELL--Not at a f. are not affected by this bui and the United

Ho.Mr. POWER-This is the 4th sec- States are not restricted in carrying deck
ion.loads to the West Indies and South

tion of chapter 22 of 1889 Anierica as weare. Theyare notinterested

Subsection 1 of section 7 and section s of the there as regards deck loads at ail; it
said Act are hereby aended by striking ont the simply restricted the as regards the Guf
words " port in Canada to any port oi Europe in of Mexico. Now my hon. friend has sone
thenrd, 8th and 9th hnes thereof respectivey, ant knowledge of the class of vessels owned
inserting the words port or place in Canada to a Nove
any port or place ot of Canada, not bein a port affctd I do bil n heter
or place ii the United States, Newfound and, St. they have any in Prince Edward Island en-
Pierre, Miquelon Bermuda, the West Indies or gaged in this trade, but in Nova Scotia
South A pterica" i2 8 lieu thereof. they are ail constructed for this kind of deck

The prohibition as to deck loads does' load and are said to be safer with it than

not apply under this Act of 1889 to tels simply it, and when a vessel gaets to Gulf
going to the United States, Newfoundland, of Mexico or West Indies ail the danger is
St. Pierre, Miquelon, Bermuda, the West comparatively over from that point. It is
Indies or South America. The third clause betweer Nova Scotia and the Guif of Mexico
of the bill before us says: that there is any danger.

No master of any ship, when sailing after the
first day of October or before the sixteenth day of
March in any year, on a voyage from any port or
place in Canada to any place or port ont of Canada
not being a port or place in Newfoundland, or in
the United States of Ainerica, or in St. Pierre, or
in Miquelon, or in the West Indies.

And it leavesoutSouth Americaaltogether
so that vessels, which at the present time
are allowed to go to Brazil and Buenos

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It appears to me
the hon. member from Halifax is arguing
from wrong premises altogether. The object
of the bill now before the House is to ex-
tend privileges to the qhipping trade of the
country. At present there are restrictions
which prevent the loading of vessels beyond a
certain extent. The object of the bill is to
permit them to load to six feet, and to pre-
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Vent, as we necessarily must do, the carry-
'1ng of deck loads beyond a certain height
1lpOn vessels going to England for the rea-
son that the Imperial statute makes certain
Provisions which we have no power to over-
ride, and if vessels were to load beyond the
height prescribed in the Imperial statute,
they would be subject to seizure and penal-
ties as the hon. gentleman knows. Another
object in this bill, although we are discuss-
"'g the whole of it instead of clause by
elause, as I think would be much more
cOnvenient while in committee, is to give
, wider interpretation to the expression
"'West Indies." In the past the words
"West Indies " simply, without defining
the meaning, have been construed by many
to referonly tocertain islands in the West In-
dies. I called the attention of the Minister
If Marine and.Fisheries the other night after
the debate to the remark made by the hon. mem-
ber from Halifax in reference to the restric-
tion. He said "quite the contrary," that while
tbis defines what is to be meant in the future
by the term " West Indies," giving the words
a Wider range than they had under the old
law, a vessel may be loaded under this clause
six feet above her deck and can go to any
Portioh of Mexico, South America, the
Argentine Republic, anywhere except across
the Atlantic to England. There is no res-
triction in this law as the hon. gentleman
has called attention to in the House nor is it
the intention. I will call the attention of
the Miiiister of Marine to the remarks made
by the hon. gentleman, but I see no pro-

s1.ion in the Act to prevent a vessel going
to any part of South America. In defining
What the " West Indies " means, it does not
necessarily follow that a vessel with a deck
load could not go to the Sandwich Islands
Or to Australia or to the Argentine Republic
or any portion of the Pacific Ocean. If the
clause could possibly bear that interpre-
tation I am quite sure that the Minister of
Marine would have included South America
with the other countries. With this explan-
ation I think the hon. gentleman will see
that it is not only not the intention of the
Cvernment to restrict the operations of
Canadian vessels, but on the contrary it is toWiden and to remove the difficulties of in-
terPreting the law which has been on the
Statute-book in the past. ,

h Ion. Mr. POWER-It is perfectly true
s is more extended than it is under the

ordinary interpretation. I simply called
attention to the point which I wished to
make, that an anendment should be made,
not here, but a little further on when we
come to the third clause.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-I do
not at all agree with the hon. gentleman
from Lunenburg. The United States, I
take it, under the bill which is now before
us, is in a different position from Newfound-
land or certain other ports. Under the
clause referring to the ports the following is
provided :

3. No master of any ship, when sailing after
the fifteenth day of iovewiber or before the six-
teenth day of March in any year, on a voyage from
any port in Canada to any port in the West Indies,
and during the voyage while within Canadian
jurisdiction, shall, if she is a single decked vessel,
place or cause or permit any cargo whatever to be
placed or reniaini upon or above the deck to a height
of more than six feet above the deck.

Now I take it that under that a vessel
cannot carry the same quantîty of deck load-
ing to a port of the United States that she
can to a port of the West Indies or South
America.

The clause was adopted.

On the third clause,

ion. Mr. POWER-This clause, in my
humble judgment, needsanendment. Iamnot
questioning the intention of the department
at all, but in this House we have to judge of
intentions by the bills submitted to us.
I hope that I shal. be able to make it
clear to the hon. Minister that the language
of this bill is not as extensive as was in-
tended, that is, that the exemption f rom the
deck load law is not as extended as the
exemption which exists at present. The
exemption at present existing is contained
in section 4 of chapter 22 of the Acts of
1889, and section 7 and section 8 of the
chapter of the Revised Statutes, which has
already been quoted. Now the deck load
law applies to any port in Europe and also
any port outside of Canada, which is not in
the countries mentioned. That is the law
as it stands to-day, and under it we can go
to any port of South America without com-
ing under the prohibition contained in the
deck load law. If this bill passes what will
be the case ? In this third clause there is
no mention of South America at all.
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I have no objec-
tion to inserting South America.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I move that after
the words " West Indies " the words " South
America " be inserted.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-That,
perhaps, would be more extensive than was
at first intended. There are ports in South
America which vessels cannot reach without
going round Cape Horn.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-They are not likely
to go that way, therefore there can be no
objection to the amendment.

The motion was agreed to, and the clause
was adopted.

On the title of the bill,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-As I understand, this
is a departure from the principle which
governs the English laws in reference to
deck loads. That is, the Act is not in har-
mony with the English law. We are allow-
ing deck loads to a greater height than is
permitted under what is known as the Plim-
soll Act. I presume the Government have
received sufficient information to justify the
change, and 1 presume it is predicated on
the assumption that there is less danger
going south on the eastern side of the Ame-
rican continent, and even round Cape Horn,
than in crossing the Atlantic Ocean. Those
who are not familiar with navigation and
have not made a study of this subject, are
somewhat startled at the change, because we
know it took many fears to educate the
public mind, in England, to the reduction of
the deck load to conform to the deck load as
provided under the Plimsoll law, and unless
we had very good grounds for departing from
that principle, it would seem to me to be
rather an unwarrantable infringement on a
recognized principle. I speak subject to
correction, because I do not profess to know
anything more than I have gathered on the
subject from general reading.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-In Nova Scotia
the men engaged in this business and the
insurance officers who know what they are
about and have a proper regard for the
safety of life and property, have for years
been pressing on the Government to make
this change. The present law, they consider,
is an unnecessary restriction on the trade of

the country, and giving the United States ad-
vantages in the carrying of deck loads. It
is considered in the interest of our trade, and
it is only after long and tedious supplications
that the Government are taking action.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. leader
of the Government is correct in saying that
this is a deviation from the principle of the
English Act, but it does not apply to vessels
sailing between Canada and England. It
gives to Canadian vessels in any part of
Canada that are engaged in this particular
trade the right to carry the same deck load
that is carried by a United States vessel or
a European vessel other than English, going
to those ports. At present they are under
very great disadvantages in that respect,
and consequently foreign ships compete very
successfully with Canadian vessels. It has
been decided after a good deal of investiga-
tion that there is no danger in allowing ves-
sels to load to the height of six feet on the
deck when they are going to the West Indies
or ports on the Pacific coast as provided in
this Act, though there might be a danger in
crossing the Atlantic. But whether that be
true or not, the English law prevents us from
trading with England in the same manner
that we can trade with other countries.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported the bill with amendments which
were concurred in.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRI-
VATE BILLS.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) moved
the adoption of the fifteenth report of the
Committee on Standing Orders. He said :
This report is to suspend the part of Rule
50 which relates to reports of Committees on
Private Bills. It is thought by some that
the time is too long, but in the House of
Commons there is no limit to the time for
receiving reports of committees, and there
can be no harm in extending the time to the
end of the session.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I think tha
is asking rather too much of this House.
The rules have just been revised and to ask
now for an extension of time to the end of
the session would indicate, if such a thing 15
desirable that the rule should be changed.
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Then my hon. friend must see that if the
report of a committee may be brought in at
the end of the session, the whole of that rule
should be extended.

lion. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)-The
Portion relating to the reception of petitions
was extended some time ago.

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-It was not
such an extension as the committee now re-
cOmnend. It is asking too much. If any
sPecial case comes up requiring the indul-
gence of the House, it might be granted; but
tO interfere with the general rule and extend
it as ny hon. friend asks is demanding too
1nuch. It might delay the consideration of
a Private bill until the end of the session
and imperil its passage. I think the exten-
siOn should not be so great.

lion. Mr. VIDAL-Being a member of
that committee and having agreed to the
report which has been submitted to the
Ilouse, to recommend the suspension of this
Part of the rule, it may be well to call
attention to the fact that it is a
Part of the rule which has no very great
s'ignificance beyond the mere management of
Our own business-no public interests what-
ever are affected by it. The public interests
are sufficiently guarded by the provision
wlich we have made that no. petition shall
be Presented and no private bill shall be in-
trOduced after a certain date. Those two
Provisions cover all that can come before the
1louse, and this other one is just a matter
between the committee and the House. The
sixth week of the session will end to-morrow
and it appears to me that while the other
Provisions are very desirable in order that
business shall be conducted properly, this
latter part of the rule interferes with the
action of our committee. The committee in
discussing a bill may be anxious to obtain
additional information on some of the things
connected with it. Why should they not
have it i What reason can there possibly
be that the hands of our own committee
shall be fettered in any way?

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-They can get
an extension by asking for it.

lion. Mr. VIDAL-Why make it neces-
sary to ask for it in every instance ? The
conInittee is asking now that the rule be

suspended in order that they may be free to
act and take whatever time may be neces-
sary for the proper consideration of a bill
and not hurry through. I can see no valid
objection to the House adopting the report
of the committee and suspending that part
of the rule.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Thisrule was adopt-
ed for some purpose and that purpose must
have been to facilitate the business of the
Senate. If the concession be made as in-
dicated by my hon. friend from Sarnia, then
there is no necessity for having the rule at
all. The object, I take it, is to inform peo-
ple having business with the Senate that
there is a time in which they must present
their petitions and have their bills intro-
duced. Otherwise they might be introducing
new bills just at the very end of the session
when there would be no time to take them
into proper consideration. If the circum-
stance should arise that the hon. gentleman
from Sarnia has called attention to, that is
that the conunittee desire to obtain further
information before they would consider
themselves justified in reporting to the House
upon any bill, they could report the reasons
for asking that the rule be suspended so far
as relates to that case and that no public
interest would be injured thereby. I am
giving my own individual opinion only, but
I should be inclined to make the rules as
rigid as possible. Otherwise there is no
object in having them. It is too much the
habit (I have seen it in the House of Com-
mons and there is much more laxity in this
House) that people put off doing that which
the rules provide for until the .very last
moment, and if they find that the Senate
will be lax in enforcing its rules they will
pay less respect to those rules than if they
were obliged to comply with them literally.
J would suggest an extension for a limited
time, particularly if my hon. friend's motion
is to prevail, that this Senate adjourn for a
week or so, by which those desiring legisla-
tion would be prevented from complying
with the rules. I would suggest the middle
or the end of May.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-The hon. gentleman's
argument is very good with reference to the
first part of this rule, but is not applicable
to the latter part. The rule in the House
of Commons gives the committee up to the
last hour of the session to report, and if
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these bills come dovn here towards the end to recomnend that there be a corresponding
of the session we will require a separate extension of the time within which they can
motion for each one of them. Every bill be reported upon the case of reports of
that passes here must come before our com- committees, and that is all that should be
nittee and it may cone in the last week asked for.

of the session and we should have time to
report. 1Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)-A

motion was made by the Minister of Trade
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I would point and Commerce for the extension of the time

out a further difficulty in regard to this for receiving petitions for private bills. The
matter. This rule fifty-two has a very much rule refers to all bills-it does not specify any
more restricted meaning than the com- class of bills. Our recommendation does
mittee who revised the rules were disposed not refer to petitions, it merely refers to re-
to give it. It prevents the consideration of ports of committees.
any private bill, even by the coinmittee,
after the expiration of six weeks. Now it Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If the hon. gentle-
is quite manifest that any private bil com- man will read the whole of the clause he
ing to this House must necessarily be sent can put no interpretation on it but that of
to a standing committee. For instance, the the hon. gentleman from York. If the in-
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and terpretation which is placed on this clause
Harbours is a committee that has to deal by the hon. member from Truro and the
with private bills, so is the Banking Con- hon. member from Victoria is correct, then
mittee, and the Comnittee on Miscellaneous you will be legislating contrary to law in
Private Bills. I do not think, according to passing any bill which comes from the lower
the practice of this House, that the rule House unless you suspend the operations of
would apply to such bills as I refer to, but therulefor thetimebeing. The clause provides
the rule is so drawn and is so wide in its that no petition for private bills shall be re-
application that it would undoubtedly apply ceived by the Senate afcer a certain time. If
to all private bills. I therefore think it is you read the whole of the rule you will see that
impractical to observe the rule according to it relates to bills introduced in the Senate.
its letter. I am speaking now of the old rule, which is

sùnilar to that which was adopted the other
Hon. Mr. ALLAN-This rule, as it stood day. It simply fixes the tire within which

in our rules before, applied to petitions pre- petitions shah be received, for the considera-
sented for private bills in this House and Vo tion of them, and for the working of the
private bills introduced in this House, and committees, and if the bis which have
did not apply to private bills coming up from been presented to the Senate had not beez'
the House of Commons, which must neces- presented within the limit provided in this
sarily come at a much later date in the clause, then the conmittee certainly could
session. If the time were limited as to them not report upon them. -It aiso declares3
in the saine way as to bis introduced in ouri how long the committee shall have to con
own House, it wouid of course stop them at sider bils presented for adoption by
once. But hon. gentlemen may observe that this use. I do noV think by any ossibie
whereas the tine for presenting petitions for stretch of interpretatio you coud make
private bils to the Senate is imited Vo three that appy to btih s coming f rom the COU-
weeks, and foc introducing private biis is fmons.

bnmited to four weeks, the time for receiving
any report on any of these bis is extended Hon. Mr. M ACDONALD (B. C.) i that
six weeks-that is to say, the committee have is the interpretation of the ie it should be
a fortnight to report on any bi after it has am ended and made more clear, because it
been referred to them. i bas been the says we cannot bring io urany report"; it
practice in this ouse for years to extendt does ot specify a report of a bil intloe
the time for presenting petitions and private duced in the Senate.
bils. Whenever a motion of that kind is
introduced extending the time for presenting Hon. Mr. ALLAN-You must read al
bis beyond the four weeks, then h wouid be the clause together, you cannot separate
proper for the Committee on Standing Orders one part of the clause from the other.

[SENATEj4184



[APRIL 25, 1894]

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)-I do mentioned in our rules. I feel very sorry
not know whether the House can amend a to have to admit it, but I am afraid that
report or not. the wording of the rule is not just what it

might be; and no particular harm can be done
ion. Mr. BOWELL--No. by adopting the report of the committee.

lon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)--Then Probably we had better adopt the report
nove that the report be referred back to now, because after all, as I believe all the bills

the committee. introduced here have been reported upon, no
harm will be done, and the relaxation of the

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I am inclined to ad- rule asked for by the committee will apply
here to the opinion I have expressed. I only to bills coming from the Commons, and
consider the provision which is made in the which we would be bound to receive. It
rule, that there shall be no neglect on the certainly was not the intention of the com-
part of the persons applying for legislation, mittee which revised the rules to interfere
is maintained. The committee does not with bills coming up from the Commons.
a.sk that there should be the least interfer-
ence with the time allowed for presenting
a petition for a private bill. It merely
a.sks that the time for making a report
should not be limited-that it is incon-
venient to have the time limited in that
way. It is a matter of management be-
tween ourselves, and why the committee
should, under any circumstances, be hamp-
ered as it were, or restricted from taking
all the time needed to examine the bill and
Obtain information from a distance, I can-
flot understand. I am quite sure that if
the committee had named a day a month
hence, the matter would have passed with-
out a word.

Hion. Mr. POWE R-I ask the hon. gen-
tleman if all the bills introduced into the
Senate have been reported upon ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Certainly not, and
it does not say so either.

The motion was agreed to.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (35) " An Act to amend
incorporate the Steam Boiler
Glass Insurance Company of
(Mr. Power.)

the Act to
and Plate

Canada."-

The Senate adjourned at 4.40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thrsday, April 26th, 1894.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-They do not THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
all corne to us ; they go to other coitmittees. o'clock.

lon. Mr. POWER-I think the ground
taken by the hon. gentleman from York and
the leader of the House is undoubtedly cor-
rect as to the substance of the rule, because
while we may control the introduction of
petitions and bills in this House and deal with
the reports upon bills which have been intro-
duced in our own House, we cannot undertake
to control the action of the other House, and
inf the other House, as I understand it,
reports of committees on private bills are
accepted up to the end of the session. If a
Person seeking a private bill has introduced
it in the House of Commons and has com-
plied with the rules of that House and his
bill comes up here at any time before the
end of the session we could not refuse to
consider that bill simply because it has been
detained in the Commons beyond the time

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE BALFOUR DIVORCE CASE.

MOTION.

The petition of James Balfour,
city of Hamilton, praying that
exhibits filed in his divorce case last
be restored to him, being read,

of the
certain
session

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED s-id: In reference
to the petition of James Balfour, which has
just been read at the Table of the House,
I move that this petition be referred to the
Committee on Divorce, for the purpose of
reporting in regard to the request made by
the petitioner for the return of certain
exhibits which are on file in connection with
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the bill passed by the House last session of
Parliament. I am aware that the Com-
mittee on Divorce cannot absolutely deal
with the subject, but they may be able to
report to this House upon the propriety of
returning those original exhibits for which
the petitioner asks.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READING.

Bill (G) " An Act to further amend the
Revised Statutes, chapter 77, respecting
the safety of Ships."--(Mr. Bowell.)

BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY
CANADA BILL.

OF

SECOND READING

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN moved the second
reading of Bill (34) " An Act respecting
the BellTelephone Company of Canada." He
said: This is a short bill which empowers
the directors of the company to borrow
money to the extent of 75 per cent of the actu-
al paid up capital,when they are authorized to
do so at a meeting called for the purpose
by a two thirds majority of the shareholders.

The motion was agreed to.

ATLANTIC AND NORTH-WEST RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)
moved the second reading of Bill (30) "An
Act respecting the Atlantic and North-
western Railway Company." He said:
This is a bill asking for an extension of
time and for permission to spend more
money in completing the railway. I should
perhaps state to the House that the portion
of the road which extends from Montreal to
St. John is part of the Short Line, and by
its various lines it is carried as far as Ren-
frew, and 20 miles have already been con-
structed from Renfrew to Eganville, and
a further extension is required to continue
the line to the eastern shore of Lake Su-
perior.

The motion was agreed to.

PRESERVATION OF GAME IN
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES

BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon.Mr.BOWELL-I takethis opportun-
ity of introducing a bill for the preservation
of game in certain parts of the North-west
Territories in Canada. Its provisions will
be best understood after it has been printed,
when the House will be better able to judge
of its merits. I may, however, for the in-
formation of the House state that it has come
within the knowledge of the Government,
through information received from explorers
who recently visited the northern regions
of Athabasca and the Mackenzie Basin, and
from persons intimately connected with the
country in question, that the fur bearing
animals which are at present the only source
of revenue in this vast northern district, are
fast disappearing as the natural result of
their indiscriminate slaughter. The preser-
vation of the birds and animals in that
region is of paramount importance to the
Indians and natives who rely upon hunting
for food, raiment, and the necessary trade
which supplies them with their other re-
quirements. The object of this bill is to
protect, as far as possible, what remains of
this important resource of the country for
the Indians and natives who would, in the
event of the extermination of the animals,
either starve to death or make their way out
to the settled parts and become the wards of
the country. The native himself would appear
to havè no idea of protecting fur bearing
animals, but slaughters all that come in his
way. It is true that· the North-west Coun-
cil has ordinances in force protecting game
and animals, but the provisions do not ex-
tend beyond the legislative districts. It
would be unreasonable, of course, to expect
the Indians to observe laws preventing them
from killing animals when they require
them for food, and care has been taken in
the bill proposed that it shall not operate to
cause them anyhardship, but it is considered
of imperative urgency that some immediate
steps should be taken to restrict the indis-
criminate slaughter of fur-bearing animals
by the adoption and enforcement of string-
ent regulations such as those contemplated
by the provisions of the proposed bill. The
necessity or taking immediate action il
this relation will be more apparent when it
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is borne in mind that whilst very strict selves in carrying out the iaw to preserve
laws and penalties protect the buffalo where the game in the unorganized territories
none have been seen for years, no attempt where scarcely any white peopie exist, ex-
lias so far been made to preserve the few cept those who go there for sport, as they
that do exist in the north. It is estimated term lt-for the purpose of destroying these
that not more than one hundred in all exist valuabie animais. Past experience of this
to-day of this once common and valuable country proves the great necessity of taking
animal, which formerly roamed in countless steps at as eariy a day as possible for the
numbers over the north-west country. Not- preservation of the naturai food suppiy of
withstanding its scarcity, however, and the the natives and the Jndian tribes. I re-
difficulty of getting near it, white men are member distinctly when the North-west
not deterred, it would appear, from going Territories were first ceded to Canada,
into the region that they now inhabit to that the present Lieutenant-Governor of
try and secure a few, for no other reason Manitoba, the Hon. Mr. Schultz, called the
than the sport it affords, as the paucity of special attention of Parliament to the fact
their numbers and the difficulty of getting that unless stringent laws were passed for
the robes out precludes all idea of its consid- the preservation of the buffalo in the North-
eration as a commercial enterprise. The west Territories in a very few years that
same remarks apply to the musk-ox, animal would become extinct; and his pro-
which inhabits the district commonly known phecy bas proved true to the letter. The
as the "Barren Lands" lying along the resuit is that it is costing this country now
Mackenzie River, north of that along Great neariy haîf a million dollars a year in order
Slave Lake and its affluent streams, and to feed the natives and Indians of
west of the Hudson Bay. Their grounds that country, which expense might, to
Wouid appear to have been entered twice a very great extent, have been prevented
aiready by white men, and it is onwy a had his advice been taken at the time. e

tquestion of time and dollars until these need scarcet say that most of us living in
animais wil be hunted extensivevy. What lathe older province had very littie idea of the
are known as the "lBarren Lands " are aso importance that shoud be attached to the
the abode of numberiess herds of cariboo recommendations which were thu made by
during the summer months, travelling the then member for Lisgar. There may be
north to the Arctic coast in the spring some difficulty in enforcing the provisions of
and returning south to the wooded country this Act ; stili, by appointing guardians
in the fail, and it has been reported with magisteriai powers to enforce it,
that during their migratory journeys large and in securing the co-operation of the
lumbers of them are kiiled by the Indians Hudson Bay Company, it can be done. Lt

Often through sheer love of slaughter. The is as much in their interests as in ours, that
attention of the departPaent has aso been the game and the fur-bearing animais in the
drawn to the great and rapid decrease in North-west Territories should be preserved
the number of beaver ail over the unceded for the food suppiy of the Indians. may
Portions of the North-west, caused by their add this bil does not interfere with the
ehoiesaie slaughter at ail ages, particularly kiliing of any animal by the Indians, when

inl the spring and earpy summer. The it is done for the sake of food, to prevent
Go0vernment being convinced of the import- them from starving.
ace of adopting regulations for the pre- Hon Mr. LOUtGHEED-Is the bil of
8ervation of the fur-bearing animais in the

4isric metined an incoplincewih a prohibitory character or does it simpiy
the numerous appeals which have been made a vegat tee ben preve
il, that behaîf by persons more particulariy season 1
alrnected with the matter, it is considered Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Both. If it estab-
that the Act proposed wi to a great extent lishes a close season it would necessarily be
rqeet the object in view without imp osing prohibitory during that season, except when
any hardship upon the Indians or the traders. the Indians need an animal for food; then
r night add that the bi provides, as far as' it woud not be prohibitory.
it is practicable, for the carrying out of its
Provision . Lt wi, be readily understood Hon Mr. LOUiGHEED-Does the bie
that great difficuties will present them- make provision for the shooting of game say
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by sportsmen, at particular seasons of the
year i Is it permissive in any degree ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes, as to cer-
tain animals; it prohibits the killing of
certain animals for five years. That would
apply to the buffalo, if there are any, and to
the musk-ox.

The bill was read the first time.

The Senate adjourned at 3.40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, April 27th, 1894.

THE. SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MONCTON AND PRINCE EDWARD
ISLAND RAILWAY AND FERRY

COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, re-
ported Bill (I), " An Act to amend the
Acts relating to the Moncton and Prince
Edward Island Railway and Ferry Com-
pany," with amendments. He said: There
are two amendments in this bill: one is
verbal, substituting the word "undertaking"
for " railway." The other is a provision al-
lowing an extension of time for two years,
and then the power of construction shall
cease as regards all parts of the line which
are not made complete. There is no objec-
tion to those amendments that I am aware
of.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

WOLSELEY AND FORT QU'APPELLE
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DICK EY, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, re-
ported Bill (N) " An Act to incorporate the
Wolseley and Fort Qu'Appelle Railway

Company," with amendments. He said :
These amendments in the first clause
are wholly unobjectionable. They are ren-
dered necessary by a wrong description of
the incorporators. In the third clause the
amendment being of a somewhat novel char-
acter, is one to which the House will prob-
ably pay attention hereafter. The clause
reads this way : "The company may lay
out, construct and operate a railway of the
gauge of 4 feet 8½ inches." That is the
usual gauge, and the amendment is to add
those words "I or of any narrower gauge that
the company may deem desirable." There is a
consequential amendment to this in the fifth
clause which regulates the amount of capitai
stock. The fifth clause provides that the
capital stock of the company shall be $400,-
000. It is proposed to add to that as an
amendment, " Provided the road be
of a gauge of 4 feet 8 inches, or $250,000
if of narrowergauge." In the seventh clause
there is an amendment which is wholly
unobjectionable. The word "assembled"
is struck out of the 35th line, and after that,
is substituted " the persons present, person-
ally or by proxy." As the third reading of
the bill is to be deferred until Monday, I
would suggest that these amendments be
taken into consideration at the same time.

FREIGHT RATES ON THE CANA-
DIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I would like to
ask the hon. leader of the House, if he has
any information to furnish yet with regard
to freight rates on the Canadian Pacific
Railway?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No, I have not,
but I will make inquiry as to the probable
time they will be received. They are not furn-
ished yet. I may say, that one of the officials
stated some time ago, after the adoption Of
that motion, that it would take some little
time before they could be prepared. How-
ever, I will make inquiry and let the hon.
gentleman know at the earliest possible
moment.

THE COMMUTATION OF THE DEATII
SENTENCE IN BRITISH COLUM-

BIA.
INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. MCINNES (B. C.)-Before the
Orders of the Day are called, I would like
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to ask the hon. leader of the House when
we may expect that return which I asked
for a short time ago with respect to the
commutation of the sentences of those
Indians i

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It escaped my
mind, I will make inquiry and let the hon.
gentleman know on Monday.

SECOND READING.

Bill (M) " An Act for the relief of Joshua
Nicholas Fillman."-(Mr. Clemow.)

THE DOWNEY DIVORCE CASE.

The Order of the Day being called,
Consideration of the 10th report of the Standing

Conmittee on Divorce in re Downey Relief Bill,

. lon. Mr. GOWAN said: Before propos-
Ing the consideration of this report for to-
day I had arranged all the evidence with
"'Y own hand to be passed on to the printer,
expecting that it would be in the hands of
hon. members yesterday morning, but for
s0me reason or other the evidence has not
been printed. Under the circumstances I
Inove that the Order of the Day be dis-
charged and that this report be taken into
consideration on Tuesday next.

The motion was agreed to

STEAM BOILER AND PLATE GLASS
INSURANCE COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

lion. Mr. POWER moved the second
reading of Bill (35) " An Act to amend the
Act to incorporate the Steam Boiler and Plate
Glass Company of Canada." He said: An Act
"'as passed in 1891 to incorporate the Steam

oiler and Plate Glass Company of Canada.
The object of the company is sufficiently
indicated by its name. The bill which is
before the House proposes to amend the Act
of incorporation and to allow the company
to insure not only boilers and plate glass, but
alsO the lives of engineers and firemen who
are in actual attendance on the boilers in-
Sured by the company. There is also a slight
a.iilendment to the third section of- the Act

1ion. Mr. SCOTT-I beg to call the hon.
gentleman's attention to the fact that a bill
1s now before the House which distinctly
dlenies the right of any company to engege
in more than one or at the outside two
b.ranches of insurance-life cannot be asso-
clated with other classes of insurance.

19

Hon. Mr. POWER-I presume that the
committee to whom this bill is to be referred
will consider whether or not this company
should come within the provisions of the
general bill that is now before the House.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF
TRADE BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) introduced
Bill (AA) " An Act to amend the law rela-
tive to conspiracies and combinations formed
in restraint of trade "; and moved that it be
read the first time.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Will the hon.
gentleman explain the object of the bill ?

Hon. Mr. READ-It is customary in
this House to make such explanations at the
second reading.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the'first time.

The Senate adjourned at 3.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, April 30th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

Bill (I) "An Act to amend the Acts
relating to the Moncton and Prince Edward
Island Railway and Ferry Co."-(Mr.
Poirier.)

THE INSURANCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (V) " An Act to further
amend the Insurance Act." He said:
As I gave no explanation when this bill
was read the first time I shall do so now.
The first section of the bill deals with
the first clause of section 8 of the Act.
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As it stands at present, Government securi-
ties mentioned in said section when taken
as deposits are to be estimated at their
market value, and the proposed amendment
provides that the value at which they may
be accepted shall not exceed -par. When
this section of the Act was passed, Ameri-
can securities were, I believe, below par;
but they are now quoted at a high premium.
The Treasury Board in March, 1886, ruled
that United States bonds could not be ac-
cepted at a higher rate than par, even in a
case where their market value was consider-
ably above par. In view of the words of the
Act, the accuracy .of this ruling was ques-
tioned, and the object of the amendment is
to set the matter at rest in accordance with
the ruling of the board. It is not intended
that any securities at all shall be accepted
at a quotation above their par value.

The second section of the bill deals with
the fourth clause of said section 8 and the
amendment proposed is intended to make
the meaning of the clause clear beyond a
possibility of a doubt. A case arose several
years ago where a company sought a return
of a portion of an additional deposit (with
which the clause deals) contending that the
Governor in Council on the report of the
Treasury Board could order such return.
Mr. Lash, then Deputy Minister of Justice,
gave an opinion to the effect that no such
return could be ordered and that the ad-
ditional deposit referred to must be dealt
with as if it formed a portion of the original
deposit. In a more recent case, that of the
Life Association of Canada, Mr. Burbidge,
then Deputy Minister of Justice, gave a
similar opinion which was concurred in
by Sir John Thompson. The proposed
amendment will leave no room for question
.as to the intention of the clause being in
accordance with the opinions just referred to.

The third section deals with section 11 of
the Act from which it is proposed to strike
out the words " any company's deposit is
unimpaired and." It is uncertain what
these words mean as applied to companies
which are required to make increased de-
posits from time to time, as their liabilities
increase, as in the case of all foreign com-
panies. If a company's deposit is to be
deemed impaired when it is less than the
Act requires, great inconvenience and even
loss would arise, if the interest coupons were
withheld until a deposit is brought up to the
necessary amount for which purpose com-

panies are by the Act allowed sixty days
after demand therefor has been made. The
practice has been not to withhold the coupons
under such circumstances. As it is by.no
means clear what was intended by the words
quoted and as the remainder of the section
affords sufficient protection it is proposed to
strike out the words referred to.

Section 4 proposes to make it clear that a
company applying for a release of its deposit
must give the notice in a newspaper which
section 17 requires, before such release
can be granted. The notice required by this
section has generally been given in such
cases; but, in one instance, it was over-
looked, and the company contended that it
was not necessary, and in this view the
Deputy Minister of Justice concurred. It
is, therefore, proposed to make publication
in a newspaper absolutely essential, as it
must be regarded as of much more value, so
far as giving notice to the public is concerned,
than publication in the Gazette.

Section 5 proposes to repeal sections 19,
20 and 21 of the Act, and to re-enact their
substance, in a slightly different form, with
the change following :-

(a) In the case of foreign companies, the Act at
present requires statements of the company's busi-
ness, under the oath of its chief agent.

There was some doubt as to the person
intended, and the amendment proposes to
remove all doubt in future by requiring the
statement of the Canada business to be veri-
fied by the oath of the company's chief
agent in Canada, and the statement of
general business to be verified by the oath
of the president or vice-president and the
secretary or actuary of the company, and
requires (subsection 3 of section 20 at the
foot of page 2), that the chief agent inl
Canada shall keep a complete set of books
and records wherein shall be entered full
particulars of everything which relates to the
Canada business of the company.

(b) In the case of foreign life companies, it is
proposed to call for a preliminary abstract to be
delivered on or before the 15th day of JanuarY,
similar to that which is now required of Canadian
life companies.

Dealing with that clause in the existing
Act, I may say that it has met with a cer-
tain amount of objection, and that it is pro-
posed to amend the bill now submitted tO
the House, so that the companies may find
it easier to comply with the requirements Of
the law. " Such agent shall keep at the
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chief agency in Canada all books, records,
etc." This has been objected to. It was
stated it would involve very great expense
and a very large amount of work and would
actually eat up a large proportion of the
profits. I shall, therefore, when in Com-
rittee of the Whole, propose an amendment
to that clause requiring the companies to
furnish records and documents sufficient to
enable the chief agent in Canada to prepare
and forward the statement of Canada busi-
ness in this section provided for, and that
said statement of Canada business may be
readily verified therefrom, which will not
exact from them the keeping of books,
registers and records as was at first thought.

Under the existing Act the penalty is
$500 for failure to file the statements as
required and $100 for each month during
which a company neglects to file such state-
maents. The penalty prescribed was very
large and no special provision for its collection
Was provided. It is now proposed to make
the penalty $10 per day for each day's de-
fault and to make the money recoverable at
the suit of Her Majesty instituted by the
Attorney General and to apply the penalties
received towards the expenses of this office;
that is the superintendent of insurance office.
This will probably insure promptness in the
delivery of the statements.

It has occurred recently, I believe, that
men have made it a business to harass and
bring suits against companies who have
leglected, during a very limited time, to

Produce the statement required, and they
are molested by suits for a $500 fine and
$100 a day or month for every subsequent
delay. It is thought that the law is too
rigorous in that respect, and that it is not
lecessary to enforce the companies' duties by

the imposition of such a very heavy fine.
A further provision (subsection 2 of sec-

tion 21) is to the effect that if the penalties
Provided for are nôt paid the license shall
lot on expiry be renewed.

The 6th section proposes to define the
Word " policy holder " in section 34. The
proposed definition is in accordance with an
Opinion of the Minister of Justice given8ome years ago in the case of the Life Asso-
Ciation of Canada, and has been acted upon
1 all cases that have since arisen. In the
case of a policy of the Citizens' Insurance
hOMpanyý the Deputy Minister of Justice

recently held the view that the benefi-
ciary and not the person to whom the policy

19½

was issued is to be regarded as the policy
holder. The amendment proposed is in-
tended to set the matter at rest.

Section 7 refers to assessment companies
and is in accordance with recent legislation.
Clauses similar to those proposed to be added
to section 39 were inserted in the charters
of the Home Life in 1890 and in the charters
of the Woodmen of the World and the
Catholic Mutual Benefit Association in 1893.

By section 8 it is proposed to make section
47 relating to fire insurance companies har-
monize with section 33 which relates to life
companies by requiring the concurrence of
the Treasury Board to a release of a deposit
instead of that of the Governor in Council.
It has been found more expedient to have a
meeting of the Treasury Board than of the
Governor in Council and less difficulty is
anticipated if the Treasury Board is author-
ized to deal with the matter.

By section 9, section 49 has been redrafted
and made to harmonize with the remainder
of the Act as far as possible, by requiring as
in the case of section 47, the concurrence of
the Treasu-y Board in the issue of a license
other than those specifically provided for by
the Act (viz., life, fire and inland marine)
instead of that of the Governor in Council as
at present required. The present Act is
principally a consolidation of several earlier
Acts in the first of which the concurrence of
the Governor in Council was required in the
case of release of deposits, etc. This related
to fire companies. In a later one relating to
life companies the concurrence of the Trea-
sury Board was required under similar cir-
cumstances, and in a still later Act (1885)
relating to assessment life companies, the
concurrence of the Treasury Board was
required for the registration of Canadian
assessment companies, calling for further
deposits in the case of foreign assessment
companies, etc., and it is proposed to harmon-
ize the whole by requiring the concurrence of
the Treasury Board in all cases. Under the
present section 49, which provided that the
Governor in Council shall determine in each
case thereunder whether any and if so what
deposit shall be made, it has been practically
determined that a deposit shall in every case
be necessary and the section as redrafted so
provides.

Section 10 is new so far as the Act is
concerned. Subsection 1 thereof is based
upon the following Order in Council which
has been acted on since its adoption:-
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1882-Combination of Life with other Clauses oj

Insurance Business. The Board having had under
consideration an application from companies for a
license to transact accident insurance business in
combination with life insurance, and having con-
sidered the report of the Superintendent of Insur-
ance thereon, are of opinion that it would not be
in the interests of the public, or consistent with
the policy indicated by the Parliament of the
Dominion, by refusing charters of this nature, that
the business of life insurance should be combined
with any class of insurance, and would recommend
to Council : (1) That in future no license be issued
to a company which desires to transact business of
life insurance for the purpose of transacting any
other business of insurance in combination there-
with.

And it is considered advisable that it
should be embodied in the Act. Subsection
2 of section 10 provides that cyclone or tor-
nado insurance may be transacted in com-
bination with fire and marine. There is not
as yet much cyclone insurance done in Can-
ada. Subsections 3 and 4 make provision
for classes of insurance which may be com-
bined and subsection 5 limits the classes to
two except in the case provided for in sub-
section 2. This clause has attracted a cer-
tain amount of attention from existing com-
panies and when in Committee of the Whole,
I propose to offer the House an amendment
which would form a 6th subsection to this
clause :

The provisions of the section shall not interfere
with the renewal of licenses heretofore granted:

That is, the intention is to ask the House to
legislate only as to the future, and not to
affect any of the companies now existing and
doing business.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then companies at
present having two classes or three classes of
insurance may continue i

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They will be able
to continue : it is not intended to in any
way give the bill a retroactive effect. It is
only as to the granting in future of new
licenses and not as to the renewal of
licenses.

Section 11 is founded upon the following
Orders in Council which have been acted on
since their adoption, with, it is believed,
very beneficial results, and it is thought desir-
able that they should be embodied in the
statute :

Charter Powers of Foreign Companies.-The
Board recommend that it should be laid down as a
general rule that a license will not be granted to a

foreign company whose corporate powers are in
excess of the powers which would be granted to a
company by the Dominion Parliament. (O.C. 21st
January, 1891.)

Provided, however, that any company, regard-
less of its charter powers, which has a paid-up
capital of at least $500,000, wholly unimpaired,
and in addition thereto, holds over and above all
liabilities estimated according to Government
standard, a rest or surplus fund equal to at least
30 per cent of such paid up capital and the market
value of whose stock is at a premium of at least 30
per cent,--

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It is 20 per cent in
the bill.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Is this a de-
parture from the present section ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No; the sectio
intended to put in the law what was exact-
ed or what was being carried on in the past
by an Order in Council.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-What you are
reading now is entirely different from sec-
tion 11, which appears in the bill.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, that is the
Order in Council I am reading from.

-and bas carried on successfully for a period of at
least ten years the business for which a license is
sought, being only one class of insurance, or if
more than one, then such classes as may be pro-
perly combined, shall be deemed eligible for and
entitled to such license upon agreeing to keep and
maintain assets in Canada, as defined by the In-
surance Act, over and above and in excess of the
amount required by sections 9 and 10 thereof (said
Sections to be deemed applicable to such company)
to such an amount as the Governor in Council on
the report of the Treasury Board shall fix and de-
termine, not, however, exceeding the sum of
$200,000, such excess to be looked upon as the
company's Canadian capital and such agreement
to be deemed a condition precedent to the issue of
such license.

And provided further, that the application for a
license of any company not in all respects coin-
plying with the requirements of the foregoing pro-
viso, yet not materially falling short in any of the
essential particulars thereof,-may form the subject
of a special reference to be dealt with on its
merits. (O. C. 30th January, 1892.)

Section 12 is in the Act introduced in 1893
and not proceeded with. Section 62 ôf the
English Companies Act contains the follow-
ing provision :

In default of any regulations as to voting each
member shall have one vote. * * * That is to
say, it matters not how many shares a member
holds if there is no regulation (by-law) as to voting
each member has.only one vote-and article 44 of
the standard regulations contained in the schedule
to said Companes Act is as follows:-
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Every member shall have one vote for every
share up to ten ; he shall have an additional vote
for every five shares beyond the first ten shares up
to one hundred, and an additional vote for every
ten shares beyond the first hundred shares.

The bill last year was opposed by Mr.
Mulock and Mr. Edgar. Sir Richard Cart-
wright and Mr. McMullen urged that the
bill should be referred to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce, and it was not
carried through the House. Mr. Cockburn
urged delay ; so also did Sir Hector Lange-
vin. Sir Richard Cartwright's proposition
was that there should be minority represen-
tation; for example, if a shareholder owned
one-tenth part of the stock he should be
represented on the board of directors by
one-tenth part of the board. Hon. David
Mills endorsed Sir Richard's view. Mr.
Sutherland also spoke in opposition to the
bill. The discussion which took place will
be found at pages 3002 to 3016 of the Han-
.ard for 1893.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Does that apply
to all insurance companies ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It would apply to
every company in the future to whom
licenses would be granted.

lon. Mr. McMILLAN-All newly or-
ganized companies i

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No; it is those that
derive their authority from the Parliament
of Canada-not outside companies.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No; simply com-
panies formed in Canada ; it could not apply
to companies formed abroad; only to com-
Panies formed in Canada, and the object of
the clause is this, to prevent one large
share-owner from controlling the investment
of a capital five or six times larger than his
Own holding. A man in an insurance com-
Pany may hold, say, $75,000 of shares; he
May control the vote of the whole company,
and that insurance company may have the
investment of perhaps three-quarters of a
mailhion, or half a million. The question
was put, is it right that one single man
should have it in his power to invest such a
large amount of money, perhaps for his own
benefit, by investing it next to a property that

he.holds himself? When in Committee of the
Whole I propose to add another clause to
the bill, which will be the thirteenth clause,
and it is to this effect, that whenever an
error occurs in life insurance in the giving of
the age of the insured, this error should not
make the policy void, except, of course, if it
had been the subject of a fraud. As we
all know, very few men solicit the oppor-
tunity of insuring themselves. The contrary
is the fact. Men are solicited to insure, and
agents take very little precaution, so long as
they get the risk. Everything is easy, and
everything is good; they verify nothing, and
they take a declaration, take the premium
and send you a policy. If the insured dies
in an unexpectedly short time, everything is
closely investigated, and if there is the
slightest error in the age of the insured, the
companies immediately take a most rigorous
advantage of it and decline to pay. Very
often this refusal of payment is made to the
widow of a labourer, a woman in distress,
unprovided with the means of going to law,
and they frighten her into a composition of
fifty per cent or less ; therefore, I think it is
right that some provision should be made to
deal with cases which have occurred in good
faith, where an error in the age of the
insured has happened-some provision should
be made that the insurance should not be
void, but that the company should have the
right to collect the premium that would
have been collected had the age been
properly given, and that the amount, after
that assessment has been made, should be
paid to the policy-holder. Some of the
provinces have made enactments in relation
to this subject, and I think a rider should
be added to that clause so that we may not
be unwittingly going beyond the limits of
our jurisdiction. Of course we have the
right to make laws in relation to insurance,
and especially in relation to insurance com-
panies incorporated by the Parliament of
Canada; but as this provision is perhaps
not an essence of the insurance law I would
also suggest that this section is subject to
the provisions of any legislative enactment
of any of the provinces of the Dominion.
I know that in Ontario they have adopted
similar legislation. Another object for in-
serting this clause in the Insurance Act is
on account of the fact that last year the
Parliament of Canada passed an Act to
insure the Civil Service officers desirous of
taking insurance. Under the Act regulations
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were made, and amongst the regulations is
the enactment of this new clause which I
propose, that in case of error concerning the
age, the proper premium may be collected
and the balance must be paid.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This bill deals large-
ly, no doubt, with the details of the insur-
ance law, but there are some important
questions connected with it, which I think
affect us all as policy-holders. Any in-
creased expense for maintenance of insur-
ance companies of course falls on the policy-
holders, because it comes back to this-that
the companies have entered into such a
union as has led to the fixing of uniform
rates all over the Dominion (at least in the
older provinces of the Dominion) and these
rates are regulated from time to time on
such a basis as to enable the companies to
draw what they consider a fair dividend on
all moneys invested. Therefore, anything
that unnecessarily entails expense on the
insurance companies ought to be avoided
unless some practical result is to flow from
it. As far as I can see in reading over the
bill, its object is to facilitate book-keeping in
the department that has control over it, and
to secure this result some of the companies
are to be put to a large annual expense.
They are made to conform to a rule which,
as far as I can see, has no real, practical
benefit or advantage. In the first place,
they are told that they must make up their
statements to the 31st December. Now to
a company doing a business, as some do, of
$30,000,000 or $40,000,000 a year, it is a
serious matter to make up a second annual
statement, because all those companies have
their days of meetings for the stockholders,
and all parties interested in the affairs of
the company meet at the usual time, and
under the keen criticism of the auditors a
careful investigation is made. As a rule
those meetings take place at an early
period of the year, somewhere between
March and July, but under this bill
the policy of the authorities is to require
them to make up their statement to the 31st
December. Uniformity may be all very well,
but if it is to be purchased at too serious and
inconvenient a rate, and if no actual advant-
age is to be gained, I do not see why, for the
mere purpose of gratifying, I will not say
the whim, but the idea of some official of the
department, the statement should be made
up to that period. The statements of the

insurance companies will be much more faith-
fully recorded if we take their annual reports
to the policy-holders as submitted at their
regular meetings. I am glad to say that
none of the insurance companies doing busi-
ness in Canada are in a suspicious position.
They all have a large amount invested with
the Government as protection for policy-
holders, but apart from that, their standing
is such that we are not warranted in assuming
that any substantial advantage is tobe gained
by requiring them to make up a particular
statement for the purposes of the annual
report of the Superintendent of Insurance.
I understand that this bill affects very pre-
judicially fifteen to twenty companies doing
an enormous business in Canada. It is well
known that the bulk of the insurance in this
country is not done by Canadian but by
United States and British companies. They
hold over five-sixths of the insurance of this
country, and therefore we ought to deal with
them in such a way as not, at all events, to force
them to a larger outlay than is really
necessary. While I would not for a
moment maintain that they should be
in a position, I will not say to secrete,
but not to present the fullest and most
perfect statement for the purpose of the
annual report, yet I think from the stand-
ing of the companies doing business in Can-
ada we niay assume that the statements
that meet the approval of those directly in-
terested at their annual meeting are satis-
factory and more particularly if it is con-
firmed and sworn to by such officials as the
department may see fit to require of the
company. The important provision is
really in subsections 2 and 3 of clause 20,
under which every outside company is re-
quired to have a chief agent in Canada.
Now, that is really the crucialpoint,asIunder-
stand, and I am advised that this will mean
an annual cost of over one hundred thousand
dollars. Those companies are not going to
lose that money. They will simply charge
it up against the policy-holders and unless
some substantial gain is to be derived fron
it I do not see the necessity of such a regu-
lation. There has been no loss heretofore
owing to the manner in which the returns
have been obtained, and many of the coin-
panies, I am advised, where they do fheir
business with the local agents, find that they
are in more direct touch with them and can
issue their instructions more imperativelY
than through a chief agent. If an outside
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company has an agent at Montreal or Tor-
onto, called a chief agent of the company,
then all the instructions from the head
office have to be filtered through that par-
ticular official, whereas if they communi-
cate direct with each local agentthat agentas-
sumes the position of chief agent of the
company. With many outside companies
you can go to the local agent and, without
referring to any other official in Canada,
after paying your premium you can get a
policy signed by the company. He does
not need to communicate with anybody out-
side. You pay your premium and the agent
hands you your policy. That is a conven-
ience that ought not to be disturbed or
lightly dealt with simply because the de-
partment require reports which would be
more convenient to them as coming from
one of the chief officers of the company.
Take for instance a company, probably one
of the oldest6ompanies in Canada, the ÆEtna
of Hartford. They have been established
in this country since 1821. As everybody
knows they are a very respectable company.
You rarely hear of their disputing a loss
Under their policies. They deal directly
with their own agents. They have refused
heretocore to appoint a chief officer, for the
reason, they say, that they have more con-
trol over the agent by having him report
directly to the head office. That company
is entitled to very large consideration. I
find in the returns that that company has
Paid over $5,000,000 .to policy-owners in
Canada since its introduction here, and you
very rarely hear of their name in the courts
They paid over a quarter of a million dollars
at that great fire at St. John, N.B. Any
Outside company that can do that, without
undue delay, is surely entitled to some con-
sideration at the hands of Parliament, and
Unless the hon. Minister, or those who have
instructed him in this matter, can show that
there is sotne real. substantial injury result-
ing from the present position of affairs, I do
not think they should ask that the system,
which has been in existence for years, should
he altered capriciously. You cannot point
to any substantial loss that results from the
Present system. I know up to the present
time the reports have been received from the
chief agent, but in the bill you are laying
it down as a hard and fast rule that they
shall be from the chief agent in this country.
I would ask the Minister to reconsider this
question, because the insurance companies are

to-day in a combine. You go into any insur-
ance office for insurance and you find that the
rate is the same as that of all other com-
panies. The rates are fixed by the Under-
writers' Board, and if we unduly entail addi-
tional cost on the companies, it naturally
comes back on the policy-holders, because
the companies are not going to lose that
money. Therefore, we are all interested,
wholly appart from the question of fair-
play. The legislation does not seem to be
warranted by any substantial gain. I un-
derstand, so far as some of the companies
are concerned, they have offered to pay the
expenses of any officer that may be sent
down to the head office in the United
States to make an investigation of their
assets. Of course the companies that I
have named are of such undoubted charac-
ter that it would not really be necessary. I
therefore would ask of the Minister to
consider the propriety of making such a
change as will meet the necessities of a case
of that kind, because our interest is rather
to encourage outside companies that have a
high financial credit to do business in the
Dominion. The policies carried in Canada
by Canadian companies are only about one-
fifth of the entire insurance. The returns
show that Canadian companies carry only
$112,000,000., while outside companies
carry over $556,000,000. But I am told it
will have an injurious effect on some of our
companies that are doing business in the
United States. The British American, a
Canadian company, doing a large business
in Canada, has agencies now in the United
States. What will be the effect
of this bill on them i They are
not called upon to appoint a chief
agent in the United States. Their returns
are accepted as correct when coming from
the head office. Of course the president, or
the officers who are called on to make the
report, conform to the requirements of the
department, and make the necessary affi-
davit as to the business done, the premiums
paid and the assets of the company,
but the effect of this legislation will
be that Canadian companies doing business
over there will be subject to the
same rule. That will be very embarrassing
to them, and probably force them to with-
draw their officers. I cannot, therefore, for
a moment see why it should be desired to
lay down an arbitrary system that is simply
going to embarrass the business of Canadian
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and foreign companies. Then, in reference
to a remark made by the hon. gentleman
that suits are being brought against the
companies, it can only be for a technical
omission of matters of that kind.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-For the protection
of the companies.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, I thinkit is unfor-
tunate that they should be subject to harass-
ing actions at the instance of informers.
All actions of that kind ought only to be
brought under the control or jurisdiction of
the Justice Department.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-So it will be now.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am glad the change
is being made. If it were possible I think
we should protect the companies, because a
mere clerical omission to comply with a rule
of that kind should not subject the com-
panies to a penalty of $500 and so much
per day for each day the omission is extended
over. There would probably be correspon-
dence between the company and the officials
here as to the form of the return, the offi-
cials perhaps insisting on a particular form,
and the return not being made in time
would form a basis of an action by an
informer. I think the informer should only
be permitted to bring an action where sub-
stantially some injury is inflicted on the
whole community by the omission to furnish
information, because the chief element to
justify the action of an informer is wholly
wanting in a case of this kind. It is not
pretended that any companies who hold
licenses in the country are of doubtful
credit, or that they have not deposited
sufficient means with the Canadian Govern-
ment to justify the extent of business they
are doing, and therefore there is really no
basis to warrant an action by an informer.
I would throw out the suggestion that if it
were possible, by any retroactive legisla-
tion, to nullify such proceedings it certainly
would be our duty to do that, unless
it was a direct and intentional breach of
the laws of the country and not merely a
technical omission to make a formal return
because the department and the company
were discussing as to the form in which it
should be made. That surely should not
render a company liable to a penalty of per-
haps thousands of dollars. I think the law

was not intended for a case of that sort, and
the circumstances as they exist would be
ample justification for the basis of an Act
by Parliament which would relieve the com-
panies from the payment of those penalties.
I do not propose to discuss at present the
other clauses of the bill, which are not so
important. We can do that better in com-
mittee. The two important amendments
are those to which I have adverted ; one that
it would be very much safer and more satis-
factory if we would accept the latest returns
of the companies presented at their last meet-
ing. That was the law in regard to outside
companies. It was the usual balancing days
at all events of the outside companies,
and certainly the return, if it was
made in the ordinary course of business,
would be much more satisfactory than a re-
turn specially made on, the 31st December
for the purposes of the Insurance Depart-
ment.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I would say for
the information of my hon. friend that life
insurance companies are compelled to have
their returns in within a limited time after
the 1st January, and fire insurance after
the lst February.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, so I understand.
The other point to which I desired to draw
attention was that I hope the Government
will see their way clear to meet the positions
of these companies, a very considerable
number of which are doing a large business,
that object to the establishment of what is
called a head office in Canada. They say
that they are more in touch with their
offices by allowing the business between the
head office and their local agents to be con-
ducted as at present. I cannot see any ad-
vantage to be gained by the proposed change
and therefore I hope the Minister will con-
sider the suggestion, which I am told has
been pressed upon him by a number of out
side companies.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not think
that any outside company doing business
in Canada should be put in a better position
than Canadian companies. The same safe-
guards should be given to the Canadian
companies as are offered to foreign companies
and they should both be subject to the same
supervision. It is all very well for the hon.
gentleman to speak of the high standing of
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foreign companies. That is all very true, but
there are companies constantly springing up
on the other side of the line and some of these
may be bogus concerns. I know of one com-
pany started in Nova Scotia, it did not
succeed and some persons lost money in it,
and I think all companies doing business in
Canada should have a head office in which
all the business of the company can be
supervised and their returns verified by the
books and records of the principal office.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD(P.E.I.)-I think
it is very desirable that we should furnish
all possible safeguards for those people of
Canada who take policies from foreign com-
panies. Circumstances may arise in which
they would have no recourse against those
companies for the amounts of their policies.
In case of war or difficulties arising between
the two countries, the policy-holders in this
country would have no recourse against the
foreign company for their insurance. In
years past, it is very well known that a
geat many persons in Canada lost money
by insuring in companies who had no deposit
in this country for the safety of the policy-
holders. Since the present Act has been
Passed that difficulty has been avoided to a
great extent, and I know myself, and have
good reason to know, that if it had not been
for the Insurance Act, a great many persons
Would have lost money by the failure of
somfe of our own companies. Under the
Provisions of that law, and under the direc-
tion and guidance of the Superintendent of
Insurance, those who referred their cases to
hira were enabled to obtain policies in com-
Panies of good standing in place of those
Which they had held in failing companies.
Those who were not sufficiently posted in the
'mlanner of making such an application, merely
allowed their premiums to lapse, and in this
Way lost all recourse against the companies
for the money they had paid. Under the
Present law policy-holders in all Canadian
conpanies are wellsecured and it is absolutely
necessary that foreign companies doing busi-
ne8s in Canada should be placed on an equally
8oUtnd and good footing for the business that
they do here. There is a vast amount of
linsurance, as stated by the hon. member
fromn Ottawa, taken out by Canadians with
foreign companies, and they perhaps are pot
aware of all the risks they run if their
Policies are contested in a foreign country.
Under the circumstances, I think it is very

necessary that a bill such as has been intro-
duced here should become law, that all proper
safe-guards should be placed on our statute-
book in order to insure the safety of policy-
holders.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-The obvious inten-
tion of this bill is the protection of the
public interests, and so far as I can judge
from reading it hastily, any powers that it
confers are for the purpose of enabling pro-
per supervision to be kept over the different
insurance companies now authorized to do
business in Canada. The business of life
insurance a few years ago was almost un-
known to Canada ; of late years it has
assumed enormous proportions, and hundreds
of thousands of people have all their savings
invested in these insurance companies. The
main pri r,ciple of the bill, as I take it, is this :
to enable the authoritiesto watch over thebusi-
nessof these companies and tobe able to arrest
them if they are not in a solvent condition,
thus to afford protection to those people who
cannot watch the progress of a company and
find no adequate means of ascertaining the
way in which they do business. I am,
therefore, strongly impressed with the
notion that the fullest power of supervision
should be given. It may be that some of
the provisions of the bill as to returns may
be attended with inconvenience to certain
companies, but I cannot see that, with
companies that are well kept, it could
make any great difference to make a return
at a particular time. The importance of
life insurance cannot be exaggerated. There
are a great many people who are putting so
much yearly into life insurance, and who
are not disposed to save money in any other
way, and it is the duty of the Government
to watch those companies, and to see that
the poor people who put all their means into
their keeping are not disappointed when the
time for repayment comes. With regard
to the additional clause which my hon.
friend proposed to add to the bill with re-
ference to the age, I am not aware, as far
as my experience goes, of any respectable
company in Canada, taking advantage of
an error made in a proposal for insurance ;
at the same time, I quite agree that it is
just as well that it should be expressly put
upon the Statute-book. A similar policy
was followed in Ontario with regard to fire
insurance companies in regard to conditions
which were very stringent and which enabled

297



298 [SENATE]
any company that was so disposed to fight it
out to avoid payment of a loss, in case loss
occurred, and if I rightly remember the very
provision or a similar provision to that which
my hon. friend suggests now exists in Eng-
land. I hope that after the second reading
of the bill it may be altered without injury
to the public interest, because I think it is
the duty of the Government to consider first
the public interest, and not the interests of
the companies. They will not enter into
business unless they can inake money. Of
course every regard should be paid to them
so far as is consistent with public safety, but
the public interest and the safety of invest-
ors ought to be the first and paramount
consideration of the Government.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-With the hon. gentle-
man's permission I would like to say a word
or two. It would seem some hon. gentlemen
inferred, from the drift of my remarks, that
I had advocated a policy that was going to
weaken the security of the policy-holder.
I said nothing whatever about the deposit ;
on the contrary I think our securities would
be very much better if we had the returns of
the ordinary meeting of a company than
a special return made up for the pur-
poses of the department. My observations
had no reference whatever to the deposit.
We all recognize the importance of the de-
posit and no comment was made in reference
to that point. I infer f rom the observa-
tions made by some hon. gentlemen that they
assumed that I bad taken a line that was
going to weaken that position; on the con-
trary, I thought my suggestion was rather
in the direction of strengthening the position
of the shareholder.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-With the kind per-
mission of the House I shall refer again to
clause 20, which seems to have been mostly
the subject of the debate. Now, yon must
not look at clause 20 as a new enactment, or
as requiring anything from the companies
which, under the present Insurance Act, they
are not obliged no supply. Under the In-
surance Act, companies are required to give
in statements of their business in Canada
and of their general business; but the ques-
tion has arisen, who is to give this state-
ment of Canada business? It used to be
given and it is in many cases given by the
agent abroad.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The president of the
company.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The president, sec-
retary or actuary of the company abroad.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-At the head office.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS.-Yes, for the Can-
adian business. The law courts of Canada
have held that that was wrong, and that the
law intended the Canadian business to be
sworn to and given by the Canadian agent;
and consequently, to make the law clear and
in accordance with the decision of the
courts, the real amendment is here, that
business in Canada shall be given and sworn
to by the Canadian agent of that company,
whose head office is abroad. That is the
object. They are bound by the present law
to give a statement of their general business.
This bill provides also that they shall do
that. It is not a new enactment. This
statement they shall give through their pre-
sent secretary or actuary abroad. There
is nothing there too stringent upon them.
Now it is said you are going to force every
company to have a chief agent in Canada.
I say that in fact every company doing
business in Canada is bound to have a chief
agent here. They are bound to have some
one to receive the summons of a court when
necessary. All that the hon. gentleman has
said would apply to the bill as printed first.
I think he had seen the agents of the for-
eign companies before I met them, and that
all the objections they made to this clause
when speaking to him, they made to me and
I have taken steps to satisfy them on that
point.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Has the bill beeln
reprinted i

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, but I read a]2
amendment which I propose to make to the
clause which will remove all objections raised
by the companies. It is to the effect thte
such chief agent shall keep at the chief agencY
in Canada records and documents sufficieut
to enable him to prepare and furnish the
statement of Canada business in this section
provided for, and such that said statement
of Canada business may be readily verified
therefrom. Now that is not imposing, as
my hon. friend thought at first it was, $100,
000 expense on the companies. It is nece-
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sitating, perhaps, a few postage stamp 3 to
pay for the correspondence between the head
offices abroad and the chief agents in Canada.
If he does not get directly all the returns that
are made by the sub-agent, if they go to the
offices in the United States or in England,
they will just send them back to their chief
agent in Canada, or send copies of the neces-
sary documents and records to put them in
a position to give a statement of the Canada
business and the statement of the business
done abroad shall be furnished by the secre-
tary or president or actuary of the company
Wherever he is, so that in fact this clause
provides for nothing that is not required now
of the company, except that it complies
With the judgment of the court that when
they speak of Canadian business it means
that it must be sworn to by the chief agent
of the company in Canada.

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read the second time.

WOLSELEY AND FORT QU'APPELLE
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

hIon. Mr. PERLEY moved the adoption
Of the report of the Standing Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours on Bill

) "An Act to incorporate the Wolseley and
Fort Qu'Appelle Railway Company. " He
said : This report provides for some amend-
"lents inthe first section, which are of no mi-
terial importance, merely affecting the resid-
ence of the charter members. The most im-
Portant clause has reference to the gauge of
the railway. The bill provides for the ordin-
ary gauge of 4 feet 8½ inches, but it was
thought advisable to add that a narrower

aEluge might be adopted if the company felt
't desirable for the construction of the road.
If this company could not borrow the money
for a line built on the broader gauge, it
'ight be able to borrow for a line with a
1Trrower gauge, and they are given that
OPtion. The next amendment has reference
tO the capital stock. In the case of the
broad gauge it is fixed at $400,000, in theCase of the narrower gauge it is $250,000.
The last amendment provides for voting by
Proxy at thé annual meetings.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (37) "An Act to incorporate the
Duluth, Nepigon and James Bay Railway
Company."-( Mr. Perley.)

The Senate adjourned at 4.40 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, lst May, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE DILLON DIVORCE CASE.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of the Bill (T) " An Act for the
relief of James St. George Dillon."

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-Generally the
Roman Catholic members of the Senate
though opposing those divorce bills, take no
objection to their passing, because they know
that a majority of the House is in favour of
them, and they are satisfied with the report
that such a bill has passed on a division. I
do not know whether my information is re-
liable or not, but I hear that the two parties
in this case are Catholics, and I think that in
a matter of this kind, the House ought not to

grant the prayer, holding that Catholics con-
sider the marriage tie binding upon them.
The House ought not to interfere with the
parties and the Bill should not be read the
second time. I see by the bill, the second
reading of which is now proposed, that
Dillon is to be given the right to marry
again. That is the most objectionable part,
and there is a difference when the parties
are Protestants. Protestants do not believe
that the tie is binding, and this explains
why the majority of the House gives the
right to divorced persons to marry again.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-How can they be
Catholics if they rebel against the Church 1

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I know very
well that this act of theirs will show that
they are not the Catholics they ought to be,
but there are good and bad Catholics as
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there are good and bad Protestants. Every
day we see good readers of the Bible who
will do the contrary to what the Bible says.
I think we should not give bad Catholics
the right to marry again. Under these cir-
cumstances, I believe it is my duty to move
that the bill be not now read the second
time, but that it be read the second time
six inonths hence.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I would suggest
that the hon. member allow this matter to
stand until the evidence is taken. It is a-
dangerous precedent to introduce in the
House to disapprove of the prayer of the
bill upon mere hearsay as the hon. gentle-
man now proposes. * There should be some
evidence before the House, on oath or other-
wise, that my hon. friend's contention may
be proved correct in fact.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I do not see what
the House has to do with the fact as to
whether the parties are Catholics or not.
If they apply to this Parliament for divorce,
and can show themselves entitled to it before
the committee, I do not see why they should
not obtain it.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-It appears to me we
are usurping the power of the Church. I
think the matter as to whether the parties
should live together or not, should be left to
their clergy to decide.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I cannot agree
with the hon. gentleman from Richmond(Mr.
Miller). If I understand what he said, he con-
tended that the House has nothingtodo with
the question of whether they are Catholics or
Protestants. I believe we have something
to do with it, because the House, I am sure,
has no intention to grant a power to any
individual in this country to do what he
himself feels he cannot conscientiously do. As
Catholics consider the tie binding, I am sure
the House would not grant such a prayer to
Catholics. We should look into that ques-
tion just as we look into other questions, be-
fore granting what is asked. At all events,
I have felt in duty bound to say what I
have said, but I believe that the hon.
gentleman from Calgary is right. The bill
has to go before the committee, and if it
should transpire there that both parties are
Protestants, I would not care to meddle
with it. After the bill is returned to this

House from the committee, it can then be
dealt with. I beg leave to withdraw the
amendment.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS' BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN moved the second read-
ing of Bill (Y) " An Act respecting the
arrest, trial and imprisonment of youthful
offenders." He said: This bill has been
printed and distributed in English, but if I
am to take as a guide the Orders of the Day
here, I do not see the letter " F " appended
to it indicating that it has been printed in
French. I must, therefore,- throw myself
upon the indulgence of the hon. gentlemen
who desire to have the bill printed in French
as to whether I may be permitted to go on
with it under the circumstances.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-It is an important
bill. You might wait, I think.

Hon. Mr. MASSON-It is high time that
the printing in French should be brought up
to the mark. The bill is not yet printed in
French. The English version of the Insol-
vency Bill has been distributed throughout
the whole country and we are going through
it as if everybody knew all about it, but it
has not yet been printed in French. We
wish to do only what is reasonable, but I
think that these bills should be printed and
distributed in French. The committee has
taken means to have an extra staff to have
bills printed in French and it could be done.
If it is not done next week, as an individual
member of the Senate, I shall object to every
bill brought into the House unless it i1
printed in French.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Do I understand
that the hon. gentleman objects ?

Hon. Mr. MASSON-No, I do not object
to this bill.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I would like to go
on with the bill if there is no objection tO
it.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I may explain t
the hon. gentleman from Terrebonne that 1
have given instructions to the Clerk to eln'
ploy all the hands possible in order to facih-
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tate this work, because there is no doubt we
have been kept waiting day after day for
the want of the French translation. I hope
that the difficulties which haveoccurred in
the past will be remedied.

Hon. Mr. MASSON-I do not want the
Senate to think that we are the least unrea-
Sonable, but in future I shall object to
every bill unless it is printed in French.

lon. Mr. ALLAN-Last year I had the
honour to introduce a bill in this House,
embracing somewhat similar provisions to
those contained in the bill now before you.
Sone objections were made to its details by
the Deputy Minister of Justice, and as it
'was late in the session, I judged it better to
Withdraw the bill rather than run the risk
of its not being carefully and patiently con-
Sidered. The bill which is now before the
Ilouse is, as I have said, somewhat similar
tO the one of last year. I may mention
that I have received very valuable assistance
fromn the law clerk of the House in its pre-
Paration, and it lias also been submitted to
the criticism of the Deputy Minister of
Justice, and I hope that in its present
shape it will meet with the approbation and
approval of this honourable House. The
Object of the bill, as set forth in the pre-
amble, is to make provision for the separ-
ation of youthful offenders from contact
With older offenders and habitual criminals
during their arrest and trial and to make
better provision than now exists for
their commitment to places where
they may be reformed and trained
tO useful lives instead of being im-
Prisoned. Before going into the details
of the bill, I may perhaps be permitted to
say a few words in regard to the general
subject of the treatment of youthful offenders
aId the care and protection of neglected
children. I presume it must be well known
to all hon. gentlemen who take any interest
iln this subject, thatthecondition and arrange-
nlents of our jails and lock-ups have long
been of the most unsatisfactory character.
Of course, I am speaking generally-no
I)eans exist for the proper classification of
prisoners. Youthful offenders awaiting their
trial for a first offence, perbaps a compara-
tively trivial one or undergoing sentence
after conviction, are placed in the same cells
With ohd and hardened criminals from whom
theX can learn nothing but what is

evil, and in whose degrading company
they soon lose in all probability whatever
little self-respect they may have left. With
a few exceptions, one is the jail in Toronto
where prisoners are classified, as well as the
construction of the jail will permit it to be
done-this is the presént condition of things.
Indeed I may point out that even in such
places as the Central prison, at Toronto, and
the penitentiary at Kingston, no means
exist for the separation of youthful offenders
from the most depraved and hardened crim-
inals. In view of this condition of things,
the Prison Reform Conference, the Prison
Reform Association and the Prisoners' Aid
Association of Canada have, ever since 1891,
been strongly urging the establishment of a
Dominion reformatory for youthful offend-
ers, and if the House will allow me I should
like to read an extract from a report of the
Inspector of Prisons, Mr. Moylan, in a
letter sent to the Minister of Justice in 1891
on the subject, because what he says there
with regard to the separation of youthful
offenders from hardened criminals, applies to
the very principle contended for in the bill
before the House. Mr. Moylan says:

It is one of the recommendations of the Ontario
commissioners to establish an industrial reforma-
tory, where "young men between the ages of
seventeen and thirty, who have been convicted,
for the first time, of a felony or serious misdemea-
nor, and who, in the opinion of the judges impos-
ing sentence, are proper cases for reformatory
treatment," should be sent and " committed for
an indeterminate period." This recommendation
is a good one and must commend itself to general
approval. Its taking practical shape would be,
for first offenders, the realization of what has been
urged in these reports, so frequently, for convicts
well disposed and who give promise of reform.
They should be separate from the habitual and
hardened criminals. It requires no argument to
show the paramount importance, the crying neces-
sity there is to make some fit provision by which
so great a number of young men may be saved
from being thoroughly corruptcd and ruined by
constant association with the depraved and vicious,
who, by their tact and cunning will escape being
committed to the prison of isolation. Allow me to
bespeak your best consideration in behalf of this
large array of human beings, on the threshold of
manhood, who are standing perhaps, on the very
brink of destruction by becoming confirmed crimi-
nais. They may be saved from this fate, if timely
soeps be taken to rescue them from further contact
with vice, and from the contaminating influence of
wicked associates. The architectural construction
of our penitentiaries does not permit the complete
separation and classification required to prevent
the baneful effect arising from the co.miugling of
the neophytes in crime with those who are seasoned
in guilt. I beg leave, therefore, earnestly, to



302 LSENATEJ
recommend the establishment of a prison, wholly
reformatory in its character and management,
wherein persons, between the ages of sixteen and
thirty, convicted of their first known crime,
entailing upom them a sentence of two years and
more, would be confined, in view of being subjected
to such discipline and treatment as their previous
habits and training, disposition and age inay render
necessary.

I very earnestly hope that the Govern-
ment may see their way this session to meet
the very urgent representations which have
been made to them on this most important
subject, and that ere long we shall have a
reformatory for first offenders established
for the whole Dominion. It is this very
principle of the separation of youthful
offenders from the contaminating influences
of association with hardened criminals just
at the very turning point of their lives for
good or evil, and bringing them under kindly
and reforming influences, instead of con-
demning them to imprisonment where they
will come in contact with offenders who can
only have the most pernicious influence upon
them, that I venture to submit this bill as
it is now drafted for the approbation of the
House. The first clause of the bill enacts

1. Section 550 of " The Criminal Code, 1892," is
hereby repealed and the following section substi-
tuted therefor:

" 550. The trials of young persons apparently
under the age of seventeen years, shall take place
without publicity and separately and apart froin
the trials of other accused persons, and at suitable
times to be designated and appointed for that
purpose."

2. Young persons apparently under the age of
seventeen years who are -

(a) Arrested upon any warrant ; or
(b) Committed to custody at any stage of a pre-

liminary inquiry into a charge for an indictable
offence ; or

(c) Coninitted to custody at any stage of a trials
either for an indictable offence or for an offence
punishable on summary conviction ; or

(d) Committed to custody after such trial, but
before imprisonment under sentence,-

Shall be kept in custody separate from older
persons charged with criminal offences and separate
from all persons undergoing sentences of imprison-
ment, and shall not be confined in the lock-ups or
police stations used for older persons charged with
criminal offences or for ordinary criminals.

I desire to call attention to the second clause
first, that which relates to the custody of a
youthful offender before and after trial. As
matters stand now, a boy or girl of tender
years may be arrested for some comparatively
trifling offence, led perhaps into wrong-doing
by neglect or ill-treatment at home. If
that child has committed an offence against

a Dominion law, he is liable to be sent to a
police cell or a jail to pass the time before
they are brought up for examination, in the
company of men or women of the most de-
graded moral character. That is as the law
stands now. These people, as we all know,
make a jest of wrong-doing and from con-
tact with them the young offenders can
learn nothing but evil. They are then
brought up for trial in a crowded police
court, the place often filled with idle curious
people and loose characters of both sexes.
They are exposed to the coarse jests and re-
marks of those who are gathered there. If,
as I have said, the boy or girl is a novice in
wrong-doing, if it is the first transgression,
the first departure from the right path, can
any treatment be more thoroughly calcu-
lated to break down all remaining self-res-
pect and make them feel that they are so
disgraced, that they can never hope to re-
cover the lost ground ? Let me quote a case
in point as reported in one of the Toronto
papers:

" Where practical and expedient, all cases of
children under sixteen shall be tried separately and
apart from adults," so runs the clause of the Crim-
inal Code referring to juvenile offenders. It is diffi-
cult, however, to induce the police and magistrates
to comply with the spirit of the Act, as two cases
called in yesterday's Police Court go to show. I.
B., aged fifteen, was charged with stealing a hat
from her sister, and A. N., aged thirteen, was
charged with stealing 65 cents, and a brush and
comb from her employer, Mrs. W. The N. girl
was remanded on bail till to-day, and B. was
allowed to go on remanded sentence. This was
the first time either of the girls had been in the
hands of the police. They were arrested on Satur-
day night, kept in the police cells all night, carted
to the jail on Sunday, and placed with some prettY
bad characters ; taken froi jail in a van, crowded
with the very worst class of women and men, and -
brought up in open court, and made known to all
the bad characters who frequent the building, s0
that in future these two children cannot pass along
the streets without being recognized by the verY
class of people from whose clutches, it is claimed,
the arrests were made to save them. Mr. Duver-
net, acting for Mr. J. J. Kelso, Provincial Superin-
tendent of Neglected Children, made an effort to
have the case heard privately, but the magistrate
refused to hear the cases in private.

That is only one of a good many other
cases of the kind. But suppose the case of
a boy, an older offender who having un-
happily fallen among bad and vicious assoc1-
ates has been gradually going on from bad
to worse. It may not be the first time that he
has made his appearance before a magistrate-
He takes his place in the dock rather as if
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he thought himself a hero, and is so regarded
by his associates among the spectators in
the court. Take away the notoriety which
his publie trial confers upon him for the
time and he will regard the situation in a
very different light. Try him publicly, send
him down to spend the time of his detention
or his punishment with old and hardened
offenders and he will go on very probably
graduatingin crime until he becomes a candi-
dateforthe Central prison or thepenitentiary.
I do not think then that there can be any
question, that it is most desirable that the
trials of youthful offenders should take place
without publicity and apart from other
accused persons. I am glad to say that
under the law as it now stands in Ontario,
Youthful offenders charged with offences
against the laws of the province must be tried
separately and apart from other offenders,
but as in the large majority of cases
children are brought before the magistrate
On some petty charge of larceny, which is an
Offence against the Dominion law, and the
Criminal Code only declares that the trial
shall take place without publicity and sepa-
rately so far as the same may be expedient
and practicable, the result has been pretty
generally that the magistrate has not found
it expedient or practicable and the law has
become a dead letter. It is for this reason
that I ask the House to make the clause
Obligatory and imperative. I do not think
that there can be any serious difficulty in
Inaking the necessary arrangements for the
separate trial of yqung offenders and for this
reason, that in the province of Ontario, at all
events, that is now the law with regard to
all offences against provincial laws. There
'las to be provision made both as to separate
trial and separate confinement of youthful
offenders both before trial and when com-
11litted to custody after trial, and there can

no reason therefore why the same course
should not be carried out in the case of all
offenders against Dominion laws.

Ion. Mr. SCOTT-What is the age in
Ontario?

lon. Mr. ALLAN-Sixteen. I come now
to the third clause which provides as follows:

3. If any child, appearing to the court or justice
before whom the child is tried to be under tie age
Ontourteen years, is convicted in the province of
WUtario of any offence against the law of Canada,
Whether indictable or punishable on summary con-

viction, such court or justice, instead of sentencing
the child to any imprisonment provided by law in
such case, inay order that the child shall be com-
uutted to the charge of any home for destitute and
neglected children or to the charge of any child-
ren's aid society duly organized and approved by
the Lieutenant-Governor of Ontario in Council, or
to any certified industrial school.

I have made this and the subsequent
clauses applicable to the province of On-
tario only, because it is only in that pro-
vince, so far as I am informed, that the ne-
cessary machinery exists for dealing with
young offenders as suggested by these
clauses. Clause three supposes the case of
a child under fourteen years of age,convicted
say of larceny. Instead of sentencing so
young a child to be simply punished by a
term of imprisonment, from which lie will
in all probability, come out worse than lie
went in, the judge will have it in his power
to order the child to be committed to the
charge of a home for destitute or neglected
children, or to the charge of a children's
aid society. What is wanted in dealing with
such youthful offenders, who in nine cases
out of ten have drifted into wrong-doing
from utter neglect or the evil example of
drunken or vicious parents, is not merely to
punish but to reform them, to place them
where by kindly treatment and christian
teaching they may be weaned from evil
habits and sent out again into the world to
do their duty as good and useful citizens.
The next clause 4 deals with the cases of
children of still more tender age:

4. Whenever in the province of Ontario, an in-
formation or complaint is laid or made against any
boy under the age of twelve years, or girl under
the a ge of thirteen years, for the commission of
any offence against the law of Canada, whether in-
dictable or punishable on summary conviction, the
court or justice seized thereof inay give notice
thereof in writing to the executive officer of the
children's aid society, if there be o*ne in the
connty, and sha allow hin opportunity to investi-
gate the charges made, and nay also notify the
parents of the child, or either of them, or other
person apparently interested in the welfare of the
child

2. The court or justice may advise and counsel
with the said officer and with the parents or such
other person, and nay consider any report made
by the said officer upon the charges.

3. If, after such consultation and advice, and
upon consideration of any report so made, and
after hearing the matter of information or com-
plaint, the court or justice is of opinion that the
public interest and the welfare of the child will be
est served thereby, then, instead of committing

the child for trial, or sentencing the child, as the
case may be, the court or justice may, by order:-

[MAY 1, 1894] 303



[SENATE]

(a) Authorize the said officer to take the child
and, under the provisions of the law of Ontario,
bind the child out to soine suitable person until
the child has attained the age of 21 years, or any
less age ; or

(b) Impose a fine not exceeding ;or
(c) Suspend sentence for a definite period or for

an indefinite period ; or
(d) If the child has been fonnd guilty of the

offence charged or is shown to be wilfully wayward
and unmanageable, commit the child to a certified
industrial school, or to the provincial reformatory
for boys, or to the refuge for girls, as the case
may be, and in such cases, the report of the said
officer shall be attached to the warrant of com-
mitment.

I may explain with regard to the children's
aid societies, referred to in this clause, and
their officers, with whom the judge may
advise and counsel, that under a most
admiiable law, placed upon the Statute-book
of the province of Ontario a little more than
a year ago, called the Children's Protection
Act, when, in any municipality, a children's
aid society has been duly organized and
approved by the Lieutenant Governor in
Council, their officers may act as constables
for enforcing the provisions of the Act, and
the society may, under certain circumstances,
act as the guardians of the child, and appear
in behalf of any neglected or defendant child
before a magistrate, and may, if the judge
so order, have the child taken to their tem-
porary home or shelter, until placed in some
suitable foster home. It is these provisions
of the Ontario statute that I think it is most
desirable that we should avail ourselves of
in dealing with offences against Dominion
laws, by children under twelve or thirteen
years of age. It is surely a reproach to us
that children of that age should ever be sent
to a common jail at all, and that the
efforts of the State should not be directed
to rescue them from their surroundings,
too often of vice and wretchedness, and
see that they are placed in some well
ordered home where they may be trained up
in honest habits and fitted to become good
citizens, instead of allowing them to become
by degrees hardened transgressors and ulti-
mately to swell the numbers of those whose
evil career lands them at last in Central
Prison or the penitentiary. In connection
with this subject there is a certain change
which the Prisons Reform Association of
Ontario and the Children's Aid Society have
very earnestly urged upon the Minister of
Justice of the Dominion Government and it
is this, that there shoukl be Dominion legis-

lation to confer on the Provincial Govern-
ment and 'its officers all requisite authority
to pardon, parole or apprentice out and gen-
erally to exercise control over all children
and youth sentenced or committed to refor-
matories or refuges or industrial schools in
the province, and they point out that acting
as the provincial authorities, with a thorough
and intimate knowledge of all the circum-
stances of each individual case, they would
be in a position to deal with all such
offenders much more intelligently than can
possibly be done if each case were referred
to the authorities at Ottawa. I will not
vouch for the correctness of it, but I was
told in one case where a boy was placed in
the reformatory and representations were
made of his good behaviour and permission
was sent to allow him out on parole,
the permission did not arrive until after
the date of the boy's sentence had expired.
Now I mention this matter more particu-
larly because, as I have said, it is a subject
which has been brought up for the last two
or three years at almost every meeting of
the Prison Reform Association and the
children's aid, and on their behalf I brought
the matter under the notice of the Minister
of Justice in the early part of the session,
but I do not think he saw his way exactly
to granting any such request, although we
thought that when a deputation waited up-
on him with a similar object at Toronto
some years ago, that he had expressed him-
self rather favourably to doing so. How-
ever, under the circumstances, I did not
think it was safe to put anything of the
kind in my bill ; but as the matter has been
so strongly urged by those who take a very
great interest in the whole of this subject, I
thought it only right to mention the matter to
the House, and I hope yet perhaps the Dom-
inion Government may see their way to
granting that power. These are, briefly, the
aims and objects, so far as I have very im-
perfectly endeavoured to set them forth, of
the bill now before us. I shall be very
glad when the bill goes into committee, if the
House allows it to pass the second reading,
to go through it clause by clause and make
any explanation in my power.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-I may
have misunderstood the hon. gentleman, but
I think he stated it was only in Ontario
that these institutions where children could
be sent were to be found.
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Hon. Mr. ALLAN-No; I said it was
only in Ontario that these children's aid
societies existed. I did not refer to refor-
matories and industrial schools which do
exist in other provinces, and I ought to
have mentioned that there is a clause in the
bill which provides:

No Protestant child dealt with under this Act
shal be committed to the charge of any Roman
Catholic Children's Aid Society, or be placed in
any Roman Catholic family as its foster home, nor
shall any Roman Catholic child under this Act be
committed to the care of any Protestant Children's
Aid Society or be placed in any Protestant family
as its foster home. But this section shall not ap-
ply to the care of children in a temporary home or
shelter.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-There is no objec-
tion, I believe, to allowing the bill to be
read the second time, nor do I know that
there would be a valid objection to its be-
coming law. However, it is a question of
very great importance, and one which the
hon. gentleman knows was discussed in this
House last session. when some question
arose as to jurisdiction. I called the atten-
tion of the Minister of Justice to the pro-
visions of this billjust before coming to the
Meeting of the Senate to-day. He said he
had looked at it, and said, speaking under
correction, that he had an interview with
the hon. gentleman and saw no objection to
it. However, questions may arise as to
how far this bill will affect the whole
Dominion. J notice that in the 3rd clause
it refers specially to Ontario. I have not
examined it sufficiently to form an opinion
miyself upon the scope of the different pro-
visions, and ascertain whether he intends it
to apply to all the provinces or simply so
far as the 3rd and 4th clauses that it should
be confined exclusively to Ontario. It is a
,natter, however, which I shall leave in the
hands of my colleague who is a lawyer
and better able to judge not only of the
cOnstitutionality of the bill itself, but of the
effect it would have upon the provincial
laws in the different provinces. The
Object of the measure is commendable
land laudable. No one could have lis-
tened to the remarks of the hon. gentle-
mnan without being convinced that he has
had practical experience himself of the ab-
Solute necessity of some provision being
m1ade by which juvenile offenders, particu-
larly those of tender age, when incarcerated,

20

should be kept from the baneful influences
of the older and hardened criminals.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I see nothing
in this bill which conflicts with the rights
of the different provinces. Certainly, every
member must be in favour of a bill of this
character for the moral training of youthful
offenders, and keeping them from contact
with hardened criminals. But a question
may arise with regard to the private trial
of youthful offenders as to the class of crime
committed ; it may be a serious offence of a
capital character, and in such cases publicity
should be given to it, and it would act as a
deterrent upon other people. It is therefore
questionable whether the trial should be held
in private, because youths should see the re-
sult of crime and a warning would be salu-
tary to them and to the general public which
would not be the case if the examination
were entirely private. I think a great deal
depends upon the nature of the offence. If
it were a very heinous one I think a private
trial would not be suitable for youthful
offenders; punishment should be blended
with the greater object of reform under
moral and religious influences.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-We must all sympa-
thize with the benevolent object of the bill.
Indeed it has a double object: one is to have
a private trial in certain cases of young
children, and the other is, when the time
comes for trying them, or for confining them
in pursuance of a sentence, it is very desir-
able that they should be kept separate and
apart in some reformatory or public institute
for reformation or for punishment. That is
provided for by this bill. But as the mover
has very candidly explained, the provisions of
this bill contained in this first, second and
third sections are obligatory, and it is my
duty in connection with that to call attention
to the existing law which this proposes to
amend. This law provides not only that a
private trial should take place, but that these
child-offenders should be sent to reformatory
or some industrial school or some such
institution and confined there. Now with
regard to the first point, I am not aware, so
far as my acquaintance with the shire towns
outside of the capital in Nova Scotia extends,
that there is any provision whatever for this
separate confinement in that province. Then,
again, with regard to the second branch of
the bill which deals with the position of the
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offenders after judgment, there is no provision
practically outside of Halifax, I think, which
would enable this bill to go into operation
there. All these difficulties were patent two
years ago when the Act, of which this is an
amendment, was under discussion and they
were provided for by the Act in this way.
The 550th section which this bill proposes to
amend is to this effect:

The trials of all persons apparently under the
age of sixteen years shall, so far as it appears ex-
pedient and practicable, etc.

This bill has not that qualification, but
makes it obligatory, and then comes the
question, how can this bill be carried out in
provinces where there are no conveniences
for separate trials at all ? I submit that
point because it is of some importance, in-
asmuch as if these persons were confined in
the common jail, it might be the subject of
an application for a habeas corpus to dis-
charge them. If this is obligatory, as a
matter of course they must be confined in
the place of confinement provided for by
this Act, or their confinement would be il-
legal altogether. I think that is a point of
very considerable importance. The other
provisions of the bill are strictly applicable
only to the province of Ontario and can
only be considered with reference to that
province. I dare say they may be work-
able in that province, and if so they will
have a good object and a good tendency, in-
asmuch as they will get rid of the scandal of
young people being brought into prison with
hardened offenders ; and after judgment
they will be kept in a reformatory instead of
being in a cell with these hardened ofienders.
I therefore approve of the general principle
of the bill, but I think in legislating we
ought to be careful how our legislation can
be carried out. As yet I have heard no
reason why this change is made in the sec-
tion. There is another point that I should
like to call attention to, that the age in the
Criininal Code is sixteen. By this bill the
age is raised to seventeen. I do not know
why it is raised; we have heard nothing on
this point. I think perhaps those matters
may be better dealt with in committee.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Ishould have thought
my hon. friend had heard quite sufficient
reasons why I sought to amend the clause
as it stands in the Criminal Code, because I
stated that, practically, the present law had

become inoperative. A magistrate naturally
enough, I daresay, desires to save himself
the trouble of having a separate trial of a
youthful offender, and he does not find it
practicable or expedient to do so. The case
which I alluded to, of those two little girls,
is pretty strong proof of the necessity which
exists for some arrangement of that kind.
In Ontario, of course, there may be no difli-
culty now, because under the Children's
Protection Act, which I have alluded to, the
magistrates are compelled in all such cases
to hold these trials separately. I may state
that I first submitted the draft of the bill
to Sir John Thompson, and suggested that
there might possibly be a difficulty as to a
separate trial and confinement in other pro-
vinces. I proposed first to limit it to towns
of a certain size, but the Minister of Justice
did not seem to think that necessary or
desirable, and, therefore, I did not put in any
such limitation; but, after all, surely it is
worth while that some little trouble and
some little expense should be gone to if need
be to provide a separate room where these
children could be tried, and to make some
arrangements even in a jail where they can
be separately confined. Surely if it is ad-
mitted that it is a crying evil that children
are tried publicly, and sent down to jail to
associate with hardened criminals, it is worth
while to take some little trouble and expense
to provide the necessary means for carrying
out the proposed law. However, when the
bill comes before the Committee of the whole
House, I presume each clause can be taken
up and discussed.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

PRESERVATION OF GAME
NORTH-WEST TERRI-

TORIES BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the
reading of Bill (Z) " An Act for the
vation of game in the North-west
tories."

second
preser-
Terri-

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to express
my hearty concurrence in the principle of
the bill. I think that the Government
have taken action in good time, and that
their action deserves to be commended. I
am always ready to find fault with thern
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when they do what is wrong, and I think it
is only proper to praise them when they do
what is right. I rise further for the pur-
pose of indicating to the hon. Minister in
charge of the bill two or three points as to
which I think the bill would bear amend-
ment when we go into committeee on it.
The fifth clause of the Bill provides for a
close season. The close season is as follows
in paragraph b of the fifth clause :-

Elk, moose, cariboo, deer, inountain sheep and
inountain goats, between the lst April and the
15th July.

Our experience in the lower provinces is
that it would notdo at all toallow the killing
of moose or cariboo as early as July ; there
the killing is prohibited until the middle of
September; and I do not think that the kill-
ing of those animals in the month of July
and the first half of August should be al-
lowed. Then between the first day of
October and the last of December is also a
close season. Of course the conditions in the
North-west Territories are different from
those in the lower provinces, but it
has been found that the greatest slaugh-
ter of those animals takes place in the
early spring months, while the snow is still
o1 the ground and there is a frozen crust on
the surface of the snow, so that the animals
are not able to escape from the hunters. No
one should be allowed to hunt moose,
cariboo or deer with dogs in the months of
February and March. The close sea-
SOfns for grouse, partridge, pheasants and
Prairie chickens is from the first of May to
the first of August. There, again, the close
season is too short; it certainly should ex-
tend to the first day of September.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)-And
March, too.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Possibly March too,
but I am speaking now of the termination
of the season. In the month of August the
birds are very young. All young grouse
and partridge and pheasants, and I presume
Prairie chickens are helpless. They go in
coveys and can be slaughtered without
difficulty. If the Minister takes the matter

tolt consideration and consults with gentle-
nmen who are familiar with that North-
"'est country, he will find that it wl be
desirable, if the bill is to have a useful
OPeration, to extend the close season at any
rate to the first of September. I mention

20J

these things at the second reading of the
bill simply to suggest to the Minister in
charge the points in which I think the bill
will bear amendment.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-If the condi-
tions in the North-west are the saine as they
are in Nova Scotia, my hon. friend is quite
right. In Nova Scotia the close season is
not long enough, especially in the autumn,
This bill no doubt is one of very great im-
portance and very comprehensive inprinciple,
although necessarily curtailed and local in its
operation, in consequence, I presume, of the
different provinces having their own game
laws. It would be very important if there
could be some arrangement between the pro-
vinces so that there could be uniform regu-
lations for the preservation of game in the
country north of the St. Lawrence and the
great lakes. It ought to apply to all that
northern country. Of course there is an ob-
jection that each province has its own game
laws, and that we cannot interfere with
them only as far as our territorial rights
apply. The bill seems to be very compre-
hensive. It is very desirable that the game
should be preserved and if it could possibly
be that the same rules with regard to the
preservation of game could be applied to all
the country north of the St. Lawrence, it
would be of far greater advantage to the
country. There should be joint action to
avoid extinction of the various and valuable
animals peculiar to Canada's northern
regions.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Suggestions of this
kind are very valuable, more particularly in a
bill of this character, which will, I hope,
have a beneficial effect in the portions of the
country to which it refers and over which
we have jurisdiction. Of course it is known
that we have no power to deal with the
game laws so far as the provinces are con-
cerned, but the suggestion made by the hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg is worthy of
consideration, that the law should not only'
extend to the North-west Territories and to
Keewatin, not included in the territory
governed by the North-west Council, but also
to those territories north of Quebec which
are portions of the Dominion, but not with-
in the province of Quebec. That is a matter
to which I will call the attention of the
Government. I might mention, for the in-
formation of the senior member from Hali-
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fax, that this bill has been already sub-
mitted to the Hudson Bay Company's offi-
cials, who have a thorough knowledge
of the seasons at which the different
animals and birds should be protected.
However, it is a question which I
will further inquire into, but having
first submitted it to them they made certain
suggestions as to the close seasons and
pointed out the periods of the year at which
game should not be hunted. Still I will
see that that point is properly looked into
before we go into committee, and if it should
be found advisable to extend the close
season we shall be only too glad to do it.
I quite agree with the hon. gentleman's
remark that by taking time by the
forelock we may prevent those disasters
which have occurred already in the North-
west Territories. I repeat what I said
when I introduced the bill, that if we had
years ago taken the advice of those who had
a thorough knowledge of the habits of the
Indians and the means of subsistence which
tbey had at their hands, and passed a bill
prohibiting the killing of game during the
close seasons in the North-west Territories,
in all probabilities we should have prevent-
ed the destruction of the buffalo.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-You could not have
populated the country then.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We found with re-
spect to the preservation of moose and
cariboo in Nova Scotia before the union
with Canada, that it was necessary to pro-
hibit the exportation of moose and cariboo
hides and heads.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

THE DOWNEY DIVORCE BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN moved the adoption
of the tenth report of the Standing Com-
mittee on Divorce. He said : I find that
members generally object to any detailed
examination or review of the evidence in
divorce cases. It is printed certainly, and
before them, and they can examine and judge
for themselves. I will only say the evidence
in this case shows that the husband was
guilty of many and persistent acts of

adultery which his ill-used wife forgave,
every one of which, however, the husband's
own conduct revived, by the recommittal
of the same offence, after forgiveness. The
evidence further proves the commission by
the husband of other acts of adultery, which
were unknown to the wife at the time he
deserted her. These last were established
by a witness who saw the respondent in the
actual commission of the crime, with the
unfortunate young woman named in the
evidence. These, or any of these acts proved,
entitle the petitioner to the relief she seeks.
The committee had no hesitation in finding
her case was fully made out, and have
accordingly recommended that the bill for
her relief be passed, thus as far as possible
freeing a blameless woman from the stigma
of being called the wife of a faithless hus-
band-a grossly immoral man-who ended
bis career in Canada by deserting the
woman he had vowed to love and cherish to
his life's end.

The motion was agreed to.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (56) "An Act to incorporate the
Dominion Woman's Christian Temperance
Union "-(Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (28) " An Act respecting the Ontario
Mutual Life Assurance Co."-(Mr. Merner.)

Bill (26.) " An Act respecting the Ottawa
Gas Co."-(Mr. Clemow.)

THE INSOLVENCY BILL.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-An additional
number of copies of the Englishedition of the
Insolvency Bill bas been printed for distribu-
tion. It is only now that the French edi-
tion is before us, and as we would like to
have some copies for distribution in the pro-
vince of Quebec, I move that one thousand
additional copies of the French edition be
printed.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4.40 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 2nd May, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ATLANTIC AND NORTH-WEST RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

AMENDMENT CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, re-
ported Bill (30) " An Act respecting the
Atlantic and North-west Railway Com-
pany," with an amendment. He said :
There is but one amendment. It is in the
clause which relates to the power to amal-
gamate with or lease to the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company. This clause is strictly
framed according to the model bill, but as it
relates to a railway which extends practically
from ocean to ocean, an amendment is made
in the part of the clause which refers to the
lotice to be published in the newspapers.

We thought it reasonable that the clause
Should be modified in such a way that this
notice would not require to be published in
every county between the termini of this
railway, that is to say, in every county
through which the railway runs across the
colitinent. Therefore, the clause relating to
the publication of the notice is amended to
Provide that it shall only be in the counties
covered by the agreement between these two
companies. So if there is any provision for
amalgamation or lease with the other com-
pany, the notice need only be given where
it is necessary that it s;hould be known. I
see no objection to the amendment.

lion. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)
7lOved that the amendment be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

MOTION.

The SPEAKER presented the report of
the Library Committee.

1-on. Mr. ALLAN moved the adoption of
the report. He said : The only matters of
any moment in this report are with refer-

ence to the commemoration plate regarding
the first steamship which crossed the Atlan-
tic. A sub-committee has been appointed
to investigate the papers which were sub-
mitted to the committee, but not read,
proving that there is no question about it,
Canada has the honour of having owned the
first steamship that crossed the Atlantic.
The other recommendations are with refer-
ence to the purchase of copies of Mr.
Clement's book on the constitution of
Canada, and copies of Mr. Kingsford's His-
tory of Canada.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-I un-
derstand that it is not customary to take up
a report of this kind until it is adopted in
the House of Commons.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-J understand it is to
be adopted there to-day.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-As this report
involves an expenditure of a considerable
sum of money, I would suggest that it would
be better to postpone its adoption until we
know that it has been adopted in the House
of Commons.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Of course nothing
can be done until the report goes through
the other House.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (BB) " An Act to enable .the
Government of the North-west Territories to
unite with the province of Manitoba in the
construction of a railway to Hudson Bay as
a public work."-(Mr. Boulton.)

Bill (CC) "An Act further to amend
the Indian Act, Chapter 43 of the Revised
Statutes."-(Mr. Bowell.)

A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY moved that when this
House adjourns to-day it stands adjourned
until Tuesday the 15th instant at eight
o'clock in the evening.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved in amend-
ment that when this House adjourns to-day,
it stand adjourned until Monday next at 8
p.m.

After some discussion the motion and the
amendment were withdrawn.
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CANADIAN MUTUAL LIFE ASSOCIA- Bill (P) " An Act for the relief of Joseph
TION BILL. Thompson."-(Mr. Clemow.)

The Order of the Day having been called, OTTAWA GAS COMPANY'S BILL.

Consideration of the amendments made by the
Standing Committee on Banking and Commerce to
(Bill K) " Au Act to incorporate the Canadian Mu-
tual Life Association."

Hon. Mr. ALLAN said: This is the report
of the Committee onBanking and Commerce,
in respect to the Canada Mutual Life Asso-
ciation which was to be taken into con-
sideration to-day. I have all the various
amendments here before me and am prepared
to explain them to the House, but I under-
stand it is the intention of the hon. gentle-
man who has charge of the bill (Mr. Clemow)
to move that the report be referred back to
the committee for further consideration, I
believe upon the ground that one amend-
ment that the committee made increasing
the number of members from 200 to 500 and
the amount to be subscribed from $100,000
to $500,000, wasobjected to by the promoters
of the bill. What is desired isthat this should
be referred back to the committee in order
that it may first be seen in what shape the
ainendment to the General Insurance Act,
introduced by the Government and now
before the House, will pass and, as I un-
derstand, if the amendments pass as
they are now in the bill, both as re-
gards money and subscriptions which
companies must have before they can be
incorporated, then no further objection can
be made to the report of the committee. I
do not know whether it is worth while tak-
ing up the time of the House explaining the
amendments if my hon. friend intends to
make the motion, and therefore I wait until
I know what he intends to do.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The hon. gentle-
man has correctly stated the effect of the
resolution I intend to move. I do not ob-
ject to the bill introduced by the hon.
Minister of Agriculture, and I therefore
move that the whole bill be referred back
to the Committee on Banking and Commerce
for further consideration.

The motion was agreed to.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (37) "An Act to incorporate the
Duluth, Nepigon and James Bay Railway
Company."-(-Mr. Ferguson.)

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (26) " An Act respecting
the Ottawa Gas Company." He said: This
is a bill nierely to ailow the Gas Company
to raise money to the extent of half of their
paid up capital to enable them to make cer-
tain improvenents on their work, They
wish to lay new pipes preparatory to the
city paving the streets, and to make other
improvements. It is consented to by all the
shareholders and I suppose there will he no
opposition.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think the
arguments presented by the hon. member
are sufficiently strong to induce this House
to pass that measure. We have on the order
paper a bill introduced by the hon. member
from Quinté for the purpose of limiting the
powers of such companies and I do not
think we should read this bill a second time
until that is disposed of. It does not
appear to me the gas companies suffer much
from want of power. They appear to be
a comparatively comfortable lot of gentle-
men and I think they had better try and
get along as they are until it is shown that
the measure is absolutely necessary.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-There is no diffi-
culty in showing in the committee that
the company have not borrowing powers
and it is absolutely necessary to lay new
pipes in the city. It is going to cause a
large outlay of money and it is necessary
that the company should be enabled to raise
this money. I do not think the public have
anything to do with it.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-It might be
well to lay this over. We might set off one
bill against the other.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have the honour
to move that when this House adjourns to-
day it stand adjourned until Friday after-
noon at three o'clock.
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I object to
that motion.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-You cannot.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I can, because
it is necessary to give sufficient notice. You
must give two days' notice before you can
maake a motion.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentle-
man will understand why the motion is
Made. The 3rd rule says: " The time for
the ordinary meeting of the Senate is at
three o'clock in the afternoon, unless some
other time shall have been previously order-
ed." To-morrow being a holiday it is not
the desire of the senators to be in attend-
ance here. To-morrow is a legal holiday
an
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, fay 4th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMIS-
SIONERS BILL.

POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being read,

Committeeof the Whole House on (Bill S), "An
Act to amend and consolidate the Acta relating to
the Harbour Comnissioners of Montreal."- (Hon-
ourable Mr. BoweIL)

d it is necessary therefore to move that Hon. Mr. BOWELL said : Some objection
hen the House adjourns it stand adjourned has been made to the extension of the har-
itil Friday, otherwise you would have toi bour as laid down in the bill, and the
t to-morrow. harbour commissioners were to have com-

Ron.Mr.KAULACH Ther isthemunicated with the Minister of Marine andHon. Mr. KAULBACH-There is theFihreontasuet.Hhswite
ivorce Comnittee which is going to sit to-
orrow. However, I will withdraw my ob- them he tes me, and they promised to give
ction.him heir view, aud e asked me not to goetion.on with the bill until hie had heard f rom
Hon. Mr. FLINT-I move in amendment'them. I therefore move that the Order of
at when this House adjourns to-day it the Day be discharged and that the bill be
and adiourned until Tuesday evening at 8 taken into consideration on Monday next.
'clock.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-This amendment
Would be out of order.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think it is
necessary there should be a special motion.
There is not a special motion for adjourning
Over Saturday or Sunday. To-morrow is a
statutory holiday. We do not sit on such
diays, under our constitution, and therefore
there is no objection that I can see to the
motion.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Under the rule we
have to sit to-morrow.

. Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman's
'notion is. I think, necessary. Rule 7 pro-
vides that when the Senate adjourns on
Friday, unless otherwise ordered, it stands
adjourned until Monday. There is no pro-

i8ion as to statutory holidays, and I think
the motion is necessary.

The amendment was withdrawn and -the
'notion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4.40 p.m.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 3.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 7th Miay, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock..

Prayers and routine proceedings.

HARBOUR COMMISSIONERS OF
MONTREAL BILL.

IN COMMITTrE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (S) " An Act
to amend and consolidate the Acts relating
to the Harbour Commissioners of Montreal."
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(In the Committee.)

On the 5th clause,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL said: I would ask
that clauses 5 and 6 be allowed to stand for
the present as a telegram has been received
from the Harbour Commissioners to the
following effect:

At a special meeting of the Harbour Commis-
sioners to-day, I was authorized to telegraph you
that, as there is opposition to the extension of the
harbour limits by some of the municipalities inter-
ested, it was decided to ask you to have the pro-
posed extension of the harbour liniits expunged
from the bill now before the Senate and to insert
therein the linmits as defined by Acts 36 and 18
Victoria.

As, however, by these Acts the northern
and southern limits of the harbour were not
defined and the eastern boundary was rather
indefinite, it was intended to have these
three sides defined as per a memorandum
now in the hands of the law clerk of the
Senate, which it is thought might be inserted
in the clauses defining the limits of the har-
bour. Under these circumstances it is
thought advisable by the Department of
Marine and Fisheries and the Government
that the request of the Harbour Commis-
sioners should be acceded to, and the law
clerk is now preparing a new clause to be
substituted for these two, defining the har-
bour as it has existed for years, and the
eastern limit so as to make it definite and
complete, or in other words to affirm by law
what has been the practice since the Har-
bour Commissioners have taken over the
trust from the Trinity House.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-Has the hon.
gentleman a plan showing the limits as pro-
posed, and as they are to-day ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I was in hopes
that I would have had it for to-day, but I
have not yet received it. 1 will have it be-
fore the consideration of the Bill is com-
pleted.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-I think it is very
important that we should have the plan.
There have been a dozen law suits at least
to my own knowledge, some of them run-
ning for a dozen years, arising out of those
limits.

Clauses 5 and 6 were allowed to stand.

On the 8th clause,

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-I think it is
time that a change should be made. It is a
long time since the port of Montreal ceased
to be a merely local port and I think it would
be quite desirable, looking at the case from a
Dominion standpoint, to have authorities
who would be more directly responsible to
the public than the commission as it is now
constituted. It is true that the majority of
the Commissioners are appointed by the
Government, but the different bodies who
send members have such an influence that
instead of the interests of the harbour of
Montreal being always considered when the
question of improving or extending it arises,
local questions and sometimes quite sectional
questions are much more considered than
the important one of building up a harbour
for the good of the Dominion. Although we
see as the result of new blood having been
recently introduced into the commission, that
the narrow views of the question are begin-
ning to improve and the subject is being look-
ed uponfrom a broader standpoint,yet I think
the Government should take a more direct
interest in the question itself, and hold itself
more openly responsible for whatever is
done in connection with the harbour. Al-
though it may appear that the Government
control the harbour because of the number
of commissioners appointed by them, yet
the number of other commissioners who are
sent there to represent interests from a local
point of view, is such that the importance
of the harbour to the Dominion is prejudic-
ed to a certain extent. The Govrnment
therefore, should see what could be done,
after spending so much on the improve-
ments of the St. Lawrence River and canals
and subsidizing railways to convey the traffic
of the west to Montreal, to insure the suc-
cess of the route, and create a national
through line of transhipment from one end
of the Dominion to the other, and prevent
local interests interfering to such an extent
as to defeat the object of the sacrifices made
by the country.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-I would like to
continue a little further the remarks of my
hon. friend from Hochelaga. It is very
much easier to find fault with what is being
done than to suggest a remedy ; but it maY
not be the best plan to have these members
appointed as they are, from the Board of
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Trade, the Corn Exchange, the Chamber of
Commerce, etc. These men may be very
suitable members of the Chamber of Com-
mnerce, or the Board of Trade, or the Corn
Exchange, but may know very little, indeed,
if anything, about the improvements in the
harbour, and if they did understand the sub-
ject tolerably well, they are there for a short
term only. Then the Government, I do not
hesitate to say-and I would say it if I were
before the Harbour Board now-are very
particular about the parties they have in
their offices here, and some of them, we
think, would be able to continue to work a
little longer when they are superannuated,
but certainly we have some members on the
Board of Commissioners that should have
been superannuated ten years ago; and if
any means could possibly be taken to secure
their resignations, it would be better to
accept them. Their ideas are local; and
their term of office being temporary, they
will simply do what they can to please their
constituents for the time being. I think
the system is bad ; how to reinedy it I am
nlot prepared to say, but as my hon. friend
from Hochelaga says, the Government in
their wisdom are supposed to know every-
thing and able to do everything, and I
think it would be much better if they
Would look after it and have the board
constituted on a better system. They
should appoint men who are likely to be
kept there, not for one or two years, but
for five or ten years, because works that are
beginning to-day will not be finished in five
or six years ; the Government should see that
they have the best men that can possibly be
put upon that board. One of the members
of the board stated to me on Saturday
afternoon that is such an important matter
that he feels almost afraid of the responsi-
bility, because there are some of the mem-
bers who do not know what they are
doing or any more about the business than
children.

lon. Mr. BOWELL-Do you mean the
appointees of the Governmuent or the other
cOmmissioners?

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Both. I was
slrfply speaking of some of the appointees of
the Government who, from old age are not
as well fitted now as thev once were do that
or any other business.

Hon. Mr. MASSON-Antiquated ideas.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-No, not antiquated
ideas, they have not any ideas antiquated or
otherwise. At least one of them ought to
be superannuated at once.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
appears to overlook the fact that these com-
missioners are appointed for four years, not
for one.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentle-
man is right so far as it applies to some of
them. The importance of the harbour at
Montreal is beyond a question, not only to
the city of Montreal, but to the whole
Dominion, particularly the western section
and those who come from the east with
vessels. How the appointments could be
improved, or whether the Government
should assume the full and whole responsi-
bility of the management of that harbour,
is a question that I am not aware has been
considered, but it is a very important one.
The hon. member who spoke first, if I
understood him correctly, is desirous of hav-
ing the whole of these appointments (if ap-
pointments are to be made) in the hands of
the Government, and if they are not to be
made, that then the harbours should be
managed and controlled by some one of the
departments of the Government. That
would be a very important change in the
law and it is very questionable whether it
would give satisfaction. The remarks made
by the hon. member from Alma in reference
to the composition of the board may apply
to both sections of it. Some members, he
says, are " antiquated " and sone have " no
brains." If the antiquated ones and the
brainless ones are the commissioners ap-
pointed by the Government, then the law
gives the Government the power to re-
move them. If the hon. gentleman will
look at the 8th clause, subsection 2, he
will see that it is provided that six of the
commissioners shall be appointed by the
Governor in Council and shall hold office
during pleasure, so that if there are any unfit
for the position, either from old age or
any other cause, it would be the duty of the
Government, on these facts being presented,
to remove then, but no such representation
has been made. Then the 4th subsection pro-
vides that four commissioners shall be elected,
one by the Montreal Board of Trade, one by
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the Corn Exchange Association, one by the refer to the special kind of interest they
Chamber of Commerce for the District of are there to represent. The influences that
Montreal andanother by the shipping inter- are brought to bear on the commission by
est. One can scarcely conceive that a board the different bodies who are called to a seat
composed of gentlemen who are members of around its board are such that the commis-
the Board of Trade would select any person sioners appointed by the Government are
as a commissioner who was not qualified to apt to overlook the fac that they are
act. Those men are too deeply interested in there themselves, not to represent merely
the proper management of the harbour to local interests, but to represent the general
make appointments such as those described interest of commerce so far as the harbour
by the senator from Alma. The same re- of Montreal is concerned. If the com-
mark would apply to the Corn Exchange mission were constituted otherwise, it is
and also to the Chamber of Commerce, more likely that instead of lcking to
and certainly the shipping interest. The special parts of the harbour or special in-
gentlemen who are most deeply interested in terests which might be affected in some vay
the shipping of Montreal with whom 1 have even when the general interest of the coun-
come in contact are not such as are described try is at stake, they would take a broad view
by my. hon. friend. It seems to me that of every question brought before them. For
those are four bodies quite capable of judging instance, it is but natural if they find
as to what is in the best interest, not only of that those who have already access to the
the city of Montreal, but of the shipping harbour are satisfied that they have enough
interest and the management of it. My hon. berth and space in the harbour for their own
friend shakes his head. He may be quite traffic, they consider that everything is al
correct. I only take it for -granted that right. Tbey do not want any more space
bodies composed of such men ought at least and they are not anxious to build up new
to be capable of making proper appointments. trade in the harbour; they have enough
My hon. friend will see by the 10th clause trac for themselves, and they naturally
that the commissioners do not go out every object to attract competition, and it is quite
year ; consequently they have an opportunity to be expected thus they should look to any
of learning their business. The provision is extension of the harbour as something which
that they shall go out, after the organization may disturb their own affairs; and it is in
of the board under this Act, one that way that the business of the harbour of
next August, the next in 1895, the third Montreal bas outgrown very mucb the ac-
iii 1896 and the fourtr in 1897. The commodation which this port can now offer.
gentleman appointed by the Board of Trade It is unwise for tbe Government, when we
next August would retain bis position for consider the millions of money wich have
four years, so that he would have ful t oppor- been spent to estabish a trough lino of
tunity, if he is not of the character describ- transbipment from one end of the country
ed, as brainless and antiquated, to learn this to tbe otber, when the Gost important
business. There is also in the 3rd subsec- point of their system is reached, to
titn a provision for a re-election if deemed divest themselves of their responsibility and
fit for it, of any comnissioner who may control and put it in the ands of mn who
have served six years. The suggestion mis- may not be able to consider the busines s
ed by the hon. member from Hochelaga was interests of the country. Tbe building up
a very important one, but I hope he will not of the harbour of Montreal must be con-
press it at present. I will bring it under sidered when we have to fight to keep witbin
the notice of my colleagues before the third our own borders the great hig way of trafic.
readong. We know very well that the harbour of

Montreal is not suficient, that it is power-
Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-I do not want less to cope with the requirements of the

it to be understood that I wish to reflect in trade, tbat it is powerless to cope with the
any way on any of the members of tbe com- requirements of the trade, and the increase
mission. It was my duty to sit with of commerce which bas been obtained by tbe
them for one year, which was long enough building of our great systems of railways-
for me to know the deficiencies of the com- We bave been subsidizing nes whose traff o
mission as constituted. I do not mean that we cannot control. We see the largest Part
they are not qualifed personally, but I of it going to another port, and whyi Be-
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cause the Montreal harbour is not equal to beyond which they could not go. 1 do not
the requirements of a rapidly growing trade. see why the other members of the board
And why is it not sufficient I Because the should not be paid in the same way as the
Montreal Harbour Commissioners as consti- chairman, with a deduction for every meet-
tuted now, have been looking more to the ing which they do not attend.
local interests of Montreal than to the inter-
ests of the great national traffic. In that Hon. Mr. SMITH-Have they not the
way I think it is very important for the right to govern the expenditure in other
Government to consider whether it is n ways? If they have, and have proved them-
time to look at the whole organization. selves capable, I think it should be left to

them to wix the amount of their own remun-
The clause was adopted. eration. It looks bad to name an amount.

On clause 16, Hon. Mr. POWER-I a not objecting

Hon. Mr. POWER said: This clause, Ito the amount a aall, I ar simply objecting

too, requires amendment. I think to allow to the principle of allowing any body of
iubrofgnlmon officiais to ix their pay wihout limitationsariesbe is u neTe sou fix tr or restriction; and I should suggest that the

saright to govern. the expenitur in other

Minister let the clause stand and take the
limitation of the powers of the commis to eaon
sioners in this respect. eatint loks batona

Hon. Mr. .EWELL-n the past there
Hon. Mr. OGLVIE-I think they can has been no express provision glvlng power

be safely trusted to exercise a this power. to the board to pay themselves any fees, and
lost of the members of the board spend it was thought that there should bc a pro-

froin haif an hour to four hours at a meet- vision in order to prevent any dispute in
ing, to my certain knowledge, and for this future upon this point. If they have been man-
they are paid the magnificent sum of $5, aging these matters for some fourteen years
when the majority of them, if they were not and receiving the magnificent remuneration
influenced by public spirit, would not give; of $5 per meeting for their services I think
their tMme for ten tmes as much. They are t

mter ientoee cosieron.mos h or

Only paid for the meetings which they might be allowed to exercise the discretion
attend, and that has been the case only given by this clause. If they indulge in
since the time of the Mackenzie Govern- extravagance, or attempt any abuse of their
Ment. Before that they neyer received any powers, then the suggestion of the hon.
reMuneration. entleman may be acted upon. As a rule,

where officers are appointed by the Govern-
Hon. Mr. DESJA RDINS-t understand ment a salary is fixed, but these commission-

that this subsection has been inserted be- ers stand in a different position f rom officers
cause there was no authority for giving any in the general acceptation of that teri. My
cohPensation for their attendance. I know hon. friend fro h deLorimier, who was Mayor
that they have neyer received more than$5f Montreal, knows whether this clause is
Per meeting, and then only when they were likely to prove detrimental to the interests
Present. of the harbour.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The remarks of the Hon. Mr. POWER-I should suggest,
hon, gentlemen from Agma and de Lorinier with a view to meeting the difficulty, that
do not bear upon my objection. I do not we add to, this subsection the following
kno0w what the commissioners have been words: oc Approved by the Governor in
Paid, and I do not know that they had been Council." There should sie some check.
Paid anything, or what would be a reaion- t
cole sum; but this is the nrst time in my Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-It would be very
etPerience that employees have been allowed much better to leave the clause as it
to ix their own salaries, and there should stands, because the members of the harbour
be some limitation to that power-the sal- commission have heretofore been exceed-
Pries which they decide upon should be sub- ingly careful and economical. I do not
jet to the approval of the Governor in think the majority of them would feel very
C0unciî. or there should be a liînit fixedmuch pleas to have this clause amended
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as suggested. They would be likely to say
"you can keep the tive dollars, we do not
want it." As the leader of the House has
suggested, if any extravagance should occur
-of which I may say there is not the
slightest danger-it will be time enough to
adopt some such protection as the hon.
gentleman has advocated.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-It will be
quite easy to discover if they abuse their
power, because their report is published an-
nually.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think. it is estab-
lishing a bad precedent. It is not too much
to ask that the by-law should be approved
by the Governor in Council.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-1 think it would
be better to keep the Governor in Council
out of it. By referring too much to the
Governor in Council it may be used as a
precedent hereafter for throwing the whole
thing on the country.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 18,

Hon. Mr. POWER-This clause provides
that the corporation may appoint a harbour-
master, &c., in the port of Montreal. The
next clause provides that the Board of
Harbour Commissioners shall be the pilotage
authority for the city of Montreal. There
is another officer who, I think, should come
under the jurisdiction and power of the
Harbour Commissioners-thatisthe shipping
officer of Montreal. A good deal of feeling
has been excited during these few days by the
Government appointmnent of a gentleman,
who, I have no doubt, was a very worthy
gentleman, but who had had no experience
of shipping, and against whose appointment
a unanimous protest has come from the
Board of Trade of the city of Montreal.
Inasmuch as you hand over the appoint-
ment of the harbour-master and subordinate
oflicers of the harbour and of the pilots, and
men coming under the Pilotage Act, to the
Harbour Commissioners, the appointment of
shipping officers should be handed over also.
It would come just as properly under the
jurisdiction of the commission as that of
those other oflicers.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentle-
man is slightly in error. In the first place
the protest of the Board of Trade was not
unanimous-some members did not take the
extreme view that others did. The 18th
clause is changed to give power to the Coin-
missioners which was exercised under the
old law by the secretary and the harbour-
master. That is a change which not only
ineets the views of the Government, but
also the views of the Harbour Commission-
ers. There is no extra power given to the
commissioners, so far as pilotage authority
is concerned--it simply enables them to ap-
point three commissioners to act as a pilot-
age authority. The commissioners pursued
this course, but the courts decided that they
could not act in either capacity as Harbour
Commissioners except as a whole commis-
sion; and this enables the board to appoint
three conmissioners to act in that particular
capacity without sitting as a whole board.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE- It is far better
done.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is far better
done-in fact it makes the commission work-
able, which was not the case under the old
systei. I scarcely think that we can ac-
cede to the request of the hon. gentleman
from Halifax to put the appointment of the
other officer in the hands of the Harbour
Commissioners.

Hon. Mr. POWER--What does the hon.
gentleman from Alma Division say about
that proposition?

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-He has nothing at
all to say about it.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-The only ob-
jection I have to the composition of the
Harbour Commissioners is that these bodies
are sometimes inclined to look to the merely
local interests rather than to the general
interest, which the Government is in a
better position to judge of.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I suppose the ap-
pointment of a gentleman who has some ex-
perience and knowledge of shipping is to be
looked upon as regarding the thing from a
local and sectional standpoint?

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-It was not
so regarded in the appointment of his pre-
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decessor-he was taken from the outside
altogether, and perhaps it was better, be-
cause he was independent of any interest
which he was required to arbitrate upon.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 25,

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-Does
the provincial law at all interfere with the
working of the commissioners i If so, and
if the law is constitutional we cannot over-
ride it.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-In a matter of trade
and commerce the Dominion would be par-
ainount.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-I do not think we
are disturbing the law at all- it is simply
to prevent them getting into trouble.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL--I find that this
clause is exactly the same as the old law,
24 Victoria, chapter 68, section 6. My im-
pression is that this clause was placed in the
Act of 1861 and has been so amended as to
prevent any Acts of the old province of
Canada interfering with the management of
trade and navigation, which are by the
Confederation Act exclusively vested in the
Dominion Parliament. This is the only ex-
tent to which this clause can possibly go.
If there are local rights, then this législation
cannot take them away, because it would be
ultra vires.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The meaning of the
clause in question is this-that where a local
act, or any by-law passed under a local act
cornes in conflict with the paramount autho-
rity of this Parliament, then such by-law
mTust give way. This bill relates to trade
and commerce, one of the subjects exclus-
ively given to the Federal Parliament, and
of course where an enactment made under
that authority conflicts with the local legis.
lation, the latter must give way.

and these rights are declared to belong to the
Local Government and not to the Commission.
What I object to is this-to declaring that
certain Acts of the Quebec Legislature shall
be set aside. If they are constitutional we
have no right to do that ; if they are not
constitutional, this law of course will prevail
without naming the local legislature directly.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-The clause applies
only in so far as they attempt to restrict
the Harbour Commissioners.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The point which the
hon. gentleman wishes to make is that
possibly they might exceed their powers;
but if they go beyond the jurisdiction of
this Parliament, their action is null and un-
constitutional.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-The
hon. gentleman does not correctly apprehend
what I say. My point is that under the
clause we declare that the laws of the pro-
vince of Quebec shall be set aside.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Only in so far as
they relate to the harbour.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-It does
not rest with us to do that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Nothing that we can
say here can interfere with the jurisdiction
of the Local Legislature. The language of
this bill is restricted to the jurisdiction and
constitutional power of the Parliament of
Canada. If the laws of the province of
Quebec are ultra vire8, they have to be set
aside.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 26,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL.-This clause em-
bodies the powers of. the old Trinity House
and the Harbour Commissioners, simply re-
viving them, and in subsection b there is a ver-
b, h e to kit b.VL tt d l

acb g a rea e er& , an10 s ue-

lion. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-That tion c deals with the restriction of the use of
applies, 80 far as it affects laws made before the channel in whole or in part. It gives the
Confederation ; but this clause applies also power over the whole channel instead of
to laws made by the Quebec Legislature. If certain portions of it. The only change in
the Quebec statutes are constitutional, we subsection e from the old law is the giving of
have no right to declare that they are uncon- the power to the commissionerstoprohibitthe
stitutional. A case in point comes to my depositing of ballast in certain parts of the
Iniind now: between the Island of Mon'treal river; and subsection f limits the control of
and the south shore of the St. Lawrence the preventive measures, which under the old Act
"'Unicipality possesses certain ferry rights the commissioners had full control of. In
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subsection i the word " explosive" is sub-
stituted for the word " powder." When the
old Act was passed explosives were confined
almost exclusively to powder; now you have
dynamite, nitro-glycerine and a number of
others. Subsection n I should like to drop.
That refers to the control and management
of tow-boats. The general legislation of the
Dominion applies to the management of tow-
boats: and the Steamboat Inspection Act
and the Safety of Ships Act cover this.
The Minister of Marine informs me that it
is not necessary and is merely duplicating
power. I therefore move that it be struck
out.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Does not the Min-
ister think it is desirable that this corpor-
ation.should have the control and manage-
ment of tow-boats ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The Minister of
Marine and Fisheries says the general law
provides for it and also for subsection s,
which reads: " The maintenance of order and
regularity and the prevention of theft, &c"
That also is provided for in the Criminal
Code, which code provides for all these
offences.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The prevention of
theft and depredations would be, but not
the other.

Trinity House had the power
penalties to the extent of $80.
bour Commissioners' law only
power to the extent of $40, and
the one penalty $40.

of iniposing
The Har-

gave them
this makes

Hon. Mr. POWER-As to the matters
upon which the commissioners may make by-
laws, I should submit to the Minister that it
would be the right thing to insert here the
power to make by-laws with respect to the
remuneration of the commissioners. That
is one of the things which they have to do.
After " r " insert " and fix the remunera-
tion to be paid for their services to the com-
missioners other than the president of the
corporation."

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-That is provided
for in the section to which my hon. friend
objected a short time ago.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This clause we are
dealing with sets out the various matters
upon which the corporation may make by-
laws, and we decided in clause 16 that they
should be paid what they fixed by by-law
and now I shall simply wish to insert in the
list of matters on which they may make by-
laws this matter of fixing the remuneration
to be paid for their services to the commis-
sioners other than the president of the cor-
poration.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I think we might Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is only repeat-
keep that provision in the bill. ing it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The criminal law
interferes when a theft has been committed,
but it is the duty of the commissioners to
make regulations to prevent the theft.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-You could not
make regulations to prevent a man steal-
ing.

Hon. Mr. POWER-But such regula.
tions can be made as would render it difficult
to perpetrate a theft.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Then we might
leave the whole clause in. Subsection s, for
regulating the procedure of the corporation,
merely contains the statutory provisions,
and the procedure is repealed and the
Criminal Code adopted, as you will see by
section 44. Subsection u is for the in-
troduction of new and uniform rules as to
penalties. The reason for that is that the

Hon. Mr. POWER-It would come inl
after line Il on page 10. The corpor-
ation have power to do such and such things
by by-law and the power of fixing their re-
muneration should be included.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It seems to me the
suggestion made by the hon. gentleman would
sinply be a duplication of powers. You have
asked to place as subsection w the power
to enable them to pass a by-law to pay them-
selves. Well now, subsection 2 of sectiol
16 states what they can do. The commis-
sioners may be paid such remuneration for
their services as the corporation may deter-
mine by by-law. That gives them the power
to piss a by-law to pay themselves, whether
by the year or by the day or by the meeting-
Some hon. senators were not in the chamber
when we discussed this matter before. The
commissioners have been in the habit Of
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paying themselves $5 a meeting. There was to borrow a million and really borrowed a
no statutory power for that, and this provi- million and $50,000, my contention is that
sion is to place it beyond a question. under the wording of this sub-clause it might

be held that the whole loan would be void.
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-And* the Gov- i

ernor in Council must confirm what is done l Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-I think the only
by by-law. trouble is that those parties who loaned them

the extra $50,000 might be in trouble.
The clause as amended was adopted. o

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-Supposing 'a
On clause 35, million dollars borrowed had been exhausted

and the bonds were becoming due- -I think
Hon. Mr. BOWELL-There is no extra sub-clause 3 is to provide that they cannot

borrowing power given in this clause. In exceed the amount which is falling due.
the 4th subsection the words: " By the
tenor of the bond or debenture " have been Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes, but it does not
added. confine them to any one issue of debentures.

You might have a million dollars coming due
Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-Is the amount next month and you couM borrow and renew

of one million dollars available now I the loan. If you had another million dollars
next month, you could go through the same

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes, they have not operation, but in no case could you exceed
exhausted their borrowing powers. This is the amounts to cover the debentures. The
simply a re-enactment. hon. -entleman asked supposing they went

beyond that, what would be the result?
Hon. Mr. POWER-It is barely possible Well, if they did, they would go beyond

some question might arise under subsection their powers and they would be subject to
3. The hon. gentleman from DeLorimier penalties provided under the circumstances.
who has been a member of the board would
know whether any difficulty would arise or The clause was carried.
not. Supposing the corporation was allowed On
to borrow a large sum, and in error bor-
rowed in excess of that amount, it mightbe Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like to cal
held that the power was taken away as to the attention of the Minister to the very long
the whole amount and not merely as to the and probably expensive provisions contained
excess over the amount which they had the in sub-cîause 4
right to borrow. If they were authorized to
borrow a million dollars and borrowed a When any such thing so found had fot been
Million dollars and $50,000,claimed the secretary of the corporation sha ad-

unde th wodin of$50,OOapprenlyvertise during four weeks in English and in French,
under the wording of this clause, the bor- in two or more newspapers published at Montreal.
rbowing of the million would have been ultra
Vtreh Uonless the thing is pretty valuable the

lon. Mr. BOWELL-I do not think the
clause can bear that construction. This
gives the power to borrow a sufficient sum
of money to redeem debentures that may be
falling due, but in no case must they exceed
that ainount; that is, if a million dollars of
bonds are falling due bearing 5 per cent,
they could borrow on new debentures a
Million dollars at 4 per cent if they liked ;
but they could not borrow under that clause
More than a million dollars ; if they did they
would exceed their power.

lion. Mr. POWER--I am quite aware
of that, but supposing they had the power

advertisement will cost about as much as
the property is worth.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is a question
whether this whole clause should be con-
tinued in the bill. The whole thing is pro-
vided for by the Wrecking and Salvage Act.
The Minister of Marine informs me that it
is unnecessary, as it is fully provided for by
the law now upon the Statute-book, but I
do not see myself any particular harm it can
cause. It only re-enacts what really exists
now, and which would be an indication to
the Harbour Commissioners what their
authority and power was in dealing with
salvage goods or wrecks. We might drop
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it for the reason which I have given, that
it has already been provided for.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We actually under-
take to define by this clause how it should
be advertised. It shall be advertised dur-
ing four weeks in English and French in
two or more papers published in Montreal.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-They do not
go to auction every day. They advertise at
a certain time in the year. If some articles
are found, they wait until they have suffi-
cient to warrant them in calling an auction,
and at a certain date every year they ad-
vertise.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I think the hon.
gentleman's objection is this: he does not
object to publication but to advertising
during four weeks. That might mean to
publish it in two newspapers every day
for four weeks ; but it might also be
in one newspaper once a week for four
weeks. The advertisement would extend
over the four weeks just the same. That is
a matter which I think should be dealt with
by the Harbour Commissioners. It might be
once a week for a month, but you must give
the four weeks' notice before the sale takes
place.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 41,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The only change is
in subsection b; it reads, "any magis-
trate having the power of two justices."
The old Act provided for any magistrate of
Quebec, Three Rivers or Montreal.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is improved con-
siderably.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 47,

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-This
is the clause which exempts the officers and
members of the corporation f rom serving on
juries or inquests. There is a doubt if we
have the right to enact this clause.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-With regard
to criminal matters the Government would
have the right.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY.-It would be well
for the leader of the House to consider this
question. It is a matter of some importance,
because it might lead to a conflict of laws,
and that is unnecessary. It is saying noth-
ing in favour of the enactment to mention
that it has been already enacted, because it
is quite within my own knowledge that a
great many enactments have taken place
which are palpably ultra vires. I think the
question should be considered before the bill
goes to the third reading.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL.-I will reserve the
clause until I make inquiries at the depart-
ment.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported that they had made some progress
with the bill and asked leave to sit again
to-morrow.

THE DILLON DIVORCE CASE.

REPORTS PRESENTED.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN, from the Committee
on Divorce, presented their report on bill
(T) " An Act for the relief of James St.
George Dillon," and moved that the same be
taken into consideration on Thursday next.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH, from the same
committee, presented a minority report, and
moved that the same be taken into con-
sideration on Thursday next.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I think it would be
proper that the report of the minutes should
be before the House, as well as the ex parte
statement which has just been submitted.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I certainlY
should not raise any objection to the whole
of the minutes going in, as well as the pro-
nunciamento of my hon. friend who seems tO
have influenced the committee.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-I move that the
Clerk of the Committee furnish the full
minutes of the proceedings before the coin-
mittee, so that the whole matter may be il'
the possession of the House.

The motion was agreed to.
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BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (32) " An Act respecting the Niagara
Grand Island Bridge Company."-(Mr.
Ferguson.)

Bill (33) " An Act respecting the River
St. Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel Co."
-(Mr. Ferguson.)

Bill (43) " An Act to amend the Act re-
specting the Ladies of the Sacred Heart of
Jesus."-(Mr. Robitaille.)

The Senate adjourned at 5.20 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 8th May, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

lapsed according to previous legislation
which would entitle it to continue. It is
now asked that the work authorized by this
extension shall be completed within ten years
f rom the passing of this bill. What is asked
for by this company is that it shall have
power to extend the time for the completion
of the road to Prince Albert, the terminus
fixed by the charter, for ten years, and that
it shall not be compelled to build a greater
mileage than 20 miles in any one year com-
mencing in 1896, and that they shall not be
compelled to build that 20 miles except
with the approval of the Government. It
might happen under this clause that half a
mile in each year would protect their charter.
The object of my amendment is, not so much
to interfere with the legislation that the
company is asking for, as to bring certain
facts and figures in connection with this
enterprise, before this House. I regret to
say, as I live on that line, some one hundred
and eighty miles from the Canadian Pacific

Prayrs ad rutin roeedigs.Railway, that it is one of the railways in
Prayers and routine proceedings.country which as passed into legal

THIRDdifficulties and is now in the hands of a
THIRDREAIJNGS.receiver. The railway company issued bonds

Bil (2'> AnActresectngtheCandaupon 180 miles of its road, which bondsBill (25) I An Act respecting the Canada e in the English market, and
and Michigan Tunnel Co."-(Mr. MacInnes,the interest has not bee paid by theBurlington.) company, and the bondholders had a

Bill (30) " An Act'respecting the Atlantic right to forechose in June hast. Before the
and North-west Railway Co."-(Mr. Mac- bondholders could daim their right to fore-
Innes, Burlington.) chose, the principal stuckholders of the

Bill (34) "An Act respecting the Bell company who were also creditors fora certain
Telephone Co."-(Mr. McMillan.) portion of the bonds west of the 180 miles

that were covered by the Englishi bond holders,
MANITOBA AND NORTH-WESTERN applied for the appointnent of a receiver as

RAILWAY CO.'S BILL. j a creditor of the 42 miles of road in order
THIRD EADING that the road might be continued as a single

THIRD READING.
line under the supervision of the courts.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the third That is the position in which the railway
reading of Bill (X) " An Act respecting the company is at the present moment. When
Manitoba and North-western Railway Com- a raihway like that gets into difficulties, it is
pany of Canada." a matter of great importance to us, who

lon. Mr. BOULTON-I gave the follow- reside in the interior of the country and
ing notice: are 80 dependent on railway communication,

to understand how it is that a railway coin-
That when the Order of the Day is called for the pany that bas been subsidized s0 largely

third reading of the Bill (X) " An Act respecting s
the Manitoba and North-western Railway Con- hand o a rceie. The easno thi
Pany of Canada," I will inove that the said bill be h t t r iTho
not now read a third time, but that it be amended a aid that bas hitherto been
by striking out the words "not exceeding," in the given by the Government has proved a
fifteenth line, and inserting in lieu thereof the a

Words not less than."munication and cheapening rates and main-

The bill before us is for an extension of the taining the credit of a une such as this.
eonlpany's charter, because the time has The Manitoba and North-western Railway

21
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is projected on the route that the Govern-
ment originally selected for the Canadian
Pacific Railway through what is called the
fertile belt, a very rich portion of the coun-
try, but its progress and development has
been retarded in consequence of the deflec-
tion of the Canadian Pacific Railway to the
south. A few years after the Canadian
Pacific Railway was commenced, this line
was projected. Messrs. Allan, who are the
owners of the road behind the bondholders,
complained that they have been very large
losers in their operations connected with
the road. The Railway Committee heard
the stateinent of the solicitor that be-
tween one and two millions of dollars
were the losses sustained by the Messrs.
Allan in addition to the securities placed on
the road. I should like to read the public
reports in order to show the position the
railway is placed in, so far as the informa-
tion is conveyed to us in the public docu-
ments. We have here a sunmarized state-
ment of the capital with regard to all the
railways in Canada in 1893. I see that the
Manitoba and North-western Railway Com-
pany is 234h miles long, with an authorized
ordinary share capital of $12,000,000. The
paid up capital is $5,837,500 ; the authorized
preference share capital is $465,000 paid up;
the subscribed bonded debt is $3,241,000; the
Provincial Government aid by the province
of Manitoba amounts to $650,294.27; the
.municipal aid given by the various munici-
palities along the line was $215,600; the
total paid up capital, that is including the
subscribed shares paid up and all the amounts
that I have mentioned, amounts to $10,359,-
594. and the total subscribed capital to
$16,522,000. The floatingdebtis $1,335,866
and the total cost of the railway and the
rolling stock is $3,605,024.74. That is the
public return as to the cost of the construc-
tion of the railway, the issue of bonds,
the public aid which has been given to
it, and everything in connection with the
road. In addition to that, there was a
land grant given to it of 6,400 acres per
mile from Portage la Prairie to the town of
Prince Albert, of which 234J miles have been
earned, and of the land grant that lias
passed into thé hands of the railway com-
pany, there has been sold 584,000 acres, re-
alizing $954,000 in addition to the amounts
I have already read over to you. It is
possible that this $954,000 has not been re-
alized in money. Perhaps payments have

been postponed in order to accommodate the
purchasers of those lands. However, it is
an asset of the company amounting to
$954,000. Now we can see that the total
amount received by the company, includ-
ing the floating debt of $1,335,866, is
$6,400,000. That is the cash that has been
received by the railway company for the
construction of 234f miles of road, including
the floating debt of $1,335,000 for whicli I
presume value has been given in construc-
tion or services in some way or other, and
that as against that $6,400,000 of money,
received by the company, the cost of the
road as stated in the public returns, was
$3,500,000 or a total of $16,000 per mile for
the 234h miles of road that have been con-
structed. There seems to me a very great
discrepancy between the cost of the road as
returned to us, and the money shown by
these returns to have gone into the treasury
of the railway company, and therefore, look-
ing at it as it is presented to us, it seems to
be impossible that any loss could have been
incurred by the promoters of the road-that
the road lias had securities and sold securi
ties to more than cover the cost of construc-
tion of the railway and to pay the interest
and indebtedness of every kind in connec-
tion with the enterprise. If that has been
the case it seems hard that the country should
be retarded in its development by a road
that is virtually in the hands of e liquida-
tor and the court at the presene moment.
It cannot be an effective instrument for the
development of the country in which I
reside. In consequence of the statement
that I partially made at the Railway Com-
mittee the other day when the solicitor of
the company was present, lie has written me
a letter which I received this morning. He
wrote it seeing that I had given notice of
an amendment. This letter bears on these
figures that I have already mentioned and
is as follows -

ToRONTO, 7th May, 1894.

The Honourable Senator Boulton,
Parlianent Buildings, Ottawa.

DEAR SENATOR BoULToN,-I understand that
you have given notice of intention to iove an
amendment to the Manitoba and North-western
Bill wlien it cones up for its third reading to-
norrow, and in view of what yon said with refer-

ence to the bond issue of the conpany, I would
like to correct the opinion you expressed which I
will show you is entirely without foundation in
fact. The bonds and debenture stock issued in
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respect of the railway is shown by the following
statement:-

First division bonds.......... £540,000 = $2,628,000
Shell River Branch Bonds.... 34,500 = 167,900
Saskatchewan and Western

Branch bonds............. 37,200 = 181,400
Debenture stock .......... ... 126,000 = 613,200

Total . .... . .... £737,700 = $3,591,300

As a matter of fact the only bonds which havç
been sold are those issued in respect of the first
division £540,000. The Shell River Branch bonds,
£34,500, have never been sold, nor have the bonds
issued in respect of the Saskatchewan and Western
Branch, £37,200, nor has the debenture stock is-
sued in respect of construction of the 42 miles be-
tween Langenburg and Yorkton, £126,000. These
three classes of securities have been deposited as
security for advances obtained by the Messrs.
Allan which were expended in construction of the
line. The following is a statement showing what
bonds were issued in respect of the first 180 miles,
and how the proceeds of these bonds were
applied:

Pirst mortgage bonds, £540,000 ......
In addition to that the company re-

ceived the profits of provincial de-
bentures earned for construction of
that portionof the main line between
Minnedosa and the boundary of the
province, 90 miles, and in respect of
the Shell River Branch and Saskat-
chewan and Western Branch.. . ....

in addition the conpany received
amall balances in respect of a pre-
vious issue of bonds which were re-
tired by the above issue of £540,000.

This amount applied as follows:-

Iiscounts and expenses
of issuing and floating
bonds,commission and
mnterest ........... 8 694,081 64

EXpenses in construc-
tion and equipment. 1,894,334 62

Payments on account of
interest due on bonds
and loans....... .... 411,778 80

Land department ex-
Penses. .. .... ...... 16.000 00

Subscriptions for stock
in Commercial Colon-
ization Society.89,401 69

Bonds tiranfferred to old
bondholders £67,000.. 326,066 67]Balance............... .187 00

$2,628,000 00

789,408 40

4,442 04

$3,421,850 44

$ 3,421,850 42

The above statement may be taken as absolutely
authentie and an offer to verify it was made to the
Government, but it was not thought necessary in
View of the assurances given of its correctness,
The item of discount and expenses of issuing and
floating bonds, commission and interest seemsenormous, but it is to be explained by the faýct that
at the time these bonds were issued, a portion ofthe provincial debenture issue was sold at 80,
another portion at 95, and that two sums of com-
1'lssions paid English brokers on sales of two lots

21î

of first mortgage bonds were respectively $222,.
382.31 and $87,490.50.

The net amount left after paying expenses of
the issues and applying $16,000 towards de-
veloping the company's lands, and after investing
$89,400 in the effort to establish a commercial
colonization society was $1,894,334, about $10,000
a mile. This did not begin to pay the cost of con-
struction, equipment and expenses in connection
with the acquirement of terminal facilities.

As 1 say above, this stateinent may be taken as
absolutely authentic. I have verified it myself,
and can, if required, give the items showing how
each one of the above mentioned sums is made u.

Yours truly,
WALTER BARW'ICK.

Mr. Barwick bas left out of this calculation
two items-one of $984,000 realized fron
the sale of a portion of the land grant, and
$215,000 municipal aid which would swell
the amount to upwards of $1,000,000. The
discounts and expenses of issuing and floating
bonds, commissions and interest, $614,000
ou 230 miles of road, as shown in this state-
ment seem to be excessive. This amount, of
course, forms a portion of the capital expendi-
ture and the interest upon it must be borne
by the traffic of the country. An ther
large item is $411,000 payable for interest
due on bonds and loans, overdue interest-I
do not know exactly what that is, because in
the published statement there is also an item
of $1,335,866 floating debt,. a portion
of which I presume is overdue interest; but
here we have $1,100,000 for discount on the
floating of the bonds and interest and one
thing or another all of which adds unduly to
the cost of the 234 miles of road, and it is for
the purpose of pointing out the disabilities
under which we labour in providing that rail-
way communication which is so absolutely
esse ntialto the development of the country and
to the necessities and comfort of the set-
tiers, that we have to pay interest on almost
50 per cent of the capital expended in the
construction of railroads for the develop-
ment of that country in discounts and in-
terest, and that the land grant that bas
been given to aid in the development of the
railway, is also to a great extent wasted.
So far as the Manitoba and North-western
Railway Company are concerned, they can-
not hold their lands for the development of
the country as an asset of such value that it
will accomplish a great deal more than it
bas accomplished in the construction of the
railroad up to the present moment. What
I mean by that is, that the railway lands
are subject to taxation, and when some two
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or three millions of acres of land are liable country who can produce profitably, it is
to taxation, it is almost impossible for a going to benefit ail the channels of communi-
private corporation to hold that land until cation and ail the commercial centres that
it becomes of certain value to enable it to assist in supplying us with the necessaries of
realize its full value, after the railway has! life, and which must, under any circum-
developed the country. The value of lands stances, continue to do so in consequence of
through which this railway is passing-that the facilities which they possess through
is to say the intrinsic value of them so far their nearness to that country. The Do-
as far as their productive power is con- minion Government holds the lands of the
cerned-is equal to $5 per acre. The man North-west Territories and of the pro-
who pays $5 per acre for his land vince of Manitoba. We are not in
within eight miles of the railway thesame position as the provinces in the
is as well off, in raising produce, east and west. We have no asets. We
as the original homesteader who went in bave no mines, no timber, no lands-noth-
and got his land for nothing, because lie ing at ail to Lau back upon to assist our-
finds everything ready at his hand to make selves, and therefore, we have to depend
the very best of the produce that he raises upon the assistance that can be obtained
on his farm. What I desire to point out is from the Central Government. Now, is it
that if that wasteful method is proved to not in the interest of the Government and
exist, cannot the Government come to the the people of Canada to assist in the
aid of the North-west? Because it is evi- development of that country by a more
dent to the commonest observer of the con- economical method than that which bas
dition of our country at the present moment been shown in the correspondence and the
that the North-west Territories have failed facts and figures which n have submitted?
to come up to our expectation, both finan- Is it not possible for the Dominion Govern-
cially and commercially, and every way after ment to assist us to get over that great
nearly 25 years of development-that the de- disability under hich we labour,
pression which exists there is suclm that the by which one million five hund-
Canadian Pacific RailwayCompanyhasoflate red thousand dollars out of a total
discharged some 2,000 hands in consequence expenditure of three million five hundred
of the decrease of traffic which decrease thousand dollars, has to go to pay discounts
the company aims mainly comtes from and commissions? The traffic of the country
the North-west Territories. The reason ias to bear excessive rates in order to meet
of that 1 explained to hons. gentlemen the these heavy demands for capital and for
other day-that we were labouring under interest. The interest upon these bonds is
such difficulties in consequence of protection six per cent, and that burden is double what
and higi freight rates that it was impossible it might be. With regard to the bi before
to pursue agriculture as an occupation up the ouse, it cal s for a postponement for
there with any degree of profit, and that, i e ten years of the conditions upon which the
consequence, the production was decreasing MaIitoba and North-western Railway was
instead of increasing and the railway that to be pusbed forward to develop that North-
was built in order to carry the produce of west country, in its fertile belt. There is
that country ias been obhiged to discharge a another alteration under which they May
certain Pnumber of its hands. That reacts not be required to build more than hal a
on the whole country, and, therefore, the mile a year, if the Dominion Governinent
question that interests the country at large see that there are certain difficulties in te
is, what is going to develop and fill up way which would prevent it ,and thus
that western country of ours Whatever deprive the company of its charter if it was
filîs up the North-west Territories will add held to the agreement to build more tha
to the prosperity of the whole of Canada to hal a mile a year. The company had a land
the east and to the west where we find our grant of 6,400 acres a mile to Prince Albert.
markets as they prove most profitable to us. The extension of this bi May lock up this
It is not, therefore, a mere question for the valuable asset. do not know whether it
few settlers who are deveoping that coun- really does or not-whether the Governint
try, but a question of interest to the whole stil have it in their power to dictate terdes in
Dominion, because if there are hal a million relation to their land grants, or whether the
of producers or a million of producers in that raiway company holds the land grant with
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the extension of the charter. That, I am ing securities of that kind." The country
not in a position to say, but what I do say would be relieved of that. There would be
is, that if it does lock it up, it is locking it less money going out of the countr to meet
up to the detriment of the country-post- and pay those dividendsand the profits of
poning the development of that particular the farmer would be distributed by the farm-
part of the country virtually for ten years. ers themselves to the great adv.ntage of
It is advisable that the Government should every commercial interest of the country,
alter the aid in such a way that it may be'In consequence of the land grant being still
made not more wasteful, but that it may be the property of the public, accumulating in
made more economical and effective for the in value for public ofvantage, no taxation
construction of the railroad and the develop- is imposed, but when it is transferred to a
ment of the country af ter the railroad is con- private corporation taxation accumulates,
structed. When I say made more wasteful and while the people do not object to public
I Io not agree with the policy that we have lands being exempt so long as they are held
pursued ii two or three instances, and that lfor the publie benefit, they object tO pro-
s supplementing the land graet with $80,o perty held for private advantage being ex-

a year subsidy. say that is a wasteful i empt, their labour and industry is giving
niethod. It does not assist the settiement Ivalue to the vacant lands, and the private
of the co u ntry or the promotion of railroads interests in the vacant lands should bear
as it should-it is only increasing the assets wth them the burden of taxation, in that
in the hands of the promotors and giving a way the lands are a much more valuable as-
larger margin for the abstraction of discounts set in the hands of the Government, than in
and cost of floating the company without the hands of a corporation. A land grant pro-
any commensurate advantage to the settle- perlyhusbanded might then be utilized bythe
Ment of the country and facilities of trans- Governmentforthepromotion of four and five
"1Portation after the railroad. is built. A more times the milage as roads become self-support-
economical method, without imposing anying. Withregardtothe roadinquestion,many
greater tax upon the country, would be for ihon. gentlemen will remember that when a
the Government to take the land grant back similar bill was before this buse two or
from this railway company and other railway three years ago and the same proposition
Cmepanies in that country, and set it aside was presented for an extension of time-be-
as a trust in the same way that they have 1cause an indefinite period was being fixed
dote with the school rands and fix an upsetfor the construction of this railroad, to meet
Price at say $5 an acre and then guarantee the opposition that was then raised to this
the bonds of the railway at 3 per cent inte- indefinite extension the then Premier, Sir
rest, taking also a lien on the rond in case, John Abbott, suggested that if the Company
through bad management or any other were absolved that year from any construc-
cause, the company fail to meet the inter- tion they should be compelled to build forty
est on the bonds. In that way the Govern- miles the following year-settlements that
Ment would be perfectly securedw; they had been placed there at the instigation of
w1suld have the railway, the land grant, and the Government and immigration promoted
the subsidy of $80,00t a year which has by that Government. Here are the words
been, given in two or three cases, which of the late Sir John Abbott at that time:

p80,eha a year is sufficient to pay the whole
3 per cent interest for 17 or 18 years, at I think it is a question ohether we ought not to
least, of the time. In that way the traffin of g do somthing or other to give encouragement to
the country would not be burdened with a l these settters and others who eay be exaected to

te overgen t tan er canent . gi that part of the Country, and I would ask thef ro thrila ompanyhand oher ntrlway gentlemen rho compose the Railway CommitteeThe Company could go into the money whether it might not make a good point in favour
dnrket with security and independence in of this immigration and show our desire to do
the floating of those bonds. They would justice to these people if they were to say that in
rest be obliged o en stock brokers in the consideration of our abstainitg f rom enforcing theto m eet twenty miles condition this year, they chould beclauley market and be told this is a specu- required to build forty miles next year. Forty
lative property, and although the interest is miles is nothing to a railway Company if they can

6per cent a year yet we have to Charge you Iget the necessary capital, and without it twenty
mentoul e gcr ; th iles is more than they can undertake. I think ifou discounts in order to take the they are granted this delay they should build fortyhcs and run the risks we incur in accept- miles next year. I has been represented to me,
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and I think with some force, that for this autumn that that was to be the lie of the Canadian
coming the loss and inconvenience to these settlers Pacifie Railway, and it is going to be detri-
will not be very great, because they have just
settled there, and will not have much to export- not to them, but to the whole of the
they will need all they produce for their own - North-west in retarding the development of
sumption--but next year they should have a good that great country, in consequence of the
deal to export, and it woulcd be well to encourage destruction of our credit for similar enter-
theni to expect some proper accommodation when
that tine arrives. I therefore would commend to prises through no fautt of the country.
the consideration of the members of the Railway
Comnittee the ad visability of requiring the company
to build forty miles next year if they are not re-
quired to build any this year.

That is tantamount to a pledge from the
Dominion Government in 1892 that steps
would be taken to enforce the condition
upon the company that 40 miles would be
completed in order to meet the demands and
necessities of the settlers who had gone in
40, 50 and 60 miles ahead of railway coin-
munication, and I think that when a bill
like this is before the House it is only pro-
per for me a resident in that district, to
whom the settlers look for assistance in pro-
tecting their interests, that I should urge
upon the Government to take this matter
into their serious consideration, and while I
do not move this amendment with any view
to obstructing the legislation sought for
I desire to put the responsibility on the
Government, that they should make the aid
of such a character that the railway com-
pany will be enabled to push their line for-
ward and that the aid shall be given
in such a manner that the most econo-
mical inethods can be applied to the
construction of the railroad, and all rail-
roads that are required in that country.

It is taking a new departure, but it is a
departure well worthy the consideration of the
Government. As I have already stated re-
peatedly here, we are not like the people
who live on the Pacific or Atlantic coasts, or
on those m4gnificent water ways which pen-
etrate the interior of the country as far as
.Port Arthur; we are living a thousand or
fifteen hundred and two thousand miles from
water communication, and these railways are
absolutely necessary for the development, of
the country, and the economical construction
of our roads is essential to the properity of
the people themselves. I, therefore, move
the amendment of which I have given notice.
At the present moment the road is in litiga-
tion. If the road is to be continued in
litigation (and we know how indefinite litiga-
tion is in regard to such large matters) it
will remain unfinished to the detriment of
those settlers who went in there believing

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-There is one
other point that my hon. friend did not
make. He spoke of the detriment to that
country through this delay, but he did not
say that the credit of the country is imper-
illed also. Capitalists have invested a good
deal of money which is locked up. J do not
know whether they can realize on that until
the whole road is completed. They cannot
take over or utilize that 180 miles of road,
nor can they do anything until the line is
built. Therefore it is a great detrinient to
those bond-holders if they cannot take pos-
session of that section of the road which
their money has constructed. It is not only
a wrong to the bondholder, but also an
injury to investments in this country.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-With regard to
the point that the hon. gentleman has
made, the bondholders from England sent
out a commissioner to inquire into the posi-
tion of the road, and he reported that it
was in fair condition but that the rolling
stock was deficient-most of it belonged to
the construction company. The net earnings
of the 180 miles of road were sufficient to
pay one and a half per cent interest on the
bonds up to the present, which is a satisfac-
tory showing so far as the earnings are con-
cerned. Of course, on the newer portion
of the line, under the circumstances that I
have detailed to you, the earnings have not
been so great, and the one and a half per
cent interest which should go to the English
bond holders is absorbed in maintaining the
line beyond. That is what I gathered fromD
the report.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-While I fully
appreciate the value of the statement made
by the hon. member from Marquette with
regard to his section of country being opened
up by railway communication and the colm-
pletion of this line, if possible, yet there are
more important considerations than those
to which he has referred. I may say, for
the information of the House, that over 250
miles of this road have been built. The
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difficulty up to the present time has been in
respect of the road being bonded in two
sections. We have the English bondholders
making an application to sever from the whole
road the section which is covered by the bonds
which now they hold. This matter has been in
litigation for sone time. The courts of Man-
itoba have fully ventilated the question, and
the road is now in liquidation, and being oper-
ated by the receiver. Though I am in charge
of this bill, if I thought the motion of the hon.
gentleman from Marquette would accomplish
the end which he has in view, I should not
press the bill in its present form; but there
are other considerations which have to re-
ceive our attention, viz., those of a finan-
cial character and which operate most
seriously against the proposition of my hon.
friend being carried out. I think this Gov-
ernment initiated a mistaken policy in deal-
ing with colonization roads, in compelling
them to build from year to year an arbitrary
extent of railway. I took occasion to ex-
press myself in committee the other day
with respect to this matter, and I now re-
peat that colonization roads of this charac-
ter being commercial enterprises can only
be built on a commercial and paying basis,
and if the Government or the public insist
upon such a road attempting to accomplish
more than will have successful results
financially, so sure will that road im-
mediately become crippled and so sure will
it operate to the detriment of the people
through whose country it is built. Nothing
can be more fatal to railway interests in the
North-west Territories and to the interests
of the settlers in that country than to
maake it compulsory for railways of this
character to pursue a course which must
cripple themselves and ruin the reputation
of the country in the financial market.
Thus we render it almost impossible to raise
capital for the carrying out of such enter-
Prises. This has been the case in promoting
this particular line. The Government here-
tofore has insisted upon a certain amount of
this road being completed at stated inter-
vals. The progress sought to be made was
of an arbitrary character; the financial re-
sults were not taken into consideration, and
the consequence is we have a colonization
road which started out under very favour-
able auspices, but attempting to build
beyond their ability, was absolutely crippled.
Is it wise to compel an enterprise of this
kind to so cripple itself i The results are

very manifest in the fact that this road is
now in liquidation and with very poor pros-
pects in the near future of being again placed
on a sound financial basis. The difficulty
which has been pointed out by mny hon.
friend in appealing to the Governnent of
the country to come to the aid of this road,
is that the company do not ask assistance
f rom the Government. Last session and the
session preceding that, they exhausted all
their persuasive powers in trying to induce
the Government to come to their aid, with-
out success. I therefore fancy that the coin-
pany are fully pursuaded that the Govern-
ment will not assist them any more than has
been done in the past. They have received
munificent Government assistance, not only
f rom the Dominion Government but from
the Provincial Government of Manitoba.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-And from the
municipalities.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-And with the
results which we have seen. My hon. friend
from Marquette proposes that this company
shall be compelled, after 1896, to build 20
miles of road every year. We have staring
us in the face a bankrupt corporation-a
corporation absolutely crippled and utterly
unable at the present moment to pay the
interest on its bonds--only in receipt of
revenue sufficient to pay running expenses
and nothing more. How in the world is
such a company, at the expiration of 1896,
to build twenty miles of road per year until
they reach Prince Alberti

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-How does the
company propose to get out of the difficulty ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The only thing
I see the company can do is to run the road
to the best possible advantage. The hon.
gentleman may be perfectly assured of this
fact, that if the construction of twenty
miles of road would further cripple the com-
pany, they would not build it. I would
furthermore point out what is an insuper-
able obstacle in the way of this railway to
raise money on isolated sections of that char-
acter. Hon. gentlemen who are familiar
with financing enterprises of this kind know
perfectly well you cannot cut up a railway
into sections, particularly a concern of this
kind, and bond twenty miles of road this
year and then float a bonded indebtedness
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the following year for another twenty miles
with entirely different parties. It is utterly
impossible that this could be financially car-
ried out, therefore the proposition made by
my hon. friend fron Marquette is an im-
practical une. Those interested finan-
cially in the road, as soon as they see that
extension o4 the railway will result in a fair
financial return, will be prepared to go
on witli it. The prorosition made by
the company to leave it with the
Governorin Councilto say whether they are in
a position to proceed with so much of the sec-
tion of 20milesper year is most reasonable and
the Government is in a much better position
than the public to say whether the needs of
the country are of such a character and the
position of the company of such standing as
to proceed with whatever length of road the
Government may insist upon. They are in
a position to make inquiry into it and if the
settlers in that section will make represen-
tations to the Government that the company
should proceed with a 20-mile section per
year, I have no doubt the Governor in Coun-
cil will consider whether it is in the interest
of public policy that such a proposition
should be carried out. I therefore submit
to the House that the company should not
be further crippled-that they have made a
reasonable proposition, and in view of the
immense amount of capital already expended
this bill should pass as it has come from the
committee. I would further more point out
this fact, although my hon. fiiend has gone
into figures which appear to be at vari-
ance with the figures submitted by the soli-
citor of the road, that the financial extrava-
gances enumerated by him will not further
assist the matter. The fact that this company
has been financially embarrassed up to the
present time-if the amount of money stated
by my hon. friend has been sunk in the
enterprise it will not assist in promoting the
road in the future. It would have the con-
trary effect than that pressed upon us by my
hon. friend. Therefore I think the bill should
be read the third time in the shape in which
it has come from the committee.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I do not desire to
extend my remarks any further, nor do I
wish to push the amendment to a vote. As
I explained, my object was to point out to
the Government the position in which we
are placed, not with the object of interfer-
ing with a bill that the company wish to
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get passed, but in order to present these
views to the Government. There is a great
deal that my hon. friend has said which I
cannot agree with. If that country is going
to be blocked up by a company already in
liquidation, then the question how long that
company should be allowed to stand in the
way of the development of that section of
the country is a pertinent one. I ask per-
mission to withdi aw my amendment.

With the leave of the House the amend-
ment was withdrawn and the bill was read
the third time and passed.

INSURANCE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a com-
mittee of the whole on Bill (V) " An Act to
further ainend the Insurance Act."

(In the Committee.)

On the fifth clause,

Hon. Mr. ANGERS said : I propose to
make the amendment, which I indicated at
the second reading of the bill, in the third
subsection. I want to substitute a clause
which will render it less expensive and
troublesome for the companies to comply
with the requirements of the Act.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-We have more than
one chief agent in Canada for some of the
larger companies. I know that one of the
largest companies in the world has two chief
agents in this country-one for western
Canada, and one for eastern Canada, and it
would be well to make provision that each
of these chief agents should keep the neces-
sary documents for his own district.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have no objec-
tion whatever to the amendment.

The clause was amended accordingly and
adopted.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL suggested an addi-
tional clause to relieve companies in respect
to whom no complaint had been made, from
the possibility of being subject to penalties
for making reports signed by the secretary
instead of by the chief agent, as called for
by the Act.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I would be very been accepted by the Government, and no
willing to come to the relief of the com- injury has accrued to anybody, but techni-
panies that are sued, but I draw the atten- cally it has not been made by the proper
tion of the House to the fact that it is an officer.
exceptional thing to legislate away the
rights of litigants before the courts, and I lon. Mr. ANGERS-There is more than
am afraid that the purport of this amend- that. Besides the return having been made
Inient is to relieve companies which are now by an officer that had no right to do it, some
being sued. 1of the companies have neglected to niake

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Observe the expres-
sion " and in respect of which no complaint
has ever been made."

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-You might substi-
tute another word for " complaint "--" in
respect to which no action has been taken."

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-The object is to pre-
vent the company from being blackmailed
-parties suing them to make money. Where
they have no chief agent in the country, the
documents have been attested by the secre-
tary instead.

any returns, and I do not know whether
these law suits turn upon the fact that they
completely neglected to make the return or
not. I do not think Parliament should
interfere. I have never read a statute of
the Parliament of Canada or any legislature
that interfered in a law suit pendilg before
the court. We can accept the amendment
which relieves the companies for the future,
but we cannot relieve them when they have
been brought before the court. I think
that is the furthest we can go. The amend-
ment will come in immediately after sub-
section 3.

lon. Mr. SCOTT-Ought we not to pro- The amendrent was adopted.
tect the companies under those conditions if
We have the power? They have complied with On subsection 5,
the law, but because the document is signed
by the secretary instead of the agent, it Hon. Mr. PELLETIER-Subsection 5
gives the right to an action which is a mere liritS the time for raking the statement
speculation and which should be frowned required to the lst January, or within two
dIOwn. The object of the return having months thereafter. This would make the
been complied with, the Government are per- last on the 1st of March. I ar requested by
fectly satisfied. Everything has been clearly several conpanies in Quebec to state that
explained and the returns are satisfactory they are accustored to make their returns
and yet because the returns are made by a qin the lirst two weeks of March, q4id it
ecretary instead of a chief agent, the com- would be very ard on them if tbey were re-

Pany technically becomes liable. quired to make their returns otherwise. If

Hlon. Mr. ANGERS-The objection is you could nake it three months it wouldnot make rnuch difference to, the Govern-
niot that it was sworn to and given by the ment.
secretary instead of the president or actu-
ary, but that it was given by an agent out Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I would accept the
of Canada; the courts holdthat it must be amendaient) and say Iwithin three months."
bY an agent in Canada. It is for the House
to consider the propriety of interfering in an The amendrent was adopted.
action which is pending before the courts. I
think it is an extreme power for the House lon. Mr. ANGERS-J have an amend-
to take to interfere between the plaintiff and nient to propose to section 10 by adding a
defendant in a pending action. I have sixth subsection, that this section shah not
liever seen it done before. interfere with the renewal of licenses here-

tofore granted, or to arLy application for
lon. Mr. SCOTT-I think I have, and license pending on the lst April, 1894. It

1t just one of those cases where the court is not intended to interfere with companies
P powerless. There is not the slightest iota that have been combining the business ofof inerit in any such action ; it is a nlere life, fire and accident insurance. We have

speculation. The company has made its an application which was made in the ronthretu, which is honest and fair, and it bas of Deember ast by the .tna, I believe,
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which has not yet been adjudicated upon. preniur is to be increased, it should be in-
Now, whatever their rights are to-day, we creased from the date that you first insure to
do not wish to interfere with them in this the end, varying every five years. I think
bill ; we do not wish to acknowledge that it is better to keep the word "annual" as it
they had any right, but we desire that the is there, because otherwise you considerably
case should stand upon its own merits as if this reduce the capital to be paid the insurer.
bill had not been introduced, and therefore This arendrent has been prepared with
there is a reservation to that amendment to very great care by the Superintendent of
the effect that it shall not apply first of ail Insurance, and it is a copy of the regulation
to companies doing several kinds of business made for the insuring of the Civil Service.
now, nor shall it interfere with the appli-
cations made up to the lst of April-that Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The clause is taken
is, previous to the introduction of this bill in from the Ontario statuts word for word.
the House. That amendment comes in as However I an not going to press that mat-
subsection 6 of section 10. ter. I would like to ask why the third suh-

The menmen wu doped.section was added here, rnaking the preceding
provisions subject to provincial legisltion.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-c move that the Hen. Mr. ANGERS- stated the reason
bll be arended by adding a i3th section the other dayi eerie yas I tink
which has the effect of providing for a case of th ,c othe rovise s acse rea-
error as to age in life insurance. I g rave full toup the ata t ad t ins e
details of the object of that clause and readw
the arnendment to the vuse the other day. Hon. Mr. SCOTT-By that clause yoU

Hon. Mr.*SCOTI-It has been suggested allow our legsiation to be superseded by

that instead of adopting the explanation of theirs, whether intra vires or ultra vires.

the word Ilprenium" as it is here, Ithe net Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, because they
annual preriuo," it should be the actual might be deaing with civil rights, which do
office premiurH, the difference being the re- not belong to us, and in view of that 
duction of profits. I had a letter from Mr. wanted to acknowledge their own jurisdic-
Rarnsay, president of the Canada Life Comn- tion in rnatters of that kind. Thât was the
pany, suggesting that in giving an explana- only objeot.
tion of the word d hpreium " the fairer way
would be to put it "lactual office prernium." Hon. Mr. POWER-J should suggese
Thatmwoud be the a dount without any de- that the Minister insert after enactentsY

duction for profits. the words "lintra vires," so, as to show that
constitutional enactments are meant.

Hon. Mr. POIRER-The head office or
the Canadian office i Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have no objectio

to that.
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The head office of the

that insteaheo adoendngetheewplaadoitndo

cordpany. They have a prereum" when a
policy is taken out with profits to be de- Hon. Mr. ANGERS-J have the honoilr
ducted fprom the annual preriu, then the to rove that the comrittee rise, report pro
profits are deducted fror the preiun and gress and ask leave to sit again. The bill 
the person is charged with the balance. not quite completed. I have received this

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I think the amend- afternoon letters and telegras from gente-
panmen wishing to meet sogee members of the
ment should not be accepted. realinin- Governrent relation this bi, and pre "1

sured fifteen years, and accordingly your meet them to-orrow. They may have valu
predium diminishes every five years in cer- able suggestions to rnake and with the vi
tain companies. That preriun, after you of iproving the bill, if it is necessaryq Or
have been insured a hength of tine, is the preventing injustice, I ask that the co'
real preium representing an insurance for mitte be authorized to sit again if sodesi«I
such a period, and the amout to be paid
should be calculated accordingly, and if the The motion was agreed to.
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Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported progress and asked leave to sit to-
Imorrow.

SECOND READING.

Bill (O) "An Act for the relief of Samuel
William Piper."-(Mr. Clemow.)

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMIS-
SIONERS BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (F) " An Act to
amend and consolidate the Acts relating to
the Harbour Commissioners of Montreal."

(In the Committee.)

On clause 5,

Hon. Mr. BOWEIL-There is no neces-
Sity for making any change in clause 5, the
Consideration of which was postponed from
Yesterday.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 6,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that section
6 as it stands in the bill be struck out, and
a clause substituted defining the limits of
the harbour. He said: I may say this sub-
Stituted clause was prepared by the law
clerk and forwarded to the Harbour Com-
Inlissioners in Montreal, and received this
4norning the approbation of that body.

The motion was agreed to.

On clause 47,

lion. Mr. BOWELL-The questions arose
8- to the constitutionality of sections 25 and
47. In reference to 25, that was passed,
but I promised the hon. gentleman from
Mfontarville to make inquiry as to the point
raised by him. The law officers and the
Justice Department are of the opinion that
Clause 25 is fully within the powers of this
?arliament, but it may be a question as to
the advisability of allowing it to remain in
the Act. I informed the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries that that clause had passed,
although I had promised to make inquiries
Upon those points, and he has promised to
give the matter further consideration and to,

consult the Harbour Commissioners as to the
propriety of its retention in the bill. For his
part he thought there was very little use for
it, and unless they had some good reason for
retaining it he thought it would be better
to drop it. I informed him that I thought
the Senate would allow it to remain in the
bill and that if he found it was unnecessary
he could strike it out in the Commons. I
move that the 47th clause be struck out of
the bill.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported the bill with amendments.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5.30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 9th May, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES
SCHOOL LAWS.

PETITION PRESENTED.

Mr. BOWELL presented the petition of
Cardinal Taschereau and the Roman Catholic
Bishops and Archbishops of the province of
Quebec in relation to the school laws of the
North-west Territories.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE asked if it was
the intention to have this petition presented.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Personally, I have
no objection. If it is placed in exten8o in
the minutes of proceedings, it might be re-
garded as a precedent for similar publica-
tions hereafter. I think it should take the
usual course.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-If the House
has no objection, I would move that the
petition be printed after the reading of it
to-morrow.
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Has the same
petition been presented in the other House i

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-It has.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Then, would it
not be better to let it go before the Printing
Committee?

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE -Documents are
sent to the committee as a matter of course,
but petitions are read at the Table and they
then go into the waste paper basket or are
pigeon-holed in the department. That is
why I move that this petition be printed for
circulation after it is read to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I have very much
pleasure in seconding the motion, because I
think that a petition presented by people of
such importance should be printed and cir-
culated.

The motion was agreed to.

THE NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES
SCHOOL ORDINANCES.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER inquired:

Whether the Government have received from the
Executive Committee of the North-west Terri-
tories, or froin any official or authority in the
North-west Territories, any answer to, or any com-
munication in connection with the following repre-
sentations and requests as set forth in a letter of
the Honourable the Secretary of State to His
Honour the Lieutenant-Governor of the North-west
Territories, dated the l5th February, 1894, viz. :-

I am now to inform you that His Excellency in
Council regrets that the changes made in the
ordinance relating to education should have been
such as to cause unwittingly dissatisfaction and
alarmn on the ýart of the petitioners, and I am tc
urgently request that the complaints set forth by
them be carefully inquired into, and the whoh
subje et be reviewed by the Executive Committe(
and the North-west Assembly, in order that re
dress be given by such amending ordinances oi
amending regulations as nay be found necessary t<
meet any grievances, or any well founded appre
hensions which may be ascertained to exist.

And, in case the Governient having received n<
answer to the above, is it their intention to urg
again an early answer from the proper authoritie
in the North-west Territories ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No reply has beei
received by the Department of the Secretar:
of State further than the acknowledgmen
of His Honour the Lieutenant-Governor o
the North-west Territories, dated the 24t]
of February, 1894, stating that the observa

tions above quoted should be submitted to
the Executive Committee and to the Legis-
lative Assembly of the Territories for their
consideration. The Legislative Assembly of
the North-west Territories has not since
been assembled, and the representations
made by His Excellency in Council cannot
yet have been laid before them for their
consideration. It is impossible, therefore,
that any proper request to make such a
reply as they deem advisable, can be made
before they do assemble.

THIRD READING.

Bill (S) " An Act to amend and consoli-
date the Acts relating to the Harbour Coin-
missioners of Montreal."-(Mr. Bowell.)

RED DEER VALLEY RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved the third

reading of Bill (L) " An Act to again revive
and amend the Act to incorporate the Red
Deer Valley Railway and Coal Company."
He said: This bill has been deferred froIn
time to time awaiting the arrival of a
petition from England duly signed. That
petition has been received, and I now move
the third reading of the bill.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

DOMINION WOMAN'S CHRISTIAN
TEMPERANCE UNION BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (56) " An Act to incorporate
the Dominion Woman's Christian Temper-
ance Union." He said: Hon. gentlemen
are no doubt acquainted with the existence
of this very useful and influential body.
They are seeking an Act of incorporation
simply to enable them to hold such lands
and property as may be necessary for their
purposes, with the usual restrictions as to
the value and length of time the property
may be held which may come into their pos-
session. The second clause of the bill sets
forth the whole substance of it. Hon. gen-
tlemen will see that the object for which
they are united is purely a benevolent one
against which no possible objection can be
made. It is simply to do what in their
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power lies to rescue those who are perishing
and to restore those who are fallen. They
do not expect to make any money by it-
there is nothing of that kind in it. It is
simply to enable them to associate as a cor-
poration capable of holding property.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (28) " An Act respecting the Ontario
Mutual Life Association Company."-(Mr.
Merner.)

Bill (33) "An Act respecting the River St.
Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel Company."
-- (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.)

Bill (43) " An Act to amend the Act res-
Pecting the Ladies of the Sacred Heart of
Jesus."-(Mr. Robitaille.)

Bill (W) "An Act for the relief of Orlando
George Richmond Johnson."-(Mr. Clemow.)

INSURANCE ACTAMENDMENT BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (V) " An Act
to further amend the Insurance Act."

(In the Committee.)

On subsection 5,

lion. Mr. ANGERS-In answer to a
request made yesterday, I met some of the
agents of the company who represented that
the delay in making the preliminary report
'as too short, and that they should be given
a m1onth. Instead of being required to fur-
flish it on the fifteenth of January they
Wanted thirty days. I therefore move an
amnendment to meet their views in that
respect, fixing the date the first February.

The anendment was agreed to and the
clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported bill with amendments which were
concurred in.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES GAME
PRESERVATION BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (Z) " An Act for the
Preservation of Game in certain parts of the
North-west Territories of Canada."

(In the Committee.)

On the first clause,

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
from Lunenburg, when this bill was at the
second reading, made a suggestion that it
should apply to a portion of the country out-
side of the North-west Territories: and it
occurred to me at the same time- did not
catch what the hon. gentleman said-that it
might be applied also to the territory of
Labrador. I rise for the purpose of suggest-
ing to the leader of the House that the title
might be amended so as to read, " The Terri-
tories Game Preservation Act." That will
cover all the territories outside of the pro..
vinces.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I do know that
there is any objection to that.

The clause was amended accordingly and
adopted.

On the second clause,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think this clause
ought to be.amended in this way. The bill
applies to those portions of Canada which
are not included within any of the provinces
or the provisional districts of Assiniboia,
Alberta and Saskatchewan.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-That will cover
Labrador.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-Before adopt-
ing an amendment like this, it would be
well to have the opinion of the experts who

lion. Mr. ANGERS--I think it is better drafted the bill. The habits of birds and
tO drop the third subsection which made a animals on the Labrador coast might not be
reservation as to the provisions made by the the same as those of the birds and animals
local legislatures. I move that the clause west of Hudson Bay.

omitted from the bill.
Hon.Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend's

The motion was agreed to. suggestion might possibly invade the rights
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of the provinces in regard to such legislation
as this.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I propose to alter
this clause so that it shall not. With respect
to the objection made by the hon. gentleman
from Kennebec, the bill as it stands was
intended to apply to all the territory west
of Hudson Bay and north of these pro-
visional districts mentioned here, and if we
extend it so as to include Labrador, the
moose and caribou would be protected. Their
habits are very much the same as those of
the same animals on the west side of Hudson
Bay.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-That is what
I was in doubt about.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I do not care to
adopt that suggestion until I make further
inquiries, more particularly as to the habits
of the birds and animals that live on the
Labrador coast and to the north, more par-
ticularly north of Quebec, and which would
be included in the provisions of this bill if
the suggestions of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax were adopted. I have made a note
of it, however, and if it is deemed advisable
at the third reading, I will refer it back to
committee for the purpose of giving it the
wider meaning conveyed in the hon. gentle-
man's suggestions, but without further in-
formation I do not think I would be justi-
fied in giving it so wide a range. If the
habits of the moose and the birds are the
sanie on the Labrador coast within the Do-
minion as they are to the west of Hudson
Bay, his suggestion is one which should be
adopted.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 5,

Hon. Mr. POWER--In respect to that
provision, if the bill is really intended to
afford any protection to these animals, the
end of the close season should be later. 1
have examined the game laws of Ontario,
Quebec and Manitoba, and I find that in no
case are any of these animals allowed to be
killed before the 1st September, and the
general rule is that the close season ends on
the 1st October. In Quebec, for the moose,
caribou, &c., it is the 15th September, and
for deer, the 1st October. Instead of the
the 15th July I suggest that we should
insert the ist September. The hon. mem-

ber for Wolseley, who is not in the House
now, told me that he quite agreed in this
view with respect to the termination of the
close season.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN -I have no doubt the
hon. leader of the House has obtained all
the information that he thinks necessary
with regard to the habits of the different
animals, but I should suppose that what is
stated by my hon. friend from Halifax
would apply to deer. Unless their habits
and breeding seasons are totally different in
those districts the same rule would apply.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The close season
for those animals lias been fixed after full
consideration and suggestions on the part
of those in the Hudson's Bay Company, and
other officials in the North-west. I might
better read the suggestions made by the
Commissioner of the Hudson Bay Company
at Winnipeg, Mr. Chipman. He says:

The close season for musk oxen is suggested
with a view of the prevailing slaughter of these
animals when the snow is soft and they herd
together, and are most easily killed in large num-
bers; they will be sutficiently protected by this
close season, which should also be observed by the
Indians. The other animals are in their prime or
fat condition from about the 15th July to about
the middle of September, and during that season
all hunters are busy hunting these animals, curing
the neat and storing it for winter use. Many of
the missions and the company's posts also de-
pend upon the meat cured at that season for their
use during the winter.

I suppose long experience has led them tO
the conclusion that if they are prohibited
from being killed up to the period men-
tioned it would be quite sufficient. le
also added :

The Indian inhabiting the country adjacent tO
the barren h-nds depend upon the caribou for
winter clothiag. During the early part of August
they go to ineet these animals in the barren lands
migrating from the Arctic coast to the wooded
country, and there secure the skins they require
before the hair of the new coat of the animal be-
comes too long.

I made special inquiries ont this point,
after the shor t discussion which took place
when I introduced the bill, and in clause
f I propose to extend the time as suggest-
ed by the hon. member from Lunenburg, but
I think we should let the other dates re-
main.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The bill does not
contain any provision to prevent the expor-
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tation of hides. I do not know whether the and 1 cail the hon. gentieman's attention to
hon. Minister proposes to insert any provi- the fact that in a later section of the bil it
sion as to that matter, but with respect to isprovided that this restriction shah not
the elk, deer, caribou, moose, etc., the applyto Indians at al, so that the argu-
Indians go to meet these animals some time ment of the Hudson Bay Companys repre-
in the middle of August. In clause 8, para- sentative really amounts to nothing. We
graph a, it is provided that the birds and are dealing with the elk, moose, caribou,
beasts mentioned may be lawfully hunted, deer, mountain sheep and mountain goats.
taken or killed by Indians who are inhabi- The paper which the hon. gentleman read
tants of the country to which this Act refers to the caribou, and if the law does not
applies. So there is nothing in that argu- apply to Indians at ail, what is there in that
ment; they will not be affected by this bill argument that the Indians go to meet the
when it becomes law. The paragraph caribou? If it is desirabie to preserve these
goes on "and by other inhabitants of the animais, then hunters from the United
said country ;" so when you say the law States and eisewhere shouid not be aliowed
shall not apply to the inhabitants of the to go in and slaughter them at the time of
country, then, as regards outsiders at any the year when they are very easiiy killed
rate, you may make the iaw a iittie strict. and when they are not allowed tot be kied

in any other part of the bountry.
lion. Mr. BOWELL-I take it for granted

that those who had the fixing of these dates
-the company that has been engaged in the

killing of the animals for furs, &c., and food
for 200 years-ought at least to know as
much about it as we do, and I am quite willing
to accept their suggestions under the cir-
cumstances. If they were to attempt to say
to me at what period they should kill deer

SI Hastings County, Ontario, I should be
'lclined to dispute it, but I think the House
tright accept the suggestions of those who
are really more interested in the preservation
Of those animals, than any other inhabitants
of the Dominion. They make their money
from it. They have to supply the Indians
When they are out of food by advances which
they have to make, and I take it for granted
When they tell us that the game will be
sufficiently protected by establishing a certain
Close season, that they know what they are
talking about; otherwise there would be very
little use in submitting the bill to them.

lon. Mr. POWER-If I understand the
argumnent of the hon. leader, it is that the
louse is bound to accept the bill as it comesfrom the Hudson Bay Company. What

1h the object of submitting it to us if we
bave to take it as it comes ? If it must pass
th 't comes f rom the Hudson Bay Company,
then it is a solemn farce putting the bill
through this House. My hon. friendread a memorandum which comes from the
ludson Bay Company. They give as a

reason for allowing the killing of these
aIimals in August, that at that time the In-

ias8 meet the caribouon the barren grounds;

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-The conditions in
that north-western country are very differ-
ent from the conditions in the southern
country. The caribou meet in large
numbers, hundreds of thousands of them
meet on the barren grounds during the
summer time and fatten up very early.
The Hudson Bay Company send out their
trappers, half-breeds and Indians in order to
collect these skins and possibly to make
pemican of the flesh for winter use, and I
daresay they are further prompted in that
by their desire to secure as many hides as
they possibly can during that season when
the caribou are herded together. Later on,
in the latter part of the months of August
and September, they divide up into
bands, and find their way south. Now that
is a very different thing from providing pro-
tection for game in other countries where
settlements exist in larger numbers; and J
think that the hon. member for Halifax
would realize these facts with regard to all
our game that is so far north as that; our
wild fowl prepare to leave those latitudes in
the month of August, and are gradually
flying south and passing through our neigh-
bourhood in September and October. In the
country where I reside there is a difference
of a fortnight between the periods during
which the game may be hunted ; that is to
say, the close season extends to the lst Sep-
tember in Manitoba, but it extends only up
to the 15th August in the North-west Terri-
tories, and they are next to us and extend
over a greater field taking in Prince Albert
and Edmonton. This bill, I understand, is
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for the purpose of protecting game to the do not complain of any remarks the hon.
north of Prince Albert and Edmonton, and gentleman may make. That is his province,
those higher latitudes with which we are not but he must not fancy the bill is a farce
so well acquainted, and I think the hon. because we do not accept every suggestion
gentleman f rom Halifax should take the that he makes.
view that these gentlemen who have advised
the Government in this matter probably arei Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I think no
better acquainted with it than we are our- better source could be applied to than the
selves. No one realizes the importance, Hudson Bay Company for information of
more than 1 do, of affording ample protection that character. I would be prepared to
to game of all kinds from wanton destruction accept the information presented by the
either by the Indians or trappers, and this hon. leader of the House in regard to section
bill is the first step in the direction of exer- 5, but it appears to me the very infirmity is
cising that lawful control in these isolated contained in section 8, and that that is what
tracts of our country, which will no doubt is operating principally in the mind of my
need amendments from time to time as hon. friend from Halifax. I therefore would
experience dictates to us the effect of its be prepared to accept the close season as
working. mentioned in section 5.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The senior mem- Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not wish the
ber for Halifax will not object, if I dissent language 1 used to be misapprehended. As
from his reasoning and his logic. He lays 1understood the bon. Minister, he said that
down the principle that because he assumes the suggestions had come from the Hudson
this bill came from the Hudson Bay Com- Bay Company, and the conclusion whicb he
pany, therefore it is a farce if his suggestions drew was that the House had nothing to do
are not accepted. but accept them.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No, I uid not say Hon. Mr. BOWiELL-No.
the Hon. Mr. POWER-Tbat was the im-

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Tbe lBon. gentleman pression wbic was eft io my mnd, and h
says if we are to take the bil as it is pre- said the natural consequence then is that if
sented, then it becomes a farce. The bill we are to accept wat tbe Hudson Bay
is presented to tbe Hbouse for its approval Company suggest, tbe submitting of the b
upon the responsibility of the Government, to the House is a farce, and tbink tbat
after baving sougbt the best possible altbougb the word " farce " is not a verY
information tbey could obtain. We are parliamentary expression, and regret that
very glad to have any suggestions from 1 should bave used it, stili it very nearlY
the House wieh would tend to improve the describes what I thought the performance
bill and the best evidence that titis is the was going to be.
spirit with wic it is introduced is thbat
tbe suggestions made by the on. mem- Hon. Mr. cCLELAN- think that
ber from Lunenburg and the bon. member the Government deserve credit for intre
from Halifax have. been acepted i ducing a bil of this character with refer
reference to, grouse, partridge and pheasants. ience to that country, because I bave been,
It does not become a farce because the impressed witb the information I have re-
Govern ent seeks to obtain the best ceived wit regard to the enormous quant
possible information in the country in the ties of reindeer tbat exist partieuIarly in
framing of an Act wic affects such a, tbat northern country, wbicb with be su
large portion of the Dominion, and whicb is ject, no doubt, in the future to indiscrili
intended to, suppiy, the food of tbose wbom! nate slaugbter unless something of this kind
we would have to support by feeding them ibe provided. Witb regard to the close seasOn
as we are now doing in the North-west if 'named, 1 rather agree witb the remarks
this legisiation were not adopted. I have made by tbe hon. member from
given the reasons wby this bi is intro- Tbe Government bave taken the best meabes
duced and the information upon wbich the to obtain information with regard to that
Government bave framed the clauses. I and therefore I do not suppose any sugg
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tions of mine would be of any avail, but I
rise more particularly to say that perhaps
the difficulty could be overcome by putting
a clause in leaving it open to the Governor
in Council, on receiving further information
at any time, to change the close season and
thus in the future obviate the enactment of
any amendment.

The clause was adopted.

On subsection g,

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Has anything
happened to the swan that it is not neces-
sary to require as long a period of protec-
tion? I think it should come under the
same category as other wild fowl.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL--I have no objection
to that. I might add, for the information
of the committee, that this bill has been
framed after consultation with Mr. Ogilvie,
who has been out in the North-west two or
three years, and has given a very great deal
Of information in reference to the large
quantity of deer, caribou and other animals
there, and has, during the period he was in
that country, studied the habits of these
animals.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think the hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg is not quite
right about this, because, I understand, the
object is to allow the shooting of game of
that sort when they are going north, so that
the close season woukl cover the time when
they are breeding, and the young are too
sinall to be able to shift for themselves. If
Instead of the fifteenth August you would
Say the first September, that would be quite
suflicient. The birds fly north in April and
the beginning of May.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 8,

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Is there any
relasOn why this should not be made to read

"food purposes for Indians." I think the
Principal danger to-day arises from the
Indiscriminate slaughter of game by theIndians.

lion. Mr. ALLAN-What is covered by
other inhabitants ?

lion. Mr. BOULTON-Settlers.
22

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-There are inhabi-
tants of that country who live in the same
manner as the Indians do, and you will see
by the clause b that explorers, surveyors
or travellers, are excluded from the opera-
tion of the clause. The object of the bill
is to prevent, as far as possible, the indis-
criminate slaughter of game for the purposes
of mere pleasure or sport. All the inhabi-
tants of the country to which the bill
applies are practically dependent upon game
for food, and exceptions are made and must
be made in their favour. Numbers of parties
engaged by the Hudson Bay Company are
what may be termed half-breeds, and do
not come under the category of Indians, but
they live in the same manner and their
habits are very much the same, and it is
impossible to interfere with that class of
people in that section of the country without
endangering its peace.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-That is not
objected to. What is objected to is that
these parties should have a right at all
seasons of the year to indiscriminately
slaughter animals and birds. Subsection
a is not limited to the slaughter of ani-
mals and birds for the purposes of food.
That appears to be the difficulty.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Quite true, and
that latitude is given after a great deal of
thought and consideration. You cannot
deal with Indians and those who live as
Indians do, in the same manner that you
deal with what you might term civilized
people. Hence, in framing a bill of this
kind it is necessary to give as much latitude
as possible, but at the same time make as
many restrictions as you can for the preserv-
ation of game.

Hon. Mr. MASSON-This would apply
very well to the preceding clause, but it
surely cannot apply to mink, fisher, beaver,
etc., which are useless except for their skins.
You might as well say that everybody can
kill those animals in and out of season. If
the hon. gentleman wants to provide for
that, why does he not exclude purely fur-
bearing animals which are not articles of
food in that country I If that clause is
allowed to pass as it is, there is no use in
the measure at all.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Sportsmen
come to this country and employ Indians to
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slaughter animals. They might employ iHon. Mr. BOWELL-The explanation
Indians simply for the purpose of securing given by the hon. gentleman from Selkirk is
the antlers and hides. That ought to be the reason why this clause is framed as it is.
provided against. The Hudson Bay Company had very strin-

gent laws for the preservation of these
Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Many difficulties animals, and that has been necessitated by

must exist in f raming a bill of this kind, and the very reasons given by the hon. gentleman
in criticising one may be speaking without from Terrebonne. They have laid down the
proper knowledge of the subject. It is a principle of not buying furs taken out of
question in which I take a good deal of inter- season. They refuse absolutely, I an in-
est. I presume the principle which under- formed, to purchase furs of animals killed
lies these subsections of clause 8 is just this out of season, hence the Indians are suflici-
-that in a country like our North-west the ently cunning not to kill them except when
Indians and others who happen to be living it is absolutely necessary for food for their
there, depend entirely upon these animals own sustenance. It was deemed inadvis-
and birds for food, and it is not desired to able, so far as they are concerned, and the
restrict them in any way from obtaining class of people to whom I have referred who
whatever they require for their support, but live in that country and have the same
while there is that desire, the object of the habits as the Indians. There would be some
bill would be to some extent to prevent difficulty in carrying out even the provisions
either the Indians or other inhabitants from of the bill which are not as restrictive as we
slaughtering the animils except for food. wouid like to see them, and in order to do so,
They would undoubtedly have the right the Hudson Bay Company's officiais will
under this clause to kill fur-hearing animals have to le utilized in large portions of that
and possibly eat them too. It strikes me'country. For a small remuneration they
that the clause requires some little alteration, wiB act on lehaif of the Government, if we
but I make the suggestion with all deference. will give them the power to do so. 1 may
because I am speaking perhaps in ignorance also add, the Hudson Bay Company have
of the subject. agreed to carry out the provisions of this

bull to the fullest possible extent, and have
Hon. Mr. SUThHERLAND-The Indians also informed the Government that for a

are particular not to siauglter either fur- very small remuneration to sohe of their
iearing animais or fowl only when they are officers they wilf accept the responsibiity.
prime, or when necessity compels them to Otherwise it would le impracticale to en-
siauglter them for food. The reason is that force the provisions of this ineasure, except
the hides are of no value during the close biy the expenditure of a large sun of money.
season. They know that, and consequently I think that the committee had better let
are prevented, noy that knowledge, from the clause pass as it is. In the meantime,
slaughtering those valualle animais out of I have made a note of the suggestions that
season. That of itself would prevent themn have been made, and if at the third reading
killing those animals that are not pris it should lie considered advisale to accept

them, I will le glad to do so.
Hon. Mr. MASSON-The inhabitants of

arat country must be much wiser than the Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Has the hon.
people of this part of Canada, and they must gentleman any information as to the nul
lie changing from what they were in the oid lier of sportsmen who yearly visit those ut,
time. I remember reading that in the organized districts? My impression is that
olden times the Hudson Bay Company had they are very few indeed. Most of them are
to refuse large numbers of skins ecause the oId country people who usuallymake it point
animais were kiiied out of season. to pulilish a Look on their return home1.

They are extremely few and the difficultY O
Hon. Mr. SUTHERLAND-You would heretofore bas arisen from the Indians and

surely let the Indians live, anyway. other inhaditants of the country indiscrinlg
intely saughtering the animals and aird

Hon. Mr. POWER-If youinserted at the My experience confirs what bas been said
peginning of the paragrapl for food," it y the lion. mend ber from Terreonne. The
would meet the dificulty. Indians in my section of thecountry kil
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indiscriminately in the close season. They
slaughter with clubs and other weapons the
birds and animals they come in contact
with. The most destructive element we
have in that country is the Indians them-
Selves, and it is only with a desire to see this
bill made as effective as possible that I have
thrown out the suggestion that they should
Only be allowed to kill animals out of season
for necessary food.

appreciate the position of surveyors and
those performing governmental duties in
that country. It appears to me that " tra-
vellers " is a very wide designation.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-That could be
carried by expunging subsection a.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-That would leave
it under subsections a and c.

lon. Mr. MASSON-Are independent Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Every sports-
aders numerous in that country? man could designate himself a " traveller."

lion. Mr. LOUGHEED-Yes, and they
would come under the designation of inha-
bitants.

lion. Mr. MASSON-The Hudson Bay
Company would not poach or do anything
'Wrong, but the independent traders would
secure the furs that the Hudson Bay Com-
pany would refuse, and they would employ
the Indians to kill the animals out of season.

lon. Mr. POWER-There is a large
Portion of the Peace River country in
which there are other people besides the
1ludson Bay Company's employees. The
istrict of Athabasca also is very much

frequented by people from the south, and
ahi8 law is to apply to Keewatin in which

region there are many strangers, people who
-re lot employees of that company, and if it

mS nade clear that the Indians and other
ie abitants of the country can kill all they
require for food, that is all they should
eXPect. It has been stated by the hon.
gentleman from Selkirk that the Indians
'do 'lot kill the animals out of season, except
What they require for food. If that be the

,ase there can be no objection to provide
bY lav that they shall continue the practice
Ilich they have adopted. If the Indians

'ot make a practice of killing these
taes out of season for their furs now,ithere an be no objection whatever to say-

'g that their practice shall be the law.

ion. Mr. DRUMMOND-I had the im-
Presion that this clause was too wide, butthe assurance of the leader of the House
that he would consider the suggestions I
look upon as sufficient.

On. Mr. LOUGHEED-Would it not
possible for those parties designated in

"ubsection b to obtain a license? I can2 2J

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-He is permitted
only to shoot for food. If he exceeds that,
he is subject to a penalty. "Travellers," I
think, would cover the class of gentlemen to
whom the hon. member referred. There
are many sportsmen who like to spend some
months in travelling through, not merely the
North-west Territories, but the unexplored
portions of Canada, for the purpose of hunt-
ing and shooting. Their whole aim is to
kili, and knowing that they cannot take out
what they slaughter, they kill everything
they come across, even when there is no
market for it. The object of the bill is to
prevent travellers going through that coun-
try from killing anything beyond that which
is necessary for food. Under the regula-
tions which the Governor in Council has the
power to adopt, these licenses can be
granted. They can be issued at certain
periods of the year to other persons who
may go into that country during the pro-
hibited seasons.

The clause was adopted.

On the 15th clause,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to direct the
attention of the Minister to a very probable
abuse of the provisions of this clause. The
intention is good but I do not think that
the clause as worded will carry out the
intention. It provides as follows:-

Every one who enters into any contract or agree-
ment with, or eniploys any Indian, whether such
Indian is an inhabitant of the country to which
this Act applies or not, to hunt, kill or trap, con-
trary to the provisions of this Act, any of the
beasts or birds mentioned in this Act, or to take,
contrary to such provisions, any eggs, is guilty of
an offence against this Act, and liable on summary
conviction thereof to the same penalty as that, if
any, incurred by any Indian so contracted or
agreed with or employed by him.
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Under section 8, the Indian is not liable
to any penalty, and this man is only liable,
on summary conviction, to the penalty that
the Indian would incur. As the Indian is
not liable to any, the employer of the Indian
would not be liable to any either. The
language of the clause should be changed.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-This is a provision
that meets the very cases to which the hon.
gentleman referred a few moments ago when
discussing clause 8-that is of employing
Indians to, violate the law. Here is the
provision for the purpose of preventing that.
I have no objection, however, to make the
language clear if the committee think it
necessary.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend
from Halifax is quite correct. The offence
complained of is the offence committed by
the Indians.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The Indians who
shal be employed to do it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The employer
is liable to the same penalty as the Indian.
It should read that the employer is liable to
the same penalty as if he himself had com-
mitted the offence.

Hon. Mr. POWER-My suggestion is
that this clause should be left over for con-
sideration.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On the 17th clause,

Hon. Mr. POWER-This clause provides
that the convicting officer may have the bird
or animal for his own use. That is rather
offering a temptation.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Should he not
account for the proceeds thereof to the Re-
ceiver General? He should account to some-
body. For instance, there may be a confis-
cation of a very large amount of property.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-He
cannot sel] it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I thii4k he ought to
make a return of the articles seized.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I would further-
more point out this consideration, that many

of the officers administering this Act will
be largely irresponsible. There will bé no
possibility of appealing from their conviction
or judgment, and no inducement should be
held out to those parties by which they
might connive at the commission of an
offence for the purpose of making such a con-
fiscation as is mentioned here.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-That would be a
good suggestion, probably, if they were living
in this part of the world. But supposing a
musk-ox has been shot illegally, either the
party who has committed the offence must
be permitted to retain it for his own use, or
it should go into the hands of the man who
caught him in the act of violating the law,
otherwise it would be allowed to spoil. The
provision here is to prevent the sale or ex-
portation of them. Hence there is no pos-
sibility of profit arising in that respect to
the party other than that which would
follow from the fact of his having a larger
quantity of food.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I fully ap-
preciate the difficulty of naking any dispo-
sition of the property, but what I do object
to is that there should be placed on the
Statute-book anything which would encour-
age in the minds if officers the conniving at
the commission of such an act. Fcr instance,
he might find in the possession of some one
a very large number of skins worth a large
amount of money. What I should like to
see on the face of the bill is that he should
be liable at any time to account for such
property coming into his possessin if it be
not of a perishable nature.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-This applies to a
beast or bird or an egg and does not go le-
yond that. If an officer found a bale of
furs, for instance, and confiscated thezr, 1
could see the force of the hon. gentleman's
remark, but this only applies to the limited
extent to which I have referred. In the
distribution of penalties, particularly il' a
country like that, where there could be no
possibility of disposing of the beast, bird or
egg, except by eating it, or preserving it for
food, I do not know that we could make a
better disposition of it than this.

Hon. Mr. POWER--Does the hon. gel]
tleman see any objection to the convicting
officer making a record of the conviction and
the disposal of the article ?
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No, I see no ob-
jection, and I have made a note for the
Purpose of considering it further.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-It is very objec-
tionable tô give a convicting judge or magis-
trate a power of this kind. It will have
the effect of bringing the judge into very
bad odour with the people. If a seizure is
Iuade, no matter how trivial its value may
be, the party from whom it is taken feels
aggrieved, and if an article or an animal is
aPpropriated to the judge's own use, the

possibly do it. Take a traveller having one of
the prohibited articles inhis possession, which
he should not have at that season of the year,
he is the only person who can prove that he
obtained it properly. Under the general
principles of law, he would turn round and
say to you : '' Prove that I stole or killed
this bird at an improper time of the year,"
and there would be nobody there to prove.
I think it is awise provision, under the pecu-
liar circumstances of the case, and for the
reasons I have given.

ian will be convinced that the seizure has Hon. Mr. POWER-The argument of
been made for the personal benefit of the the hon. Minister is quite correct, as applied
Officer and not in the publie interest. It is to clause 18, but it does net appear to ne
very objectionale that any judge or justice to apply to clause 19. 1 think there should
of the peace should be allowed to appropri- be a prima facie case made out first, because
ate Property of this kind for his own use or in a country like that, where the men acting
benefit. It would be much better to have as niagistrates will be largely irresponsible,
it burnt or destroyed and let the judge be and in some cases probably interested in
above suspicion of having confiscated the! the conviction, an opportunity is given for
article for his own use. revenge under the guise of legal process,

The clause was adopted. and that should not be encouraged.

On clause 19, Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Why should
pot the laws of evidence which apply to

.ion. Mr. LOUGHEED-This provision the commission of ail criminal offences
s entirely inconsistent with one of the be applicable in this case? If any one
bst established principles of jurisprudence, charged with tIe commission of an offence
niamely, that a man should not be presumed under this Act is caught in the act, or found
to be guilty until he is proved guilty, and in possession of the eggs or of any of the
esPecially is this the case as it is proposed to animais in question, of course there is a
vest judicial authority in officers who by primafacie case male out immediately; the
reason of great distance from centres of set- onus is upon him to prove his innocence.
tlelents are not practically subject to any But supposing some game guardian or Hud-
court of appeal, but are empowered to bring son Bay officer should choose to lay a con-
offenders before them and have the alleged plaint against A. without a scintilla of evi-
of'ender prove himself innocent before there dence, then A. is at once subject to a crimi-
8 any evidenoe of guilt before the court. nai prosecution, and the onus is on hi to

. Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I think the prin-
ple laid down by the hon. gentleman is, inthe main, correct, but there are exceptions

t it which will be found in the customs
regulations in all parts of the world. In allustomls laws and inland revenue laws, ex-
ception is ruade in a case of this kind, for the
oeÒ n that the person supposed to be guilty
cf ifraction of the law is the only one whot give evidence of his innocence. The
b of the man having the prohibited

b"or eggs in his possession should be
s' * f/4cie evidence of guilt, and if he can
alow, either by his own oath or any otheri eans, that he has obtained it without violat-
ing the law, he is the only one who could

establish his innocence.

Hon.Mr.FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-I would
not agree with what the hon. gentleman said
about clause 18. I think that is the saine
as we have, or nearly so, for the preserva-
tion of oysters and salmon in the lower pro-
vinces. It seems to me clause 19 goes too
far, and it would never do, because the per-
son happens to be charged, that the proof of
his innocence should be thrown upon him
without any priua facie case.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-In the abstract the
principle is obnoxious to all British subjects,
but you will find a corresponding provision
in very many Acts upon the Statute-book
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affecting the revenue and violation of laws loose and run after game, and a zealous
where you have no means of obtaining evi- officer might come forward and make an
dence to convict except from the person accusation against him. That man will
himself. It is not confined exclusively to have to prove he is innocent and that he
this measure, nor do I suppose it could have had no intention of violating the law, while
been placed in this bill were it not for the the officer will say : "I have nothing to
fact that if you had to rely exclusively upon prove against you, I saw the dog running,
the general laws you would scarcely ever get you must prove you are not guilty." I can
a conviction. I think it is a wise provision. understand some cases where it would apply.
I have seen very many cases of fraud in
which it was utterly impossible to arrive at Hon. Mr. BOWELL-How would it be
the facts unless you compelled the person possible to convict the traveller in the case
who was accused to prove his innocence; to which the hon. gentleman refers, if the
otherwise the law would he an utter nullity. traveller had some hounds and set then on
I do not hesitate to say that if that provi- some buffalo and killed them ? The officer
sion was not in the Customs Act and in the comes and finds him there and he says,
Inland Revenue Act, the law would scarcely "Well I did not set the dogs on: they went
be Worth a snap of your finger; people might themselves."
go on defrauding the revenue f rom year to
year and never could be reached. Hn r OGED-h rsn

law of evidence would apply in that case and
fasten a prima Jacie case upon him.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON--That only ap-
plies in the case of seizures where there8 i Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Where would you
primaJacie evidence. get the evidence if he were there unless you

put him on oath ?
Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No, it applies in

cases where you suspect a man of smuggling, Hon. Mu. LOUGHEED-The fact that
and where you have no evidence other than bis dogs ran after the animal woul be a-
the fact of the belief that he has smuggled, pria jacie case against him.
from the face of the invoice which he may
have presented, or that he may have in his Hon. Mu. BOWELL-But tbe hon. gef-
store a much larger quantity of goods than tieran says you should prove that be did t
would be inferred by the entries which he witb the intention of killing the animal.
had made, and which he may have purchased
in Canada, and not imported at all. In a Hon. Mu. GOWAN-I must say I con-
country like th ý North-west, where the law sider the language of that clause very huoad.
of evidence could scarcely apply, I think it I think it would be better to defer the con-
is a wise provision, however obnoxious it sideration of it to see if one or two words
nay appear on the face of it. could not be imported whicb would soIfl,

what qualify it. I know ini the custoiID&
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The customs law it is necessary Vo have some such anale

laws and inland revenue laws are in oper- gous law as this. I think the clause
ation in centres where there are courts of almost too wide.
appeal, and were, if you imprison a man a a he a d

prim auce as aainsto im. d

/HBbeaOh corpus could be obtained in a couple
of hours. But if a man is arrested out on On clause d22,
these barren iands, where there are no
courts within bis ueach, he migbt serve the Hon. Mr. ALLAN-In relation o clau
fuls term before there could be any com- 22 I venture to throw out the suggestod
munication witI a judge. that perhaps it would be better, in the cae

of persons who travel in that part of the
Hon. Mu. MASSON-s readily under- North-west, to make collections of birds 0"

stand if a man is in possession of an article animals for scientiflc purposes, wo de
which he should not have, or in a place that they shail furnish tbemselves cuto
where he bas no right Vo be, that he shouýl certificate o that effect signed by some loe
be conipelled Vo explain. Take the case of in authority outside of the territory, 
a hunter or a traveller; bis dog may get that they really are travelling for scientif
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Purposes. This clause leaves it in the discre- game guardian that he is working in the in-
tion of the gameguardian, who perhaps may terests of science. I would point out that
not be always the very safest person to deal there will possibly be game guardians in that
With it or the best judge as to the objects or country who may not have come in contact
qualifications of the traveller. I think it with the scientific world for some decades of
would be nuch better that persons going years, and there will be trouble in ascer-
there with that object should obtain a certi- taining by such a person what constitutes
ficate before entering the country rather than science in this age. The Government should
take the chance of afterwards getting permis- enact a provision compelling the applicant to
sion from the guardian. I venture to suggest, make a declaration that he was in pursuit
for the consideration of the Minister, whether of a scientific object and not leave it with the
that would not be a safer provision. The game guardian to determine.
last lines of the clause seem to me very wide,
and if it were made obligatory upon any The clause was allowed to stand.
persoi avowedly going there for the purpose
of collecting specimens, t ) obtain a certificate On clause 26,
froin some one in authority before they go
there, it would be a very much safer plan. iHon. Mr. POWER-The suggestion made

by the hon. gentleman from Hopewell might
Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The suggestion cone in here, that there night be a sub-

mnade by the hon. inember from York is a clause added that the Governor in Council
good one, and I will allow that clause to should, on being satisfied that the close sea-
stand to see if we could not compel parties. son should be altered, have power to make

who go in tiere to kill and obtain specimens, change.
to have such certificates with them, and I
take it fur granted he would have to present Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I will note that.
it to the guardian, who would also have to 1
be convinced before lie would allow the kill- Hon. Mr. McDONALD (C.B.), from
in1g of the animals or the taking of the eggs, the conmittee, reported progress, and asked
that the certificates were not bogus. Whether leave to sit again.
it should be issued by the Secretary of State
or the Department of Inland Revenue, or the .THE FILMAN DIVORCE BILL.
officers in Manitoba, I do not know. I will
censider that matter. REPORT ADOPTED.

on. Mr. POWER-There is this argu-adoption
mIent in favour of the contention of the hon. heor t f th tanif Coml. tte on
ibeInber f rom York. These game guardians There are no special circumstances in this
Would be gentlemen who are not particularly case. The unfortunate woman desertedrich in this world's goods, and a man who her husband, and committed adultery with
Wanted to violate the law going in would not the hired nan, and the committee unani-hesitate to pay $10 or $20 and get permis- mously recommend the passing of the
sion Probably to do what he chose. There bill.
's the Possibility that bribery might be used;
and that clause which you have just passed,
clause 20, gives a very arhitrary power to read the third ture and passed.
the gane guardians to cause a man to be ar-
rested without any warrant. It does not INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
provide that there shall be sufficient cause SECOND READING.
shown before the game guardian for the ar-rest. He should have some grounds for it. lon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second

n. Mr. LOUGHEED-In connection(CC) "An Act further t
with section 22, I understand that is t bamend the Indian Act." e said: Sectioný2 ,I udertan tht i tobei of the bill repeals section 20 of the Act
considered ; and I would suggest that it be and substitutes a new section, the ebjeet of

vided that the applicant for such a per- which is te extend the liberty of Indians inShould make a declaration before the devising their property, and t provide a
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more complete law of devolution. Under done with the third of the estate if there
the present law an Indian cannot devise be no widow, or if the widow is not com-
either his real or personal property to other petent under the law to receive her por-
than a relative not farther removed than a tion; and under it grandchildren are cut
second cousin and entitled to reside upon off. The proposed law supplies these de-
the reserve, and the will must be consented fects. The law as it stands provides that
to by the band and approved by the Super- the widow, in order to be entitled to ber
intendent General. It is considered that share, must have been living with her hus-
an Indian should have the same rights as a band at the time of his death. This is con-
white man in the devising of property, ex- sidered a very unfair provision, as a woman
cept land on a reserve : and therefore it is who would have been fully justified in leav-
provided in the proposed bill that an Indian ing her husband, would be debarred from
may bequeath his property of any kind in receiving ber share of bis property under it;
the sanie manner as other persons, except and therefore in the proposed law it is simplv
that no devise is to be made of land in stated that she must be a woman of god
a reserve or interest therein to any one moral character. It is also made clear in the
not entitled to reside on such reserve. proposed Iaw that the propertv whicb the
Objection was made by leading Indians widow may be given the right of occupying
to the provision in the present law during ber widowbood is only property on
requiring the .consent of the band the reserve, and that property beld by an
to a will. It was pointed out that no Indian off the reserve, either real or per-
good purpose was served by the provision, sona], will devolve in tbe same manner as if
and that it put a power in the hands of the Indian were a wbite man. Subsection 3
Indian councillors which could be greatly of tbe proposed section 20 takes the place
abused. The objection was well-grounded, of subsection 5. Under the -law as it
for an Indian miglit make a very wise and stands, a widow must have been living
strictly hegal division of bis property, and with vier husband at the time of bis death in
f romi some personal pique or interested order to entitie bier to, the administration of
maotive a chief might succeed in having the his property. This is considered unfair, as
required consent of the band witbheld, and a woman migt, wit good reason, not be
tbus render the wiIh void. Tbe proposed living with er Iusband, and sufficient safe-
law does not, tberefore, provide for tbe will guard is afforded by the stipulation tbat she
being submitted to tbe Indian band or coun- must be of good moral cbaracter. Tbe only
cil, but simply that it sbould be approed by différence between the present and tbe pro-
tbe Superintendent General. As tbe law at posed law is tbat tbe puperintendent Gen-
present stands, if the Superintendent General eral's approval is made necessary for the con-
did not wisb to approve of any particular veyance of the cbildrens part of an etate
part of tbe will, he had to disapprove of the to tbem w en they pase from under the
wbohe; but under the proposed law lie n tay guardiansip of their mother. This is to
approve of a wilh generally and disallow any enable the departuient to keep track of an
disposition made of land in a reserve or of Indian's estate and of the disposition of land
any interest in sucb land. The main reason in reserve. Under tbe proposed law tbe
for providing that the will must be approved rigbt to, sare in tbe estate of an intestate
by the Superintendent General is to guard Indian wbo heaves neitber widow nor issue is
against land in a reserve being alienated, restricted to bis brothers, sisters and parents.
and to enable the department to keep track nder the present devolution it extends 
of the holdings in reserves. Subsection of Cousins, but as Indians use the term cousin in
section 20 provides for the devising of pro- a very broad sense, it is found difficult, if ot
perty by Indians. Subsection 2 provides for impossible, to cleary trace tbe relationship.
the descent of property on the fnes of the It is open to question wheter tbe law as it
Ontario law. It is to take te place of sub- stands appies to women. To remove al
section 4 of section 20 of the Act, wbicb doubtprovision is made tocover tat pointby
has been found to make very inadequate subsection 5. Subsection 6 is tbe same in
provision. It provides for the third of effect as the present subsection 7. Subsection
the property going to tbe widow, and the 7 isthe same astbe presentsubsection. Sub-
remainder going to, the children in equal section 8 is to replace tbe present subsection
shares, but says nothing as to wat is to be 9. Under the law as it stands, teSuperin
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tendent General is empowered to decide all
questions respecting the distribution of an
estate among those entitled, but it is not at
all clear that he is empowered to decide who
are entitled. The latter power is essential
to the proper exercise o4 the former, and
therefore it is expressly given to the Super-
ilte<ndent General in the proposed law. It
is not clear under the law as it stands
Whether Indian wills can be entered for
Probate, although there are instances of
wills having been so entered. It is thought
that those interested in the estate of an
Iidian should have the option of obtaining
Probate. There are nany wealthy Indians,
and it is felt that the heirs of such Indians
should have the security afforded by the
courts in the different provinces clothed
With power to enforce the carrying out of
the Provisions of wills, and the due ad-
n1ilistration of estates, the department not

a hing machinery to provide efficiently
'Or the administration of large estates.

'The object for providing that the consent of
the Superintendent General must be had to
the applying for-probate is to prevent unim-
Portant cases being subjected to an expensive
ayster and to enable the department to keep
track of such wills as go to probate. Section
2 Of the bill substitutes a new section for
section 21. The present law prohibits the
Oc'uPYing of any part of a reserve, but a
trespasser does not become liable to a pen-
alty until he returns after being notified to

enove. Under the proposed section 21, every
Ole who uses any part of a reserve without
authority becomes liable to fine or imprison-
!Qent- It is found that the law as it stands
" not effective in preventing the temporary
Use of part of a reserve. Indians and other
ersous cone on a reserve quite prepared to

th ve when notified, but before being notified,
they can do much harm, particularly in theWest. Section 3 of the bill substitutes a new

1ction for section 38 of the Act. Under thelaw as it stands, the department must obtain a
4urrender f rom a band before leasing, for the
belefit Of Indian children, if they happen to

aveguardians, land to which theyare entitled
nd which they are unable to utilize. Nor

'Cal it without a surrender lease for the ben-
reflt Of ndians engaged in occupations which

larde them from working the same,d tO which they are entitled, unless
he Occupations come under the fiead

« tleachng school, practising one of theJearned professions or engaging in a

trade. It is not considered fair that a
band should have it in its power to debar
orphan children with guardians from deriv-
ing the benefit which they could derive with-
out consulting the band fron land to which
they are entitled if they had not happened
to have guardians. Nor is it considered fair
to draw a line between the non-agricultural
occupations which entitle Indians to have
their lands leased for them without the con-
sent of the band. The proposed law wipes
out these objectionable distinctions. It also
provides for land to which neglected children
are entitled being leased for them without a
surrender, as it is considered but fair that
such children should have the saie rights in
the matter as orphans. Section 4 of the bill
substitutes a new section for section 72. A
case of peculiar hardship came under the
notice of the department and led to the
change embodied in the proposed section.
An Indian, by his cruel treatnent of his
wife forced her to leave hiim. He was just
as guilty, if not more guilty, than if he had
deserted her ; but under the law as it stands
he could not, as in a case of desertion, be
punished by having his interest noney, etc.,
cut off and applied to his wife. The law has
been changed so as to nieet such cases.
The amendment proposed to be made
by section 5 of the bill to section 75
of the Act is necessitated by the fact
that when a chief is now deposed under
that section he can present himself as
a candidate at the election to fill the vacancy
caused by his deposition. A case in point
occurred recently. An Indian leading a
scandalous life was elected chief. Evidence
was submitted and the departnent was
asked to have him deposed. Immediately
on his deposition he was re-elected. Similar
complaints are now before the department
against him, and they are only too well
founded; but as the law stands he can be
again immediately re-elected if we dispose
him, so that deposition becomes almost a
farce. The following amendment, therefore,
proposes to put it in the power of the
Governor in Council to disqualify for a
term a chief who has to be deposed for mis-
conduct. Section 6 of the bill adds a sub-
section to section 94 of the Act, the object
of which is to give a broader application to
that section which makes it an offence to
give or sell liquor to an Indian. The mean-
ing of " Indian " as defined by the inter-
pretation clause of the Act is so restricted
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as to leave a broad way of escape, especially designed% to make it clear that the
in the west, to parties who are guilty two jurisdictions are not coterminous.
of selling liquor to men and wonen A jurisdiction covering the counties adjacent
who are to all intents and purposes to a reserve is found sufficient in old
Indians, but who cannot be held to be " In- Canada; but so restricted a jurisdiction bas
dians " in the restricted sense given to the been found to hamper agents in the west in
word for the purposes of the Indian Act. their efforts to enforce law and order. Sub-
Section 7 of the bill substitutes a new sec- section 2 is therefore designed to remove the
tion for section 99 of the Act. The first hampering restrictions. Section 9 of the
four unes of section 99 of the Act are con- bil substitutes a new section for section 132
sidered superfluous. Under section 98 no of the Act. Originally every section under
order could bC recognized except that of a whi ;b a fine was imposable provided that
clergyman or physician, and even then the it should ba f unded for the benefit of the
burden of proof is on the accused. The Indians; but in amending the law from
latter part of the section makes it an offence time to tiite this provision was frequently
punishable with fine or inprisonmsent for omitted. It has, therefore, been thought
one found drunk or gambling in an Indian weil to have such a general provision as is
village or settcement after sunset to return made in the first part of the proposed sec-
after being notified to leave. This enact- tion. Tlat part of the proposed sectin
mrent cas been found ineffective. It often which permits the payment of fines to provin-
happens that white men go on reserves on cial or municipal authorities is the same in
occasions of public gatherings with a bottle effect as the present section. The additional

ef whisky which they retail to the Indians. provisions contained in the last two wnes of
Ten Indians and others cone to gamble or the proposed section is necessary in order to

have a spee. Notification to go off is of enable the department to act in cases of
very litte effect. What the agents require doubt whieh sometimes arise as to the band
in order to effectively act in such cases is to entitled to a fine. Though it was not in-
be able to cause the immediate arrest of tended to have that effect, section 134 of the
such parties. It is not expected that there Act has been held to prohibit the directors of
will be many occasions of putting the pro- industrial schools from seling to the In-
posed law in force, but it is beoieved that dians articles anufactured in the schools,
its enactment and promulgation will have a and from procuring supplies fron theni.
good effect. Section 8 of the bie substitutes Serious inconvenience and loss is con5
a new section for section 117 of the Act. uently caused the shools, and the
Subsection l of the proposed 8ectionisdesigned ldepartment bas been appealed to for relief.
to give agents the powers which they had The amendnent proposed to be made by
under the law as it stands, before the enact- section 10 of the bi is designed to remove
ment of the Crininal Code. The part of ahi Occasion of coplaint by putting it in
the Code mentioned tmkes the place of the the power of the Superintendent General to

Act respecting offences against p'ublic gratit licenses to trade to the classes pro-
niorals and public convenience," and the hibited f rom trading with Indians under
sections of the Code mentioned are sections subsection of section 134. Section i of
which formed part of the Indian Act. the bill adds three new sections to the Act
Under the law as it stands, an In- viz., 137, 138 and 139. Sections 137 and
dian agent bas magisterial jurisdiction 138 are designed to give power to the GOv-
which is practically unlimited as to terri- ernor in Council to make regulations with a

twview to a more general extension of the

held by the court that agents should benefits of education among the n(inso
have more clearly defined jurisdiction as The former provides for the making of re-
justices of the peace. Thedepartnent has lations byte Governor in Counie for theo.
therefore adopted the practice of defining in pulsory attendance of Indian children at
the appointments of agents the territory school as ordinary day pupils; and the latter
over wbich they inay* exercise such jurisdic- for the committal to industrial schools Of
tion, but it is always necessary to give an mndian children who by reason of neglect, are
atgent a much more extended jurisdiction as growing up in ignorance, and are depriv
a justice than as an agent; and the wording i of the advantages of proper home surround
of the latter part of subsection 1 is ings. As it is not considered that all in-
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dians of Canada are in a position to admit of Superintendent General; but if the Superin-
such regulations as are contemplated by tendent Generalhad objections to any portion
these sections being generally applied it is of the will he would have to reject the whole.
thought better to provide for their being
made by Order in Council as occasion de- Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The bill im-
Inands, rather than by an Act of Parlia- plies that the Indian, when he dies, leaves
ment. There is no reason why regulations only one widow. The Indians in my part
siliilar to the laws of some of the provinces of the country are unselfish and leave
respecting compulsory education and the care several.
of neglected white children should not with
great advantage be applied to very many Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Can an In-
Indian bands. At present it is found very dian devise or bequeath any property or
difficult to secure the regular attendance of iand outside of the reserve?
children at day school on reserves on account Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The intention isof the carelessness of parents and their lackI to allow an Indian, who owns property
of interest in education. Great difficulty outside of the reserve, to dispose of ittoo is often experienced in keeping children as he thinks proper without the permissionin industrial schools. Just as a child is in a of anybody, but the land within the reservefair way of acquiring a trade and being he cannot devise otherwise than as provided
equipped as a self-supporting citizen the by law.Parents may come and demand him, and the
directors of the school have no authority to The motion was agreed to and the bill
ignore the demand, though they be well aware was read the second time.
that the parents will undo whatever good
has been done. Section 139 is intended to BILLS INTRODUCED.
renove doubt as to whether the capital B
nloneys, or part thereof, at the credit of a Bill (o) "An Act to authorize the pur-
band can be expended even with the consent chase of the Yarmouth and Annapolis Rail-
of the band and the authority of the Governor way by the Windsor and Annapolis Railway
in Council. The department has with such Company, Limited, and to change the name of
consent and authority been expending capi- the latter company to the Dominion Atlantic
tal for works of a permanent nature; but Railway Company."-(Mr. Power.)
the point, it appears from the records of the Bill (40) "An Act to incorporate the
departmant, was taken in Council that the Elgin and Havelock Railway Company."
Governor in Council had no legal authority -(Mr. Dever.)
for 8anctioning such payments. Provision Bill (39) "An Act respecting the St.
loseen made to or t in riAs the Lawrence and Adirondack Railway Com-nbU8e knows, ail the Jndian tribes are pay"-(r andrv.)
treated as wards by the Government, and pany."-(Mr. L
it lias been found necessary, after a long ex- Bill (47) " An Act to revive and aniend
Perience, that the Act should be amended the Act to incorporate the Brandon and
il order to give more liberty to certain South-western Railway Company."-(Mr.
classes of Indians and to preserve to the Lougheed.)
fullest Possible extent their property in the Bill (48) " An Act respecting the Mont-reserves and make provision for the better real and Ottawa Railway Company."-(Mr.
training of their children, and, so far as pos- MacInnes, Burlington.)sibîe, to repress the immorality of the grown
UP People. Bill (52) " An Act respecting the

Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Railway Com-
HIon. Mr. KAULBAC H-Do I under- pany, and to change the name thereof to

stand ny hon. friend to say that no Indian the Winnipeg and Great Northern Railway
will shall be valid unless the Superintendent Company."-(Mr. Sutherland.)
General shall assent to it Bill (41) " An Act to incorporate the St.

Clair and Erie Ship Canal Company."-(Mr.
lon. Mr. BOWELL -No will is valid Vidal.)Under the law as it now exists unless it is

apProved by the Indian council and by the The Senate adjourned at 6.10 p.m.
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THE SENATE. TRIAL OF YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS
BILL.

Oftatra, Thursday, loth May, 1894.
IN COMMITTEE.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three T
SThe House resolved itself mnto a Comn-oclock. mittee of the Whole on Bill (Y) "An

Prayers and routine proceedings. Act respecting the arrest, trial and impri-

THE COMMISSION ON PROHIBI- sonment of Youthful Offenders."

TION. (In the Committee.)

INQUIRY. On the first clause,
Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-Before the

Orders of the Day are called I should like to Hon. Mr. ALLAN-At the suggestion of
know whether the report of the Royal Con- the AIinister of Agriculture, I propose to
mission, appointed sone two years ago to amend this clause so as to make the age
inquire into matters pertaining to prohibi- correspond with that mentioned in the sec-
tory legislation, has been made to the Govern- tion of the Criminal Code which is to be

ment, and if so when we may expect to have anended by this bill. I move that thq word
it. " sixteen " be substituted for the word

Hon. Mr. BOWELL -There has been a " seventeen " in the clause.

partial report, I believe, but I am not able The amendment was agreed to and clause
to answer the hon. gentleman as fully as I as amended was adopted.
should like to do. If he will kindly
put the question to-morrow I hope to be able On the second clause,
to give a more definite reply. Hon. Mr. POWER-With respect to the

THE COMMUTATION OF THE DEATH latter portion of the clause, there might be
SENTENCE IN BRITISIH some modification of the language. In a

COLUMBIA. great many places there is only the one

INQUIRY.building in whch persons about to undergo
INQURY.trial cati be confined, and I think that these

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I would re- last unes go too far. As long as the juvenile
mind the leader of the Government in this accused is kept in custody separate froni
House of the order that was issued a month older persons and all persons undergoing
ago for a return of all communications in sentence of imprisonment, that is sufficient.
respect to the commutation of the death I do not think we should undertake to
sentence of two Indians in British Columbianeo

I shold lie teknow hen he reurn ia mosan te oniciadIe then ehaxpese

lsputting up separate buildings for juvenile
be brought down. I reminded the leader of ofFenders.
the Government some 10 or 12 days ago thpt

s had not yet received it, and I have heard Hon. Mr. ALLAN-With regard to that
nothing more on the subje t since. I should have no objection mysef that the

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have made bi clause should read and shaîl not be con-

quiries and ca only say that the return fined in the lock-ups or police cels used for

will be brought down as soon as it is finished older pet sons," but what I want is this: that

It has not been given to me yet t be laid if the bouse concurs in the provisions of

on the table. The return is being prepared this bill and it subsequently passes the

in the Departments of the Secretari of Coemons and becomes law, it really shal be
Stat andJustce.The eplyte yur carried out honestly and bona fide. I shouldstat ndJsthey woud prepr the retrn p i be sorry, indeed, if this legislation should end

was hattheywoud prpar theretrn. in the letter of the law only being complied
Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)--It cann be withMwhile thespirit of thelaw is set asidealto-

a ery voluminous return. gether. My object is that these young
THIRD READING. offenders sha l be kept entirely separate

and shaha not core in contact with older
Bith (V) " An Act further to amend the criminals or have the opportunity. of con-

Insurance Act. "-(Mr. Angers.) versing with them, or being in their com
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pany in any way, and if it is thought there
wil be such very great difficulty in provid-
ing separate buildings as places of confine-
ment for them, I have no objection to have
thatword "stations " altered to "policecells."

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I would suggest that
the taking out of the words " used for " and
substituting the word " with " would meet
the case.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Yes, that would
be better and will answer my purpose as well
of keeping juvenile offenders separate.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In the 35th line
the word " for" should be struck out and
" with " substituted.

The clause as amended was adopted.

On the 4th clause,

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-This clause deals
'with another class, children of a tender age,
that is, boys under 12 and girls under 13.
I may explain that the reason why this
clause and the subsequent ones in the sub-
section are made to apply only to Ontario
is that at present it is only in Ontario that
the machinery exists now for carrying out
these clauses. I hope that we may see these
children aid societies duly organized and ap-
Pointed under the Lieutenant Governors of
the different provinces. I an quite sure that
the experience of the enormous amount of
good that in a very short time the child-
ren's aid societies in Ontario have effected,
Will be sufficient inducement for our friends
in the other provinces to establish the same
organizations, but at present it is only in
Ontario that the necesary machinery exists
for carrying out the provisions of these
clauses.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-My hon.friend
is mistaken. In Montreal we have a society
for the protection of women and children
which has the same object exactly and will
cover that ground, I do not see that it
should be confined to the province of
Ontario, but it might not be applicable to
other parts of the country where there is
lot the requisite machinery.

lion. Mr. ALLAN-I inay answer hon.
gentlemen as to that. I am glad to hear
that there is such a society in Montreal, but

I ought to explain that it is under a special
Act of the Ontario Legislature, called " An
Act for the protection of Children," that
the necessary machinery is given for making
use of these children's aid societies, and
that is the reason why, for the present, I
have made it apply only to Ontario. I move
that in line 9 the word "shall" be sub-
stituted for "may."

The clause, as amended, was adopted.

On sub-clause (a),

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I desire to add to
sub-clause (a) " or place the child out in
some approved foster home." I may explain
that one of the best features of the Child-
ren's Aid Society in Ontario is the authority
given to the officer of the aid society to
place out children committed to their charge
in certain foster homes, so that the family
tie, and the wholesoine influences that go
with it, shall not be broken in the saine way
as when you place a child in some charitable
institution, where it is only one of fifty or
sixty others, and where the influences of a
home are all lost. I think that is one of the
very best features in that Act, and I desire,
therefore, to give power not only to bind out
the child to any one until it becomes of that
age, but also, if it is thought desirable, to
place it in an approved foster home.

Hon. Mr. SANFORD--As to sub-elause
(b), power is given to bind the child out till
it attains the age of 21. I would ask the
hon. mover of this bill if that is not too
long. In the Home with which I have
been associated for the last fifteen years, we
found that in the case of girls the period of
17 or 18 years was probably the outside,
and of boys the age of 19. You cannot
hold a lad very well after he has attained
the age of 21 years if he has average energy
and ability. He will be desirous of striking
out for hinself before that time.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The hon. gentleman
will observe that it is not conpulsory that
he should be bound out for that terni. It
can be done for any less age. In the great
majority of cases the children will be placed
in foster homes, very much I think to the
child's advantage, and I should not like to
have the clause imperative that a child
should be bound out till he is 21 years of
age. The clause leaves it in such a way
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that the child can be bound out for any less same subject, so I should think that they
period. Twenty-one vears is the extreme should be considered together. Otherwise
limit. the objection may be raised that if we refer

to the minority report we allude to another
The clause was adopted. item and that it is not the proper time to

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED, from the comn- do so. The two reports cannot be discussed
p tunless they are taken up together. I hopemittee, reported the bill with amendments it will be understood that the two items

which were concurred in. will come up together for discussion.

THE DILLON DIVORCE CASE. Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Would it not

CONsIDERATION OF REPORTS POSTPONED. be better to suggest that it be made the
first Order of the Day ? (Cries of No, no.)

The Order of the Day being read, It is very likely to take up the whole after-
noon.

Consideration of the fourteenth report of the
Standing Coîmnittee on Divorce re Dillon Relief Bill. The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN said: I find for some
unaccountable reason the evidence was not SECOND READING.
distributed until late last night. Under
these circumstances, I could not ask hon. Bil (32) "An Act respecting the Niagara
gentlemen to pass on this case, especially as Grand Island Bridge Company."
it involves questions of a large character
that may affect other cases similarly circum- WINDSOR AND ANNATOLIS RAIL-
stanced. There is good cause to complain WAY COMPANY'S BILL.
(and I hope the hon. leader of this House
will note what I say) of the gross delay that SECOND READING.

bas occurred. I took a great deal of trouble Hon. Mr. POWER moved the second
to have the papers prepared and sent off as reading of the Bill (50) "An Act to
rapidly as possible to the printers. The authorize the purchase of the Yarmouth and
proofs in this case were sent to the printer Annapolis Railway by the Windsor and
on Monday last, and one would have thought Annapolis Railway Company, Limited, and
there was ample time to distribute the print-i to change the name of the latter Company
ed copies of the evidence the same night or i to the Dominion Atlantic Raihway Coi-
the following day. I move that the Order pany." 1e said: The Windsor and Anna-
of the Day be discharged and that this re- polis Railway Company own the hue from
port be taken into consideration on Tuesday Windsor to Annapolis in the province of
next. Nova Scotia, and they operate the ne from

The motion was agreed to. Windsor to Halifax; so that they operate a
in - railway f rom Halifax to Annapolis. The

The Order of the Day being read, Yarmouth and Annapolis Railway extends
from Annapolis to Yarmouth, and arrange-

Çonsiideratioî of the niinority report of the cents have been made between the two
Standting Comnittee on Divorce iRl re Diwlon
Relief Bill. companies foi the purchase of the Yarmouth

and Annapolis Railway by the Windsor and
Hon. Mr. KAULWACH moved that the Annapolis Railway Company which wl

Order of the Day be discharged and that the then operate the whole line from Halifax to
consideration of the report be ixed for Tues- Yarmouth. This bill is to legalize the sale.
day next. oe saidY: a presume by Tuesdaya
next the two items can be taken up as the The motion was agreed to and the bil

and Annapoliswas read the second time.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I was surprised TRAE COMIny BicL i
to see that those two reports forned two SECOND READING.
Orders of the Day. They are one and the Y
sanie thing. They wnay daflsr in the con- Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) moved te
clusions arrived at, but they are on the second reading of Bill (AA) " An Act to
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amend the law relating to conspiracies paper. We do not find a Tory paper even
and combinations formed in restraint of giving us a good word. The criticisms
trade." He said: This is no new bill in seem to me to be so severe that this House
this House, and I rise with a good deal of should be very careful what they do. It is
diffidence to approach the subject, feeling as well to let the country know what the
I do that there are a number of gentlemen Senate is doing. I have tabulated some of
in this House who have discussed this mat- its proceedings for quite a length of time.
ter twice already. I know there are some It will not take long to read it and it will
hon. members who never heard it discussed appear in our Debates if it goes no further.
in the Senate, and as I believe it is a bill I will read a list of Government bills
which is demandpd by the country, I have introduced and amended in the Senate for
taken the liberty of introducing it, and I a number of years.
nlust claim your indulgence for a short time
while I try to make out a case. No doubt Hon. Mr. POIRIER-And impaired.
every one in this House is aware that in
1888 a committee was appointed by the Hon. Mr. READ-I do not say impaired.
1louse of Commons to take evidence upon I say the Senate has done good work, but we
the question of combines. That committee nay make nistakes. When this bill that I
sat for a great part of the session and intro- am talking about was under discussion, the
duced a bili which did not get as far as this argument was used, try it and if it does
flouse that year. In 1889 a bill was intro- 1 not work well we can amend it. We
duced in the House of Commons, passed have had five years' trial of the Com-
through all its stages without a division and bines Act and the best lawyers ni the
Was sent to the Senate where it was amend- country will tell you that they cannot
ed-impaired, I should say, in my opinion. advise their clients to bring an action under
The House of Commons believing that such it. One eminent lawyer, who appears
a bill was necessary passed the same bill the before the Senate Committees every day,next session without a division and it was says: "I cannot advise a client to bring an
sent to this House where it received action under the Combines Act." That is
the same consideration and was impaired sufficient reason for me to introduce this bill
as the bill of the former session had been. to amend the Act. As I have said, I thought
1 do not think that any action of this House it well to prepare a statement of the govern-
has brought so much discredit and severe ment bills which have been amended in this
commtuent on the Senate as the amendment lHouse and have been accepted as amended
of the Combines Bill. Wherever you went by the House of Commons. The statement
YoU met with this charge against the Senate. is as follows:-
This House has done a great deal of good
work-more good work than the people of GOVERNMENT BILL8 INTRODUCED AND
the country generally believe. Its deliber- AMENDED IN THE SENATE.
ations are quiet and orderly and to the 1867- 68.Point. They do not have to speak to the
country, because newspaper reporters are 1. Agriculture Department Bill.
not here to take down the debates and when a2. Alien Laws Bi Nt.

thv3. Canadian Waters Navigation Bill.th. do make reports of our proceed- 4. Oaths of Office Bill.
ifgs, their criticisms upon it are very 5. Copyright Bill.
8evere. Only a day or two ago I saw 6. Departiment of Justice Bill.
In a Toronto paper that Mr. Eddy, a 7. Evidence in Canada Bill.

8. Incorporated Conpanies Bill.entleman living in Hull, was to be 9. Marine and Fisheries Department Bill.%PPinted to the Senate. The paper said if 10. Oaths to Witnesses Bill.
t as any honour to receive the appoint- il. Officers' Security Bill.

ruent that he was as good a man to have it 12. Patents of Invention Bill.
as any. 13. Postal Service Bill.

14. Quarantine Bill.

lion. Mr. ALMON-I think it was a 15. Trade-Marks Bill.
ory paper that said that. 1869.

1. Animais Contagions Diseases Bill.I1bn. Mr. READ-I do not know 2. Cruelty to Animais BiB.
ehether it was or not, but I saw it in a 3. Dominion Bank Bill.
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4. Joint Stock Companies Bill
5. Letters Patent Bill.
6. Justices of the Peace Bill.
7. Summary Convictions Bill.
8. Juvenile Offenders Bill.
9. Patents of Invention Bill.

[0. Peace Preservation Bill.
i1. Registration of Vessels Bill.
l2. Shipwrecks Investigation Bill.
[3. Steanboat Inspection Bill.
4. Vagrants Bill.

1870).
1. Bills of Exchange Bill.
2. Coasting Trade Bill.
3. Lighthouses Bill.
4. Masters and Mates Bill.
5. Secretary of State Departmient Bill.

1871.
1. Fishing by Foreign Vessels Bill.
2. North-west Territories Government Bill.
3. Quebec Trinity House Officers Bill.
4. Railway Companies Exemption Bill.

1872.
1. Copyrights Amendment Bill.
2. Pu lic Lands Bill.
3. Quarantine Bill.
5. Statutes of Canada Bill.

1873.
1. Aliens in British Columbia, and Manitoba

Bill.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Criminal Procedure Amendment Bill.
Department of the Interior Bill.
Dominion Lands Act Bill.
Manitoba Clains to Land Bill.

1874.
None.

1875.
1. Copyrights Bill.
2. Interpretation Act Bill.
3. Defective Letters Patent Bill.

1876.
i. Comimon Carriers Liability Bill.

Thrown ont.
1877.

No Government Bills seei to have been intro-
duced in the Senate this year.

1878.
1. Liquor Tratfie Regulation Bill.
This appears to have been the only Act intro-

duced by the (overnment in the Senate.
1879.

1. Banking Laws Ainendient Bill.
2. Census Bill.

1880.
1. Dominion Lands Act Amendment Bill.
2. Dominion Lands Act Extension Bill.
3. Indian Laws Consolidated Bill.
4. Militia Laws Amendment Bill.
5. Savings Bank Bill.
6. Temperance Act Aiendment Bill.

1880-81.
1. Consolidated Railway Act Amendment Bill.
2. Governient Railway Laws Consolidat.on Bill
3. Indian Act Amendment Bill.
4. Inland Revenue Amendment Bill.

Bill.

Manitoba Boundaries ExtensionBill.
Naturalization and Aliens Bill.
Patent Laws Amendment Bill.
Petroleum Inspection Bill.
Prize-fighting Bill.

1882.
Bridges over Navigable Waters Bill.
Criminal Justice in Territories Bill.
Harbour and River Police Bill.
Insolvent Banks, &c., Bill.
Petroleum Inspection, &c., Bill.
Seanien's Court JudgesBill.
County Court Judges Bill.

1883.
Bills of Exchange in P. E.I. Bill.
Booms in Navigable Waters Bill.
Civil Service Bill.
Lotteries Act Bill.
Penitentiary Laws Bill.
Superannuation Bill.

1884.
Disputed Territory Bill.
Dominion Lands Act Bill.
Insolvent Banks Bill.
Manitoba Lands Bill.
North-west Territories Act Bill.
Prisoners Transfer Bill.
Temperance Act, 1878, Bill.

1885.
Adulteration of Food Bill.
Canned Goods Bill.
North-west Territories Justice Bill.
Offences against the Person Bill.
Preservation of Peace Bill.
Real Property in the North-west Territories

1886.
1. Interpretation Act Aniendinent Bill.

None.
1887.

1888.
1. Submarine Telegraph Cables Bill.

1889.
1. Dominion Lands Bill.
2. Expropriation of Lands Bill.
3. Interest Act Amendment Bill.
4. North-west Mounted Police Bill.
5. Summary Convictions Bill.

1890.
1. Agricultural Fertilizers Bill.
2. Geological Survey Bill.
3. General Inspection Act Amendment Bill.
4. Indian Act Aniendment Bill.
5. Interest Act Amendment Bill.
6. North-west Territories Amendment Bill.
7. Pilotage Act Amendment Bill.
8. Railways Bill.
9. Savings Bank in Quebec, Bill.
0. Steamboat Inspection Bill.

1891.
1. Bills of Exchange, &c., Bill.
2. Frauds upon Government Bill.
3. Settlements of Accounts Bills.
4. Indian Lands Act Bill.
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1892.
1. General Inspection Amendment Bill.
2. Grants of Land Bill.
3. Winding-up Act Amendment Bill.

1893.
1. Canned Goods Act Bill.
2. General Inspection Amendment Act Bill.
3. Iolidavs Amendinent Act Bill.
4. Joint stock Companies, &c., Bill.
5. Railway Act Amendment Bill.6. Speaker of Senate Act.

It appears when the Liberals were in
POWer they had not so many bills to amend.

lon. Mr. POWER-It was because they
Were go good.

9on. Mr. ALMON-Perhaps they were
Past curing.

iIOn. Mr. READ-Then I have got a list
Of the private bills sent up from the House
of Commons and amended in the Senate and
the amendments to which were accepted by
the Hlouse of Commons. It is as follows:
BILLs brought up from the House of Conimons andanended in the Senate. The amendments having

been accepted by the House of Commons :
Year. No. of Bis.

1867-68 14
1869 .5
1870. .8.
1871...
1872. ......... 9
1873..........................2
1874........................
1875........................29
1876........................34
1877 ... . . .7

1878........................401879 ......................... 171879.2
1880..2
1880-81..
1882...
1883........................4418834......................... 281884...50
1885. .2.
1886...3
1887..3
1888.. .
1889.............2
1890..
1891..** . .. .261 ........................ 231893 ........................ 13....................... 

21

hTher ig quite an, array of business that

doali e transacted by this flouse and no
qUe't~ 18tOf it very well done. Conse-
"",the Sea' is ~ doing an important work
't'r '1 no id b about it, but the press,

as 1 a before, criticise it very severely.
menio mOe important matters 'n

.. . . . . . .. . . ..3

the recollection of hon. gentlemen here.
This House has interfered materially with
Government bills. I remember the bill
respecting the Nanaimo and Esquimalt Rail-
way, which the Senate in its wisdom threw
out.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-And passed after-
wards.

Hon. Mr. READ-Yes, a long time
afterwards, and under very different
conditions. Another Government bill
which the Senate rejected was that relating
to the Short Line Railway. We did get a
little credit in the country for that. It is
supposed generally that the Government
controls this House. I very much doubt it,
because the members of the Senate are
independent. That Short Line would have
cost this country, the Government said,
two or three millions of dollars. We know
what that means-it means something more
like four millions of dollars. We threw
out that Government measure, and that
occurred only four or five years ago. As I
have said, we got a little credit f rom the
press for that. Events have proved
that we were right, because the
Government never thought proper to
introduce it in this chamber again. In the
interest of the country I want this bill
amended. I believe from all that I can
gather that there are combines which are
detrimental to the best interests of the
country-combines affecting materially the
country's progress. One of them to which
I will call attention is what is described in
the circular as a combine of the steamboat
companies in Montreal in the carrying of
cattle to Europe. We have only to look
back for a few years to see how the country
bas grown and if this circular is correct it is
necessary that we should try to remedy a
growing evil. This cattle trade, like the cheese
trade within the last few years, has grown
very much. In 1877 we only exported 6,000
cattle. A very few years later we exported
120,000 head of cattle. Now with the sort
of cattle we ship to Europe, valued at from
$60 to $80 each, we are dealing with a trade
the future proportions of which we can
hardly estimate. However, the export
has been decreasing during the last
three or four years, and it is down now to
about 80,000 head. I do not say that it is
all the fault of the shippers or the ship-
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owners. We know that the scheduling of
cattle in England has had a serious effect on
the trade. There is one matter, perhaps,
which would escape the notice of some hon.
gentlemen-the scheduling of cattle prevents
a certain class of being sent at all, that is
milch cows. We will admit that perhaps
we send away the goose that lays the
golden egg, but when people are offered $50
or $60 for a good cow they are
inclined to take the money and look
pleasant. That class of cattle when they
are scheduled cannot be sent at all because
they are of no use. This circular to which
I have referred says that $75,000,000. have
been brought to this country through that
cattle export trade. What does the circular
say ? It says :

As a rule shippers do not know the rates they
are to pay until the cattle have been purchased,
brought to Montreal and loaded and the vessel is
ready to sail. In sone cases the rate is fixed after
the ship has sailed and the cattle on board. In
securing space shippers at times have to agree to
pay whatever are the going rates. This means
whatever the agents of the vessel owners combine
upon when the shippers are in their power.

Now there would be none of this if they
had free handling. It is true that
a tramp vessel may get cattle, but when steam-
ship companies can meet as quickly as a tele-
phone will bring them together at a certain
point and agree on the rates of the day it is
easily done. Why is the cattle trade treated
in this exceptional manner ? For butter,
cheese and eggs and everything else you get
your price, but cattle must go to Montreal.
They cannot go any place else, and vessel
owners know it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Why not go to Hali-
fax ?

Hon. Mr. READ-Well they might go to

are only this year feeding 27 per cent of the
usual number of cattle. Now the feeding
of cattle is one of the profits of the distillers.
They get from $4 to $5 for the refuse of each
beast they feed, without any expense or
trouble to themselves or any outlay.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Why is it that the
distillers in Canada charge $1.10 for the
same goods that can be purchased in New
York for 50 cents?

Hon. Mr. READ-That is another ques-
tion which we will have to take up someother
time. We cannot go through that now.
There is a heavy duty.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-No duty at all.

Hon. Mr. READ-I have the best infor-
mation that where the distillers formerly fed
ten to twelve thousand head, this year they
are only feeding 27 per cent of that number ;
consequently the trade is seriously depressed
in that direction. No doubt the low price in
England soniewhat accounts for it. Another
complaint is that there are steamship com-
panies that tell these shippers that they must
insure in the company which they name.
They do not allow them to take their own
risks. If a man has a thousand or five
hundred head of cattle, they say to him,
" you must insure in the company we name."
They do not all say that, but in many cases
it is the fact ; and these people feel it a
grievance which they ask Parliament to
remedy. I am proposing a remedy which I
think would deter them somewhat, and I do
not know of any other remedy that I could
suggest. This circular also adds:

In these and other ways the whole export trade
of Canada is now paralysed by one of the hugest
combinations in Canada.

Halifax at some seasons, but they must go to
Montreal, because that is the shipping port. Now these are not the nen so seriouslY
Now why should there not be competition affected as you would imagine, The i
in that trade as well as in anything else? who is affected most is the producer.
Suppose the vessel owners were to say These men are mostly traders. They are
to the cheese-makers, " We will give going to ship their cattle upon such
you a price the day we get the cheese terms as will enable them to get Ot

on board." The cheese-makers would say to safely, and it is the producer who iS
them, " We will not do that ; we will send sùffering in this instance, according te nY
it to New York." But we cannot do that opinion. It is the duty of Parliament t
with cattle because there is a quarantine of look into this matter, because a trade that
three months. The result is that feeders is so enormous in its proportions dem&fld5
have been losing money. I do not say it is attention. I do not know whether this bil
all the fault of the shippers, but the distillers will have that effect, but I think it Wl'
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There is not an individual in Canada who is
not interested in these combinations. Look
at the insurance companies, how alive they
are about this bill. Every man that is
insured is interested ; otherwise the compa-
nies would not be making quite such a stir
about it. They do not want it ; they want
this little combination by which they can
charge what they please. One of the worst
combinations is the undertakers'. If you
read their constitution you will see how
You are situated. I have a letter from a
gentleman, the Rev Mr. Nichols. He was
ia my room the other day, and I was speak-
ing about the undertakers. " Well," he
said, "I could give you a case which came
Under my notice and which I know about."
A man was a member of a benefit society
and died. The undertaker was treasurer of
that benefit society. The man's wife was
enltitled to one hundred dollars, and he said
he saw the undertaker take $97 of the
amount and give the widow the remainder
$3. That might be all right, but the poor
Woman did not get much ; the undertaker
got the best of it. A case occurred in
Ottawa since we have been here. A poor
mYan died, and his mother, I think it was,wvas not able to bury him.

lion. Mr. ALMON-His mother-in-law.

lion. Mr. READ-Oh no, his mother.
She was not able to bury him. Some kindSaxaritan took upon himself to collect a
little money, and he called upon me for one
"Il I had a little bit of silver in my pocket
Whih I gave. He did not want much ;
because the expenses had not been very
great. I said " how is that ? " He said "I
got it done with a very little, and I do notwant Much of you-half a dollar or a dollar
Or something." That roused my curiosity
and 1 said "now I will hear about this. How

t'0 you manage it ? " "l Well," he said,I ere was a man there that belonged to a
burial SOciety in England and he said he

8 a carpenter, and would make the coffin.
le got the material and made the coffin and
got Bme lining for it and went to a hard-*are store and managed to get somethingthat .ould do." I cannot do better than to

h8ad lis letter, which he gave me:-

a1- am glad to see that you have introduced
'lito the Senate to remove the present 'ambi-

actionb i exists as to what constitutes an
restrintof te nSPiracy or combination formed in

23½

There is one conspiracy-for that is the mildest
term that can be applied to it, which is peculiarly
oppressive-that of the undertakers. Ve all know
what it is to lose some of our near and dear ones.
To lay them in the ground with as much reverence
and respect as possible becomes a paramount duty
and little is thought of expense-very often most
unwisely. This not unnatural feeling has been
taken advantage of and it is on record that the
undertakers have formed a ring and under its
cover ; are extortionate and veritable Shylocks.

Sworn evidence is on the recoras of the House of
Commons that the coffins for which $75 are charged
in the bill are only at cost $12.50 each and so all
along the line a similar system of imposition goes
on.

But there is more than that. The ring is so com-
pact, and the conspiracy so well organized, that no
person who does not bow the knee to this gloomy
Baal of the grave can purchase what are called
" supplies " that is the material required in the
manufacture of the coffin.

A case in which this was brought conspicuously
under my own notice occurred not long ago. The
son of a poor person died, and she was not able to
incur the expense of the funeral herself. A car-
penter, who had been connected with what are
know in England as Burial Guilds- associations
I am told very numerous in Church of England
parishes--said he would make a coffin on the eccle-
siastical pattern he was used to. This differs from
the ordinary coffin in some respect, being of an
antique style, the sides being straight and tapering
towards the feet and the lid coped. In the case I
refer to I may mention that the carpenter in ques-
tion helped to make the plain coffin-almost, he
said, similar to the one I refer to-in which the late
Duke of Westminster was buried-to the great
disgust of the London undertaking fraternity. The
cost was very small, merely the wood, somue skilful
use of saw, plain and hammer, and some hot oil.
Then came the fittings and when application was
made for a few handles and a plate, the friendly
carpenter was told that he would not be permitted
to purchase them under any conditions. More
than that he was jeered at and his work derided.
But being of a determined disposition he simply
went to a dry goods store and obtained some cheap
material for lining, and at a hardware store picked
out some handles which answered all purposes and
were quite as handsome as the cheap and nasty
gewgaws with which the professional undertaker
adorns the coffins sent out with the sanction of the
conspiracy.

But this was not all.
No bearer could be obtained. The ring would

not permit it. But this did not matter very much
as the cemetery was not a great distance from the
cottage where the death occurred, and at seven in
the morning, kind hands and willing hearts bore
the body to the church-the deceased was a Roman
Catholic-and thence to the cemetery. Only a
few days ago it was taken from the vault and
buried. The whole cost amounted to some $16,
including the grave. This is a method of getting
round the combine, but of course such a case can-
not be generally imitated. But surely the opposi-
tion to the carpenter who was willing to act as
undertaker was a piece of tyranny not to be
tolerated in a civilized country. Your bill, as pro-
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jected, if it brings the like within striking distance
of the law, will be a public benefaction.

At the same time, I nay add that if the under-
takers' combination continues, it would not be
amiss if the various churches organized funeral
guilds on the English inodel. Patterns of the
material needed could be obtained and the rest
would be easy. I note that " Funeral reforni " is
one of the questions of the day in the mother land,
and that sinplicity and absence of ostentation is
being made the general practice.

I had a little experience myself this
winter. A lad of about twelve died and
the family thought they had some claim on
me, or I had assisted them, because while
they were being assisted by the corporation
and other charitable people, the father was
sick and an invalid, and the family were
all sickly. I was coming out of church,
and the brother-in-law met me and said:
"Willie died last night." "Well," I said,
"I did not expect he would live when I
was there a few days ago." "Well," he
said, " What are we going to do about
burying 1" I said, "I do not know. What
have you done ?" He said, " I have been
all around and cannot get him taken to the
morgue for less than $25." " Well," I said,
" that is a very extravagant price ; cannot
you do better than that 1" He said, " No,
they say that is the lowest price, they will
take no less." I said, " How can they
make it that much ?" He said, "Well, its
$5 for laying him out." I said, "You can
lay him out yourself." " Oh, well," he said,
" they charge that anyway." I do not
know whether that amount was paid,
but that was what he said to me.
These, amongst other things, show the
necessity of something being enacted as a
sort of intimidation, and when we are told
that under the law, as amended in this
House, the best lawyers in the country will
not advise their clients to bring an action, is
it not our duty to amend the Acti We have
impaired it. The House of Commons in its
wisdom has twice passed the Act without
division, and they certainly know what the
feeling of the country is. I only ask you to
strike out two or three words from the Act :
it is a very little thing to do. It will restore
the Act to the condition in which it passed
the House of Commons and will be satisfac-
tory to the country, and the House will get
credit for the legislation.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-The arguments of
the hon. gentleman are so strong against

burial that I think in future all bodies should
be cremated.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
read the second time.

PRESERVATION OF GAME IN
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES

BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole, the consideration of Bill (Z) "An
Act for the preservation of game in certain
parts of the North-west Territories of
Canada."

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-When the bill was
last before the committee we changed the
title of it, at the suggestion of the hon. mem-
ber from Halifax, to read " The Territories
Game Preservation Act." I find that this
name would conflict with a measure of a
similar character passed by the North-west
Council. I would therefore suggest that it
be called " The Unorganized Territories
Game Preservation Act."

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think this is a
decided improvement upon the name that I
suggested.

The clause was amended accordingly and
adopted.

On the 15th clause,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-This clause was
allowed to stand on account of ambiguity in
the wording. I move that the 15th clause
be struck out and that the following be
substituted therefor, to form clause 12 of
the bill:

Any one who shall enter into any contract or
agreement with or employ any Indian or other per-
son whether such Indian or person is an inhabitant
of the country to which this Act applies or not, to
hunt, kill or take, contrary to the provisions of
this Act, any of the beasts or birds mentioned in
this Act, or to take contrary to such provisions
any eggs, &c.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The clause as now
presented to the committee is better than
before, but there is still some little question
about it, because the penalty is
imposed if you employ the Indian to
do this contrary to the provisions of the
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Act. Under clause 8 it is not contrary to
the provisions of the Act for an Indian to
do these things.

lon. Mr. BOWELL-A close reading of
the bill will show that a person who employs
an Indian to do anything of the kind is as
guilty as if he had done it himself. I drew
attention to that very point, and it was
thought that this new clause met the objec-
tion.

The amendment was agreed to.

On clause five,

lion. Mr. BOWELL-I have prepared a
Special clause which will give the Governor
in Council a right by Order in Council to
change the different dates for the close sea-
son. It has been suggested further. and it
is worthy of consideration, that this law be-
ing placed on the Statute-book and being
the only source of information for the people
of that country, it would be inexpedient to
give the Governor in Council power to
change any of these dates lest the parties
having the Act in their possesion might
not obtain the Order in Council changino
the dates, and therefore might unwittingly
violate the law.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-Still the Gov-
ernor in Council would give due notice.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-The Governor in
Council mightgive due notice that the change
Would take effect the following season. I
Iove the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to and the
clause as amended was adopted.

On the 19th clause,

Hori. Mr. BOWELL-If the clause is to
reain would suggest that the words
thn reasonable suspicion " be inserted after

the word '' charge " in the first line.

lion. Mr POWER-I think it better to
8trike that clause out altogether.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-I made inquiry
With reference to this clause and the fear of
the department is that unless you throw theOnus of proving his innocence on thè party

he it would be impossible to carry out
owing to the difficulty of obtaining

witnesses, and various other reasons of a like
character, in a country like the North-west
Territories. In legislating for such a country
you have to take extraordinary powers to
make the law at all effective. I move that
the words which I have read be added.

The amendment was agreed to and the
clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 22,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-At the suggestion
of the hon. member from York, this clause
was allowed to stand on the ground that the
game guardian would not be a proper person
to judge of the character of a man or his
scientific knowledge. Acting on this sugges-
tion, I propose the following amendment:
Strike out the words " any game guardian "
and insert " the Minister of the Interior or
any officer or person duly authorized by him
may issue a permit to any person, &c." Then
I propose to add "except buffalo or bison "
after the words "beasts or birds." The
object is to prevent even scientists killing
these animals before 1899. I think that
will improve the clause.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-The Act is
wide enough to drive a coach and four
through. If a resident of that country, en-
titled a game guardian, has power to issue a
permit for scientific or other useful purposes
the Act will be of very little use. Under
the eighth clause a person in these territo-
ries may kill beasts and birds for food, and
if you add to this the power to give permis-
sion to kill them for scientific and other
useful purposes--or purposes which the game
guardian may consider useful-you open the
door to indiscriminate slaughter.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I move that the
words " or other useful " be struck out.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Considering that
those permits are to be issued only by the
Department of the Interior it would be
better on the whole not to strike out the
words " or for other useful purposes." The
department might require those animals
themselves for other than scientific pur-
poses. I do not think you can call
taxidermy a science altogether, and those
animals might be required to be stuffed as
specimens not necessarily for scientific pur-
poses.
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Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-Certainly that Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Supposing a travel-
would be for scientific purposes. ler or hunter be found with a buffalo in his

The amendment was agreed to and the possession.

clause as amended was adopted. Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-That is evidence
of guilt which would throw on him the

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I think that clause
19 should be struck out altogether. It is a
wrong principle to oblige a man to establish
his innocence. It may be difficult-in fact
utterly impossible-for him to establish his
innocence.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-It is a very danger-
ous thing to interfere with the law of evi-
dence which has been in existence for hun-
dreds of years.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-This is the principle
of the criminal law as it stands already in
relation to certain offences against the Crown.
J referred to this question before and showed
how necessary it is in enforcing the revenue
laws. There are some violations of the laws,
which can only be dealt with in that way.
Whether it is quite necessary to admit the
principle in this act or not, I am not pre-
pared to say, but those who framed the bill
thought it was necessary.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think the hon.
Minister's natural love of liberty has suffered
seriously from his long administration as
Minister of Customs. He had to deal
in a great many cases with people who
were trying to defraud. I put this case
to the Minister : under the Summary Con-
victions Act it is not necessary that the ac-
cused should be present. If he is served with
a summons commanding him to appear and
he does appear, he can testify on his own
behalf. If he does not happen to appear he
may be convicted in his absence although
there is no evidence submitted at all. The
fact that a charge has been made and
a process issued insures his conviction if he
does not appear and prove the negative.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-It seems to me the
hon. Minister should make a distinction be-
tween the laws governing the customs and
the laws governing the poor man who is up
in the northern part of the country in an un-
organized territory and accused of killing a
poor bird. I think the instance quoted by
the hon. gentleman is not analogous.

onus of establishing his innocence.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is provided for
by the preceding section.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL- know it is prima
jacie evidence of guilt, but that will not con-
vict a man.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, it will.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The onus of
proof is at once shifted.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Supposing he had
a bird or a buffalo in his possession and he
was accused of having killed it, he would
simply say: "You must prove I killed it."
How are you going to prove it?

Hon. Mr. POWER-You would say that
under the preceding section of this Act
possession is prima facie evidence that the
accused has broken the law and lie has to
remove that presumption.

Hon. Mr. MASSON-Supposing a man
in the month of August goes out in the
North-west with his rifl's and ammunition
to shoot and is accused of having in that
season been hunting musk ox; how will he
prove that he was not hunting nusk ox ?
He cannot prove it if there is a musk ox in
the neighbourhood. An officious guardian
will claim that he has been hunting musk
ox. He has the right to hunt elk, deer and
other game. How can that man prove his
innocence if an over zealous officer makes an
accusation against him ? You provide that
that man will be obliged to prove he is not
hunting musk oxen. He may say "J have
been hunting caribou," and the guardians
will say to him: " There are musk oxen in
the same country and you have been hunt-
ing them." He cannot prove anything at
all. The fact of the season being open for
one month does not prove anything.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-There is quite a
difference between this case and the customs
law, because in the latter case the party ac-
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cused has invoices and is in a position to
prove by his invoice and former entries
whether he has made a proper entry of all
the goods that his warehouse contains. In
this case there might possibly be consider-
able oppression exercised by the officials. I
admit the difficulty in both views of it, be-
Cause it is very important to be strict, but
certainly it is quite possible that cases may
arise where parties may be accused of hav-
ing violated this law who should not be
charged with it at all, and there might be
cases in which it would be impossible to
prove the negative.

Ion. Mr. BOWELL-The suppositious
case put by my hon. friend from Terrebonne
is covered by the 18th section. It does not
say you may accuse a man who did such
and such a thing, but the crime is having inbis Possession a buffalo or a bison, dead or
alive, during the close season mentioned in
the Act. It is then for him to say how lie
got it.

11on. Mr. MASSON-No, there are two
clauses; one is with reference to killing,
hunting, &c., and the other is having the
beast in his possession. He cannot in that
case Contend that he has not got the animal,because it is there in his possession; but the
question is on the 5th clause, with reference
to hunting musk oxen at certain seasons.
A Vindictive official might say a man was
hunting nusk oxen out of season.

lion. Mr. LOUGHEED-The clause cov-
ers all cases and is as broad as it can be made.
It not only relates to possession but to allOffenes where a man is charged with contra-
vention of this Act. The case cited by the
leader of the House is not applicable ; it is
Ole which would be met by the present law
of evidence, because the best evidence possi-
ble against an offender is the fact of his hav-
3ng Possession of the article in question. He1s caught red-handed, practically, and if heswears he did not kill the animal the justiceof

the peace is not bound to believe him ; be canexercise his discretion as to whether thatian i1 telling the truth or not and he canfine him. Possession of the animal is cer-
talny almost the best evidence obtainable.
Allow "le to illustrate wherein an abuse ofthis may be made evident. Some officious
gu adian or officer armed with judicial au-thority, seeing a man come in from a distant

part of the country with a gun under his
arm, says to him "I charge you with killing
animals out of season." The man denies the
charge on his oath but the justice of the
peace says " I do not believe you; bring
somebody else to swear to it." And that man
might be convicted ; might be sentenced to
punishment of a very severe character with
no recourse whatever to a court of appeal,
owing to the absence of such in that distant
country, so that the full penalty might be
visited upon him. I do appeal to the leader
of the Government that this clause should be
stricken out.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Strike it out.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-I think the
clause is wide enough to cover all the offen-
ces previously mentioned in the A-ct, but
the argument of the hon. member from
Terrebonne could be met if the word "hunt-
ing " were not applied to that. A man
might be accused of being engaged in hunt-
ing an animal which he had no right to hunt
at the time and under clause 5, the hunting
of such animal is an offence. If in this
clause we put in the words " who is accused
on reasonable suspicion of killing any of the
animals mentioned in this Act" then I think
it would be correct.

Hon. Mr. MASSON-We must not take
away the protection from the people in
order to protect the animals.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If the suggestion
of the hon. gentleman who has just spoken
were adopted we would have two rules of
evidence and that would be complicated
andit wouldbemuchbetter to have the ordin-
ary rules of evidence or to retain the clause
as it is. In view of the feeling expressed in
the House I move that the clause be struck
out.

The motion was agreed to and clause 19
was struck out.

On clause 8,

Hon. 'Ir. MASSON-The hon. Minister
was to reconsider clause 8 which gives In-
dians and other inhabitants liberty to kill
animals out of the close season. There is no
close season for buffalo.
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Hon. Mr BOWELL-I did make inquiry
as to that, and it is not considered advisable
to interfere with the habits of the Indians
or other inhabitants of those territories,
who are really more Indians than the In-
dians themselves, and any attempts to con-
trol them would be fraught with a good deal
of danger until they become a little more civ-
ilized and more used to the habits of the civil-
ized parts of the country. I may also say that
the Indians there for years past have received
instructions from the Hudson Bay officials,
who are as anxious to preserve the game of all
kinds as we can possibly be, and they dis-
suade them under all circumstances from
killing any animal out of season when the
fur is not good, except when they actually
want it for food; and if you attempted to
punish them you might create Indian wars
which would cost a great deal more than
these animals are worth.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Did the Minister
strike out paragraph (b) of clause 8 yester-
day ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No, that was
passed as it stands. I only said that I
would make inquiry as to why this was left
open and I have given the reasons fur-
nished me by those who have given it a
great deal of study. The title of the bill
will have to be changed, so that it will read
" An Act for the preservation of game in
the unorganized portions of the North-west
Territories of Canada." Clause 27 provi-
des for the time at which this bill shall come
into force. I shall have to leave that till
the third reading.

Hon. Mr. McDONALD, from the ccm-
mittee, reported the bill with certain amend-
ments, which were concurred in.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (41) " An Act to amend the Acts
respecting the Clifton Suspension Bridge
Co."-(Mr. Clemow.)

The Senate adjourned at 5.40 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, 11th May, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (26) " An Act respecting the Ottawa
Gas Company."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (Y) " An Act respecting the Arrest,
Trial and Imprisonment of Youthful Offend-
ers."-(Mr. Allan.)

CANADIAN MUTUAL LIFE ASSOCIA-
TION BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Committee
on Banking and Commerce, reported Bill
(K) " An Act to incorporate the Canadian
Mutual Life Association," with amend-
ments.

He said: The House will remember that
this bill was reported upon about a week ago,
and on the motion of the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa was referred back for reconsidera-
tion by the committee in reference to the
clause which prescribes the conditions upon
which the association may issue certificates
of membership and insurance policies. The
promoters of the bill were very anxious that
the membership should be something like
300 and the amount of insurance should
also be reduced. The committee considered
that clause very fully to-day and have re-
commended an addition to it. Clause 2
reads as before, 500 applications and $500,-
000 insurance, but the following words are
added to the clause :-

Or such applications for menbership calling for
such an amount of insurance as may be required by
any anendnent to the Insurance Act that may be
passed during the current session of Parliament.

What was desired in respect to the clause
was this-in case a less amount should be
prescribed in the General Insurance Act
than 500 applications and $500,000 insur-
ance, that this company might not be obliged
to have a larger amount inserted in their
bill. So far as this House is concerned, I
presume the general bill will pass in its pre-
sent shape, but in the event of any alteration
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being made when it goes to the House of
CoMinmons and a lesser amount of applications
and insurance be required, this company can
have the amount prescribed by this bill re-
duced also, so that it will agree with the
amaount prescribed by the general Act. Then
another alteration was made in the name.
The original title had already been adopted
by another company, and the committee
altered it to the "Colonial Mutual Life
Association." The other amendments have
already been before the House as reported a
Week ago.

THE PROHIBITION COMMISSION.

INQUIRY.

lion. Mr. McCLELAN - Before the
Ordersof the Day are called I beg to remind
the leader the House of his promise of yes-
terday to furnish some information respecting

e report of the Prohibition Commission.

3on1. Mr. BOWELL-To be frank with
the hon, gentleman, it escaped my mind, but
I.Will endeavour to have the information for

im by the next meeting of the Senate.

INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The Flouse resolved itself into a Com-
'fittee of the Whole on Bill (CC) " An Act

tO further amend the Indian Act."

(In the Committee.)
On clause 1,
1ion. Mr. BOWELL-This clause repeals

section 20 of the Indian 'Act and is sub-
Stituted therefor. It deals with the willing?f property by Indians. Under the Act as
distands at present, if the Superintendent

.epproves of any part of the will he must
eet the whole of it. Under this

bil he ruay disapprove of any portion of the
providing it is not in accoid with theProvisiont

with n of the Indian Act. In dealing
rindians of course we are dealing with
as wouldn the eye of the law, and such laws
life oul be applicable to adults in civilized
life wOuîd not apply to them.

The clause was adopted.

On subsection 2,-

lion. Mr. POWER-Does not the'ter thînk thlat, having provided that,
Min-
if an

Indian makes a will, his property, which is
not in a reserve and which he does not hold
in his character as an Indian, may be devised
or bequeathed as the property of another
person, that the same property, in case of
his dying intestate, should devolve in the
same manner as that of another person?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Under the old law
it was doubtful whether the Indian had such
power, but the amendment is to place that
beyond a doubt, so that he can dispose of
his property outside of the reserve as a white
man could, except that there is a reservation
as to the widow. The object that the hon.
gentleman has in view is really provided for
in this clause.

Hon. Mr. POWER--My suggestion is
that in the case of an Indian who dies intes-
tate you should make the law the same as
you do with respect to the Indian who
makes a will-that the property which he
owns otherwise than as an Indian and which
is not on the reserve, should devolve in the
same way as if he were not an Indian.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Those who have
been working the Act governing the Indians
inform me that the great difficulty in admin-
istering the estate of the Indian who dies
without will is to trace the relationship.
They tell me it is almost impossible to go
beyond the brothers and sisters and parents,
that so far as cousins are concerned they are
scarcely known, for that reason it would be
impossible to apply the ordinary làw gov-
erning civilized people.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I quite understand,
and I withdraw the suggestion.

The clause was adopted.',

On subsection 8,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The only difference
between this bill and the old Act is that
the .Superintendent General's approval is
madenecessaryfor the disposition of the child-
ren's part of the estate when they have
passed from under the guardianship of the
mother.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)-I
would like to ask the Minister if it is the
intention to divide the land. The lands are
held in common by the Indians and of
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course they have nothing to divide. If they
hold the land in severalty of course they
could devise, but they do not do so. I
would ask whether it is the intention to
parcel out the reserves in severalty to the
different Indians ? The 2nd clause reads as
if the Indians had power to devise the land
in the reserves.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It is the Indian's
interest in the land.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-They live upon the
reserve under what is termed a location
ticket, and that is to the Indian the same,
as far as his own life is concerned, as if it
were a freehold. This clause gives him the
power to devise whatever right he may have
in that land under a location ticket.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Then
he could devise the improvements?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes.

Hon. MIr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I think
it is a wise provision that Indians who cul-
tivate their lands should be able to have
property in the real land and convey that
and look upon it as their own farm and their
own homestead. If Indians were capable
of holding land in that way it would be an
improvement.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-This clause gives
them the power the hon. gentleman suggests.
That is, the right to devise the property
and the land and the improvements of the
estate, subject to the approval of the Super-
intendent General.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 2,

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-What
is the difference between this section and
the one that is to be repealed?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It imposes a pen-
fl u - TT u itl

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-There
are several people who residein Caughnawaga
who are not Indians. The members of the
tribe want those people to be put off the re-
serve and punished, but they are still there.
If you make this amendment these residents
at Caughnawaga might be punished and
turned off their property.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-This amendment
will not be retroactive: it only applies to
the future.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It appears to me
that this provision is harsh, although it may
be necessary. I think a man should not be
subject to arrest and punishment unless he
has been given notice.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The object of the
section is to prevent the white man imposing
upon the Indian.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 11,

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is a new section
to be added to the Indian Act. It provides:

The Governor in Council may make regulations,
either general or affecting the Indians of any pro-
vince or of any named band, to secure the coin-
pulsory attendance of children at school.

In the province f rom which I come there
are some Indians living on Indian reserves,
but there are a great many who are not,
who are simply living in the same manner
as white men, and they come under the
provincial law, and the law of the province
contains provisions for the compulsory at-
tendance of children at school. There should
be something in this clause to indicate that
it does not cover the cases of Indians who
are not on reserves or who are not in bands.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-That objection is
well put ; but fieither the Superintendent
General nor the Indian Department under
this has any power to control in any way
Indians living off reserves, as white men
live. It has never been attempted, nor is
any power given by this clause that would
have that effect.

a passer, s on a reserve. n er t) e
existing law a man could not be punished The claýuse was adopted.
for trespass until he had been ordered off
and returned again upon the land. The Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED, from the coin
object of this amendment is to prevent mittee, reported the bill with amendments,
trespass if possible. which were concurred in.
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SECOND READINGS.

Bill (40) "An Act to incorporate the
Elgin and Havelock Railway Company."-
(Mr. Dever.)

Bill (39) " An Act respecting the St. Law-
rence and Adirondack Railway Company."-
(Mr. Landry.)

Bill (47) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Brandon and
South-western Railway Company."-(Mr.
Lougheed.)

NONTREAL AND OTTAWA RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

1on. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)
Moved the second reading of Bill (48) " An
Act respecting the Montreal and Ottawa
eailiay Company." He said : This lne
Conects with the Canadian Pacific Railway
at Vaudreuil, and it is intended to continue
It to Ottawa; 27 miles of the railway have
already been constructed, and the time has
eXpired for the completion of the railway to
O ea. Some opposition was made to the

project, but an arrangement has been come
Which is perfectly satisfactory and the

opposition is now abandoned.
The motion was agreed to.

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

son. Mr. SUTHERLAND moved the
iecond reading of Bill (22) " An Act respect-

the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Railway
0' Pany and to change the name.thereof to
C Winnipeg Great Northern Railway

opany."

I'l'on. Mr. KAULBACH-How nany
the 're required to complete the railway to

River Saskatchewan ?

lon. Mr. SUTHERLAND-I could not,,y exactly; probably about .50 miles.

is non. Mr. KAULBACH-The time asked
pe ry short, only two years, and if not com-

etedthen the bill lapses.

tha 'thMr. SUTHERLAND-I suppose
at i the company's business.
The motion was agreed to.

ST. CLAIR AND ERIE SHIP CANAL
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (21) " An Act to incorpo-
rate the St. Clair and Erie Ship Canal
Company." He said: This is a bill applied
for by certain parties who ask to become
incorporated for the purpose of making a
canal to connect Lake St. Clair with Lake
Erie by a short eut through the peninsula,
in the county of Essex. When the canal is
constructed it will save an immense dis-
tance of navigation, and consequently a
great deal of time, which is very important
now for all parties engaged in western
trade. The comDany reside mostly in the
western states. The A et asks for nothing at
all unusual. After defining the place where
they wish to construct the canal, the bill
provides that the work shall come under all
the regulations and restrictions which the
public require; that the company shall be-
come responsible f& all damage done by
their agents ; that they must have the ap-
proval of every municipality through which
the canal is to pass ; that private rights shall
be saved, and the plans of the work approved
by the Governor in Council before they are
entered upon. These are the main features
of restrictions. It is also provided, in
the event of its being completed and
found to be of great benefit to the navigation
of the Great Lakes, as is expected, that it
may be taken possession of by the country
at any time the Parliament of Canada may
see fit to take it over as a public work. The
depth is to be 18 feet, the same as the
Welland Canal.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Is it all in
Canada ?

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Yes, it is entirely in
Canadian territory.

The motion was agreed to.

PRESERVATION OF GAME IN THE
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole, consideration of Bill (Z) " An Act
for the preservation of game in certain parts
of the. North-west Territories of Canada."
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(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The onily clause.
with which we have to deal is the 27th, the
time for bringing the Act into operation. I
move that the blank be filled up with Ilst
January, 1896."

Bon. Mr. POWER--Why put it off as
far as that ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Because before this
bill received the royal assent the present
season will be too far advanced to enable the
department to send notices into this far dis-
tant country : it takes six months or a year
before that can be done, and it is only at a
certain period of the year that convoys pro-
ceed into our northern country. That is the
reason why it is put off so long.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL, from the committee,
reported the bill with an amendment, which
was concurred in.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (90) " An Act for the examination of
witnesses on oath by the Senate and House
of Commons."-(Mr. Angers.)

The Senate adjourned at 4.45 p, m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, May 14th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (35) " An Act to amend the Act to
incorporate the Steam Boiler and Plate
Glass Insurance Company of Canada."-(Mr.
Power.)

Bill (CC) " An Act further to amend the
Indian Act."-(Mr. B-owell.)

Bill (Z) " An Act for the Preservation of
Game in certain parts of the North-west
Territories of Canada."-(Mr. Bowell.)

Bill (K) "An Act to incorporate the Cana-
dian Mutual Life Association."-(Mr. Cle-
mow.)

EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES ON
OATH BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (90) " An Act to provide for
the examination of witnesses on oath by the
Senate and House of Commons."

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not rise for the
purpose of opposing the bill, which I think
is a very desirable one, but for the purpose
of calling attention to some inaccuracies in
the language of the bill, which I presume
the Minister will have set right when the
House goes into committee. If hon. gentle-
men will look at the second clause of this
bill they will see that it reads as follows:-

The Senate and House of Commons may ad-
minister an oath to the witnesses examined at the
bar of the Senate or of the said House respectively.

Now if we take that language in its gramI-
matical construction, it presents a scene
which we can hardly fancy. We should
have the Senate and the House of Commons
together administering one oath to a number
of witnesses ; clearly the intention is that
the Senate and the House of Commons may
administer oaths to the witnesses at the bars
of the said House respectively. Then in the
second clause there is a statement of a soie-
what similar character.

Any cominittee of the Senate or of the 1 0 se
of Coinnions may administer an oath to the wit-
nesses.

The witnesses are supposed to be sworl
separately and instead of saying " witnesses
I think we should say " to any witness
examined before such committee." I just
call attention to these' things which strike
me as being blemishes on the bill, so that
when it goes before committee the Minister
may be prepared to consider these sugges'
tions on their merits.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved that the Hlouse
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole
on the said bill.
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lion. Mr. POWER-The House does not
go into committee on the bill the same day
that it is read the second time, and I gave
notice at the second reading of certain de-
fects in the bill, so that before the House
went into committee the Minister would
be able to consider the matter.

'Ion. Mr. ANGERS-The amendments
are very triling, and as I am ready to accept
thern I thought the hon. member would be
anfxious to see them carried out.

IOn. Mr. POWER-I have no objection.
The motion was agreed to.

(In the Committee.)

]on. Mr. ANGERS-I think the bill
should be passed as soon as possible and I
do not see the necessity of taking a day's
delay. I think the amendments proposed

y the hon. member from Halifax, referring
to the first clause, should be accepted. Itshould read " The Senate or the House ofconinnons" instead of " The Senate and the
ioluse of Commons."

lion. Mr. POWER-The amendment
ýhich I should suggest would be to admin-
ister oaths, because it would not be one oath.

liOn. Mr. VIDAL-" Administer an oath
t any witness;" that will serve the pur-
Pose.

. 1on. Mr. ALLAN-I think the sugges-
tion of the hon. gentleman from Sarnia is
best. It should read 4 administer an oath
el any Witness," but for my part I think the

ause is all right as it stands.

The clause was amended and adopted.

11on. Mr. DESJARDINS, from the com-taittee, reported the bill with amendments.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

1 ~ill(53) "An Act respecting the Calgary
ion Company."-(Mr. Kirchhoffer.)

Bill (13) "An Act to amend the Seamen's
et»(Mr. Bowell.)
Bill(63) "An Act respecting the Guelph

nue on Railway Company."-(Mr. Mac-1 '1es, Burlington.)

Bill (64) " An Act respecting the Medi-
cine ,Hat Railway and Coal Company."-
(Mr. Kirchhoffer.)

PROHIBITION COMMISSION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I made inquiry in
reference to the report of the Prohibition
Commission, which the hon. gentleman from
Hopewell has asked for. I learn that they
have not yet made their report; they are
busy on what they term a preliminary
report. They have promised it for some
time, and as soon as it is received, it will be
printed at the earliest possible moment, and
laid on the Table.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, May 15th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ST. CLAIR AND ERIE SHIP CANAL
COMPANY INCORPORATION

BILL.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
reported Bill (21) " An Act to incorporate
the St. Clair and Erie Ship Canal Company "
with amendments. He said: I mayexplain
that this bill asks for power to construct
branch railways to several points to run in
connection with this ship canal, if it is ever
built, and the effect of this amendment is to
declare that the provisions of the Railway
Act shall apply to those branches, which
would not be the case were that amendment
not moved. I seeno objection to the amend-
ment and I think the House might concur
in the amendment.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL moved that the amend-
ment be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.
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BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (DD) " An Act respecting the Canada
Southern Railway."-(Mr. MacInnes, Bur-
lington.)

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (32) " An Act respecting the Niagara
Grand Island Bridge Company."-(Mr.
Dickey.)

Bill (37) " An Act to incorporate the
Duluth, Nepigon and James Bay Railway
Company."-(Mr. Dickey.)

Bill (33) " An Act respecting the River
St. Clair Railway Bridge and Tunnel Com-
pany."-(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

THE DILLON DIVORCE BILL.

REPORTS OF DIVORCE COMMITTEE.

The Orders of the Day being called:

Consideration of the fourteenth report of the
Standing Conimittee on Divorce in re Dillon relief
bill, and consideration of the minority report of
the Standing Committee on Divorce in re Dillon
relief bill.

Hon. Mr. GOWAN said: I do not pro-
pose to enter upon the painful details
of this case. They appear upon the
printed evidence supplied to members. I
will only say the committee have deliberately
found, and determined, so far as in them
lies, that the preamble to the bill was proved,
and have recommended that the bill should
be passed, and I must trust that the appeal
the petitioner makes to the Parliament of
Canada for relief will not be in vain, for the
facts brought out in evidence were on all fours
with many previous cases before Parliament
in which bills were passed. There are cir-
cumstances, however, connected with this
inquiry to which it seems proper to advert
lest they might by any possibility in any
way delay or prejudice a decision on the
merits of this case, though the petitioner's
claim for relief cannot and ought not to be
prejudiced by action over which he had no
control. For this reason, and because also
important principles are involved, I think it
but right to refer to the action of the com-
mittee, and show that its course was strictly
in the line of duty and justice. In a matter
so important as divorce, affecting, as it does,
the interests of the family and the best inte-
rests of society at large, the rule of action

for a subordinate body in the inachinery of
legislature, such as the special Committee on
Divorce, should be clear, its powers and
duties given and defmed, and such a body
must be held strictly to observe and follow
them ; otherwise there would be neither
safety nor confidence in their action in the
several cases committed to them for inquiry
and report. I maintain the powers and
duties of the committee are clear,
and that they have been observed in
this case to the letter and in the spirit
in which they were conceived. I have con-
densed as much as the subject would admit
what I believe to be the legal and proper
views, and I would respectfullysubmitthem to
the House. The Special Committeeon Divorce,
like other committees, is a pure creature of
the Senate; its powers are expressed and
limited; it is not intrusted with general
powers, but confined to the limits assigned
by the reference and the general rules. The
committee exercises certain judicial func-
tions; it inquires into and determines as to
alleged facts referred to it for consideration,
and in examining witnesses is governed by
the rules of evidence in respect to indict-
able offences. There is what answers to a
record before the committee (the bill).
They cannot go outside it, they cannot con-
struct new issues, so to speak, or assume the
office of public prosecutor by exploring for
new facts upon which to construct new
issues, noton the record, and so not committed
tothemorraisedasananswerordefence. The
committee is a fact-finding body, a jury, if
you will, of the Senate; it is to find if the
facts set forth in the preamble to a bill are
proved; and such is to be determined upon
proper evidence. The committee is called
upon also to inquire as to whether there
has been condonation, collusion, or conni-
vance, and to report their conclusions upol
the evidence. All this the committee
whose report is now before the House did,
and accompanied it with the evidence uponl
which the conclusions were arrived at.
One member of the committee dissented
from this report, at least and made a min-
ority report, giving his reasons for dis-
senting. The reasons he specified are sub-
stantially that certain questions he put were
improperly ruled out and excluded. Should
the House undertake to review the decisio'
of their committee, their reasons for sO
ruling out and excluding questions theY
deem improper should be had in regard. 1
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therefore read them as they appear on the
minutes of the committee :

This bill has been referred to- us by the Senate
and I take it the committee has the powers dele-
gated by the House, under its own order and
rules, and none other. For what is not compre-
hended in the reference, leave to report must be
had. What are our duties on this reference is
prescribed by rule 112. They are:

1. To inquire into the allegations .setforth in the
Preamble of the bill, and take evidence touching
the Same and the right of the petitioner to the
relief prayed therein.

2. After the hearing and inquiry they are to re-
Port to the Senate, accompanying thehr report by
the testimony of the witnesses examined and all
Papers and instruments before them.

Itule 115 provides : If adultery be proved the
Part from whom the divorce is sought, may never-
theless be admitted to prove condonation, collusion,
connivauce or adultery on the part of the petitioner.

AnY of these the respondent may offer evidence
Pon, which the committee would be bound to re-

ve and consider. The latter part of the rule
declares expressly that condonation, collusion or
connivance is always a defence, and as respects
intoe imposes a duty on the committee of inquiring
into themi

The matter of adultery on the part of the peti-
1oner is not so provided for and is left to be dealt

With as a counter charge. I think it would be a
!surpation of authority for a comiittee to inquire

it eMatters not committed to them, and we should
Ioreover be occupying a somewhat anomalousPosition in undertaking the double function of
accusers and at the saine time judges. I can quite
the that suspicions circumstances might presenttueielves in any case, which would demand a
searching inquiry in the interet of moral e; andthis contingency is provided for by the rules. A
report of the committee with their reasons for de-
5 iring intervention by the Minister of Justice

rght be made. Should the Senate adopt such areport, and the Minister of JTustice be of opinion
that the Public interests caîl for his intervention,
then a further inquiry would follow. Such a pro-
ceeding would be analogous to the practice in

a d of intervention in divorce casea by the
QUeen'a Proctor;- but this case does not suggest

euch a course . think, therefore, the committees
aUles rightly in declining to pursue a question notabîitted properly to them, and not advanced as
aoree charge or growing out of the evidence4fore~ thm

biThey had to determine if the preamble to the
an was proved ; there was nothing even to suggest

over onation, collusion or connivance, more
(Ver of these the petitioner purged himself orOath.

Thi8 reUméof what had been before broughot by members of the committee enterec

tb order on the minutes briefly enunciated
I views and principles on which the com

b'tee acted. The first question asked
by the hon. member for Lunenburg "Arn
You an Irish Roman Catholic," was so ob
iously objectionable, so entirely irrelevanend uncalled for, one is surprised it coul

enter into any one's mind to put it. The
day has not corne in Canada, thank God,
when the creed of a suppliant (a matter be-
tween him and his Maker) can affect his
remedy, or debar him from just relief before
any tribunal in the land. The second, third
and fourth questions, put by the same mem-
ber and ruled out, were of a similar charac-
ter. The fifth question was of a singularly
unique character : " Do you believe in the
validity of a divorce a vinculo granted by
this Parliament." A strange query to a
suppliant to Parliament for its action: of
course it was ruled out. The subsequent ques-
tions-exploring questions which were not
relevant to any issue before us-were also
ruled out. There was no counter charge,
and no court or tribunal could lay hold of
any matter not properly before them even
on the ground of public policy. As to
the minority report itself, why made I
know not, when the final resolution
to report the bill was passed, there was not a
dissent as the minutes show. The report
does not ask or recommend anything, it
simply narrates a difference of opinion, that
is all : it presents no ground upon which
action could be had. The motive of making
it is not easy to understand, it certainly
does not make for peace, and in any possible
view the refusal of the petitioner to answer
a question after hearing the decision of the
committee that it was not a proper question
to be put should not in justice prejudice his
case in any way or raise any implication
against him. One word more-if the mem-
bers of the Special Committee on Divorce
are expected to occupy the position of in-
quisitors, to exercise functions analogous to
those of a judge of the tribunal of first
instance as in France in criminal cases, if
the committee is expected to search out
evidence and formulate charges in addition
to those before them-in a word to conduct
the inquiry referred to them after the man-
ner and by the methods of a system well

- designated "atrocious," I feel convinced that
no honourable gentleman would consent to
occupy a position at once undignified and
inconsistent with their proper functions as
a fact-finding and semi-judicial body, and
manifestly contrary to the principles and
benevolent spirit of our laws and out of
harmony with British institutions and
Canadian sentiment.

Hon. gentlemen, a suppliant is before us
t asking relief under a plain provision of the
d British North America Act. It is true that
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it is but an individual case and affects only and denominations; they should stand on
an individual, but the principle underlying the same footing. I would not combat that
it is capable of contemplation in a wider and principle in this discussion; but my hon.
larger field. In respect to the Government friend will excuse me if I am not able to
of this country and the conduct of public answer bis argument. If le intended to
affairs, if the question were put to any rend his remarks in a low tone of voice le
honourable man, to any true and patriotic miglt have lad the courtesy to hand them
Canadian whether a man's creed, whatever over to me so that I could see what they
it might be,should debar him from a position were. 1 am at a loss to know what he said,
of trust or honour or emolument, from tak- or to do that justice to him to wbich no
ing part in the affairs of the country, what doubt he is entitled, because My hon.
would the reply bel A thousand times no friend generally talks with the presump-
-such a feeling and such a principle is tion of profound wisdom. On account of the
abhorrent to any one who loves the spirit of long experience in thc legal profession and
justice and believes in free government. The in lis county court, whatever le says is
principle and the true principle of action is deserving of consideration, at least le
this-just and equal rights to all citizens, thinks so; and if 1 do not give that
without prejudice and without distinction, consideration to bis remarks, it is simply
all to stand on an equal position, without un- because with ail my efforts to hear him
just discrimination of any kind-to stand I was unable to do so. Now ny hon.
on the broad footing of equality. That is friend bas said, and truly said, that
the true principle, and any other would led every British subject in this country stands
to endless disturbance and would be un- on an equai footing; but there are questions
worthy of a free and enlightened people. It which arise in this matter that are of vital
is the principle that is consistent with jus- importance as regards the public interest
tice. It is a British principle, it is a Catho- concerned, as well as the conscience of the
lic principle, it is a Christian principle, and churches, morals and society, andwemusttake
I hope that it will be written in indelible alithose matters into consideration. Sincethis
characters on the heart of every true Cana- ll came before us, I have heard the question
dian. If the time should come when such asked, "What have we to do with churcl,
principles are set at nought and evil coun- religion or belief ? Everybody las a rîght
sels prevail, it will be a sad day for Canada to apply for a divorce." Truc! everybody
-a sad day for the future of our young las that right, and Parliament has an equal
country. The principle involved in this right to refuse the prayer of sud petitions,
case is a pervading principle. If by any and is bound to do so in ail cases, when to
chance the feeling should exist that because grant thc prayer of petitioner would tend
of a man's creed he is to be excluded from to injuriously affect what is expressly given
receiving the same consideration that any us in charge on this subject, and tînt is to
other man would receive, it will arm the legislate for the pence, order and good gov-
hands of others not animated by true and ernment of Canada, thc main bulwark to
patriotic sentiments to say "the principle which is thc power and influence of the
has been propounded in the Senate of churches. Ignore that influence, legisiate
Canada and may we not follow their lead t" regardless of these sacred rights and te

consciency of tbe cburcb, take from it what
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I presume it it values as dear as lifeitself, then on wlat

will be understood in this discussion that would our social system rest were the safe
both the minority report and the majority guards agninst anarchy and its concomitant
report are to be considered at the same time? evils and dangers, which would threaten Our

home and sacred altars, swcpt nway, weak-
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, they are both ened and destroyed. Are wc Christians ?

before the House. Then wc believe thnt Hc plantcd a durch
and among its sacred ordinances was mar-

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I quite agree nage on which whoever enters, vows and
with my hon. friend in his peroration and covenants in the presence of God and tle
the aphorism which I could not exactly congregation to be faitîful each to thc otler,
hear, but I think in effect was that to love, cbenish and cleave thc one to the
we sould give equal justice to ail creeds other until death parts tlm, tey two being
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one flesh. That holy ordinance, the obligation
of it, is indissoluble or irrevocable, by the vow
and covenant is binding on every Christian
man and woman who has takenthat covenant.
And so the English and the Roman Churches
and society have maintained looking upon
divorce with the right to marry again, ex-
cept in extreme cases, as an abomination.
This Christian principle and obligation, this
influence of the churches predominated in
the way which would most tend to the pub-
lie good. The discussions preceding the union
clearly show that the Roman Catholic
rights, civil and religious, were to be con-
tinued, and the framers of our constitution
in their judgment deemed it right and pro-
per that the subject of marriage and divorce
should be kept solely within the bounds and
control of Parliament, which cannot com-
promise with impunity the well-being of
society. If marriage and divorce were to be
treated merely as a question of civil rights,
it would have been placed in the British
North America Act on the list of subjects
over which each and all the provinces would
have separate and independent and exclusive
jurisdiction, and alone could legislate. I
do not know of any church in Canada
that believes that matrimony is merely a
civil right, or whose adherents, when they
mfarry, do not vow that they will live
together according to God's ordinances until
death does them part. It is not a civil un-
dertaking or a civil contract. The Church
of England does not look at it in that light.
The Roman Catholic Church believes it to
be a sacred ordinance, a sacrament of the
church ; and we should be careful how far
We infringe upon the rights and religious
belief of so large an element of our popula-
tion, and offend the religious sensibility of
two millions or more of our fellow subjects.
I have been here 27 years and I have
never known an application for divorce
Where both parties were Catholics. If I
can be shown such a case anywhere, then I
may be called upon to say why those ques-
tions Were not asked in that case ; but I
say this is a new departure and we should
be careful how we run against the strong
feeling of the Church of England and the
Church of Rome in this matter. We should
guard their rights and what they believe to
betheirsacred duties and obligations together

th the question of public policy and
he well-being of society. I am glad that

le are going to meet this question fairly
24

and squarely now. I hope we will all
discuss it with the propriety which is becom-
ing to members of this Parliament. I have
been on a large number of divorce commit-
tees since J first became a member of this
Parliament, and the difference between my-
self and some of my friends was that
we took different views as to how we should
be guided upon this question. My hon. friend
from Amherst and others with myself, mem-
bers of the profession, thought that it was
our duty to be governed by precedents-
by the judgments of courts in England,
by the decisions of the House of Lords and
by the decisions of the courts of Canada,
and in accordance with the comity of
nations, the decisions and judgments in
courts in foreign countries and by rules
and precedents. We contended for that
strongly, but we found that hon. gentle-
men in this House, including the hon. leader
of the Opposition, the hon. gentleman from
Barrie, and, I may say, the hon. leader of
the House in 1887 and 1888, took a different
position, the extreme opposite view. They
claimed that every case should stand upon
its own merits-that we should judge each
case apart from every other case and apart
from every other precedent that should be
governed by what we consider right and
just in our own eyes and in the interest
of society. I remember well in the Ash
case-I was chairman of the committee at
that time-the principle was laid down by,
J think, the leader of the Opposition. He
said:

In Canada we have no law on the subject, each
individual case has to be dealt with by ïtself.
Susan Ash may, or inay not, according to the vote
of this House, be entitled to a bill of divorce.
Such cases are governed on no principle other than
the individual opinions and judgments of the
gentlemen who give their time and attention to
the consideration of each particular case: There
is no arbitrary rule laid down by which this House
is compelled, under any circumstances, to grant a
bill of divorce. Parliament may see fit to refuse
every bill of divorce--may refuse to pass a single
one. We are absolute masters of the situation.
We have not delegated our prerogative to any
other tribunal.

Then the hon. member from Barrie took the
same position in the House on the same
question. I admired the skill and adroitness
with which he could turn a corner and ap-
pearing on either side about the same time.
His remarks on the very subject are here:

My hon. friend from Ottawa took, in a great
measure, the gtound from under my feet in the
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remarks which I intended to offer. The power ex-
ercised by the Parliament of this country entirely
reste upon a single clause of the British North
Amèrica Act, and that clause delegates to Parlia-
ment the power of dealing with marriage and
divorce. That is the sole foundation upon which
this inquiry is based.

He took the same ground, that we were not
bound by any decision of any court, or by
any rule or precedent, but that we were
a law unto ourselves : that in every case we
should exercise our own judgment in ac-
cordance with what might seem to be right,
in the interests of justice, in our own eyes.
And he said again:

The decision of the courts may be right ,under
the circumstances of the particular case, but I go
this length and say that we are not bound by the
decisions of the Supreme Court in matters of
divorce, and I quite agree with my hon. friend
from Ottawa when he says that Parliament is
supreme in dealing with cases of this kind.

I do not know that I need trouble the House
with more quotations. We have the Tudor
case, in which the hon. member from Amherst
and the hon. member from Halifax (Mr.
Power) with myself, took the same line as we
had taken before, that we should have some-
thing to govern us and that we must follow pre-
cedents. We find that the hon. leader of
the Opposition opposed that principle, and
he was supported in his contention by Sir
John Abbott, who was then leader of this
House. He held that we were not bound
by any precedent at all. He said that we
had the British North America Act without
rules and regulations, simply placed in our
own hands, and we were the custodians of
marriage and divorce, and it was intrusted
to us solely to legislate thereon, as we
deemed in the interest of peace, order and
good government of Canada, and could, in
every case, do as we thought proper. He took
such a strong position in that instance, that
we were obliged to yield to his opinion. The
hon. gentleman from Barrie quoted in that
celebrated case the remarks of Lord Thurlow.
The quotation is as follows :-

The House passed divorce bills in a variety of
circumstances. In all such cases their lordships
governed their conduct by the particular circum-
stances of each particular case under consideration.
Indeed, he knew not how they could do otherwise;
because, with respect to divorce, he knew of no
rule to direct their conduct or to limit the wisdom
and discretion of the House,

The hon. member from. Barrie endorsed
that and made it a part of his speech.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Who
is opposing that view now?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not know
that any one is. I think we are all coming
to hold that view now. I want to show that
the consensus (at least the judgment of the
majority of the Senate) in the above cases
was against my then contention, and that
we are not bound by any precedent or rule
so that we may do what we think right in
our own eyes.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In what year did
that debate take place?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-In 1888. The
remarks of the hon. member from Barrie
were as follows -

To sever the sacred tie of marriage is a serious act,
and the most careful consideration of each case is
incumbent upon us all. Not inerely because of the
operation upon the inarriage 8tatus of the parties
concerned, but because parliament unlike a court
of justice, is not tied by fixed limits, but may
bring in view considerations of expediency or
public advantage when making a law; may, and I
think should, have in regard the effect in relation
to morals and the well-being of society.

It cannot be contended, however, that the judg-
ment could bind parliament, whether for or against
the petitioner or in any way control its action in
finding upon the facts or granting relief. The
court below had no power touching divorce ; that
belongs under the constitution to parliament.

The case between the parties to the bill was be-
fore a court a with specially limited jurisdiction-
séparation de corp,-andlimited in respect to matri-
monial offences specified. A court limited as to
relief and otherwise.

It is not so in respect to bills of divorce before
parliament. In all such cases, parliament, to use
the words of Lord Brougham, " is engaged in mak-
ing a law," and as Lord Thurlow said in the
Addison case, " governing ourselves by the exercise
of our own wisdom and discretion."

The hon. Senator from Ottawa in 1887 strongly
expressed himself to the like effect, namely, that
parliament in such matters is governed only by
individual judgment and opinion of members in
each particular case.

The Senate, as constituent of parliament, is
possessed of this case, and parliament, I maintain in
passing a law touching the 8tatus ot the parties, is
not limited or restrained-any law it may deein in
the interests of morals, and the good order of
society. In this, therefore, it differs from the
ordinary tribunals.

He repeated this over and over again in
that debate. I ask you whether you do
not consider this to be one of the cases
affecting a large class of this community-
if it is not o-ie of serious and vital import-
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ance. It affects not only the Roman Catho-
lie Church but also the Anglo-Catholic
Church. They take strong grounds on this
"latter. We know very well that divorced
People are generally considered outside of
the pale of society. The Church of England
Will not grant them the sacrament of the
church and will not give them the right to
larry again, whatever this Parliament may

do, and society generally frowns down upon
all who seek for and obtain divorces. That
's the position J take in this matter. I
'vish to submit several propositions to the
"Ouse. They are as follows :-

1. To grant this application for divorce
would not be in the public interest salus
)OPUi Suprema est lex.

2. It would not tend to "the peace and
?rderand good governmentof Canada" which
'i this matter of marriage and divorce is
exclusively within the legislative authority
Of the Parliament of Canada as provided by
the 9 1st section of the British North
Amnerica Act.

3. Petitioner having separated and con-
.tflnued separated from his wife without law-

ul cause is not now entitled to divorce.
4. Petitioner having since then committed

adultery is not entitled to divorce.
5. Petitioner having contributed to hisWife'8 adultery by desertion is not entitled
divorce.

"On. Mr. McCALLUM-Does the hon.
gentlenan give that as a notice of motion I

."n. Mr. KAULBACH-No, I ama ply stating these propositions and I hope
tore I am done to establish them all. I

Ink have already established the firstargd second I contend that in the province
Quebec, where three-fourths of the people

t 1g to the Church of Rome and respect
shoir sacred relations and obligations, we
the flot now endeavour to do violence to
t eonscience of that great body of Chris-tare, WLo by precept and example incul-

ot Pure and virtuous living, and to break
na(n the obligations and rights and ordi-
case es aS is attempted to be done in this
ea.se for the first time in Canada.

ofIn. Mr. BOULTON-In the province
law ova Scotia, where there are divorce'tos, are they forbidden to grant divoresCatholies,

24J

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I have had
but little to do with divorce cases, and I
have never heard of Roman Catholics going
to a divorce court for a separation. I do not
know what might happen in a case that has
never occurred. A good Roman Catholic,
who believes in his church and the sacra-
ments and obligations of his church, will not
venture to go to a court for a divorce.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-What J ask the
hon. gentleman is whether there is anything
in the lawsof Nova Scotia which prohibits it ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I know of
nothing in the law. We have nothing to
do with Nova Scotia and Nova Scotia laws.
We relegated certain powers to them long
before confederation was thought of, and they
are governed by law. We are governed
here in Parliament by quite a different
principle. We are governed by no laws
except what we believe to be the best inter-
ests of the public. We have simply the
words " marriage and divorce."

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Does the hon.
gentleman say that we are not governed by
anything but our own consciences when we
vote I

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I have not
said anything to the contrary. When we
delegate powers to a court, the court is
bound by the powers that we give to them.
They are only the administrators of the law
as given to them. We stand in quite a
different position. The principle is laid
down in the following words:

Parliament will be naking a law, and the
supreme power of the state (within constitutional
limits of course) it would have to consider what
would niost tend to the public good. The courts
but expound and administer law which Parliament
enacts.

The courts only administer the law
which Parliament enacts. They have no
power but that of administering what is
given to them by Parliament. We have
not relegated this power-we have kept it
to ourselves, simply because we consider
this to be a question too sacred to be given
to a court.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Have we the
power to alter the laws of Nova Scotia ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-No, we have
not touched them. Wherever there is a
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divorce court it continues to exist. What-
ever powers we give them by statute they
have got and nothing more. What I con-
tend is we have the p>)wer here to make
laws for the peace, order and good govern-
ment of Canada under the 91st section of
the British North America Act, and in that
is specially delegated to us the subject of
marriage and divorce. That is my position,
and we have nothing to govern us except
what we consider right and just under the
circumstances for the good order and good
government of Canada and for the peace
and welfare of society. I contend that
Parliament has not delegated that power by
statute and has made no rule to abrogate or
curtail the power. My bon. friend has
quoted the 115th rule of this House and has
used it in his argument. That rule is as
follows :-

If adultery be proved, the party from whon the
divorce is sought may nevertheless be admitted to
prove condonation, collusion, connivance or adul-
tery on the part of the petitioner.

I contend that we cannot curtail the
power of Parliament by any rule that we
make here. The other co-ordinate branch
of Parliament must be considered, and we
could notmake a rule which would curtail the
powers of Parliament as a whole in asking any
question that a member may think proper
to put. Another clause says that the rules
of evidence in the courts of Canada in res-
pect of indictable offences shall apply. Now
what is the rule of evidence in criminal
cases ? That no man can refuse to answer
a question which will elicit the facts of the
case. The 5th clause of the Act of 1893 re-
specting witnesses and evidence says, " No
person can be excused from answering any
question on the ground that the answer to
such question may tend to criminate him or
tend to establish his liability, &c." There is
the plain law laid down. We are governed by
the principles of evidence in criminal cases.
I take this ground that we in the committee
all stood as peers. It is a quasi-judicial
committee and we all stand alike. I may
be put down by the power of numbers, but
that force would not take away my rights.
I contend, and I will contend as long as I have
the confidence of the House to place me on
that committee, that I have the right to ask
such question as I think right and proper,sub-
ject to nothing but Parliament itself and my
own conscience and what the public may
think of my conduct. No power in the com-

mittee, no majority will curtail my rights
on that committee in a quasi-judicial inquiry.
Even a practitioner, lad the committee
been a regular court and we were sitting
as judges, would have been allowed to ask the
questions which I put. Fancy a judge say-
ing that a witness shall not answer a ques-
tion and ordering the question to be struck
out! The bon. member for Barrie nay have
fancied that he was practising in a county
court in the interior of the country, forget-
ting for the time that he had been pen-
sioned off long ago. But before this court
of Parliament we must all be treated
alike and I have as much right as any
other member of the committee to ask
such questions as I think proper, and I
will not be curtailed of my rights by any
member of the committee or by all of them
put together. If it were a common court
of law and the counsel asked any of these
questions, would he be told that the question
should not be asked and that it should not
go in the minutes and that be should not
have the advantage of having it recorded
and ruled upon so that in the event of the
suit being appealed to a higher court it;
could be decided whether it should be
eliminated or not? All the privileges of
a solicitor and his client were denied me in
the committee. 'The reason why I was
prompted to ask some of these questions was
by reason of what had occurred in this
House. On the 1st May last this bill came
up for the second reading. The hon. mem-
ber from DeLanaudière rose in his place tO
move the six months' hoist, and stated that
his reason for doing so was that these parties
were Roman Catholics and he thought it
was not in the public interest that they
should get a divorce.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-Is Dillon the
only Roman Catholic that has ever appeared
before this House for a divorce? If the
hon. gentleman thinks so, I can find him a
case here.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I object tO
being interrupted and interfered with in
this way. I do not know of any Roman
Catholic that appeared here for a divorce.
I do not believe there ever was such a case.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-The bon.
gentlenian may not know it, but other mein'
bers of the House do know it.
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iâon. Mr. KAULBACH-I never knew
Of One coming here for a divorce. If I had
nriown it, I would have asked the questions

that I put to the petitioner in this case. I
say this question was raised on the second
reading of the Bill, and my hon. friend from
beLanaudière only withdrew it because of
the remarks which came from the hon. mem-
ber from Calgary. He had with him in his
contention the Hon. Mr. Almon, who said:

thet aPpears to me we are usurping .the power of
e church. I think the inatter as towhether theparties should live together or not, should be left

ý0 their clergy to decide.

What does the hon. gentleman f rom Cal-
gary say i He says :

t ould suggest that the hon. member allow
't i8 natter to stand until the evidence is taken.

'fi a dangerous precedent to introduce in the
liore hto disapprove of the prayer of the bill upon
There hearsay as the hon. gentleman now proposes.
oO e should be some evidence before the House,
tenOath or otherwise, that ny hon. friend's con-
t onttj11 May be proved correct in fact.

hen the hon. gentleman from DeLanau-
ere said that lie thought the objection waswell taken, and he withdrew his opposition

t. e second reading of the bill until such
e as the House was vested wit i the fact.

gýn earg this question raised here in the
aeate 01n discussing the principle of the bill

p8 whether it was advisable that these
Peofpe should have a divorce, the principlef the bill being challenged, could I suppress

se1ence of that kind or permit it to be

te ressed t Could I go on that commit-
it sit there silently when I saw that

evi as evidently the intention that that
eene should not come out-that Parlia-

beintshould not get the fact of their both
g Roman Catholies?

ton. Mr. MCKAY-What about the
crtifI<ate of marriage ?

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-The intention
a that the evidence should not come out
it O whether they were still Roman Catho-

diver nd believed in the validity of adOree granted by this Partiament. I am

t qu the motives of the commit-
the it hey may have thought that it was inthen iterest of the peace and good govern-rinoeit Of Canada that those questions shoi11d

they basked, but I thought it proper that
thy posu be, and I would have stultifiedPOsition, had I not insisted upon the

questions being asked. I did what I con-
ceived to be right and proper, and it would
not have been fair to this House and to the
hon. gentleman who made that objec-
tion at the second reading if I had not
put the question. Every member has a
right to have the facts brought out and I
thought it my bounden duty to ask those
questions. Every one of them was ruled
out. I will return to the evidence that was
suppressed in consequence of my not being
allowed to ask certain questions, and I con-
tend that on that evidence alone this man
is not entitled to divorce. In 1883 he was
married ; he had two children, the issue of
that marriage with this woman. We have
it that without warning, within five years
of his marriage, without giving any reason,
he takes his wife to Paris and leaves ber
there. I contend that he left ber without
any legal cause, as the evidence shows. He
was asked this question by me:

Q. Was the intention of separating thought of
by you hefore you went to Paris ''-A. I suppose it
was contemplated on my Fart. I had not formed
any definite plans.

Q. You say you had no definite plans formed
when you went to Paris?-A. No.

Q. You went with .her to Paris ?-A. I went
with ber to Paris.

Q. As man and wife ?-A. Yes.
Q. And up to the time of your arrival in Paris

you lived as iian and wife ?-A. Yes.
Q. You say you had contemplated leaving her?

-A. J suppose I had thought of it.
Q. W as she aware before you left this country

that you had any such contemplation ?-A. I am
not aware whether she was.

Q. Had you cause at that time that you consid-
ered warranted a separation ?-A. Our life had
been a very unpleasant one for two or three years
before.

Q. What was the cause of that ?-A. I have
stated the cause.

Q. Want of affinity-discord was it ?--A. In-
conpatibility and extravagance.

Q. When had you first cause to impugn ber
fidelity to yon as your wife ?--A. Last September.

For six years he was separated from her
without any legal cause, bereft of home, hus-
band and children, an unprotected wife and
mother cast off as a worn out garment and
follows his own sensual appetite, and it was
only last September that he thought anything
was wrong, although his wife was in Mont-
real, and if there were any improprieties on
her part he could have detected them.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Was that sepa-
ration by mutual agreement or not ?
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Yes, but I say
that when a man abandons his wife without
sufficient cause in law, and does not give
her the protection, the love and the respectful
attention which she has a right to expect
from him, when he leaves her in that way
for six years, he contributes to the offence
she has committed. The law says he con-
tributes to the offence by abandoning ber,
gives her license, encourages lier, and con-
tributes to her offence. No lawyer will con-
tradict that position.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-When it was
said there was a mutual separation agreed
upon, is it not a fair inference and deduction
that under the circumstances there could
not be any particular desertion?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I will show my
hon. friend that a written document agree-
ing to the separation would be no use, but
here the man deceived her. He took ber
over to Paris without any reason; lie took
lier on false pretenses and left ber in Paris,
and admits himself that he had then no
grounds for divorce.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-He left lier there
with lier father.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not care
where lie left lier or with whom lie
left lier. He abandoned ber. I say
where a man deserts his wife without
sufficient cause in law, if she commits adul-
tery he contributes to it, and cannot after-
wards ask for a divorce. But there is more
than that. This question was asked:

Did you offer to take her back to your house
when she returned to Moitreal?-A. No.

Now there was a married woman, probably
a good woman, a chaste woman, bringing up
a family to her husband, living with hin as
she should, cast aside in a foreign country,
having no person to lean upon, lier children
taken from lier, lier heart's yearnings taken
from ber, lier heart turned to gall, she pro-
bably would seek some solace and after six
years she commits an indiscreet and impru-
dent act, I say, therefore, that the petitioner
cannot ask for a divorce. He must come
before us with clean hands and if lie in any
way contributes to lier offence, as lie has
done in this case, lie cannot ask for a
divorce. I asked him " Were you faithful

to your marriage vows from the time you
separated in Paris up to the time you sought
this divorce here ? " He would not answer
that. Now I contend that when a question
like that is put, if the man has the power to
answer it and does not, it is clear presump-
tion of guilt-in fact, conclusive evidence
of guilt. He would not answer that, and
the members of the committee unanimously
said lie should not answer that question,
was not that act by the committee a tra-
vesty of justice ?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Sup-
pose lie had answered "no," what would be
the difference?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--Why lie could
not come in here for a divorce, because lie
not only deserts his wife and contributes to
lier offence, but lie is guilty himself. Can a
man be a profligate and come here for a
divorce?

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (C.B.)-But
suppose lie had not been a profligate-that
lie had been faithful? Supposing lie had
answered the question " yes."

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-If lie had done
that it would have been all right, but even
then lie would not be entitled to a divorce
because lie contributed to lier offence
by abandonment. If he had answered
that question you would not have to con-
sider the other point. We must take
the evidence and judge of it as we
think proper. I would not give credence
to a man who would violate the sacranients
of his church and come here asking for a
divorce. I say that I would not believe
that man who was not true to his religiofl
and to his sacred and moral obligations. 11e
would have a stigma on hiin, as far as I aIl
concerned and I should doubt his veracity-

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)-Then
there would be no use asking the q:estion
if you would not believe him.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Well, that
is another matter for this House to Col'
sider, but lie refused to answer and 11
did more than that : lie protected himflseîf
under the plea of counsel-that counlS
instructed him not to answer. It is easy
to get the protection of counsel in thbt
way. I say counsel had no right to instruc
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him not to answer. He was bound to an- He must show that he had proper grounds
swer, is liable to be imprisond and hable and legal grounds to base it upon. That is
to have all the penalties of Parliament the first position and the next is that having
upon him for not answering. He is himself committed adultery he is not enti-
bound to answer the questions of the corn- tled to divorce. He has not answered that
Wittee of the Senate who are quasi judges. question as he ought to have done, and in all
Blut how did he answer the next question? I cases where a man has the knowledge and
asked him then will not answer, it is presumed that his

answer, if given, would be against him.
Were you faithful to your marriage vows up to Then having contributed to his wife's offencehe time you deserted your wife in Paris ? .Yes. by desertion lie is not entitled to divorce.
He was under no restraint then. He tells us That is my next position, and I think I have

that instantly; that he can ans\ver freely. He plainly shown that this man alienated her
answered quickly aid promptly because his affections, turned her heart to gall, separated
conscience was clear. He spoke honestly lier from her children, left her six or seven
and truly, but the hon. members of this con- years, never gave lier the slightest attention;
miittee with their power of numbers stopped and, having alienated her affections, if she
me from having the other questions answer has committed this wrong, he is responsible
ed. Now those are the facts of the case and for it and cannot come here seeking redress.
I contend from my view that the proposition Now we will assume that the wife of this
I have advanced has been established by the petitioner is a good Catholic ; we have no
evidence: having contributed to his wife's evidence what he has done, because if she is
adultery and he having since conmitted true to her church she dare not come and
adultery is not entitled to divorce. Peti- ask for a divorce; he may revel in iniquity
tioner separated and continued separated and sin, and she, as a good member of her
fromn his wife without lawful cause, and church-although she may have failed in this
therefore is not entitled to divorce. 'He is one regard-believes her church is as dear
bound to show that he hac a lawful cause, to her as her life, and she dare not come in-
and I will show the House bythe cases which to this or any other court and ask for a
I have before me what are lawful causes. divorce.
I read fron this book of Mr. Gemmill's onDlivorce . Hon. Mr. MACDONALD-She could op-

pose it.
.But the House of Lords refused to pass divorce

bias 'here there were deeds ani agreements of i Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--She could doSeparation unless peculiar circunmstances were
shown to warrant thern. anything, but her conscience would not

le Lord Lisnore's case Lady Lismore's vio- allow her to recognize divorce proceedings
ene of nianner and language towards her husband in any way at all. I do not know that she

his cnd t tif te epar n liiupa° could even come into court and oppose it,"' '0î1duct liaving been exemplary. In S4u1ivan's beas h n
case representations of his wife's misconduct were because she and her mother church dis-
considered to account for a deed of separation. claim any regard for divorce; her church
cntoother cases the grounds of separation weresays aounts to nothing; tey do' tw oer asoetlher rvl the rn bvlli she mun t ouldg hey co
refuscd aitogether frivolous and the bis not want divorces and have no respect

for le. Ee ifsecudhv on
t The principle seems to have been that lere, according to the ruling of the lon. ner-

agreement to live separate almost ber for Barrie wbicl no other iawyer wouId
ted to leave and license," that is, shenot have been

cango out upon her own hook and do as she aliowed to say anything at ail, because his
Pleases. It is contributory to the offence; contention and the contention of the com-
a connivance at her act. The law says that rittee is that if she care here defending

s giving her leave and license to go out- tle suit the question could have been asked;
Ide and do what any mad wonan might do u because she did not erploy counsel toand flot be caiied to account. defend the suit therefore we cannot ask the

andant license on the part of the petitioner question. How monstrously absurd sud a
t .1 to -show a correct reason for suc @epara statement as that is! o sao that wlen a

'T1 in the previous risconduct of the other p my. respondent is not defended by coudsel in anhe t nere whin of both parties is not sufficient. application for a divorce, we should ook
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vith more suspicion upon the case and treat
it as a case requiring the most searching
inquiry. We must give it more considera-
tion than if the opposite party were here
with counsel. We are bound to ferret out
everything and before we give a divorce we
must see that the man is entitled to it, and
I repeat it is monstrous to say that if this
woman came here the questions could be
asked, but because she did not come here
the committee would not allow the questions
to be put. The chairman of the committee
disregarded all precedents. I do not believe
you will find another lawyer in the Senate
of Canada to-day who will endorse his
judgment in this matter before the com-
mittee in ruling out that evidence and de-
ciding as he did. I do not believe the hon.
member from Calgary would have said that
those questions should be ruled out; but
after my hon. friend the chairman pronoun-
ced his dictum and ruled as he did, there was
nothing said. It was taken for granted.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Mr. Lougheed told
me the ruling was perfectly right.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not want
to take hearsay evidence from my hon.
friend ; I have done so before and have
found it could not be corroborated after-
wards, and my hon. friend had better not
tell us what lie heard. I know that the
hon. gentleman takes a deep interest in
divorce cases, and if he cannot get correct
evidence of the fact, he should not mention
it. I asked Mr. Lougheed if he considered
that the judgment of the Hon. Mr. Gowan
was correct, and he would not answer.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-He voted that way.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-He voted that
way; but the next morning, with the dic-
tum of the chairman laid down in the most
emphatic manner, with his long experience
and wisdom, there was not a word to say
by any of you and the bill was passed. Rule
50 reads :

If adultery be proved, the party fron whoin the
divorce is sought may nevertheless be admitted to
prove oondonation, connivance or adnltery on the
part of the petitioner.

I contended then, and contend yet, that
if the respondent could ask these questions
and prove those facts from the.witness, that

we had a right to do it, and the evidence
could not be excluded. My hon. friend talks
about counter claims and counter actions in
this connection. We hardly know such mat-
ters in our courts or such proceedings in
criminal cases. I cannot imagine what
he meant. The counter case in di-
vorce we never heard of, and he said we
should appeal to the Minister of Justice in
this matter. I will tell you when you can
appeal to the Minister of Justice ; it
is when we have exhausted every ineans of
getting the evidence before the court; when
we feel that notwithstanding all the evid-
ence we could elicit from the witnesses who
came there, there is something wrong in the
case that requires more power-when the in-
tervention of the Minister of Justice to ob-
tain more evidence is required-then we
should appeal to him. Then and only then
could you ask the intervention of the Min-
ister of Justice, but as long as we get the
material and the evidence before us which
we had in this case, we cannot ask for the
intervention of the Minister of Justice, be-
cause every question should be asked and
answered, and there is no power to exclude
evidence. If ve had not the power to ask
these questions, and asked the inter-
vention of the Minister of Justice to get
these questions arswered, we would not
possess the power that we ought to have,
and which I contend we possess. I contend
that we are not curtailed ; the power of
Parliament is supreme and we had a right to
ask every question whielt was put there by
me and many more cognate questions ; and
under the law of evidence in a criminal
case, the man having put himself in the
box, not being compelled to do so, and
being a competent witness he is bound to
answer the questions. Hon. gentlemen will
see that, as far as I myself am concerned, it
makes very little difference what indignity
might be cast upon me by the members of
the committee ; I believe none of them meant
to do this; but it was simply with one object,
and that object was plain and palpable, that
the evidence should not come before the
House. They wanted to suppress certain
facts. They had their motives for it no
doubt and acted according to their own
light and understanding of what was best
for peace and harmony with all creeds and
all religions, but I consider I was bound to
ask the questions which I put;. and I was
precluded from asking more questions when
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I found such a determined stand taken
against me. I felt humiliated and almost
debased, with the witnesses and counsel and
everybody there, that my mouth should be
shut, but I kept very pleasant and agreeable.

had many more pertinent questions to ask ;
iknew nothing of the case till I went in-

to the committee room, but no matter what
I asked of a cognate nature, it was ruledOut.

lion. Mr. McKAY-You asked quite alot.

lIon. Mr. KAULBACH--I would have
asked more, but I felt that questions cognate
tO the One I asked would be excluded, and
1 was told so. Now, I do not want you to
Visit upon the unfortunate man coming here
the consequences of any dereliction on the
Part of the committee. Do not judge him
harshly on account of anything improperly

ne by the committee; but I say that 1
beve you have sufficient reason, first,
b'ause he has dishonoured the church and

is religion, abandoned his wife for six
Years and now asks us to sever his sacredbonds with leave to marry again, and then
"" the ground of public policy, and also onthe grrund of respect for society and properbegard for the churches, which are the

tl'e arks of our peace and comfort in thisworld, and our safety. What would be the
ch dof Parliament if we had not the
churches of all Christian denominations?

h ides the Church of England and the
naturch of Romne, there are other denomi-
fao I believe, that look down with dis-

eur upon divorce. Outside of that alto-gether there is ample evidence that this man
h'8 not fulfilled his marriage vows ; he can-
le cast hi, wife away without proper cause -
sa contributed to her offence, and the law

that he ave her license to do wrongbY abandoning- her six years, so that he ha'spel guuty both ways. When he is askedyoa1y have you committed adultery after
aUsr separation from your wife, he won'tagaiser that question ; you must put that
will bui. I hope that this discussion
C net Cause any bad feeling of race and
caed b ave simply endeavoured to lay the

ef thefère you, and I think on one or other
nobjeetIs you must say that the man

in the eititled to a divorce on public grouhds,
of ah nterests of society and in the interest

the churches, because be must come

before you with clean hands when be seeks
relief. He cannot separate from his wife,
sin himself, and contribute to ber sin, as he
did, and then seek redress here. Heaven
forbid such an outrage on church and morals.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It appears to me that
the question which is teally before us is an
exceedingly simple one, requiring very little
time to discuss it in order to arrive at a satis-
factory decision. We have before us a
minority report as well as the report by
whicl the committee announce to us that
after careful examination they have ascer-
tained the truth of the allegations made by
the petitioner seeking the divorce entitling
him to have his petition granted, and recom-
mending that the bill shall be passed. With
regard to this minority report, it is difficult
to know what object is sought to be gained
by it. I can understand its being brought
in to afford an opportunity to deliver the
speech which the hon. gentleman has just
made, but it reconmends no specific action
to be taken by the Senate. What is the
louse to do with it ? There is nothing in
it ; no asking us to condemn the action taken
by the majority of the committee. It con-
tains a few items of fact, a brief history of
certain occurrences which took place in the
committee ; but I cannot see that it is a
report upon which any action can be taken.
The question really before us is, whether
there is any ground for refusing to acquiesce
in the decision of the committee when it
says that sufficient cause bas been shown to
justify the petitioner and recommends that
the prayer be granted ; and that the bill be
passed. The grand underlying difficulty we
can clearly see. Although there has been a
vast amount of verbiage, the real, essential
difficulty is that the petitioner and the per-
son from whom he seeks divorce are said to
be nembers of the Roman Catholic Church,
and if I understand the ground taken by
the bon. member from Lunenburg, in oppo-
sition to the bill, it is the claim that the
petitioner has no right to get the relief
which the law grants to Protestants under
similar circumstances. It has been clearly
shown that the man is entitled to relief ;
the question is raised, can it be granted to
him, he being a Roman Catholic?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-No.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-To my mind it is a
most outrageous thing to say that we can-
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not grant to Catholies the same relief and
privileges which Protestants enjoy. Surely
they should be on the same footing. We
have no right whatever to take any cogniz-
ance of any man's religious belief. He may
have no belief or any kind of belief, and
with this we have nothing to do; what we

was no ground before the court to justify
any such questions at all.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-That is just
what we are there for, to fish for all the facts
bearing on the case.

own personal behaviour, but it seems to me
that the only proper way to bring that before!
the committee would be for the respondent to
plead that the petitioner had committed
adultery. Then I could understand that it
was the duty of the connittee to inves-
tigate the charge. As a matter of fact,
there was nothing of the kind in the plea
before the committee. To my mind the
question which the hon. gentleman wished
to put to the witness had the appearance of
fishing,-which is sometimes practised in.
courts-trying to get evidence where there

which I belong, if they were to violate a
fundamental law of the church. Consequent-
ly, by that very act of coming here for a di-
vorce, such persons forfeit all their rights as
members of that particular church. That 1
the view I takeof the matter. The simple (ues-
tion before us to decide is as to whether the
report of our committee has been sufficiently
well considered. If the evidence submitted
to us proves sufficient to justify the comit-
tee in saying that the preamble lias bee'
proved, is their recommendation that the
bill should be passed a proper one? Ar?
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have to deal with is the man's civil rights, Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I know that the hon.
and what we have to attend to is the im- gentleman is a very eminent lawyer and has
partial application of the law of the land had a great deal of experience in courts. I
to every case which comes before us. I do wish him to tell me if he ever knew of a case
not agree with my hon. friend f rom Lunen- in which a man before a court was asked to
burg as to the unlimited range of power what religion he belonged when he sought
granted to us when deciding cases, as though for justice ? The hon. gentleman certainly
we were entirely above all law, as if in cannot find any precedent for it, and the
taking evidence we were not under any course that has been followed in the com-
obligation to be guided by the usual process mittee is the practice which is universal
in courts of law. In cases of this kind espe- throughout the British dominions. We never
cially, where we are acting as judges, it is a think of asking a man what his faith is be-
great advantage to us that we have on the fore granting hin his rights as a citizen of
Divorce Committee senators who are accus- the British Empire, irrespective of what his
tomed to taking evidence in the law courts, religion may be. What I object to is trying
who know the rules of evidence and what to introduce here a principle which is entirely
kind of testimony may properly be brought new and subversive of individual right.
out, and consequently I have great faith in It is something unheard of to claifl
the finding of the comnittee. It consists of that because a man may have peculiar re-
nine members, and when we find that com- ligious views, therefore he is not to be en-
mittee unanimous in this matter, with the titled to the protection of the law and to the
exception of the hon. member f rom Lunen- relief which by law can be properly givel
burg, to me it is very strong evidence that him, on certain facts being established.
their recomnendation must be right. They It is amazing to me that any one can raise an
have examined very carefully into the facts, objection to a statement so perfectly plain and
and I am under the impression,from glancing in harmony with the British constitution
at the evidence, that from the beginning and the manner in which British justice is
they pursued the correct and proper course, administered. I do not know anything
acting in conformity with the rules of the about the religious faith of those parties,
House, dealing with that which had been but it appears to me that it is not so
specially committed to thern to investigate important a matter to know whether they
and report upon and not going beyond that. were adherents of a certain church or not.
If the point upon which the hon. gentleman If that church repudiates very strongly the
has dealt very largely, the alleged improper action they take, they are violating one of
conduct of the petitioner had been a matter its fundamental laws, and in my judgnent.
properly brought before them, it would have cease to be members of that church. I kno0
justified the question put to him as th his that would be the case in the church tO
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We prepared to say because one member of
that committee differs in opinion from all
the others, that the decision of the com-
Imittee is wrong and that the course recoin-
Imlended by the one dissentient is more in har-
"o'Ony with British law and practice than the
recommendation of all the other members
of the committee? I think not, and I think
the religious question should not have been
brought up in connection with this matter
by the hon. member fron Lunenburg. While
a great many of his arguments would have
had considerable weight with me if we were
enacting a clause of the British North
Anerica Act giving this Parliament control
of divorce, it is a totally different thing to
be discussing the propriety of Parliament
granting a divorce under an existing law.
My feelings with reference to this affair are
Very mucli in harmony with those of my
Roman Catholic fellow members. I have
an exceedingly strong dislike to separations
of this kind, but I find divorce sanctioned
by the law of the land. That law is supreme,
and whatever may be my personal feelings,
When a person taking advantage of that law
establishes a case that he is entitled to the
relief which it would give him, it would be
a very shameful thing for us to say that
because he is a Roman Catholic he shall not
have the benefit of that relief-that he must·suffer the injustice, simply because of his
religious faith. I do not think such a
thing should be done, and in my judgment
the report ought to be adopted.

lion. Mr. BELLEROSE-I much regret
that I have to oppose the recommendation
of the majority of the committee, but believ-
ing as I do that this question is of the greatest

pottance indeed of greater importance
an some hon. gentlemen seem to think, Icould not let it pass the other day when the

but Was read the second time. and I cannot
let pass to-day the report of the committeerecomYimenling the passing of this bill
Wothout expressing my opinion and oppo-
S g those arguments which have been made
n 'support of the bill. To answer the hon.

gentleman from Lunenburg (Hon. Mr. Kaul-
ach), the hon. gentleman from Sarnia (Hon.
r. Vidal) had to change one of his expres-

sions. The hon. member from Lunenburg
never claimed that because the petitioner
'as a Catholic, therefore he should not be

heard. What he did say was that when
a "In belonging to the Roman Catholic

Church comes before the Senate for a divorce,
the question ought to be looked at and the
House should see whether they could in the
interest of morality grant the prayer of the
petitioner. That is quite a different thing
from denying the constitutional right of a
Roman Catholic to seek relief under the
general law of the land. Then the hon.
gentleman from Sarnia said that this
question was a very simple one. It does
not seem so, because the hon. gentleman
does not himself appear to understand
it, and knowing his intelligence, it must be
that the question is a complicated one, since
he did not grasp the principle involved. Then
thehon. gentleman says that he could not vote
for such a proposition as that put before the
House-that a Roman Catholic coming here
and asking for a divorce should not be
granted one becaue he is a Roman Catholic.
As I have said, this shows that the hon.
senator does not understand what our pre-
tensions are. They are that should Catholics
ask divorces a vinculo, Parliament should
not grant them, though they might give
divorce fron bed and board. I propose
to show that such is the bounden duty of
Parliament. I agree with the hon. member
fromn Barrie that this Parliament is almost
omnipotent. I agree with the English writer
who says that Parliament can do anything
that is possible, but there are circumstances
under which the powers of Parliament come
to an end, and that end is reached when
they propose to take a step which would be
an immoral act or in contravention with the
law of God. What I wish to prove to-
day is that Parliament, in its supremacy,
cannot allow this bill of divorce. Let us
begin at the very beginning. What is the
evidence before us? That Dillon married
in 1883-eleven years ago. That five years
after his marriage, some time in 1888, he
went to Paris with his wife and that they
lived together as man and wife. He swears
that he had no reason to suspect her fidelity
or to complaini of any immoral conduct on
her part up to last September, 1893. I am
surprised that the members of the committee
did not look further into that question of
the separation in Paris. The petitioner
swears that he agreed with his wife in Paris,
to separate and live apart one from the other,
so that he left her there returning to Mon-
treal and has lived six years apart from his
wife, granting her an allowance of $50 per
month. With such a flighty and eccentrie
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character as this woman had, according to
the evidence given by the petitioner, ber
husband, was it right for him to separate
fron and abandon ber in Paris, her mother
living in Montreal ? Did not common hon-
esty, much more charity, require the pre-
sence of ber husband to keep a close watch on
ber? Certainly, and no doubt this separa-
tion greatly contributed to, if it was not
altogether, the cause of the immoral conduct
of his wife, and yet this man is allowed to
come here and ask for divorce on the ground
of the adultery of his wife, and the com-
mittee recommends this House to grant him
relief. Is there a member of the committee,
or of this House, who having put his hand
on his heart, will deny that under the cir-
cumstances there is a great presumption that
Dillon did so separate f rom his wife expect-
ing such results as those proven against his
wife, and which are the grounds upon which
he bases his demand? If that cannot be
denied, then I ask this House should they
grant a divorce to a man who contributes to
his own dishonour? Even if I were a Pro-
testant, I could not vote for this bill, because
I hold that the man was more guilty than his
wife. He himself states that it was not until
last fall that he discovered that his wife had
done wrong, although be has been six years
living apart f rom ber. And where did he
separate f rom her ?-in Paris. Had be pos-
sessed any charity, had be desired to do what
was right, be would have brought ber back to
Montreal and given ber over to ber mother
and explained the arrangement under which
they were to live apart. But no, be left her
in Paris, and there she went astray. In my
opinion, not only should we refuse to grant
this man a divorce, but much more refuse to
let him marry again. He knew his wife's
character ; he swears that she was of a
flighty disposition. Was not then Paris the
last place in the world where he should have
left ber? Under the circumstances, was it
not on his part collusion and connivance.
Collusion according to Lord Stowell is :

The agreement between the parties for one to
commit or appear to commit the fact of adultery
in order that the other may obtain a remedy at law
as for real injury. Real injury there is none,
where there is a common agreement between the
parties to effect their object by fraudL in a court of
justice, it is also connivance-connivance is the :or-
rupt consenting of a married party to the conduct of
the other of which he afterwards complains.

Has not collusion then and connivance
been proved here? i Has it not been proved

that there was an understanding by which,
on payment of $50, she was to live apart
from him?

Hon. Mr. GOWAN-No.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I say yes-the
agreement is here. Read the evidence of
which I have already given a synopsis.
Now, under the English Divorce Act:

If the petitioner is proved to have been guilty of
unreasonable delay, cruelty, desertion or wilful
separation without excuse, or of misconduct con-
ducing to the adultery complained of, the court is
not bound to pronounce a decree dissolving the
marriage, but will exercise its discretion as to
whether it shall, according to the circumstances of
the case, grant the relief prayed or dismiss the
petition.

The question of connivance as a bar to
divorce by reason of adultery was considered
by Dr. Lushington in Phillipps vs Phillipps.

After a review of the decided cases, lie concluded
the principle to be that the husband is barred
when he bas contributed to his own dishonour.. . ..
Volenti non ft injuria, but it must be more than
indifference, inattention, over-confidence, it must
be intentional concurrence in order to amoiunt to
a bar, thougli there need not be active steps taken
by the husband to corrupt the wife.

An English judge (Lord Penzance) said:

Society has an interest in the maintenance of
marriage ties, which the collusion or negligence of
the parties cannot impair.

That is the English law, and common
sense shows that it is right. Parlianient is
not a court for encouraging immorality. If
you adopt the recommendation of the com-
mittee in this casé, you certainly encourage
immorality. The committee did not in-
quire into the question of connivance, and
can any one doubt that when Dillon sepa-
rated f rom his wife, he did so in the expec-
tation that she would, from ber light char-
acter, ultimately do something which would
be regarded as a justification for bringing
this divorce suit? ls it not extraordinary
that the committee persistently refused to
allow any evidence as to the moral conduct of
the petitioner to be taken ? As the report
says, the defendant did not appear before
the committee, but does not this fact show
connivance ? Parliament has a duty to fulfil,
and, before granting a divorce, should be
satisfied that the petitioner deserves it. The
hon. member from Barrie may say that the
committee was not bound to look into that
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question, but the 112th rule provides that
it shall be the duty of the committee to in-
quire into the right of the petitioner to the
relief prayed for. It is well known that a
mnan who has been the cause of his wife's
going astray, has no right to a divorce. The
quotations I have already made show that
such is the practice. Therefore the coin-
Imittee, when they refused to take evidence
On this point, failed to do their duty under
the rules as well as under the law. They
have left the House in darkness, and yet we
are asked by the hon. member froin Barrie
to grant this divorce without hesitation.
The report says : "The matter of adultery
onl the part of the petitioner is to be dealt
with as a counter charge." That is so, but
as the hon. inember from Barrie said-not
in this case however but in another case.

Parliament may and ought always to have in
regard, not merely the question as it affects the
Parties, but the effect iii relation to, morals and
good order-the effect which the passing of a
Particular law might have upon the well-being
Of the community. Parliament, as the supreme
Power, has its duties and responsibilities and
cannot compromise the well-being of society, but
1s bound to consider what would most tend to
the Public good.

Those words are far from being in accord
With the utterances of the hon. gentleman
t011ay. I am surprised at the great
zeal shown by the hon. senator in this
case, a zeal so great that he loses his me-
tfory and forgets all his utterances in the
Past. The following quotation from an En-
glish authority shows that it was the duty of
the colmittee to take evidence as to the
IToral conduct of the petitioner, even if
'dultery is not brought as a counter charge
by the respondent against the petition-er. I take it froin Gemmill on Divorce :

The rule expressly indicates four defences,
ton atcollusion, connivance or adultery onbee part of the petitioner. Whether any defencete ed or not, it is made, for obvious reasons,
th uty of the coinmittee to inquire into thethree first mentioned, and into the fourth, ifaleged by respondenît against the bill. It may beitinmed that if any one of the four be established

ch ea Sufficient ground for rejecting the bill, the
oief - difference seems to be that the committee

d' Inquires into the allegation of the petitioner's
Bultery when invoked to do so by the respondent.
qenti ils submnitted that Parliament and conse-
grun the comittee is not limited to the
relief, bureferred to in refusing to report a bill for

s but may look at ail the circumstances of a
upon an refuse to confer an advantageous privilege

an unworthy suppliant, when for example,

the condition upon which claim is made has grown
out of the individual's own iniquity.

I also find in Mr. Gemmill's book on Bills
of Divorce:

The husband aggrieved only by adultery, could
demand, as it were, ex debito justiti, a divorce a
vinculo, unless his own conduct has been censurable.

I may be told that supposing he is a Catholie
(I will prove that he admits it himself), the
very fact of this man making an application
for a divorce shows that he is no lolger a
Catholic. Not at all. There has been more
than one Catholic, who, forgetting his duty,
has gone over to the United States to get
married, but they have all, in the end,
returned to the fold penitent and profess-
ing a desire to lead a better life. What
evidence have we that it will not be the
same in Dillon's case? A man cannot
change his faith to suit circumstances.
Dillon is a Roman Catholicstill. Presumption
makes him so until evidence tg the contrary
is given, and he, in his heart, believes that the
tie which binds him to his wife can only be
severed by the death of either of them. The
committee refused by a vote of 6 to 1 to
allow questions to be put which would show
what Dillon's religious views are. The coin-
mittee did wrong, but that cannot be helped
now. The course followed by the committee
was not in accordance with the views enun-
ciated by the Chairman of the Committee
(Hon. Senator Gowan) in 1888, when the
question of the necessity of removing from
Parliament the power of granting divorces
was under discussion. The hon. senator,
after having expressed his opinion against
creating a divorce court, because it would
tend to increase the number of applications,
spoke of the advantages of leaving to Par-
liament to deal with such cases. He added:

Parliament can properly bring in view conside-
rations of expediency or publie advantage. A court
of justice is necessarily restrained within fixed
limits-Parliament decides whether the charges
are proved, whether they constitute such a case as
should entitle the party to a special act for relief
and what relief, if any, should be granted to the
party, in view of all the circumstances : and Par-
liament may and ought always, to have in regard,
not merely the question as it affects the parties,
but the effect in relation to morals and good order:
Parliament as the supreme power has its duties
and responsibilities-and cannot compromise the
well-being of society.

I arn surprised at the great change which
has taken place in the mmd of the hon.
chairman of the committee. Somte few years
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ago, in his opinion, Parliament could bring into consideration the creed of the different
in view considerations of expediency, a' cia-ses of our comnunity. Did not Sir John
court would not. Parliament ought to have Macdonald do so in 1872, when he with-
regard not merely to the question as it affects drew a bil concerning a case of divorce
the parties but the effect in relation to morals on the third reading when I rose in My place
and good order. To-day, the hon. gentleman!and told him he slould not pass the bil
is quite of a different opinion as far as this because the Catlolics objected on reli-
case is concerned. gious grounds? You will find it in the

I agree with the hon. gentleman that Journals of the Conmons. 1 waited till
Parliament has its duties and responsibili- the third reading because 1 thought others
ties and cannot compromise the well-being would raise the objection, but on the third
of society. But would not Parliament reading nobody laving taken exception to
greatly compromise the well-being of society if the measure, 1 said "J cannot allow this
,it should grant a divorce to the petitioner bill to pass, the Catholics cannot vote for
and allow him to marry another woman? it," and Sir John withdrew the bil. Why
His wife, to whom he must believe he is should we not exercise as full discretion in
united for life, is still living. While they this matter? The hon. member from Barrie,
both live she must continue to be his wife in his remarks which I have quoted, says
according to his own conscience and to the that Pariament las ail this discretion
teachings of the church he was born in that there is no law to bînd them on
and in which he has lived and to the this question of divorce. Very wehl, why
formula whichli he heard read to him at then would not Parliament take into consi-
the foot of the altar when he took deration the fact of a man wlose con-
the oath that he would be true for life science tells him that he is not at liberty
to that woman. Will not Dillon be living to marry and does not allow him to live
knowingly in adultery if he believes that legally in adultery? Parliament las ful
this Parliament has no power to sever that discretion in the matter, and it is one of its
tie ? Will he not be living in adultery bounden duties in its supreme autlority, to
according to his own conscience 1 Parliament have regard to the question, as it affects
having granted him full power to marry moraiity and good order. Not very
another woman, no doubt it would be legal, long ago we passed a bull concerning
and if legal you cannot punish him for oaths. In that bil we considered the
what his own conscience must tell him is faith of the different persons who had
grossly immoral conduct. Will not the to take an oath; and did we not say that
whole population of Montreal and of the those who did not consider it riglt to take
province of Quebec, nay, probably the whole the oath and lay their hands on the holy
Dominion, look at him as a man living book couid raise up their hands, which for
with another woman while his wife is still tlem would be an oath? Is it not taking
living i Is thab what the hon. gentleman into consideration the faith of the different
from - Barrie meant when he said that parties with whom we have to deal 7 Wouid
Parliament should not compromise the well- it not be well, in dealing witl a question of
being of society 1 If Parliament should tle greatest importance, tlat Parliament
grant this divorce, would it not then fulfil slould exercise its supreme power and dis-
those important duties referred to by the cretion wlen evil results would follow ? Is it
hon. senator i Would it relieve them of not expedient and to the advantage of the
the responsibility attached thereto? Cer- public, that sud a case slould be treated
tainly not ; Parliament would only be creat- witl great severityl Please consider, lon.
ing a public scandal. Would it not be an gentlemen, that the petitioner told the
inducement to others to so separate from their committee and le now tells this House by
wives in order to achieve the same end? the documents le filed and which are on
Would this be exercising that strict vigi- tle table, that le is a Catlic, that le ws
lance and circumspection so often recom- married by a priest of the Church of Rome,
mended by various authorities. Again I heard in Montreal at Notre Dame durci, accord
the objection the other day, and I have heard ing to the rites of the Catlic Churcl. s
it repeated to-day, that Parliament has not not this telling the committee, telling this
to consider the creed of the party. And buse, that le believes in the sacrament of
wliy not? Have you not every day ti take marriage, in the indissolubifity of the tie
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'Which binds him for life to the woman of
his choice? Is not this telling Parliament
that he never believed Parliament had such a
Power as " to put asunder that which God
hath united," according to those words of
Sýt. Matthew :

Ife vho made man in thebeginningiadethei male
anl fe,nale. For this cause shall a man leave father
and lother and shall cleave unto his wife, and
they two shall be one flesh. Wherefore they are
"0 More two but one flesh. What therefore God
hath joined together, let not man put asunder.

The question has been asked whether any
cases of Catholics applying for divorce have
cOrne before us ? I do not know whether
they have or not, because we do not always
learn whether people coming from other
Provinces are Catholics or not Catholics, but
this I say, that in the province of Quebec,
When the union took place, we had never
8een Catholics divorced. It was understood
4t the time of confederation that divorce
would not be granted to Catholics. Sir

eýOrge Cartier, in explaining the matter,
said that at the time of confederation the
question of divorce had been left purposely
t be decided by the Federal Parliament,
an1d taken away froin Quebec, where the
l'najority were Catholics. This was done in
Order that Protestants might have that
which1 they considered justice.

lon. Mr. OGILVIE-We have had
dIvorces of Catholics during the last seven
Yeaa, and French Canadians too.

1on. Mr. BELLEROSE-I have no
0PPosition to the granting of a divorce of
that kind in this case-divorce from bed
a'd board. They have had that already in

e courts of Quebec.

on. Mr. OGILVIE-That is separation.

1 1on. Mr. BELLEROSE-It is divorce,8 o-called in the laws of England. In Eng-

Whid it is called divorce from bed and board,
cih 1 different from divorce a vinculo,
eal1ih is asked for in this case. I would

ieo objection to divorce as we have it in
eec, but I deny that any divorce a vinculo

rtier granted in Quebec before confed-
n, and since confederation none have

r granted to Catholics in the province of
hebec. But hon. gentlemen must remem--

th t even with Catholics it may happen,
th SOrne few may have received relief, when

eI were not known to Catholic members

of this House. In the present case it is only
by accident we know of this case. It might
have passed without our knowing anything
about it; but I was told " those parties are
Catholics, the woman is a French woman."
I rose then and said, "I take objection."
I am not responsible for those parties whom
I do not know, but I am responsible for
parties whom I know, and I cannot remain
silent but must defend such immoral legis-
lation when it is possible for me to do so.
If you refer to the civil code of Quebec you
will find that it states positively that the
tie of marriage is a tie which no man can
sever. I refer your honours to article 185
which reads thus :

Marriage can only be dissolved by the natural
death of one of the parties, while both live it is
indissoluble.

That is the law of Quebec, and is this
Parliament ready to vote that down? Is
Parliament prepared to say that thos'e people,
though they are Catholics, though they
know that they are not free to marry and in
violation of the laws of their province,
shall be given full liberty to marry and so
live in adultery under the protection of a
federal Act of Divorce? I am sure with all
those considerations there will be a pause
before this House takes the responsibility of
proclaiming to the world that we in Canada
bave granted the right under the sanction
of law to a man to live in adultery for life.

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

The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Otawa, Wedne8day, May 16th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Before the Orders
of the Day are taken up, I wish to call at-
tention to what I take to be an error in
making up the Orders. It will be observed
by hon. gentlemen that the resuming the
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debate on the motion of Mr. Gowan for the
adoption of the fourteenth report of the
Committee on Divorce is placed at the end
of the Orders. Now the committee appointed
to revise the rules of the House, struck by
the inconvenience of the practice of putting
the unfinished business of one day at the
foot of the Orders of the next day, amended
the rule with respect to unfinished business,
and it was adopted by the House in the
following shape:

12. The Orders of the Day, which at the adjourn-
ment have not been proceeded with, are considered
as postponed until the next sitting day, to take
precedence of the Orders of the Day, inless other.
wise ordered.

12a. An Order of the Day which at the adjourn-
ment is under consideration shall stand first on the
order of the following day, next after orders to
which precedence has been assigned under this
rule unless the Senate shall order otherwise.

There were no other orders on yesterday's
paper which had not been proceeded with,
and consequently the matter of the con-
sideration of this report should stand first
on the Orders of the Day next after the third
readings. A subsequent rule provides that
the third readings of bills shall, notwith-
standing anything in rule number 12, take
precedence of all other business, unless there
is a special order made about it. The third
readings therefore come first, and then
comes this discussion on the report of the
Divorce Committee. Consequently the item
which is number 19 on the Order paper
shouliç be number 9 and come in after the
third reading of Bill 43. I think the Clerk
should be instructed to make that correction
so that when we comle to read the order it
will be number 9.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I hope the suggestion
of the hon. member fron Halifax will
take effect to-day. We are all anxious that
this matter should be settjed. It is the
most unpleasant matter that has beèn be-
fore the House for many a long day, and
when we consider this question as one
that wili divide many of us on race and
creed lines it is to be deplored. It has been
said that because a man is born in a stable
he is not necessarily a horse, but there is
something in the accident of one's paren-
tage. If my parents had been Roman
Catholics, I should likely be a Roman
Catholic also. I think this matter should
be settled as soon as possible and I trust
that this will be the last question of the

kind which will divide us by race or creed,
for the present session at all events.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I presume the
suggestion of the hon. gentleman f rom Hali-
fax is approved by the House and that the
correct position of the order is the ninth on
the paper.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There can be no
question about it.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (40) "An Act to incorporate the
Elgin and Havelock Railway Company."-
(Mr. Dever.)

Bill (39) "An Act respecting the St.
Lawrence and Adirondack Railway Coni-
pany."-(Mr. DeBoucherville.)

Bill (47) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Brandon and
South-western Railway Company."-(Mr.
Perley.)

Bill (48) " An Act respecting the M1on-
treal and Ottawa Railway Company."-(Mr.
MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (22) " An Act respecting the Winni-
peg and Hudson Bay Railway Co.mpanY,
and to change the name thereof to the Win-
nipeg Great Northern Railway CompanY.
-(Mr. Sutherland.)

Bill (21) " An Act to incorporate the St.
Clair and Erie Ship Canal Company, a
amended."-(Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (56) "An Act to incorporate the
Dominion Women's Christian Temperance
Union."-(Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (43) " An Act to amend the Act
respecting the Ladies of the Sacred Iieare
of Jesus."-(Mr. Robitaille.)

THE DILLON DIVORCE BILL.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMITTEE'S REPORTS•

The Order of the Day being called,
Resuming the debate on the motion of the 1{I

ourable Mr. Gowan for the adoption of the fourý
teenth report of the Standing Committee 011
Divorce in re Dillon relief Bill.-(Hon. Mr. Scott);
-and the

Consideration of the Minority Re rt of t
Standing Commîittee on Divorce in re ilion relie'
Bill.-(Hon. Mr. Kaulbach.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT said: Except wh9
some important constitutional question had
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to be discussed in connection with bills of
divorce before this chamber, it has not been
the practice of the Catholic minority here to
enter on a debate on the merits of such
bills. They as a rule-and I am not aware
that there had been a departure from that
rule-have affectedonly those belonging tothe
several denominations of Christians who be-
leve in divorce, and who consider that the
niarriage bond is only a contract which can
le dissolved by the Parliament of Canada.
So long as divorces were limited to those
who differ from us in religiousbelief, it was
Proper and right that we should, as far as
practicable, abstain from interfering in the
Passage of those bills, except to mark our
silent dissent. They were usually allowed to
go on a division, but when a new departure
takes place and the fathers and mothers of
2000,000 of the people of this country
are told that the Parliament of Canada is
superior in spiritual matters to the eccle-
siastical laws of their church, and that for
cause shown and on compliance with the
conditions that are required by a Divorce
eonImittee that is deputed to inquire into the
question, they can obtain divorces, it be-
comues then a very grave question whether
the attention of this Parliament ought not
to be called to a departure that is new and

.'le that is not warranted under our consti-
tuton. During the years that elapsed be-

en 1841 and 1866 under the union
eween UJpper and Lower Canada there is
Instance where a divorce bill was passed

t1 aour of Catholics, nor since confedera-
to don to the present time am I awareat a bill affecting Catholics has beenbefore Parliament. It is just possible that
O or other of the parties may have be-
1 nged to the Roman Catholic Church. If
elher of them did, the attention of Parlia-
let fas not called to it, and I was not

hYelf aware of the fact ; otherwise it would
have been challenged on the very first occa-

o that a bill of that nature was presented
con ur consideration. At the time of

Oterederation this question of divorce en-
te l aargely into the debates that preceded
CathocePtance of the terms of union and the
anu ies of this country were especially

'ighta that what might be called the
and ni and privileges which they enjoyed,
prl Ore particularly those belonging to the

or in e Of Quebec, should not be disturbednuterfered with. During the time of the25bonOf Upper and Lower Canada there

were no fears on that ground, because the re-
presentatives of Lower Canada were equal
in number with those from Upper Can-
ada, and many of those representatives,
though they belonged to other denominations
and were Protestants in faith, yet they in-
variably voted in the House to preserve the
rights and privileges of the Roman Catho-
lics of the province of Quebec. They were
always loyal to those terms upon which the
union was really based, and at the time of
confederation when it was suggested that
there should be divorce courts, the majority
in Parliament were opposed to that, and I
am very glad to say that a considerable
number outside of the Catholic Church,
more particularly in the Church of England
and especially that portion of it that is
known as High Church, are quite as much
opposed to divorce as members of the
Catholic Church. However, when the
question came up, as it did on several occa-
sions, during the debates on confederation,
those who were expounding the terns upon
which confederation was being accomplished
invariably laid down the principle that the
rights of the minority, in reference to this
question of divorce, would be religiously
observed and protected. Sir Etienne
Taché was then Premier, and in the very
first speech that he made he referred to this
subject. He first discusses the question of
representation according to population and
the effects of it, and he adds :

If a federal union were obtained it would be
tantamount to a separation of the provinces, and
Lower Canada would thereby preerve its auton-
omy together with all the institutions it held so
dear, and over which they could exercise the
watchfulness and surveillance necessary to preserve
them unimpaired. (The hon. member repeated
this portion of bis speech in French, for the ex-
press purpose of conveying bis meaning in the
clearest and niost forcible manner to his fellow-
members for Lower Canada, who would not have
apprehended so well the English.)

I might say that the law at that time-
not only the ecclesiastical law which was
guaranteed to the people of Lower Canada
nearly 150 years ago but also the civil law-
regarded marriage as indissoluble. The
law was then the same as it is to-day. I
read now from the latest edition of the Code
of Lower Canada, the edition of 1890,
chapter 7, on the dissolution of marriage.
It is clause 185, and is as follows:

Marriage can only be dissolved by the natural
death of one of the parties. While both live it is
indissoluble.
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Now this Senate proposes to repeal the I position of being a very easy divorce court
Civil Code of Lower Canada by passing this for the granting of divorces which probably
bill. It is proposed to set aside the ecclesi- the courts would not even grant-that
astical authority, which has prevailed in everything is made smooth and pleasant,
Lower Canada since it was guaranteed by and that divorces now in the last
the Crown up to the present time, and also few years go through without question.
to set aside and repeal the Civil Code of 1 The condition is simply that of adultery-a
Lower Canada which has been guaranteed very easy one to have fulfilled when man and
over and over again. Continuing the refer- wife agree to sever the marriage tie. Each
ences to the confederation debates, in con- finds somebody else, wife or husband, who is
firmation of what I have stated that up to better suited to give matrimonial bliss and
the time of confederation and between the the performance of the condition required
union of the two provinces there had been by the Senate is not very difficut-it is a
no divorce granted to a Catholic, I quote secondary and easy one to accomplish, and
from a speech made by the late Sir A. A. so both parties are made free, although on
Dorion, in which he says: the face of our Act we say that the party

It is said that at present (that is as things existed that is the least guihty only shail be per-
just before the union) no Catholic could obtain a mitted to marry. But we know that the
divorce either in the present House or in the local effect of that is perfecthy nugatory, that the
legisiatuire under cowfederation. one is as much relieved as the other. This

Then Sir Hector Langevin, wbo was Madame Diion, I see by a report of the pro-
Solicitor General for Lower Canada in the ceedings in a letter produced from ber, says
Government, folbows. The Government that she is hooking anxioushy for the passage
were charged by the Opposition, led hargely of this divorce Bih in order that she ma be
by Mr. Geoffrion, now a member of the able to drop te naine of Dillon and assume
other buse, and by the late Sir A. A. the name of the Count deVilleneuve. She
Dorion, that the effeet of the clause as intro- goes to Paris where she inds a great many
duced in the British North America Act more in a position similar to hers. Paris
migt be toe lead to the conclusion that Par- probably has more divorced people than any

iament would grant divorces to Catoics. other centre in the worhd. There was a
They were assured that the divorce law tue-I forget the particular year, but 
would be more strict in the future--that it have it in my notes-when the number of
was not contemplated to establish divorce divorces in Paris was greaterthan the number
courts and that Partiament would not enact of marriages. Since that time they have
any aw on the subject but would reserve to calhed a ha t to some extent. Even in
itsef the privilege and right of saying France they were somewhat shocked at die
whben a divorce shoud be granted. Hon. resuht, but what bas it led to? Do we not
gentlemen are aware that we have neyer know that Paris in 100 years would lose its
legislated on the subject of divorce. The population if it were not renewed fro the
whole authority for the profeedings which country districts? They do not have cild
controls and reguhates our divorce cases is ren. There is a scientifi way, apparentY
in the two words in the British North now of gratifying the husts of the flesh aWd
America Act, "1marriage and divorce," God's ordinances are set aside and man 15
which belong to tbe Federal Parhiament. contributing his share in order to enable
We have never acted on that power by for- that to be more easily accomplished. But
mulating any haw directing or controlling arn diverging fromn my argument.
how divorces should be granted. I bave
abundance of testimeny from leading lawyers lIon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-1Do
in this House wo at various times have the French courts grant a separation or 
acknowedged and conceded that there is no divorce ?
guide or regulation with reference to divorce
-that we are not guided by precedents in Hon. Mr. SCOTT-A divorce. TeY
the pastthat each case s one for special con- comt. enced in 1796 and the flrst six moilth
sideration, that it i purely a question of there were 6,000 divorces granted. It oWns
public poicy. I a sorry to say that we found that the divorces were exceeding tue

ave on since departed from those nes marriages and a change was made, but the
and that tHis bouse is drifting mnto th reeult bas been where divorces are gr&Itd
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that the number has depended entirely
on the facilities granted. The figures
are conclusive in every country. They are
doubling up in Canada. In confirmation of
this statement I have a list of the divorces
granted since confederation. I have not
taken the trouble to go into it before con-
federation because divorce was then so very
rare. It was not a prerogative that the
Parliament of old Canada cared to exercise.
]Difficulties were thrown in the way. The
Governor General was not perinitted to
grant his assent-each case had to go before
lier Majesty the Queen and be passed upon,
and so parties rarely applied. The record of
divorces since confederation is as follows:-

1867 ..... ........ None.
1868 ..... ........ 1

1.. None.
187. do
1873 ........... 1 do

18 ........... .. None.
1876 . .. ..... 11876........... None.

1878..... ...... do
1879 .............. n.

......... None.

1881 ..... ..... .None.
1882 ..... ........ do
1883 .... ........ do
1884.... ......... do
1885 ..... ........ 5
1886 ......... .... 1
1887 ..... ....... 5
1888 .. . ........ 3
1889 .............. 4
1890 .... ........ 2
1891 .............. 4
1892..... ........ 5
1893.... .......... 7
1894 .............. 6

ln 1876 and 1877, we had the Campbell
divorce case. We discussed that bill for
two years, and finally threw it out. There
Was a desire on the part of some gentlemen
to have a restricted separation, and finally
the bill was thrown out.

lon. Mr READ (Quinté)-We passed a
bill, and fixed the amount of alimony.

lon. Mr. SCOTT-In the first eleven
Years of confederation, we had just four
divorce cases. Last year we had seven.
That shows precisely what we are coming to.
I think there is a sermon in that. It does
fot require any comments upon it-it must
strike every hon. gentleman as a very grave
and serious matter. In the first eighteen
years of confederation, we had only nine
divorces, but the publicity given to divorce
Oae8-their being commented on in the
Press and read in every house in the land-
naturally prompted the suggestion that
divorce may be obtained, and then, as I
aid before, apparently of recent years

th"' as proved a very cheap and easy way
Of obtaining divorces. In the last ten years,
there haVe been forty-two cases. In the

ly years of our history, there was no
25J

divorce committee. It was not struck as
the ordinary committees are. Now it is
one of our regular committees. A few years
ago it was an unusual committee-it was
only struck when a case arose ; now we ex-
pect divorces, and we invite them, in fact,
by the policy that we have adopted. We
have desired that the question of reser-
vation for the sanction of the home authori-
ties should be removed in order that the
Governor General might more promptly
relieve the parties here by giving his signa-
ture to each bill, and so it has been con-
ceded, and a divorce in Canada is an easy
inatter. Sir Hector Langevin discussing
this question, said :

It means that a marriage contracted in no matter
what part of the confederacy, will be valid in
Lower Canada, if contracted according to the laws
of the country in which it takes places ; but also,
when a marriage is contracted in any province con-
trary to its laws, although in conformity with the
laws of another province, it will not be considered
valid. Let us now examine the question of divorce.
We do not intend either to establish or to recog-
nize a new ri ht; we do not mean to admit a thing
to which we have constantly refused to assent, but
at the conference the question arose, which legis-
lature should exercise the different powers which
already exist in the constitutions of the different
provinces. Now among these powers which have
been already and frequently exercised defacto, is
this of divorce. As a member of the conference,
withouvadmitting or creating any new right in
this behalf, and while declaring, as I now do, that
as Catholics we acknowledge no power of divorce,
I found that we were to decide in what legislative
body the authority should be lodged which we found
in our constitutions. After mature consideration,
we resolved to leave it in the central legislature,
thinking thereby to increase the difficulty of a pro-
cedure which is at present so easy. We thought
then, as we think still, that in this we took the most
prudent course. Just so in a question of divorce;
the case is exactly analogous. We found this power
existing in the constitutionof the differentprovinces,
and not being able to get rid of it, we wished to
banish it as far from us as possible. One thing it
would be vain to deny, namely, that although we,
as Catholics, do not admit the liberty of divorce,
although we hold the marriage bond to be indisso-
luble, yet there are cases in which we both admit
and re uire the annulling of the marriage tie-in
cases, for instance, where a marriage has been con-
tracted within the prohibited degree without the
necessary dispensation. An instance of this occurred
very recently. A few months since, an individual
belonging to my county, who had married a young
girl of a neighbouring parish, without being aware
at the time of his marriage of the relationship
which existed between him and his wife, found out
several months afterwards that they were related
in such a degree that they required a dispensation
from the bishop. That dispensation had not been
obtained. He spoke of it to his wife, who refused
to apply for a dispensation, as a step towards the
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legal celebration of their marriage. It became j
necessary, therefore, to have the marriage annulled.
The affair was brought before the ecclesiastical
court, and after a minute investigation, the dioce-
san bishop gave judgment, declaring the marriage
null in a canonical sense. Regarding it in a civil
point of view, the narriage was still valid until it
should have been declaret null by a civil tribunal.
It became necessary, therefore, to carry the case
before the Superior Court, and my hon. friend, the
memuber for Bruce, who took the case in hand with
his usual zeal and legal address, obtained from the
court, after a suitable inquiry, a judgment declar-
ing the marriage null in a civil sense, and ordering
that it should be registered as such in all places
where it sbould be needed. If this affair had oc-
curred in Upper Canada, what recourse would the
parties have had ? The parties being Catholics,
the case would have been brought before the
bishop, who would also have declared the inarriage
null after suitable inquiry ; but the case would not
have had the same conclusion in the civil court,
particularly had it depended on certain impedi-
ments which have force in Lower Canada, but none
in Upper Canada. It would have been necessary
to go to Parliainent to pray for an Act which in a
Catholic point of view, would be a mere decree of
separation, but .vhich the Parlianeut would have
termed an act of divorce. This power to grant a
separation is therefore necessarily vested in the
parlianent, by whatever nane such a separation
may be designated, and we are not to be reproach-
ed for the interpretation which others may give to
such name, different from that which we assign to
it. I thought it right to inake myself understood
on this point, because I do not choose that people
should be able to say we are afraid of explaining
our position with regard to the question of divorce
and marriage, and I believe that 1 have shown that
our position is consistent with our religions laws
and our principles as Catbolics.

If they considered divorce easy in those
days, what would they think of it now. Mr.
Geoffrion in his speech quotes from Sir
Etienne Taché in which the latter lays it
down that if we obtain a federal union it
would be equivalent to a disunion of the
provinces and continues:

If it be true that a Catholic cannot adopt the
principle of divorce, and if we are in conscience
bound to oppose it in our capacity as legislators, by
v'oting against every measure tending to sanction
it, I ask how we can vote for a resolution purport-
ing to vest in the federal legislature the power of
legislating on the subject.

Some hon. gentlemen seem to think that
we are governed by some principle which
has been laid down in the past in reference
to this question of divorce. What I main-
tain is this, that every case which comes be-
fore us is one to be considered purely in the
light of public policy-is it in the best in-
terests of the whole community that this
divorce should be granted I That is really
the important question. We have to-day,

in the consideration of this case, to say
whether we are going to shock the sensi-
bilities of 2,000,000 people of this country
-whether we are going to say to the people
of the province of Quebec that we are going
to set aside the Civil Code of Lower Canada
in this case, and for what and for whom?
For a worthless woman who has gone across
the Atlantic to live with a divorced man-
for I understand that this man is also
divorced.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-He wants a divorce.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He has a wife; I do
not think that that improves the situation.
He probably will get a divorce when he goes
to Paris. This divorce will help Mrs.
Dillon. Whether the petitioner will avail
himself of this divorce to marry again I can-
not say, but I think not. I asked his father
why the petitioner sought permission to
marry again. I said : "Do you think that
is proper and right?" He very frankly
said: " No, and he has no intention of
marrying again." " Then," I said, " why
introduce a clause of that kind when be be-
lieves himself that he ought not to be per-
mitted to marry? " Here I am reminded
that the committee declined to ask that very
question, which I think was exceedingly
wrong. This House is entitled to know
every possible incident and fact.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C )-What ques-
tion do you refer to ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The question whether
the granting of a divorce would justify his
marryng again.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-That question
was not ask ed.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.\-I never
heard any such question asked in the coin-
mittee.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Not in those
words, but to that effect.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I thought I had seen it
somewhere. However, I was going to ob-
serve that this House was rather drifting
away from the true policy which ought to
govern it when these questions of divorce
came up. Some hon. gentlemen who have
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lot been long in this House seem to think
that there are some guiding precedents
whicl ought to prevail in all those cases. I
say each case is dependent entirely on the
circumstances surrounding itself, and it be-
Comes purely a matter of public policy whe-
ther itisbestin the interest of the community,
having regard to al] the far-reaching conse-
quences of a divorce,thatit should be granted.
REecollect, as I said before, that granting one
divorce means a multiplication of applica-
tions for divorces. It means the prompting
of men and women, who are now bearing
With each other's frailties and who are
endeavouring to live together in God's
holy ordinance of matrimony, to seek oppor
tunities of getting more suitable mates
Outside. I am sorry that the hon.
senator from Barrie is not in his place, as
he in former years gave a good deal of
study to this subject and had laid down some
very sensible principles to govern the conduct
of those cases. In the discussion of the
Susan Ash case, this question arose-how
far it was a matter of purely public policy,
Ole entirely independent of courts both in
England and in other lands, and whether the
Parliament of Canada had for its guide any-
thing but its own mere judgment of the
case. It was conceded by several gentlemen
who took part in that debate that Parlia-
'ient was supreme and was governed by norules or precedents. I had laid down that
Principle very strongly and Mr. Gowan quot-
ing f rom me said :

MY hon. friend from Ottawa took, in a great
1easure the ground fromt under my feet in the re-

inarks hichIintended to offer. The power exer-
rsed by the Parliament of this country entirely
A upon a single clause of the British North
Aneric Act, and that clause delegates to Parlia-
lent the power of dealing with marriage andtivorce. That is the sole foundation upon whichtbis inquiry is based.

The decision of the courts may be right underthi circumstances of the particular case, but I gothi length and say that we are not bound by theadeisions of the Supreie Court in matters of divorce
hnd 1 quite agree with my hon. friend fron Ottawa

'ilen e says that Parliament is supreme in dealing"ith cases of this kind.

Then in the Tudor case, Mr. GowanBaaid:

To sever the sacred tie of marriage is a serious
casand the most careful consideration of each
ofth incuibent upon us all. Not merely because(artue operation u pon the niarriage sta(us of thePQ'tieEp concerned-[, but because Parliament, unlike

a court of justice, is not tied by fixed liniits, but
may bring in view considerations of expediency or
public ad vantage when inaking a law ; nay, and I
think should, have in regard the effect in relation
to morals and the well-being of society.

It cannot be contended, however, that the
judgment could bind Parliament, whether for or
against the petitioner, or in any way control its
action in finding up the facts or granting relief.
The court below had no power touching divorce;
that belongs under the constitution to Parliament.

The case between the parties to the bill was be-
fore a court with a specially limited jurisdiction-
séparation de corps-and limited in respect to
matrimonial offences specified. A court limited
as to relief and otherwise.

It is not so in respect to bills of divorce before
Parliament. In all such cases, Parliament, to use
the words of Lord Brougham, " is engaged in mak-
ing a law," and as Lord Thurlow said in the
Addison case, " governing ourselves by the exer-
cise of our own wisdom and discretion."

The Senate, as constituent of Parliament, is pos-
sessed of this case, and Parliairient, I maintain in
passing a law touching the ftatus of the parties, is
not limited or restrained-any law it may deem in
the interests of morals, and the good order of
society. In this, therefore, it differs from the
ordinary tribunals.

Those views have been shared, on many
occasions, by many leading members of this
Chamber.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The leader of
this House took the same view.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, Sir John Abbott's
opinion is to be found in " Gemmill on
Divorce." Coming to this particular case,
it would appear from the evidence that the
petitioner and his wife were, I presume,born
in the city of Montreal, that thev were
Catholics, that the banns of marriage were
duly proclaimed in one of the Cathohc
churches in Montreal, and that th-ey were
married with a good deal of ceremony,
apparently, from the number of witnesses,
by a Catholic priest in the year 1883.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-There was
not a word said about them being Catholics
-onlythat they were marriedin Notre Dame
Cathedral.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The question
was asked by me.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think it
ought to be necessary for me to go into that
question. It is a matter of notoriety and
I am sorry indeed that such tender sensibil-
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ity was exhibited by members of the com-
mittee to blind this House as to incidents
which were most important and on which
many members of this House feel very
keenly. Did the committee suppose that
they were going to throw a paladium of pro-
tection over the guilty pair, or this guilty
woman-that this House was to be kept in
ignorance of important facts? It was too
shallow to attempt to base an argument
upon, and I am surprised that any hon.
gentleman should challenge the fact of their
being Catholics. I was certainly entertained
by the line taken by some hon. gentlemen
in defending the proposition that they should
be treated so gingerly that even the rules
laid down in the law of evidence were not
to be observed. This gentleman who ap-
peared before the committee was told not to
answer certain questions which J consider
most important. Surely Parliament is en-
titled to the fullest inquiry in matters of
this kind. Is it not important to the peace
and happiness of the people of this country?
Are the feelings of 2,000,000 of the people
of this country to be shocked by an exhibi-
tion of that kind on the part of a committee
of members of this House who attempt to
shield guilty parties? 1 say, and J say it
unchallenged, that they were Catholics born,
Catholics brought up, and that they profess
to be Catholics to-day; that they were mar-
ried in a Catholic church, and apparently
with a good deal of cerenony from exhibit
No. 1 that I see before me. They were
married in 1883, and it appears they lived
together for some vears and had two chil-
dren. Then the petitioner took his wife to
Paris. The following questions and answers
I take from the report:

Q. Was the intention of separating thought of
by you before you went to Paris?-A. I suppose it
was contemplated on my part. I had not forrred
any definite plans.

Q. You say you had no definite plans forned
when you went to Paris ?-A. No.

Q. You went with her to Paris ?-A. I went
with her to Paris.

Q. As man and wife ?-Yes.
Q. And up to the time of your arrival in Paris

you lived as man and wife ?-A. Yes.
Q. You say you had contemplated leaving her ?

-A. I suppose I had thought of it.
Q. Was she aware before you left this country

that you had any such contemplation ?-A. I am
not aware whether she was.

Q. Had you cause at that time that you consid-
ered warranted a separation ?-A. Our life had
been a very unpleasant one for two or three years
before.

Q. What was the cause of that ?--A. I have
stated the cause.

Q. Want of affinity-discord was it ?-A. In-
conipatibility and extravagance.

Q. When had you first cause to impugn her
fidelity to you as your wife ?-A. Last September.

They went to Paris seven years ago ; that
would be about six years after he had de-
serted this woman in Paris. Six years after
the separation she is charged with having
committed adultery, and it is on that charge
of adultery that he comes to this House and
asks Parliament for a divorce. Now I main-
tain that there is evidence from the petition-
er's own mouth that he took this woman to
probably the worst place in the world, the
city of Paris, where he left her. There had
been no quarrel between them that would
in any way warrant a separation before this.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-He left her with
her father.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, but her place
was ini her own home looking after her
children. When a husband chooses to take
his wife off to a distant place and set her
down in a society that is not very well
suited for a light woman who might be
tempted to commit frivolities, or something
worse, he leaves her in the way of tempta-
tion. I say Paris was the very last place to
which he ought to have taken her. It was
his duty to make his home more pleasant
and agreeable to her and not to lead her
away to the most dissolute capital in the
world.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Would Chicago
have been better?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know that it
could be worse than Paris. In this connec-
tion I would refer hon. gentlemen to the case
of Yateman vs. Yateman which is reported
in 2 Probate and Matrimonial Cases, page
187. It depends entirely on whether he was
justified in leaving ber in Paris. That be-
comes really the pertinent question. This
case I have cited is in some particulars not
dissimilar to the one we are now considering.
The parties were married in 1852 and lived
together until 1856, about the same length
of time that Dillon and his wife did, and in
1856 the petitioner took the respondent tO
Germany and there separated from her under
circumstances which, in the opinion of the
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court, constituted desertion. He left her
there and five or six years after applied for a
divorce on the ground that at some time long
after the desertion she had committed adul-
te-ry. The adultery was admitted-there was
n0 question about that-and the judgment
Of the court was that he had contributed to
her adultery and was not entitled toa divorce.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-In that
case did he leave her penniless in Germany?

'iOn. Mr. SCOTT -I do not really know
Whether he did or not. I do not think it is
a "iportant element at all.

lion. Mr. McINNES(B.C.)-In the case
before us the wife was left with her father,
and in addition to that Dillon allowed her
$0 a month, besides a private income she
had.

lon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think that
that is important at all. If we were gov-
erned in this case by precedent and by the
laws of England, presumably this would be
a pretty strong case against the petitioner.

nt the question for us to consider is
Whether we think it is politic, whether it is
'i' the best interests of this country.

on. Mr. POWER-The husband did
support his wife in the case to which the
hon. gentleman has referred.

lon. Mr SCOTT-I did not know
whether he had or not. It only makes thecases even more parallel than I supposed
they were. I presume this Parliament will
have SorIne regard for the views and feelings
tf 2 000,000 cpeople who live in this coun-
ry, and they will, at least, not strain a

Int in interpreting the rule that ought to
Ollowed in cases of this kind.

lion. Mr. DEVER-Do you believe that
those people are Catholics ?

lion. Mr. SCOTT-Certainly they are.

honour here that they will both answer that
they are Catholics. And what do you pro-
pose to do? To create a crisis in our history
by granting a divorce of this kind. As-
suming that you grant this divorce, and the
petitioner marries again under this bill, and
that he is excommunicated by the Arch-
bishop of Montreal, what follows? An
action in the court. He pleads that the
Parliament of Canada is superior to the
ecclesiastical law that prevails in Lower
Canada, and that the Parliament of Canada
granted a divorce. Do you think that is a
happy condition of things?

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I think it
is a correct thing.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am very sorry that
we have that condition of things; that we
have an hon. gentleman who is willing to
offend the sensitiveness of a large portion of
the people of Canada by taking the part of
a miserable wretched woman who is now on
her way across the Atlantic to live with a
man who is not lier husband. The hon.
gentleman would carry that principle so far
as to have no regard at all for the tender
sensibilities of the larger number of his fel-
low-beings. Does the hon. gentleman con-
sider that a wise thing to do? Apart from
any other question, supposing I were to rest
it entirely on that single point, would you
think it proper, or reasonable, or just, that
you should, for the sake of granting a
divorce in this particular case, offend the
whole of the Catholic population of Canada
and of the province of Quebec, more particu-
larly, who are so sensitive on this subject ?
I do not believe you would. Although ny
hon. friend says so now, I do not believe in
his better judgment or reasoning he would
maintain any such view.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-How
many Catholics would care about it ? Not
more than half a dozen.

lion. Mr. DEVER-A man who makes Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I can assure my hon.
an aplicaton hfriend that they will all feel very keenlyan application here for divorce about it, and very many leading Episcopa-

lion. Mr. SCOTT--Yes. ans vill feel keenly about the facility with
which divorces are granted. They recognizo

lion. Mr. DEVER-He cannot be. that there is no greater evil prevailing than

on. Mr SCOTT-Yo ca send 'h a this multiplication of divorces, and heyrtotheco ttann Mr. SCOT I cn au regret that divorces are increasing every day.pledge I have given figures that are most conclusive,
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so far as Canada is concerned. Do you think
it is wise and prudent and in the best
interest of the country to go on multiplying
divorces ? If they increase in the same ratio
that we have seen in the last few years, we
will have 50 cases very soon. Would hon.
gentlemen say that that was a proper state of
society, that so many homes should be broken
up, that so many children should be illegiti-
mate, that the foundations upon which
society is based should be wrecked? Surely
hon. gentlemen who give any attention or
thought to the subject must recognize that
that is a condition which we would all
deplore.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Separation would
produce the same effect.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, because there
would be no right to re-marry.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They have separa-
tion now.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The parties have
already separated. In the first instance
they sought the law of the country, and
obtained a separation, a regular decree,
dated 31st October, 1892. The court
having heard the plaintiff by his advocate,
and considered the proof, adjudged that the
wife had been guilty of adultery on the date
set forth, the judgment is that the plaintiff
shall remain separate from his wife and
shall be given the control of the children.
It practically annuls the niarriage, as far as
separation, but neither party has the right
to narry again.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-It con-
tinues the immorality just the same.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, it does not ; if
this woman were to marry she could be
punished for bigamy, but she could not be
punished for bigamy if you grant the bill in
the shape it is to-day.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-There
would be no marriage, but there would be
immorality just the saine.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Now, I hold in my
hand what is called the minority report.
The following question being put to the
witness by the Hon. Mr. Kaulbach: "Are

you an Irish Roman Catholic? " was objected
to by the Hon. Mr. Lougheed. He moved
that the question be struck out of the evi-
dence as irrelevant to the issue, and it was
struck out. Then the witness was further
asked : " Were you married according to the
rites of the religious denomination to which
you and your wife belonged "I "Or accord-
ing to the rites of the church to which you
and your wife still belongi " " Have you
the same religious faith that you had then ?"
That is the question that some hon. gentle-
man said was not asked. Then the peti-
tioner was asked: " Do you believe in the
validity of a divorce a rinculo granted by this
Parliament?" All these questions were sub-
mitted and not answered. Now, will it be
maintained that it is treating the House
fairly to suppress important inquiries of that
kind i" I say no. In any court of justice
those would be proper questions to be asked.
Under the criminal law, as it passed last
session, those were proper questions. All
parties now, in civil and criminal proceed-
ings, can be put on the stand and sworn
and are obliged to answer. They can be
cross-examined to any degree that may be
necessary. Those were certainly most im-
portant questions, whether the petitioner
believed that the marriage was a sacrament
or only a contract. If the marriage was
only a contract, it could be broken by an
Act of Parliament. Was it not important
that the House should know it? If, on the
contrary, he regarded it as a sacrament of
the church, and thought it wrong to violate
the oath lie had taken at the marriage cere-
mony, ought not the House to be aware of
the facts? Surely we ought to be possessed
of all those facts, and I say it is very unfair
to this House to attempt to suppress evi-
dence of that kind which must of course
come out. You cannot suppress things of
that sort ; it is impossible to do it.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-And questions
put by a member of the committee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, by a member of
the committee who certainly should be pri-
vileged to ask any question he thinks proper.
I never heard of anything so inconsistent and
arbitrary. In a court of justice those ques-
tions would have been perfectly proper.
When a man comes up to swear on the Book
have you not the right to ask him whether he
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is a Jew or Gentile? Now is this not a per-
tinent question?

Ha-e you been faithful to your marriage vows,as far as adultery is concerned, up to the time you in-
stituted proceedings for this divorce?

The question was objected to by the Hon.
Mr. McKay. The following answer was
iade by the witness :

I decline to answer on the advice of counsel.

Ought not the petitioner to cone into this
courtof Parliament with clean hands? Do we
propose to grant a divorce 'to a man who
nught be already an adulterer? I think it
was very unfortunate that this question was
'lot answered. I should hope that it could
be answered that le had not committed
adultery ; and I think it is only fair to the
petitioner that he should have been request-
ed to give an answer. We are now left indoubt ; everybody who reads the proceed-
in1gs is left in doubt. Naturally many per-
sonls formed an opinion that was not just or
correct about so important a fact as coming
tO Parliament and asking for divorce when
the petitioner may or may not have com-
']itted adultery himself. Certainly if he
did ve ought not to grant a divorce. From
he standpoint even of those who favour
ivorce, the petition should not be granted.

Yet the committee, for some reason or other,
suppressed all those questions. I think it is
eleedinglv improper and is not fulfilling theduties of the committee or the conditions on
Which those papers were referred to them.
Cat- gentlemen, I suppose, know what the
datholic doctrine is. It is as old as the
days of Adam, when God formed Eve out oftdaim, and when one became flesh of the
other: and it is mentioned in the Christian
ipensation in a variety of texts. Hon.
ntlemen may laugh, and smile, and sneer

Cht, but I presume we all profess theCristian religion, and all have belief in the
Wea T estament. I have under my hands
Which kown as King James's Testament,påieh believe is the accepted authority,

oci lShed by the British and Foreign Bible
theey, in which the views of Catholics and
pe lews of a very considerable number of
Persatefnot Catholics, are very clearly
efaleiitd I presume hon. gentlemen are
vailiar with the verses as they appear in a
hich thof Plces in the New Testament, in

laid dse law i distinctly and emphatically
down. For this shall a man leave his

father and mother and cleave to his wife
and they twain shall be one flesh." And
then " they are no more twain but one
flesh." " What therefore God hath joined
together let no man put asunder." And it
is laid down in a variety of places that who-
soever putteth away his wife and marrieth
another, committeth adultery, and who mar-
ries her who is put away commits adultery.
Those passages occur in various places in
Scripture, and there is no place where there
is authority for a person to re-marry. There
is authority to put away the wife, or hus-
band, where either has committed adultery,
but there is no power to re-marry. Now, as
one of the evidences showing the enormous
increase of divorces where facilities are af-
forded, I quoted France a few moments ago,
where it appeared that in seven months, in
1792, six thousand persons in Paris alone
obtained divorce, and in the five years after-
wards there were more divorces than mar-
riages. In the United States in the year
1867, there were 9,637 divorces, and in 1886,
25,505. I have not the figures of the pre-
sent day, but they are in a very largely in-
creasing ratio. While the population only
increased 60 per cent, the divorces increased
167 per cent. One of the consequences which
appear to flow where divorce laws are loose
is that the number of illegitimate children
largely increases. In France they num-
ber seventy-four for each thousand of
those born. In the United States they
number seventy; they seem to keep pace
one with the other. In conclusion, I would
make this remark. I trust if this House is
disposed to pass this bill-which I hope it is
not-that then the clause allowing the pe-
titioner to marry again should be struck
out. If hon. gentlemen have any doubt on
any facts that I have brought under their
notice in reference to the views of the pe-
titioner respecting the power of Parliament
to allow him to re-marry after divorce has
been obtained, it would be proper that this
bill should be sent back to the committee
with instructions to take evidence on that
point. I think it is an important matter,
because if the petitioner were to state that
he does not propose to avail himself of that
provision of this bill, then it either should
not be passed, or a clause should be inserted
that this unfortunate woman should not be
permitted to re-marry. The effect of grant-
ing a bill of that kind is to permit the
guilty party to mnarry just as readily as the
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person who is assumed to be innocent. That
is the effect of the law, and practically we
are, probably, relieving her rather than re-
lieving him.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Some statements
have been made in the course of the debate
that I could not possibly allow to pass un-
challenged. The hon. gentleman from Lun-
enburg yesterday made the extraordinary
assertion that the petitioner in this case was
as much to blame, even more to blame than
the person from whom the divorce was
asked, stating that hehadtaken his wife over
to Paris and deserted her there. He did not
mention that Mr. Dillon had taken his wife
over to her father, who is a man of good
position and wealth in Paris, and left ber
there with him. I do not know what better
he could have done, if they could not get
along together, than to leave her with her
father. Part of the truth being told some-
times has a much worse effect than a state-
ment which is untrue altogether. The bon.
member also stated, and the hon. member
from Ottawa reiterated it, that they never
knew of any Catholic getting a divorce be-
fore. Their meniories must be very short
indeed, because we had one in 1887. The
father of the woman was from Richmond,
she was married in Sherbrooke, and she
came here and obtained a divorce. Then,
last year we had Heward, of Montreal
or St. Johns, who was married to Miss
Coursolle.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS--No, to an English
lady.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Well, to a Roman
Catholic.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS--No, you are mis-
taken. One of the co-respondents was a
Catholic, but he was not the petitioner.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-I must be mistaken

any one tries it he will find that it is exceed-
ingly dear. I do not know anything that
would deter any person from coming to ask
for a divorce so much as having to come be-
fore two bodies like the Senate and the
House of Commons, and the best proof we
have that it has so deterred them is, that
while in other countries divorces are granted
by the thousand or by the twenty-five
thousands-as the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa stated, and I presume it is correct-
in our country we grant one, two, three, five,
six, or perhaps seven each session, in a
population of between five and six millions. I
donot think that that can be considered alarge
number, and I do not think the divorces are
obtained with facility, but the contrary. I
do not know of any way in which you could
grant divorces which would be less objec-
tionable than this. Then referring to Lower
Canada, evidence was taken in the courts
there some year or two ago, and the court
granted a séparation de corps to this Mr.
Dillon, and that is next door to a divorce.
It proves that the Divorce Committee is
right, and I do not like to hear the criticisms
that have been passed upon that committee.
There are able, experienced men upon that
committee, as good men as we have in this
House, conscientious men doing their duty
rightly, and it is a very severe criticism to
pass upon them, but I suppose their reputa-
tion will quite bear anything that bas been
said about them. I do not think in this
House we would have any right toask whether
a man is a Jew or Gentile, Catholic or Pro-
testant, if he is a citizen of Canada, and
comes here asking to be relieved or protected
under the laws of the Dominion, if lie bas
done everything that is legal and brought the
matter properly before the committee. If it
is the law that the divorce should be granted,
I do not see how you can refuse it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is no law that
it should be done ; we have simply the
power if we choose to exercise it.

then, but there is no mistake in the Sher-
brooke case ; and I think there are others Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Well, that power
as well, if I could recollect them. I was is law, and I do not see how it can be re-
rather more anused than anything else at fused to one and granted to another. A
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa talking senator in this House, who is as good a
about the ease, cheapness and facility with Roman Catholic as any one, and a conscien
which divorces are obtained here, comparing tious man, stated that he could not be a
this with other countries. It is the law of good Catholic and ask for divorce. 1 saY
the Dominion that under certain circum- we have nothing to do with that, but.
stances people can obtain a divorce, but if' think it a pity that so much has been sai
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about the committee, and that when
iemarks are made about Mr. Dillon leaving

s wife in Paris, as if he had deserted herthere, the whole truth is not told, that she
was left there with her father who is in a

arst class position, and I fail to see what
better the petitioner could have done.

F 0 . Mr. McINNES
ceedingly sorry that this
bfore the House.

(B.C.)-I am ex-
question has come

1 on. Mr. SCOTT-It mustcome here.
t could not be kept out.

on. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I shall en-
eavour to enlighten the lion. member as to
how it could be kept down and suppressed

4fOe I sit down. The hon. member from
ottawa started with the statement that itthe gynfair, unjust and unreasonable that
the livorce Committee and this Parliament
fhuld offend the sensibilities of two millions

tie Population of this country who
that te, froin what I understood him to say,tathe Church of Rome is superior to theState

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The petitioners were
not Catholics.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-It does not
make one scintilla of difference whether they
are Roman Catholics or Protestants.

Hon. Mr. MASSON-In Lower Canada
it has been decided that the ecclesiastical
authority shall be the law of the land, for
the Catholics at any rate. The Protestants
are not under the control of the ecclesiastical
authorities in Lower Canada.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Am I to-
understand that you have two laws in the
province of Quebec-one for the Catholic
majority and another for the Protestant
minority i

Hon. Mr. MASSON-I know we have
one for the Catholic majority.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-You are
not sure about the other, but has it ever
occurred to the hon. gentleman that it is
possible to change people's religion as well
as their politics ?

Hon. Mr. MASSON-They must, by the
Word Mr. SCOTT-Those were not ny law, give six months' notice of the change.

p"On. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I may say
Plain and unmistakably that I for one will

ot sub,tat to any church being superior tot tate or to the Parliament of Canada. I
"8 tolerant as any hon. gentleman in this

feeli would refrain from hurting the
no rgs or sensibilities of any religious de-

,andation, be it small or great, but I de-
is wh equal justice and fair-play to all. That
hon. I expressed my dissent when the
churcgentleman from Ottawa placed the
Thaneh ahead of Parliament, or of the state.
Thank thoodness we are living in a countryihse the people are free, where Parliament

by reme, where the civil rights are enjoyed
a voice k as long as I live and have

genl 1 Will uphold those rights. The hon.
of elan then stated that if the Parliament

an ada passed this bill they would be
of theig to a certain extent the civil code
very Province of Quebec. If so I shall be
had inch surprised, inasmuch as we have
Vi great number of cases from that pro-

e betore us, and in every instance, as far
aPiie emory serves me at present, the

was granted.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Of their
intention to change their religion ?

Hon. Mr. MASSON-That is, as to the
legal authority.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-The point I
wish to make in this connection is this : that
although Dillon and his wife were undoubted-
ly Roman Catholics when they were married,
and were married by a Catholic priest and
under the rites of the Roman Catholic
church, they cannot be very good members
of the church, if they are Roman Catholics
at all, at the present time. As I understand
it, a person who comes to the Parliament of
Canada for a divorce cannot be considered
a member of the Roman Catholic Church.
Does the doctrine prevail, once a Roman
Catholic a Roman Catholic for ever ? The
doctrine prevailed at one time in Britain
that once a British subject always a British
subject. I think it is just possible that Ro-
man Catholics, like Protestants, sometimes
change their religion, and I do not believe
that there is any law in the province of
Quebec to prevent them doing so. I hope
there is not and it is presumptive evidence,
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on the very face of it, that the petitioner marriage vow, the petitioner should have
coming here for a divorce is not a member the relief that this Parliament can grant, if
of the Roman Catholic Church to-day. bis case were proven satisfactorily to the

comimittee and to this Huse. 1 regret very
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Or of much indeed that a man must waive his

any other church. judgment and suppress bis feelings to pander
to this, that and the other influence, or t

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Probably avoid irritating the sensibilities of some hon.
not a member of any church. gentlemen. I have neyer done it, and 1

neyer shahl do it. As long as I arn a meIJI
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Why was not ber of the committee I shah endeavour tO

the question answered? ascertain ah the facts essential to a thorough
investigation of each case, and as far as re-

Hon. Mr. McINNES(B.C.)-Iwillinform ligion is concerned, I daim that the issue
the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg why ought neyer to have been raised.
the question was not answered, and why he
was requested not to answer. In the first Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-How is it tht
place it was an irrelevant question. even since this case was before the Com

mittee, in the Piper case, these question
Hon. iMr. SCOTT-No, it was not. were put: IlIn which cburch were you miar-

ried? Under what church rites ?" WhY
Hon. Mr. McINNES (B C.)-The hon. in one case is it proper to put such question

gentleinanfrom Ottawaappearstocunderstand and in the other case it is improper?
the proceedings in the Divorce Committee.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)-What better
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-g understand what the evidence coukI the committee have than the

law of the land i5. certiied copy of the priest that married de
parties That vas before the commitret

Hon. Mr. McINNES(B.C.)-Jbowtothat; and what was the necessity of taking UP
but I have heen a iember of that Divorce time in eliciting a fact which was alrseadY
Comnittee for the last thirteen years, with'before it in the certified copy of the nrairisge
the exception of tHree years, and neyer yet certificate? That is my answer to the ot»
have I heard thiose questions asked a gentleman. The marriage must be provedu
petitioner in that committee; and 1 cha- By whoin were you i arried-was it by
henge the hon. member from Lunenburg, or Protestant or a Roman Cathoic clergyilua
any other member of the present committee, -that is admissible, but when a Whmay
or any hon. gentleman who bas been a rights were to depend on his faith, whethe
member of a divorce committee during those he was a Protestant or a Roman CatholiCy
thirteen years, to point to a single case where an atheist or anyting you please I claio
those irrelevant questions were asked. As that it should neyer e taken into consider
I have always understood the business of ation, and it bas not been, O

that committee since I have been a member far as am aware, in any comittee
of it, it is a select committee to ascertain that 1 have been on.
facts-to see that the facts aaleged in the
petition were proven, and if they were Hon. Mr. KAtaLBACH-This is 
proven to report the facts to the bouse first case of the kind.
and het this bouse pass judgment upon
the case. l a aim that the question of Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The frst cae under
religion should neyer enter into the con- our consitution that I have ever discoved*
sideration of that committee. I care not have neyer known of a case and neer

whether the petitioners be Protestants or heard of a case, nor bas anybody else that

Roman Catholics, Confucians or Moham- have conversed with, in which 
medans, whether they were married by a were concerned. I gave the evidence
Roman Catholic clergyman or by a captain it neyer had been in od Canada and uas noe
of the Salvation Army, as long as the mar contemplated even in the Parhiament of the
hage was acknowledged to be hegal i this Dooninion of Canada. I think I bave give

land, and there was a violation of that pretty positive evidence on that point.
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lon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-The hon.
gentleman from Ottawa also referred to the b
fact that during the first 18 years of con- t
ederation only some nine or ten divorces c

"ere granted in this Parliament. I was c
Unâder the impression that there were more,
but I take the figures lie has given. The
Sluetion may be asked, and very properly t
Put-.why were there not more applications
for divorce in this House? I will answer it

and I think there is only one answer that s
be given. The applications were few

ocause of the very great expense of coming s
a this Parliament. In fact the unwritten

of this Parliament at the present time
ri that divorce is only for rich men andr ch Gmen, those who have means and can ct ord tO come here and get relief. I ven-tiro to

re to say if the number of divorces granted
f adians during those first eighteen years 1

eOnfederation could all be got at, you 1
h d find that they mount up into the i
ce reds. Where did they get their divor- e

O rThey simply slipped across the line to s
ad« orkç, Illinois, Michigan or some of the t

SnIng states and there they got divorced.
ve the very case that we have before us, I
theture to say if this Parliament will deny t

Oth ae of the petition, it will not ho six
u th until the petitioner gets a divorce on

die otr side of the line and he will be a
V aed hI1an. Hon. gentlemen say no, but

f that opinion.

" Mr. POWER.-That is not recogniz-

ge o. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)-The hon.
that ent1an from Halifax knows better than
try.' The committee was also charged with
tvilng to deceive the House and suppressdence.

onMr. KAJLBACl-Hear ! hear !

ber oMr. MCINNES (B. C.)-As amem-
the that committee I emphatically deny
elicit ement. Every thing essential to
Was br acts in connection with this case
to bd Ought out as well as it was possible

ng it out before that committee.

ti 011 . Mr. SCOTT-Was it a proper ques-
ad lO ask him1 whether he had çommitted

ry before applying for a divorce ?

la an Mr. MCINNES (B. C.)-I say 'it
' ti 'proper question, and for this reason

-that I know of no case that has ever come
efore a divorce committee in the last thir-
een years in which that question was put. I
hallenge any man in this House to show a
ase of this kind.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Then they neglected
heir duty.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-There was no occa-
ion to put the question, perhaps.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I under-
tand that even in a court of justice a witness
s not asked to criminate himself.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Look at the
riminal law of last year.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I am not a
awyer, but I am speaking now from my
nowledge of questions which have been put

n the committee, and I think every member,
ien the hon. member from Lunenburg him-
elf, must acknowledge that it is the first
ime that such a question has ever been put.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I will not say
hat.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)--The hon.
gentleman cannot contradict it.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--I have not
ooked it up. I do not think it is impor-
tant to know.

Hon. Mr. McINNES(B.C.)-In Gemmill
on Divorce, page 118, I find the following :

In Major Campbell's case on the other hand
Mdrs. Campbell's adultery being fully proved, lier
counsel proposed to open matter of recrinination
against the petitioner, alleging that he had been
iving in a state of incontinence, although not
prior to the date of the adultery charged against
Mrs. Campbell-they were inforned that they could
not be permitted to enter into such matter.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-By whom?

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-The com-
mittee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The law has been
changed since them.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-This was in
the Divorce Committee.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Yes, but we
have adopted the rules of criminal evidence
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and the law of evidence in criminal cases,
and that law provides that a witness is
bound to answer such a question.

Hon. Mr. McINNES(B.C.)-That may be
in a court of law, but I say it is the first time
in the history of a divorce committee for the
last thirteen years-and I believe before
then-that such a question was ever asked
a petitioner.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I shall always
ask it when I think proper.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Several hon.
gentlemen try to make capital out of the fact
that the respondent had been living apart
from her husband for no less than six years.
In my recollection of other cases before our
committee, the average would be four or five
years that the parties had been separated,
and in some cases the separation had
been for eighteen or nineteen years
before application was made for a divorce
and under circumstances a great deal more
trying than the one now before us. When the
question would be asked why did the peti-
tioner not apply sooner for a divorce alimost
invariably the reply would be " We were
not in a position to come and ask Parliament
to grant us relief." In this case, as the
hon. gentleman from Montreal very pro-
perly said, Mrs. Dillon was taken by her
husband to the city of Paris where lier
father, a wealthy gentleman, was living and
was left there with her father. He did not
leave lier without money-he settled an
allowance of $50 a month on lier, and
not only that, but I believe she had a con-
siderable private income of lier own be-
sides. If lie had taken lier there and left
lier in that great city, the wickedness of
which has been so graphically described
here to-day, then I would consider that lie
had contributed very largely towards lier
downfall. While I am on that point I may
say I am one of those who believe that the
man who separates from his wife is guilty
to a considerable extent of contributing
towards ber downfall. I am free to admit
that but in this case it appears that the
husband made every provision that he could
to keep lier out of harm's way.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY-For a living.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Yes,and she
was placed under the guardianship of lier

father. I do not know whether lier mother
was living there at the time or not.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-She is living in Mont-
real.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-If there ever
was a plain case before a Divorce Committee
it is the one under consideration. The respond-
ent becamne utterly abando ned, as was shown
by every witness that was examined there,
the father and the brother of the plaintiff,
the detective and one or two others, ail very
intelligent men and, as I understand it, ail
members of the Roman Catholic Church, too.
The evidence given, especially by the de-
tective, was so revolting that no man could
for a moment condone the offence of the
respondent, as described to the committee.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is no doubt at
ail about that.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-This discus-
sion proves more strongly than anything that
has come before this House for a long tiie
the necessity, the absolute necessity, Of
taking ail divorces out of the hands Of
Parliament and constituting courts Of
divorce, attaching them to some of the
superior courts of the three provinces thait
are without divorce courts. By coming to
Parliament and publishing the evidence and
publishing the facts in the Gazette and i"
the local newspapers and disseminating the
evidence taken before the committee, DIore
injury is done than half a dozen divOrce
courts in each province could do. We ha&ve
a divorce court in British Columbia-e
had it before confederation. They hae
one in Prince Edward Island, one in Nee
Brunswick and one in Nova Scotia. I can
speak particularly for the province of British
Columbia, and I know that we have a case
on an average not oftener than once in three
or four years.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-About
that, and nothing is heard of it.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-You neer
hear a breath about it. The case is condtei
with closed doors, and none of the abOn'-
able and demoralizing evidence which this
House scatters broadcast through the
country ever goes out from the divo'e
court in our province. I believe that the
establishment of divorce courts would haey
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a tendency to lessen the number of applica-
tions for divorce, and it certainly would not
demoralize and degrade the youth of our
Country as the present system is doing.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-As one of
the conmittee responsible for this report,
and possibly a little responsible for the mi-
nlority report, I think I may be allowed to
say a few words upon our action. The
committee is charged with certain duties.
The committee is not omnipotent-it is
governed by certain rules of the House-
and in my opinion cannot exceed its powers.
iNow rule 115 defines the position that I
take and the course that I have taken on
that committee :

If adultery be proved the party from whorn
the divorce is sought may nevertheless be adinitted
to prove condonation, collusion, connivance or
adultery on the part of petitioner.

Now it says that the party from whom
the divorce is sought may do that. It does
flot say that the committee have got to be
the accusers, that they are to fish for
evidence. It goes further and says :

Condonation, collusion or connivance be-
tWeen the parties is always a sufficient ground for
!ejecting a bill of divorce, and shall be inquired
into by the committee.

Then a little further it says

And should the comnittee have reason to sus-
Pect collusion or connivance, and deen it desirable
that fuller inquiry should be made, the same shal
e communicated to the Minister of Justice, that
e nay intervene and oppose the bill should the

Interests of public justice in his opinion call for
Such intervention.

Now, my contention is that it is not the
duty of the committee to be accusers. The
Party from whom the divorce is sought is
the one to bring the evidence of adultery,
afnd not the committee to find it if possible.
That is one of my reasons for objecting to
that question being asked-that it was irre-
levant and not dealing with the matter re-
ferred to us under the rules of the House.
We were not given that privilege, and
therefore I objected to the question beinî
Put. Before confederation I acted as a
'nember of a Divorce Committee, and I musi
say 1 was amazed the first time a divorct
bill came before us at the action taken bj
somne nembers of the House. I did not un
derstand those matters then as I understan
then now. I saw the report of that com

mittee on the Benning case, voted against
by every member holding certain views. I
was green at the business, I suppose, and
did not understand it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They voted against it
on principle.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-Of course
they did, but I did not understand it then
and I was amazed at their action. Lt seemed
that in their judgment the evidence did not
amount to anything.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-I was under
the impression that when any one assumed the
position of a senator, he came to the Upper
House to discharge his duties as a represen-
tative of the people and to do justice to all
who came before him. In the case to which
I have referred, Mr. Benning asked for a
divorce from his wife. He had set apart six
hundred dollars a year for her maintenance
for life. It was proven that she had occupied
the same stateroom on a steamer down the
St. Lawrence with a man, and remained with
him for some days. It was also proved that
she was seen in a house of assignation with
the same man. Everything pointed to
criminality on her part, and when I saw
every member of the House of a particular
faith voting against that bill I was amazed.
I have seen the same action taken ever since
when a vote has been recorded on a divorce
case.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-They
opposed it on principle.

Hon Mr. READ (Quinté)-Yes, I under-
stand that now, but I was green then, and
the action of those gentlemen made a very
strong impression on my mind. We all know
the religious difficulties we had to fight
before confederation. We know how touchy
we were with one another under the old
union of Upper and Lower Canada, when it
used to be a subject of complaint on the part
of the Liberals that the Conservatives always
supported the Roman Catholics in maintain-
ing their religious privileges. In England

b it was the same Conservative element that
supported the Catholics in obtaining the
Emancipation Bill. I remember it well.

. I was quite a boy then. I remember how
d we were criticised in this country for the
. stand we took-we were told by our Liberal
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friends that we were priest-ridden and that
we were greenbacked Orangemen, or some-
thing of that sort. I know that several
Conservatives lost their elections through
voting for Catholic Bills. When confede-
ration was brought about, representatives of
all the original four provinces met in solemn
conclave. There were no reporters present
to take down their remarks. They met to
enact a law that would settle these difli-
culties, and what did thev put in the British
North America Act on the subject of divorce?
That the Dominion Parliament was to have
control of marriage and divorce. Why did
they not say that divorce should not be
granted to Roman Catholics if it was so
intended? If it was not intended that all
Her Majesty's subjects in this country,
irrespective of creed, should have the
saine right to apply for a divorce here,
why was it not put in the British North
America Act that Catholics should not be
granted divorces? I have in my hand a
book which shows there are seventy-seven
religions represented on this continent.
Are we to inquire into the dogmas of all pe-
titioners who profess those various religions ?
I contend that the committee is not bound
to do anything of the kind. Only a few years
ago we had a Jewess applying for a divorce,
and she received that consideration at our
hands to which she was entitled, and the
bill was passed by Parliament to relieve her
from the marriage. I am told by lier father
that she is married now, and happy, in New
York. This is the reason why I objected
to the question being asked about the
petitioner's religion in this case. I con-
sidered it was none of our duty to inquire
into that question, and nothing I have heard
to-day has convinced me that it was our
duty to act otherwise than as we did. As
I understand, in Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick, Prince Edward Island and
British Columbia, Roman Catholics are not
excluded from the divorce courts, and I do
not think they should be excluded here.
Again, it seems to be assumed that a man
that is brought up in any religious faith
must not have an opportunity when he be-
comes of age to change it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-He has a perfect
right to do so.

Hon.Mr. READ(Quinté)-Hehasaperfect
right and we are not to know that these

people have not changed their religion. It is
for the church to deal with them ; it is not a
matter for Parliament. How are they doing
with General Breckenridge in the United
States to-day ? Is he not to be tried by the
Presbyterian Church for his misconduct? It
is for the church to, deal with Dillon's reli-
gion, not for Parliament to do so. If he was
a Hindoo he could claim his rights to come
before this Parliament and if the evidence
was sufficient to grant him relief it would be
our duty to report the preamble proved.
Now it has been said that divorce in this
Parliament is cheap and easy. I pityanybody
who has to go through the ordeal. I think
there is every protection given and that no
injustice will be done to any party. The
notice to be given and the careful scrutiny
all through the proceedings will protect the
interest of the parties and of the public,
and no case can go by default merely. I
once had a bill here and the party did not
get his divorce. I saw he was going to be
beaten before the case was half through. He
told me the lawyers were drawing upon
him every ,other day and if it lasted a little
longer he would be bankrupt. I pity any-
body who is unfortunate enough to have to
come here; the process is far from cheap
and easy. Now are we to establish the
precedent that no Catholic need apply? If
that is what we are to do, when they passed
the British North America Act they ought
to have put a clause in to that effect and
saved us all this trouble. There is nothing
more disagreeable to me than to have to
take this firm stand, but I must hold to my
opinions, and those who are adverse to divorce
must take an equally firm stand against it.
They do not judge the case on its merits.
There can be no doubt that the proof of
the woman's guilt is conclusive in this case.
Then, if the merits of the case warrant the
relief, should we not grant it? We have been
told that the committee showed a desire tO
suppress evidence. I dissent fron that en-
tirely. I admit at once that I disapproved
of the questions which were ruled out, be-
cause the issue that they raised was not
submitted to us. We were not
to deal with the religion of any
persons coming before the committee. All
the members of the committee but one
thought that the question was irrelevant
and had no bearing upon the case. The
other question read by the hon. gentleman,
with the answer to it, showed that that at
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least was not evi lence and should not have
been put. Then again it is assumed that
these people are Roman Catholics. We
know that they were married in a Roman
Catholic church; it is assumed that their
fathers and mothers possibly brought them
Up in the Catholic Church, but I have heard
of proselytism and people changing their
religion. It is no uncommon thing for a
good strict high church clergyman to go over
to the Catholic faith, but you very seldom
hear of a Methodist doin, so. There seems
tO be a frail partition between the High
Church and Roman Catholic Church, and
they go over very easily. I find in a book
here that the number of reverend gentlemen
who have left the Established Church and
joined the Roman Catholic Church is very
large. Supposing any of these gentlemen
carme for a divorce, they would not get it, I
Suppose, since they joined the Church of
lome.

lion. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Supposing
ather Chiniquy came here for a divorce.

Ion. Mr. SCOTT-If he had left the
Catholic Church he would be entitled to it.
We do not interfere with others.

11on. Mr. READ (Quinté)-We have got
to settle this question whether a Roman
Catholic or a Protestant has a right to have
justice administered to him by the Parlia-m:ent of this country. I believe this man
has proven the preamble of the bill, and I
for one arm prepared to vote for it. Of
course I have done so already, and I hope
the mnajority of this House will do so.

1on. Mr. POWER-It is to be regrettedthat the question of the religious creed ofthe parties to this divorce bill has taken up
5o ]luch of the time and attention of theSenate as it has : but that I suppose is what

as naturally to be expected. With respect
tO What has fallen from the hon. gentleman
S'de me, who has just spoken on the sub-

, I try to put myself in the place of
e one else. I put this case : If these

Parties, instead of being Roman Cotholics,
IPpened to be Presbyterians; if it were

Part of the Westminster confession of faith
that narriage was indissoluble; if these
Parties resided in Ontario instead of inQuehee, and if the provincial law of On-

, existing before confederation, and still
26

in force, declared that these parties could
not be divorced : as a member of this
House I should feel that the question
whether the House should give a
divorce to these parties under the circum-
stances, no matter whether adultery was
shown or not, would be one of considerable
importance. Certainly it is a question that
I should be disposed to give a great deal of
consideration to. I do not say that the
House should be precluded from granting
the divorce or passing the bill in that case,
but I submit to hon. gentlemen that there
would be at least some reason to con-
sider the position of things ; that the
feelings of the great majority of the people
of Ontario, supposing them all to be of that
faith, would deserve to be considered and
that consideration should be shown to the
law of that province. The Senate would not
be bound by the doctrines of the Presbyterian
Church, nor by the law of Ontario, but they
would deserve consideration. That is my
point. Now, different members of this
House form different views on the subject.
Some hon. gentlemen think that this ques-
tion of religion and of the laws of the
province from which the parties cone
deserves no consideration whatever. Others
think that that question of religion alone
settles and disposes of the whole mat-
ter. Then there are others who occupy a
position between the two, who think
that some weight should be given to
those circumstances ; and I may say that
for myself I rather occupy that posi-
tion. Having said that much, hon. gentle-
men, I do not propose to deal with this
question of religion or province any further.
Inasmuch as they is a difference of opinion
in the House, and as the views with respect
of the religious aspects of the case have been
put very strongly by hon. gentlemen who
have preceded me, it is not necessary to add
anything further upon that topic. What
has been said by the hon. gentlemen from
Lunenburg, DeLanaudière and Ottawa on
that subject is perfectly true, but as a
member of this House, I think it is on the
whole better to deal with this question
rather as I should be called upon to deal
with it if I were sitting as a judge in a
divorce court and I had the circumstances
of the case before me as we have them here.
Even professing the faith which I do, if I
sat as a judge in a divorce court it would
be my duty, I presume, to decide according



[SENATE]

to the evidence and the law, and I think that
is the better way to look at the case.
Before I undertake to deal with the case in
that way, there is just one observation
which I should like to make, because two
or three hon. gentlemen have animadverted
on the fact that the Roman Catholic mem-
bers of the Senate as a rule oppose divorces.
Now, hon. gentlemen, that is true in one
sense, and in another sense it is not true.
I generally vote against a divorce bill, be-
cause I am not quite clear whether I should
be justified in voting for it, and I do it in
order to save my conscience ; on the other
hand, perhaps I should be justified in voting
for it if the evidence warranted me as a judge
in doing so. That is a question which I do
not care to pronounce upon; but as regards
the practical working of the thing, every
hon. gentleman knows that, as a rule, where
there are two parties before the Senate,
neither of whom belongs to the Roman
Catholic Church, the Catholic miembers of
this body do not interpose dilliculties in the
way of the passing of the measure. This
is the point, that there is no practical diffi-
culty interposed. If a clear case, sufficient
to satisfy a judge, has been made out, the
Catholic members of this body interpose no
difficulties in the way of granting a divorce,
where the parties, as members of their own
denominations, are entitled to relief ; but
when people cone here who are precluded
by the doctrines of their church from get-
ting a divorce, it is a different inatter.
What are the circumstances of this
case ? I am free to admit that when I
heard about this Dillon case-I think before
all the evidence was in-I was under the
impression that the petitioner in this case
was one 'of the most foully wronged men who
had ever lived, and that his wife was one of
the most utterly depraved and incurably
vicious women of whom I had ever heard.
Having read the evidence with a reasonable
amount of care, the impression made upon
my mind by the perusal of that evidence has
been of a totally different character. I am
not going to read the evidence, but I may
state it generally. These people were
married in 1883: they lived together for five
years, apparently in about the same way in
which many married couples live together;
there were three children born of the mar-
riage. It would appear that the disposi-
tions of Dillon and his wife did not
altogether harmonize, but it does not appear

whose fault it was. The fact that they did
not quite suit one another is apparent, or at
any rate it is apparent that Mrs. Dillon did
not suit Mr. Dillon after the lapse of some
years, but it does not appear whose fault
that was. After a lapse of five years
Mr. Dillon causes a separation in Paris;
I think it may be gathered from the
evidence that the separation was at his
instance. He does not allege that there
was any substantial cause at all-simply
that their dispositions were incompatible,
and that his wife was rather extravagant and
did not give as much time to her children as
he thought she should. It may be that Mr.
Dillon was too exacting. His wife may have
been rather fond of society and fond of
amusement in an innocent way, and he may
have been too severe and too exacting, as
husbands sometimes are; but he admits that
there was no ground for this separation based
upon her immorality, and that is the essential
point. When people get married they are
supposed, in the words that are used in our
church, to take one another for better or for
worse. A man does not marry an angel, and
as a rule the woman does not get an angel
either; and they have to accept one another
withtheirhumanimperfectins. If the woman
does not turn out to be quite as angelic as
the man fancied when he married her, the man,
if he is a man at al], accepts the position and
makes the best he can of it. Mr. Dillon did not
take that view, instead of bearing with his
wife's little frivolities or imperfections, he
chose to put her away, and that happened
sevenyears ago. This young woman was left
with her father in Paris. I do.not anim-
advert on that fact. I do not think there is
anything to be said about that. The evi-
dence seems to show that he left her with
her father in Paris, and after a little while
she came back to live with ber mother in
Montreal. The husband came to Montreal
and lived there, being absent occasionallY
for some time in New York and other
places, and this couple lived altogether
separate and apart for the period of six
years ; and in the evidence the petitioner
states most distinctly that during all those
six years he had no ground of complaint
against his wife; that there was nothing to be
said against her conduct, looked at from .a
moral point of view, during all those si
years. Now, hon. gentlemen, I am not talk-
ing of this caseas amatter of law. I proposeto
say something about the law later on; but
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as a matter of common sense, if a woman, Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-The hon. gentle-
still young and rather fond of society, is de- man asked, if he were ignoring anything in
Prived of the society of her husband the evidence placed before the committee,
and of her children, is exiled f rom that it might be brought to his attention.
society and left to shift for herself lHe told us the fault was entirely upon Mr.
in a comparatively gay city like Montreal, Dillon. Would he kindly look at the ques-
what is the result that one might tion asked by Mr. Kaulbach on the second
expect to follow ? I do not say one would page: "Had you cause at that time that
niaturally expect it, but what is the result you considered warranted a separation <"
that is not at all unnatural to follow < This -that is, before the arrival in Paris--and
iman stood by. For six years he allowed this the answer was: " Our life had been a very
Woman, whom he had promised to protect and unpleasant one for two or three years be-
cherish, to beexposed to temptetion, as though fore." Q. " By reason of what ? "-A. " Con-
he had no care for ber, and the very moment tinued absences f rom home, neglect of ber
he heard that the thing which one might children and other duties." Should not
lot unnaturally have expected had happened, that modify the statement of the hon. mem-
he took proceedings. Does it not look, not ber <
Only as though his negligence had conduced to
the resuit whicb did ultimately occur, but IIon. Mr. POWER-If the hon. gentle-
as though he had deliberately thrown that man had nothing stronger than that to say,
wroman in the way of temptation and had I do not think it was worth while interrupt-
done it prohibly with a view of marrying ing me. If it is necessary, or if there is any
somebody else to wbom be bad taken a fancy<t doubt about it, I shall substantiate what I
That is the way it strikes me, bon. gentlemen. have said by a reference to the evidence. I
It iS not necessary to dealwith the evidence; said something with respect to the intention.
I think I have honestly stated the facts just The impression left upon my mind, from
about as they exist. If any bon. gentleman. reading this evidence, is that this man had
can tell me where I have misstated the facts, deliberately formed the intention of getting
I shall be glad to be corrected. Under these rid of his wife at some comparatively early
circumstances, supposing these people were stage during their married life. He is asked
Confucians or Mahommedans, would this witb reference to what took place i Paris
"Ouse be justified in giving a divorce ? -" Was the intention of separating thought

of before you went to Paris? " He replies:
Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-As far " 1 suppose it was contemplated on my part;

as the religion went, they would. I had not formed any definite plans or
decided upon any." But he was thinking of

lion. Mr. POWER-I am not talking tbe separation and iooking forward to it,
about religion ; I put that aside. Supposing n
these people had been Mahommedans or life bad been an unpleasant one. If al
Confucians would this House have been the busbands and wives whose lives are more
justified, as a matter of law and commun or ess unpieasant were to be divorced, tbere
sense, in granting a divorce to this man < would be a very general opening of doors

Ad tt1.1 9 4i U i ll h

H9nQU. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-They have try. And when he was asked wbat the
always done it on much less evidence. cause was, he said incumpatibiiity and extra-

vagance. That wvas his opinion. Now, bere

lion. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman are a couple of questions and tbe answers by
saYS they have always done it. I do not tbe petitioner:
pursue those divorce cases with any care, Had yuu any cause tu suspect that she was
but I arn not aware of any case in which unfaitbful to yuu previous tu your inutual separa-

bave dune it. I cannot recall a case ýo?-A. 1 had nu cause; I had ideas on the sub-
Where a man bas separated from his wife hadan impression.
without any reasonable cause and remained Q. Had you any reason to suppose that she wasseparated from ber for a number of ,years, unfaithful to yoù during the six years that you

~nd ber beha.sguta dvorc aferdwarwere separated ?-A. No reason whatsoever. Asand where he has got a divorce afterdswar,011 thefar as I knew elle was living a perfectly proper lifeOn the ground of ber adultery, subsequent with ber muther up to the tine that I institutedto that desertion en hie part.. those proceedings for a legal separation.
26J
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There is the position, and J do not think
any lion. gentleman can point to a case which
has come before Parliament where the cir-
cumstances have been the same as the cir-
cumstances here.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-May I ask the lion.
gentleman if lie thinks the mother was a
very proper woman ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-We are not trying
Mrs. Dillon's mother at present. We have
enougli characters in the case without bring-
ing in any more. We should deal with the
evidence. I think the evidence clearly bears
out the view that J have expressed, that this
man had no substantial cause for separating
froi his wife, and that lie placed lier in the
way of temptation, and when the result lias
followed that might not unnaturally have
been expected to follow, he has to take the
consequences. I think lie cannot expect
Parliament Io do what a divorce court would
not do for him and dissolve his niarriage with
this woman. If we were to do that it would
simply encourage similar lines of conduct on
the part of other husbands who wanted to get
rid of their wives. All a man wlio got tired
of his wife and wanted to marry some other
woman would have to do would be to separ-
ate from ber, pay her alimony and throw
her in the way of temptation, in the hope
that she might fall and lie might be free to
marry somebody else, and I do not think
hon. gentlemen of this House ought to en-
courage anything of that sort. There is
another point that I do not propose to
dwell on at any length, but it is worth while
calling attention to it before I go to speak of
the law. I think this point really deserves
a good deal of attention. He was asked :

Have you been faithful to your marriage vows
as far as adultery is concerned up to the time you
instituted proceedings for this divorce ?

That is the date which is always set in
these cases, the time when proceedings begin.
This question was objected to and the follow-
ing answer was made by the witness :

I decline to answer on the advice of counsel.

Hon. gentlemen will notice that the
petitioner declined to answer that question
on the advice of counsel. What is the
natural presumption i The natural pre-
sumption is that if the answer to that ques-
tion would have been favourable to him-

self the witness would have answered it.
Now every lawyer knows that when a man
declines to answer a question like that, the
natural presumption is that lie could not
answer it in a way which would be satisfac-
tory to himself. That lie must answer it in
a -, ay which is calculated to injure him.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I think our Crim-
inal Act provides against that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am quite aware it
would not expose him to criminal proceed-
ings. But if the witnes had been able
to say he had been faithful to his marriage
vows, does any hon. gentleman say lie would
not have replied " Yes. "

Hon Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-He said lie
was.

Hon. Mr. POWER-He did not; lie de-
clined to answer on the advice of counsel.
That was wlien lie was asked if lie had been
faithful to his marriage vows up to the be-
ginning of these proceedings i And then lie
was asked,

Up to the tinie you %ent Paris had you during
your married life criminal conversation with any-
body else? " Most certainly not"

Now should lie not have declined to
answer that question as well as the other,
if lie was acting on any principle i Then
lie adds: "During the whole time of my
married life, up to the time I separated f rom
my wife in Paris." If the petitioner was
able to continue, why did lie not continue,
and say "and ever since?" Then he would
have put himself before the committee with
a clean record, but lie does not do that. Is
not the natural presumption that he lias
been unfaithful to his wife since the sepa-
ration in Paris?

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It is the natural pre-
sumption perhaps, but it is not proof.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I know, but I arn
putting it to you as men of common sense
and men of the world-is not the natural
presumption that that man bas not been
faithful to his marriage vows, and does not
that place him in this position, that lie
comes before the court with a clouded recorl.
According to his own evidence, his wife's
record was clear up to a few months ago,
and the presumption is that his own record
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was not clear, and then because she has
fallen, as he previously had fallen, we are
asked to pass this bill to relieve him and
to discredit her.

I move the adjournment of the debat .

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, fay 17th, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
'Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PREIGHT RATES ON THE C. P.
RAILWAYS.

MOTION.

lon. Mr. BOULTON moved:

& I. C.

That an humble Address be pres2nted to His
Ocellency the Governor General; praying that

l" Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate, a schedule of the passenger and freight
rates of the Intercolonial Railway ; and the revenue
4erived by the Canadian Pacifie Conpany on its
Western division, between Port Arthur and Cal-
,g.Y, for the financial years ending 1892 and 1893.

Hle said : The object of my preferring this
request is in pursuance of the position that
. took before this honourable House in ask-
ling that the freight rates of the Canadian
Pacific Railway might be laid upon the table
'.order to ascertain to what extent dis-
crinination was exercised against the people
cf the western country in consequence of
the absence of competition, and how far
t S Oppressing the industry of the great

western country. The Intercolonial Rail-
Way being a Government work and carried
0n by the Governnent I wish to have
the Opportunity of comparing the freightrates prevailing upon that line with the
freight rates which prevail on the Can-
&ian Pacific Railway on which we reside,
and to which we are subjected, although fartway from water communication for thetransport of our produce. With regard tothe other portion of my motion, as to. the re-
venue derived by the Canadian Pacific Rail-
Way Company, I think it is a matter of im-

portance that this honourable House should
know what proportion of revenue is derived
from the country west of Port Arthur. The
Canadian Pacific Railway is divided into
several divisions : the Atlantic Division,
the Central Division and Western Division
and the Pacific Division. The Western
Division extends from Port Arthur, at the
head of Lake Superior, as far as Calgary, at
the foot of the Rocky Mountains. The con-
tention has been made that the depreciation
in the traffic returns of the Canadian Pacific,
which we all regret to see has taken place
in the last three or four months, has come
from the country west of Lake Superior. I
think it is important, especially in connec-
tion with the discussion that may further
arise with regard to the freight rates on the
Canadian Pacific Railway and the discrim-
ination which is exercised against the
western country, that we should know ex-
actly what revenue is derived from the
carrying trade of the prairies between Port
Arthur and Calgary, because it affects the
questions that people there are discussing
with a great deal of heat and a great deal
of anxiety.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-There will be no
objection to the motion passing, but whether
the hon. gentleman can obtain the informa-
tion he seeks, is a question that can only be
solved on the application to the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company. Whether they
keep their books in such a manner as to be
enabled to comply with the Order of the
House, I am not in a position to say ;
whether they keep a distinct account of the
receipts of each division, of the earnings
from the traffic of the road and the receipts
derived therefrom, this information can
only be ascertained after application is
made to the company for an answer to
the Order of the House. Of course the
information asked for concerning the Inter-
colonial Railway can be very easily ob-
tained, but I may point out to the House
and to the hon. gentleman that I think it
would be scarcely fair to make a comparison
based on a return of the rates charged upon
the Intercolonial Railway, run in the inter-
ests more particularly of the country, and
not for the purpose of profit, being a Gov-
ernment railway exclusively, with the rates
charged by a company run in the interests
of stockholders. I merely point out this
fact to my hon. friend in order that he may
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not come to a conclusion on the comparison,
for instance, of coal rates upon the Interco-
lonial Railway and upon the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and considering also the
peculiar circumstances under wiiich they
were built and also the country through
which they run and the principles upon
which both these roads are run, it would
be scarcely fair to point out to the people
of this country that because the Govern-
ment is running a railway in the interests
solely of the whole conmunity, without any
hope or expectation of obtaining dividends
therefrom, that they would expect private
enterprises to be carried on in the same
manner.

The motion was agreed to.

THE DELAY IN PRINTING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The House will
remember that the hon. member from Barrie
complained a few days ago of delay in the
printing of the evidence in the Dillon Divorce
case which has been under consideration for
a couple of days in this House. I was asked
to make inquiry, and in justice to the Print-
ing Department, the Secretary of State has
placed in my hands an answer which I will
read, and the House will see that it is not the
fault of the printing office. The statement
sent from the Printing Bureau is as follows:

The evidence cane down to the Bureau on Fri-
day, May 4th at 5.30 p. m. The proof was sent to
the Senate on the morning of the next day at 1
o'clock p.m., Saturday, May 5th. The proof was
returned to the Bureau on Monday, May 7th, at 1
o'clock p.m. and with it caine four pages in manu-
script of new inatter in the shape of exhibits added.
Of the whole 350 copies were printed off and
delivered at the distribution roon of Parliament
on Tuesday, the 8th May, at 6 o'clock p.m. and
receipted for. On the night of the 7th May four
pages more of inatter ii connection with this case
but additional to and separate fron, above were
received and 100 copies were ordered. These 100
copies were delivered on the morning of Tuesday,
the 8th of May at the distribution room of Parlia-
ment and receipted for. The whole of the docu-
nients were in the distribution room on the 8th
May, at 6 o'clock p.n., and the Bureau had
nothing more to do in the matter.

• I believe the copies of the evidence were
not distributed until the 1Oth or 11 th of the
month. I place the House in possession
of these facts in order that they may see
that the fault lies either with our own offi-
cers or with the Distribution Ottice. I trust
that the Clerk will take the trouble to see

where these delays occur in order that the
members may be put in possession of docu-
ments and avoid complaints in the future.

THE ORDER OF BUSINESS.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I presume there
will be no objection to proceeding with the
second readings of Bills on the Orders before
resuming the debate on the Dillon Divorce
Bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think there is no
objection to doing so.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. member
from Halifax called attention to this matter
yesterday and on looking at the rules I find
that he was strictly correct. I should like
to know why the unfinished debate on the
Dillon Divorce Bill is made the 10th order
to-day. I call attention to this, because it
should be the first order according to the
rules.

Hon. Mr. POWER--I think I said yes-
terday that the intention of the committee
who framed the rules was that the business
under consideration at the adjournment
should take precedence of all business except
third readings, but J had some doubt as to
whether the intention was carried out by
the rule. All the Orders of the Day on
this paper were Orders of the Day yester-
day and were not proceeded with. Under
the rule they should take precedence there-
fore unless otherwise ordered. Under the
wording of the rule it is questionable
whether the order is not correctly made up
to-day, and I do not intend to raise any
question about it myself. I am disposed to
think that the clerk is right.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If this order had
precedence yesterday after third readings
and was then not completed, does it lose its
position because it stands over for another
day ? The House adjourned while it was
considering that question, and that being
the case it should occupy precisely the saine
position on the Orders of to-day as it did on
the day on which it was discussed.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think it
ought to lose its position on the Orders. I
do not think it was the intention of the
committee that it should, but I am not
clear as to the wording of the rule.
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EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES ON
OATH BILL.

The Order of the Day being called,

Consideration of amendments made in Commit-
tee of the Wiole House to Bill (90) " An Act to
provide for the examination of witnesses on oath
by the Senate and House of Commons."

lon. Mr. POWER said: I wish to call
the attention of the Government to the fact
that this bill conflicts with an existing
statute with respect to the examination of
Witnesses. If hon. gentlemen turn to chapter
11 of the Revised Statutes they will find
provision there as to the manner in which
Witnesses are to be examined. Section 20
"ays that witnesses may be examined on
oath at the bar of the Senate and that the
Oaths shall be administered by the clerk.
Then any select committee of the Senate or
1iouse of Commons may examine witnesses
on oath or affirmation, such oath to be
administered by any member of the coin-
'Iittee. The bill now before us provides
that the oath shall be administered only by
the chairman. In the other case it pro-
vides that the oath shall be administered by
the' Speaker or by some other person ap-
Pointed by the House. I think the bill
should be amended so as to make the prac-
tice uniform.

lon. Mr. BOWELL-I would ask the
indulgence of the House to let the bill
stand for a few minutes. The bill was in-
troduced by the Minister of Justice in the
1louse of Comumons and taken charge of by
the Minister of Agriculture in this House
and may therefore be regarded as a Govern-
mtlent measure.

SEAMEN'S ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

lon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of the Bill (13) " An Act to amend
the Seamen's Act." He said: This is the
sane bill, with some slight changes, that
Was 'ntroduced by myself and passed through
the Senate last session but which was de-
ayed for some reason in the other House.

year it was introduced by the Minister
of Marine and Fisheries, in the Commons,
and this House is now asked to give its
a88ent to the measure. The principle of
the bill is the same as the principle of last

year's measure, to give certain liens on
vessels for the recovery of wages and dis-
bursements properly made by the master on
account of the ship. The second subsection
repeals section 69 of the old Act and adopts
a new clause, which provides for the relief
of seamen found abroad in distress. The
words "domiciled in Canada" mean resi-
dence in Canada for six months. These are
the only changes in the present law.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Can the hon.
gentleman tell us if there is reciprocity on
the part of foreign nations ? Do foreign na-
tions give the same aid to our seamen?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I am not aware
that I can give the hon. member a distinct
and positive answer, but the same thing is
done in England and most of the British
possessions. My impression is that the
same practice prevails throughout the whole
of Europe and also in America.

The motion was agreed to.

EXAMINATION OF WITNESSES ON
OATH BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved that the
amendments made in Committee of the
Whole House to Bill (90) " An Act to pro-
vide for the examination of witnesses on
oath by the Senate and House of Commons,"
be concurred in.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I calied the atten-
tion of the House to the fact that there was
some discrepancy between this bill and the
existing law, with a view to the Minister's
securing uniformity if he so desired. With
the permission of the House I shall venture
to repeat the observations which I made
then. The seventh clause of the bill is as
follows :-

Any oath or affirmation under this Act may be
administered by the Speaker of the Senate or of
the House of Commons, or by the chairman of any
committee of the Senate or House of Commons, or
by such person or persons as may from time to
time be appointed for that purpose, either by the
Speaker of the Senate or by the Speaker of the
House of Commons or by any standing order or
other order of the said Senate or House of Com-
mons respectively.

That differs from the existing provision.
I do not undertake to say which is the wiser
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provision. Section 20 of chapter 11 of the Hon. Mr. POWER-The bil does not
Revised Statutes reads as follows: confine the examination to standing com-

Witnesses may be examined upon oath or affir- mittees. The bil says any committee of
mation when allowed by law at the bar of the the Senate or the buse of Commons may
Senate and for that purpose the clerk of the Senate administer the oath to any witness ex-
may administer such oaths to any such witness. amined before such committee and then

The clerk is the official there. Section provides that the oath shah be administered
21 says by the chairman. Section 21 of chaptery il of the Revised Statutes provides that

Any select committee of the Senate or House l the oath nay be administered by the chair-
of Comions to which any private bill has been re- man or any other member of the committee.
ferred by either House, respectively, may examine However, it is not a matter of ve "uch
witnesses on oath or affirmation if affirmation is
allowed by law, upon matters relating to such bill, consequence.
and for that purpose the chairman or any member
of such committee may administer such oath or
affirmation to any such witness. was read the third time and passed.

. You see there any member of the commit-
tee may administer the oath, whereas in the
bill before us the power is confined to the Bil (41) "An Act to amend the Acts
chairman. I do not undertake to say which respecting the Clifton Suspension Bridge
is the better provision, but I think it would Company."-(Mr. Clemow.)
be well to have them harmonize. Bil (53) "An Act respecting the Calgary

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not think the Irrigation Company."-(Mr. Kirchhoffer.)
two provisions conflict at all. Both may Bil (63) "An Act respecting the Guelph
be used. In one case it refers to a select Junction Railway Company."-(Mr. Mac-
committee of the Senate to which any private Innes Burlington.)
bill has been referred. In that case the
witness is to be sworn by the chairman, or Bil (64) "An Act respecting the Medi-
by any member of the said committee. In cine Hat Railway and Coal Company."
the bill now before the House it does not -(Mr Kirchhoffer.>
apply to select committees specially, because
if it did there would be no necessity for the THE DILLON DIVORCE BILL.
present law. It applies to all committees DEBATE RESUMED.
whether they are special or not. The Order of the Day being read

Hon. Mr. POWER-Every committee, ex- Resuning the further adjourned Debate on the
cept the Committee of the Whole, is a select motion of the Honourable Mr. Gowan for the
committee. adoption of the Fourteenth Report of the Standing

Cominittee on Divorce in re Dilloif relief Bill.-
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They are not called (Honoirable Mr. Power);-and consideration of

so in the law. Some of them are called the Minority Report of the Standing Conimittee on
special committees and we know what they D 1i re Dillon relief Bill.-( Hoiourable Mr.
are, committees charged with a special in- b).
vestigation, and we know what standing Hon. Mr. POWER said: I may be
committees are : they are formed under the allowed perhaps, before saying any-
rules of the House also. They differ from thing further, to xpress my regret that
what is called a special committee. In the yesterday I was betrayed on one or two
case of a standing committee, this bill pro- occasions into using language towards hon.
vides that witnesses may be examined under gentlemen who interrupted me which was
oath, which power the standing committees perhaps rather too direct or pronounced. I
had not before, and it is regulated in which shouid perhaps bave been more careful in
way the witnesses appearing before them may the language I used. It will be in the
be sworn. They do not conflict with one remembrance of this bouse that yesterday I
another, and I see no necessity of making expressed the opinion that the Senate should
any further amendment in this. There is dechine to pass this bil chiefly on two
no contradiction; one provision is as good grounds. One ground was that the peti
as the other. tioner, by separating himself from is wife
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and depriving her of his protection, had
coniduced to the offence which she undoub-
tedly committed, and therefore was not
eltitled to the relief which he seeks; and the
other ground was that in taking a view of
the evidence which we were entitled to take,
it appeared that there was a presumption
that the petitioner himself did not come be-fore the House with a perfectly clean record
and that for that reason he was not entitled
to relief. I put that to the House merely
as a matter of common sense and ordinary
Practical reasoning. I shall now try to
how hon. gentlemen that we rea'ch the same

conclusion if we look at the thing f rom the
Point of view of our rules and practice in
this Hbouse, and the decisions of the courts

a lv in England. I nay say that it has
been shown by I think the three hon.gentle-
nen who have spoken in opposition to this
bil that, taking as authority the deceased
ader of the House--the late Sir John
bbott-and the hon. gentleman frombarrie, the House is not bound bya.ly strict rules ; that each case has

tO be governed by its own circumstances, andthat the House has a perfectly free hand in
or ang with each case and may pass the bill

efuse to pass it just as the House thinks
t4t in the interests not only of the partiesto the bill but of the public. Even though

ground be not assumed, J propose tosirect the attention of the House briefly to
8

xne of Our rules which appear to bear out
he view which I advocate. Rule 107 hasheen relied upon by hon. gentlemen who
have spoken in favour of this bill. It is
aleged that this rule says that the petition!&ust negative condonation, collusion andOlinvance, that there is nothing said about
thitonduct on the part of the petitioner and
th erefore that does not come before
the ruouse. Now I respectfully submit that
thate does not bear any such constructioni8 that. It is provided that the petitioner
l his Petition must negative condonation,

'h18iOn and connivance. It is not stated
becat there is no other defence to the bill,cause there may be several other reasons
ish o bil should not pass. The petitioner
Parliainent i order to get himself before
lusi V , to negative condonation, col-
CI n and connivance ;but that does not

ouldthe door to other reasons why he
od flot get the bill. His evidence mayr vo'.' sufficient. There may be several

%4<1Ls beý'8ides those which are mentioned

here why he should not get his bill, but
these are the only ones which he is obliged
before proceeding to trial to negative. Then
I direct the attention of the House to rule
113 which says.

When a bill is read the second tine it shall be
referred to the Standing Conimitteeon Divorce who
shall proceed with all reasonable despatch to hear
and inquire into the allegations set forth in the
preamble of the bill, and take evidence touching
the same and the right of the petitioner to the relief
prayed.

Clearly the committee have to ascertain
whether the petitioner has a right to the
relief prayed for or not. -Rule 115 shows
certain grounds upon which the petitioner
may be held not to have the right to the
relief which he prays for. One of these is
adultery en the part of the petitioner; so
that it is a perfectly good ground. There is
nothing in our rule which shuts out that
ground ; and it is a ground which is allowed
by the law of England. Further, rule 117
says that the " rules of evidence in force in
Canada in respect of indictable offences
shall, subject to the provisions of these
rules, apply to proceedings before the
said committee and shall be observed in all
questions of fact." Now what is the rule
with respect to indictable offences? It is
this-I quote section 5 of the Canada Evi-
dence Act, 1893:

No person shall be excused from answering any
question upon the ground that the answer to such
question may tend to criminate him, or nay tend
to establish his liability to a civil proceeding at the
instance of the Crown or of any other person ; pro.
vided, however, that no evidence so given shall be
used or receivable in evidence against such person
in any criminal proceeding thereafter instituted
against him other than a prosecution for perjury
in giving such evidence.

So that it is perfectly clear that the wit-
ness in this case, who was the petitioner,
having tendered himself as a witness before
the committee was bound to answer any
question which was asked him by the com-
mittee if it was relevant to the petition. In
fact, J think a question might be asked
which was not relevant, but certainly if the
question was relevant to the matter before
the committee he was bound to answer.
Now the questions which were put by the
hon. gentleman from Lunenburg with respect
to the conduct of the petitioner himself pre-
vious to and subsequent to the separation
from his wife were relevant questions, be-
cause the law is clear that misconduct on
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the part of the petitioner would be sufficient
reason why he should not get the bill. The
question as to whether he had himself been
guilty of such misconduct as to deprive him
of a right to a bill was a question which was
peculiarly in point and relevant to the in-
quiry, and consequently under this statute
the petitioner was bound to answer that
question. In the judgment of a majority of
the committee it was decided otherwise. I
do not find fault with the committee-I
have no doubt but that they acted in accord-
ance with their nonest views, but they were
mistaken. I presume the committee were
were more or less influenced by the author-
ity of the chairman, who has had a long
experience in court; but who,itis perhaps not
uncharitable to say, has not the vigour of in-
tellect at the present time that he formerly
had. This view is borne out by the fact
that the chairman of the committee has ex-
pressed views in connection with this bill
totally at variance with views which he
expressed in connection with other bills,
notably in the Tudor-Hart case. In that
instance he took the ground that we were
not bound by strict rules of evidence and
practically that the Senate was a law unto
itself. I have no doubt the majority of the
committee were influenced by the authority
of the hon. chairman and justifiably and
reasonably so.

Hon. Mr. K'AULBACH-According to
your opinion could the committee shut out
any question put by a member of the com-
mittee I

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is another
question. I noticed that the hon. chairman of
the committee and other hon. gentlemen in
discussing this question have treated it as
though it were a case of a question put by
counsel for the respondent. Now, that was
not the case. In this instance the respon-
dent did not appear. From the evidence of
the language which she used when the notice
of this bill was served on her it is clear that
she was just as anxious that the bill should
pass as the ptitioner was. She did not
appear before the conimittee; andconsequent-
ly, there being a sort of material collusion,
the duty of the committee was to look after
the interests of public morality and to see
that all the evidence which bore upon the
matter was brought before the committee.
The members of the committee sat, as I take

it, not in the position of counsel or witnesses
or anything of that sort, but in the capacity
of judges; and I think it is an unheard of
thing that one judge should say that a ques-
tion put by another judge should not be
answered, or that the question or answer
should not be taken down, if the evidence
is recorded.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is undoubted.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think the conduct
of the committee in that respect-conduct
no doubt in which they were perfectly
honest and in which they thought they
were justified-was really not justified
but was arbitrary in the extreme.
Rule 115 is the one which says that, if
adultery be proved, the party from whonm
the divorce is sought may nevertheless be
admitted to prove connivance, collusion or
adultery on the part of the petitioner. I
am not going on the ground assumed by the
hon. gentleman from Barrie on previous oc-
casions and by other leading members of the
House, that the Senate can do as it pleases,
but I supposethatwe are governedtoacertainl
extent by rule and precedent. I turn tO
Gemmill's book on Divorce, page 106, and I
find that he speaks of the four matters
which are mentioned in this rule. fle
says:

It may be assumed that if any one of the four be
established it is a suflicient ground for rejecting
the bill ; the chief difference seems to be that the
committee only inquires into the allegation of the
petitioner's adultery when invoked to do so by th'
respondent. But it is submitted that Parliameutq
and consequently the committee, is not limited tO
the grounds referred to in refusing to report a bill
for relief, but may look at all the circumstances
a case and refuse to confer an advantageous pri1l
lege upon an unworthy suppliant when, for e'
ample, the condition upon which claim is made W?'
grown ont of the individual's own iniquity. Nay,
more, as urged by Senator Gowau, Parliament n'a'y
and ought always to have in regard, not nerelY
the question, as it affects the parties, but the effect
in relation to morals and good order-the effect
which the passing of a particular law might have
upon the well-being of the community. Parlia-
ment, as the supreme power, has its duties a
responsibilities, and cannot compromise the aell
beimg of society, but is bound to consider wh"'
would most tend to the public good.

Now I think it is clear that it would lot
tend to the public good to have it under
stood that whenever a man gets tired of hI
wife, all he has to do is to separate fron her
with the hope or expectation that she Iay
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fail, and then come and ask for a divorce. It contested, it is the duty of the committee to
would be a very unfortunate thing if that see that as clear a case is inade out as if it
should get to be understood throughout the were contested. The most substantial

untry. One hon. gentleman yesterday, ground of objection in this case is the separ-
think the hon. member from Victoria ation from the wife. At page 119 of Gem-

(Mr. McInnes), said that the evidence of miii, 1 find the following laid down:
guilt on the part of the petitioner was not lnder the English Divorce Act if the petitioner

r'ssible-that it was not admitted by the is proved to have )een guilty of unreasonable
lOuse of Lords ; but I think the hon. delay, cruelty, desertion or wilful separation with-

geItleman is slightly in error. I turn to out excuse, or of misconduct conducing to thethe Page of Gemmill which the hon. gen- adnltery cornplained of, the court is fot boun<l to
tlernrt 0pronounce a decree disso1l'îng the marriage, buteancited, page 118, and I find thislacîge pe a n s will exercise its discretion as to wether it shai,

guag: acorUnr to he ngircshDvoce Act if he paetitioner

hat House (the House of Lords) seems to
eave reco nized a distinction between the adultery

Wlatt eby a petitioner prior to that com-
anted of, and adultery comnitted subsequent ;

dlto have rejected evidence of the petitioner's~~dey, if it had been c'ommnitted ~sbse t

the relief prayed or dismiss the petition.

It is shown that the House of Lords had
followed that practice on previous occa-
sions. At page 121 of Gemmill I find this:

a complained of. But if the recriminated But the House of Lords refusd to pass divorce
the tery took place prior to that complained of by
bill, Petitioner, the House always rejected the separation, uless peculiar circurnstances were

shown to warrant thein. A standing order on
bis of divorce (A. D. 1798) required the attend-

We are to presume guilt on the part of ance of the petitioner in order to be examinedtie Petitioner in this case, his offence took whether at the time of the adultery, of which sucl
place prior to thatcomplained, is wife was, by deed or
1-- pro P t hto which he complains in 1 otherwise by his consent, living separate and apart
Y tition, which took place only last Sep- froin him, aud released by him, as far as in him

and in such cases the House of lay, fror ler conjugal duty, or whether she was
r rejected the bill, so that the page at the tine of such adultery cohahiting with him

ketn Whch te hn. entlmanquotd semsand under the authority and protection of him asWhich the hon gentleman quoted seems her usband.
contain the antidote to his subtle poison. In Lord Lismore's case Lady Lismore's viol-

ence of manner ani lauguage towards her husband
n. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) -The were held to justify the separation agreed upon,
is only presumptive in this case though. hiconduethavingbeenexeplary.InSullivan's

consi(lered altogether frivolous ani the bill re-
g on. Mr. POWER-The very next pass- fused. The principle seeins to have been that an

18as follows :-os mutdoage ~5 as foh1o~s :-agreeiuent to live separate ala aontdt

leave and hiceuse, on the part of the petitioner,
pro M ajor Bland's case, Mrs. Bland's witnesses who had to show an adequate reason for such sepa-
trene that Major Bland's conduct had been ex- ration in the previous uiisconduct of the other
daloi culpablee; it appearing among other scan- party. The ere whini of both parties to live
in 8 1UIJ 5 tJaiai separate was no sufficient cause.g mproprieties that he had a woman in kee

ords G he passed off as Mrs. Bland, and thersrejected the bill.
hand Major Campbell's case, on the other
her cn"' Campbell's adultery being fully proved,
ation p Proposed to open inatter of recrimin-
bne 1ainst the petitioner, alleging that he had
not.piorg n a state of incontinence, althoughaltior to the date of the adultery charged
th coult 1rs. Calpbell-they were informed that

ey a oue l not be permitted to enter into suchnitterfj

That Was because it was not prior to the
wife)s ofttne

On Mr. McKA Y-Those were contested%~es.

tMr. POWERYes but I do not
h alters the case. If a bill is un-

You will find in the cases to which I pro-
pose to refer that those causes must be sub-
stantial causes, not mere incompatibility of
temperament or anything of that sort. I
propose now to quote two or three English
cases. The first case to which I shall refer
is that of Baylis and Baylis. This is on the
question of separation and the petitioner
conducing to the offence of the respondent.
It is to be found in Law Reports, I. Pro-
bate and Divorce, page 396. I shall read
the decision of the judge, because he gives
the principles on which the court acted :

In this case a young man married a woman of
loose character, with whom he had lived for nine
months previously. After a short time they dis-
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agreed about money. He accused her of extravag-
ance, and she him of parsimony. At last he broke
up the house, sold the furniture, and told his wife
she must go and live by herself in the chambers lie
had occupied when a bachelor, in Regent Street.
As soon as she went there he set a watch over her,
and was successful in a very short time in detect-
ing her in adultery. In truth, she made little con-
cealment of it, saying she nust have a protector,
aud would not live alone. The result is this suit.
But the court cannot grant the petitioner a divorce.

It has been sometimes supposed that if a man
chooses to marry an immodest woman, he cannot
afterwards free himself fromi her by reason of ber
unchastity. But there is no such law. Whatever
the previous life of a woman may have been, she
binds herself by marriage to chastity, and if she
break the conditions of marriage, lier husband is
entitled to claim its dissolution. But, on the other
hand a husband is at all times bound to accord to
his wife the protection of his nane, his home, and
his society, and is certainly not the less so in cases
where the previous life of his wife renders ber
peculiarly accessible to temptation. No man is
justified in turning his wife fromn his bouse without
reasonable cause, and then claiming a divorce on
account of the misconduct to which he has by so
doing conduced. And this I am of opinion the
petitioner did.

The reasônable cause he alleges is ber violence.
But there was at the trial no proof of it. The only
witness on that head was a man whom he had
hired from a private inquiry office to come and
live with him and his wife under the disguise of
being his friend. He was there a week, and spoke
of ber violence of inanner, but proved no personal
violence to the petitioner ; and yet he sent his wife
away fron him, and, much against ber will, removed
ber, without friend or society, to a place in which of
all others she would be accessible to temptation,
and further, though she had given him no reason
to suspect ber of infidelity, iimmiediately set a
watch upon ber actions.

It is hardly to be doubted that he both expected
and hoped that she miglt commit hereself. What
is this but, in the words of the statute, " conduct
conducing to the adultery?" The petition must
be dismissed.

Then there is the case of Yateman vs.
Yateman, page 491 of the same volume,
which was quoted at a subsequent stage of
the same case by the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa yesterday. I shall read part of what
the judge says on the general subject,because
I think it i4 very instructive:

Now, it must be borne in mind that, according
to the matrimoinial law of this country, which, the
Divorce Acts have not affected to touch under this
head, nothing will justify a man in refusing to re-
ceive his wife, except the commission of some dis-
tinct, matrimonial offence, such asadulteryorcruelty
upon which the court could found a decree of judi-
cial separation, and that in all other cases,no matter
what ber condnct, she can always claim a decree
enforcing cohabitation, save, then, in cases where
some such a matrimonial offence bas been committed
the law does not justify and support the husband
in deserting and living apart fron his wife.

Sir J. P. Wilde said:

Mere frailty of temper and habits which are dis-
tasteful to a husband, are not reasonable ground
for depriving a wife of the protection of his home
and society,

The conduct of the wife in this case was
very much worse than in the case that is now
before the Senate, and still the judge took the
view that the respondent was not justified il,
separating f rom her. The next case to which
I refer is the case of Dagg vs. Dagg. It is
reported in Law Reports, 7th Probate Divi-
sion at page 17, and was decided in 1882.
The substance of the decision is as follows:

. Where the husband obtained an agreement
from his wife that they should live separate, and,
this being carried out the wife committed adultery,
the court leld that there being no reasonable
ground for the agreement the husband had deserted
his wife, and refused to grant hini a divorce. Il'
giving the decision Sir James Hannen said : " le
was his duty when he becanie ber husband, not tO
have left ber to those chances of falling, to which
abandoned as she was by him, she must have beeni
exposed.

Again there is the case of WilliamsOn
vs. Williamson, 51 Law Journal, Pro-
bate, Divorce and Admiralty, page 54, d®
cided in 1882 :

The conviction of wife for a crime will no0
justify ber husband in refusing to cohabit with ber;
and if by declining to do so he conduces to ber
adultery, he will be unable to obtain relief.

There is also the case of Hayes against
Hayes, 13 Probate Division, which is very
strong and direct on the same point.
have not the volume here, but it is very
direct on that point and the language of the
judge is very clear. Then there is the case

of Hawkins against Hawkins, 10 ProbatO
Division,page 177. I shall read the circu 0o-
stances of the case so as to put the House i1l

possession of the character of the precedelt'

The parties were married on the 13th of JuYl'
1868, at St. James's Cathedral, Piccadilly. Ih
petitioner had become acquainted with the resPO"*
dent (who was a shop girl) somne short timne P.
viously, and had been improperly intimate Wi
ber, and compelled by ber father to marry ber'
At the time of the marriage the petitioner wa en
tirely dependent upon his uncle and aunt, and il
was arranged between hin and the respondn t

that the marriage should be kept secret. A fe
days after the marriage the parties separated 1h 1
never cohabited again, the petitioner allowifg
wife from £2 to £4 a month, which he remitted to
ber by letter, They met once at Charing Crois
about sixteen years after the marriage, when soie
thing was said about living together, but ne'
party seemed desirous of dong so. With that
ception they had not seen each other until shr
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hfore the institution of this suit, when the peti-
toner discovered that the respondent had for some

Ye4rs been living in adultery. The petitioner's
t'1le died in 1870, leaving alil his property to the

aLnt, and she died in 1881, bequeathing a con-
siderable fortune to the petitioner.

The respondent's adu tery was proved, and she
as called as a witiiess in support of her case.

Now that is a much stronger case than the0"e before us. What did the president of
Probate Division, the late Lord Hannen say?

Every husband is bound to give his wife thatProtection which the society of a husband affords,wid the fact that the respondent had been familiar
enith him before inarriage made that duty more in-~bentupon birn, she being a person who might

nore likely to yield to temptation. Having re-
I9rd therefore to the petitioner's conduct in leav-

bi" Wife without a husband's protection and
adgE of Opinion that that conduct conduced to her
dlterY 1 consirer that he is not entitled to a

'S5ol1thOn of narriage.

Tidat is a case decided in 1885 by the late
4'HIannen. I think you cannot havealthing straighter or more direct than that.

1 'ish now to call attention to a couple
.cases on the point of the husband's own

theonduct. It appears from the report in
th tse of Conradi vs. Conradi and others,t the husband had applied for a divorce

efore and established the fact of hisowtfe>s guilt, but was refused a divorce
011 the ground that he had himself beentuity of adultery ; so that the law onthaty

point is perfectly clear. Then
b a lapse of some time the husband

roght another suit for divorce on the
theUnd of his wife's further misconduct, and
a stion was whether the evidence

it the previous suit was material, and
Sheld that it was material, and judg-

t eas given for the Queen's proctor, on
n deiurrer, the Queen's proctor having
and bine. Then I quote from 1. Probate
vs. a vorce, page 572, the case of Barnes
P. arne8 and another. In that case Sir J.

de, who was afterwards Lord Pen-o t , ed that the evidence of the adultery
the -t1tioner hindered him from getting
evidecef sought. He admitted that the

t e ad satisfied him of the guilt of the
t3er, and he said:

th5  e then to the question whether, assuming
cise rntYr to have been committed, I shal exer-
grait a dscretion. The court is not bound to
which thevorce. It is suggested that the cases in
option- court will not make a decree are the e±-thtW the rule. Ini putting a construction upon
'*at (rdof the statute the court will considerthe practice of the House of Lords before

the passing of the Divorce Act, and of Sir C. Cress-
well and of others who acted with hii. I arn
satisfied that under such circunistances to withhold
a decree was the rule, to grant it the exception.

That was the rule of the old ecclesiastical
court and of the House of Lords.

I do not feel inclined to depart from that
practice. It will be only in rare cases the court
will overlook the adultery of a petitioner and I
reject the motion.

The case of Story vs. Story, and another,
was decided in 1887 by the late Lord
Hannen. The jury found that the wife
and the co-respondent had committed adul-
tery. The wife made a counter charge of
adultery committed by her husband. The
husband admitted the charge, but proved
that his wife had condoned the offence.
Notwithstanding the latter fact, the Judge
decided against him and closed his judgment
with the following words:

In the present case I come to the conclusion
that the husband is not entitled to comte into this
court and claim release from the bond of mar-
riage, he having shown himself regardless of the
obligations of that state.

This case will be found in 12 Probate
Division, page 196.

There is only one other case to which I
propose to refer, that of Boardman vs.
Boardman, in which it was held that
the establishing of the fact that the
petitioner had been himself guilty was
a bar to his getting a divorce. There
are scores of other cases which I might have
cited, but I think the cases which I have
cited, which are recent cases, given by
practically the highest court upon this sub-
ject in England, show what the policy of
the English law is, and show also that the
policy of the House of Lords was the same
as that of the courts of the present time. I
think that, looking at the interests of public
morality, we should be doing an unwise
thing in granting a divorce under circum-
stances such as we have in this case ; and
what a proper regard for the public interests
dictates is also dictated by the law as laid
down in our Canadian author, and is cer-
tainly dictated in the most emphatic man-
ner by the decisions of the best courts in
the Empire.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I would like to ask
the hon. gentleman one question before he
concludes. He has shown a good deal of in-
dustry in searching out the records from
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the courts in Great Britain, and I would
like to ask him now if he has found any pre-
cedent where, on an application being made
by a member of a certain church, a decision
has been given on that ground?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not see that
the question is relevant. I do not ask to
have this bill thrown out on that ground at
all. As I said at the beginning, I think the
wiser plan is for the Senate to deal with this
matter as though the parties were of any
religion you please.

weighî somewhat with the committee, and I
say further that, in looking for the law on
this, matter, I did not look for law under
the head which he speaks of ; I simply look-
ed at the question as a matter of matrimonial
and divorce law, and did not look for the
authorities on the other point ; and even if
I had looked for them, J should not have
found them, because it is a unique case, a
Catholic applying for divorce from another
Catholic, and the province of Quebec is
situated differently from England.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I am satisfied that
Hon. Mr. PROWSE--My reason for ask- the answer I have received does not change

ing the hon. gentleman the question was the position at ail. I merely say that if the
sinply this, that in the earlypartof his speech hon. gentleman could have found a precedent
on this question he supposed a case from for the question that 1 raised he would have
Ontario, the petitioner being a Presbyterian, given it.
that under certain circumstances he would feel
justified in acting in a certain way, and as Hon. Mr. POWER-J did not look for it
the case was reversed and the parties hap- at ail.
pened to be Roman Catholics he thought
they ought to be dealt with in the same way. Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Then J was goiflg
The question I asked the hon. gentleman on to say that this committee having been
was this: in searching up precedents and unanimous in their report, with the exceP
the record of the courts in Great Britain has tion of one member of the committee, WO
he found any precedent to show that because ought to deal with that report just as WO

the applicants were Roman Catholics it find it, and to discuss it upon its merit5.
would place them out of court ? He has But unfortunately another burning questiOl
failed to mention such a precedent, and I has been introduced into the debate for set-
am very sure of this, hon. gentlemen, that tiement, and although it is a question which
if he could have found one he would have hon. gentlemen may ho sorry to see hrought
been only too glad to give it to us. 1 t ap- in here, yet it is one of those subject
pears to me unfortunate that a question of that public men cannot avoid discussiPg
this kind should be brought before the when it is brought up. In reference to the
Senate for discussion. We have the report question that bas been raised, whether rn'
of the Committee on Divorce presented in bers of the Roman Catholic Church have a
the usual way. right to apply here for divorce, J think it is

easily answered. We rejoice, hion. a'eW
Hon. Mr. POWER.-I thought the hon. tlemen, that we live in a land of ci

gentleman wished to ask me a question, and religious liberty; we do not recogfl*e
because if he did not, the hon. gentleman any one church as supreme over parli"
from Amherst has the floor, and only gave ment, and so long as we recognize that, we
way to permit him to ask me a question. have the law to guide us in reference to thiS

question. We are told that we have no lle
Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I think J have the on the question which the Parliament 0'

floor and I do not think it is the hon. gen- Canada bas not the power to repeal. We
tleman's place to dispute that question. have the British North America Act 91d

by that Act the subject of marriagrean
Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman divorce is relegated to the Dominion Parlia

asked me a question and I think he should ment, and before that law can be altered We
give me an opportunity to answer it. With must have an Act passed in Great Britaill
respect to the person coming from Ontario, I amending the same. Consequently, every
did not say that the Senate would be bound body occupies the same position in the eYe
to refuse a divorce in that case ; but I said of the law, whether he be a Roman Cath0li0ý
that the circuhstances in such a case should an Episcopaian, aMethodist, a Mahommeda'
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or aIything else. There must be the one They tell us that the alimony allowed this
general principle applied to every man living woman; $50 a nonth, while she was in
1n this Dominion, so that equal justice may receipt at the saine time of an independent
b extended to all. It would certainly be income in ber own name, was given by the
an unreasonable thing, a hardship, if persons husband as an inducement for her to com-
'who happen to be brought up and educated mit this crime. I am surprised, hon.
Withjn the pale of a certain church, can- gentlemen, at such a statement as
'lot depart f rom that church when they come that ; I. am surprised that any hon.
tO the years of maturity, and if they feel gentleman would use such an argu-

iSposed to do so. It bas been done re- ment in this connection. I hold that
Peatedly. Eminent men have gone from it is a reflection upon every unmarried
the Episcopalian Church and otherProtestant woman throughout the Dominion to say,
ehurches and joined the Roman Catholic because she is allowed a sufficient suin of
Church The late Cardinal Newman was one. money to mainitain ber in comfort, with all
Ife hai been an Episcopalian Minister, but the necessaries of life and many of the

ter life became an eininent divine in the luxuries of life, that that is an inducement
man Catholic Church. That gentleman for her to become an abandoned woman. I

as never persecuted ; he was never con- say it is quite the reverse ; there was noth-
erMned publicly by court or by church, as ing to induce ber to do wrong. That was not
ar as I know, for the course tbat be pur- givenas the price for the commission of crime,Sued. He was an eminent minister and but as an allowance which would enable her to

Priest during his lifetime, and died very much live and to be independent in every respect,
cegretted and respected by everybody and she knew when she committed this

al denominations. Then I remember crime that' she was forfeiting that money
n1ther who left the Roman Catholic and paying a very high price for parting

Urch and joined, I think, the Presbyter- with her virtue, and in place of it being
Na Church. I refer to Father Chiniquy. used as an argument against the petitioner,ow, these gentlemen have exercised their it is a very strong argument against the
elust rights and privileges in taking the woman, and in bis favour. And then the
Course that their own conscience dictated to bon. gentleman bas also told us that Dillon

ise'n. Whether they were right or wrong took bis wife away to Paris, the worst cityeot for us to say, end I think it is time in the world, and abandoned ber there. It
publecognized that principle in dealing with bas come out since, and been shown that

1nd le questions in this Dominion. If I she was given in charge of her father in
the correctly the remark made by Paris. We must assume that she went
t hon. member from Ottawa, e in- there willingly, because there is no evidence
tiated that Parliament proposed to repeal to the contrary. Who was better able to

e %'of Lower Canada I say that that take charge of that woman than her own
' isot &0. If the Lower Canada law con- father, even if be did live in Paris? To
elicts with the Dominion law, it is the law use that sort of argument against the pe-

'0 the Dominion that must prevail over and titioner, is, I think, very unfair and very
theve that of the, province. I do not think unjust. Yet the bon. gentleman says de-ra e can be any doubt about that; at any liberately that be threw this woman in therate When confederation was inaugurated, way of temptation by placing ber in the
if at was not desirable that the question of hands of ber father, where, I mav add, she

rh g and divorce should be dealt with does not appear to have remained very long.
yte Dominion Parliament, that was the She came out again to Canada to her

have t brng the question to the front and mother. A good deal of capital bas been
occas decided, and this is not the proper made against this man, because, unfortu-
to -ion to bring the question up. If it is nately, he refused to answer one question.tenti raied as a question of law, the bon. I think the argument made by the hon.
sen t man should propose a measure to gentleman from Halifax has largely, if not
ed Iler to Great Britain to have the law entirely, depended on the assumption that

ar .ended, It appeared to me-and I am this man was himself guilty of adultery
8Y to have to say it--that the speeches after the separation.
or or two hon. gentlemen on this
oe ion have been more those of the ad- Hon. Mr. POWER-No, it depended

Vocate and lawyer than the statesman. chiefly on the separation.
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Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I think the report
will show that the argument was almost alto-
gether based on the assumption that he was
as guilty as his wife.

Hon. Mr. POWER -I think I ought to
know what I said.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The question was
asked the petitioner, and on the advice of
counsel he refused to answer. That shows
that lawyers' advice may sometimes be very
bad advice. I think we have had very bad
advice f rom some of them on this question.
He took the advice of his lawyer and refused
to answer the question. His refusal to answer
was approved by all of the members of the
committee, who were present, excepting one.
Is that to be taken as an assumption that the
man was guilty, when he acted on advice of
counsel and was sustained in his action
by all the members of the committee but
one? Are we to say that because of that
fact he is to be refused a divorce I I do not
wish to dwell any longer on the subject. It
is not a pleasant question to discuss. The
arguments which have been advanced have
been directed to anything but the real
point at issue. I look upon the report as a
fair and reasonable one, and for my part I
shall vote for it. We have what is called a
minority report: I think it would have been
just as well for the hon. gentleman had he
made his statement to the House without
bringing in a minority report. I cannot see
that it is a report at all. It reports nothing.
It merely gives the ground on which one
member of the committee disagreed with the
report of the committee, but it recommends
nothing and if we were to adopt it we would
decide nothing at all. The great question
for the House to decide is whether this man
shall get a divorce or whether he shall not,
and f rom the evidence it appears to me that
his wife lias been proved guilty of the charge
laid against her and he is entitled to adivorce.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I am reluctant to
intrude on the House on a question of this
kind, especially at the fag end of the debate,
but I hope in speaking I shall not wound the
susceptibilities of any person here, and still
less shall I enter upon the odium theologicum
to any extent. My reason for speaking,
though most reluctantly, on the question, is
because I am unwilling that my silence
should be misconstrued. There seems to be

a doubt in the mind of the hon. gentleman
who has just spoken as to the reasonableness
of the points made by the hon. member froi
Halifax. On two of the points raised I an
entirely in accord with my hon. friend from
Halifax-one is that where a person who is
an applicant for relief comes before this
House, or any other tribunal in the British
Dominion in a matter of divorce he cannot
have a locus standi if he has conduced to the
offence for which he asks that divorce. The
other position on which I am entirely in ac-
cord with the hon. member from Halifax is
where the suppliant for relief has been him-
self guilty of the sarne offence that he
charges his wife with, he is not in a position
to ask any court for relief. Those two
points I consider to be well taken and well
established, and it is only because I arn
unwilling that there should be any doubt
or hesitation as to the stand which I
propose to take in this matter that
I think it necessary to speak at all.
On this question which bas been so much
debated-and I am sorry the necessity
has arisen that it should be even
mentioned in this House, this question of
the religion of the petitioner-I am not pre-
pared by any means to admit the extreme
contention of those hon. gentlemen who say
here that relief should be withheld from the
petitioner on the ground of his religious be-
lief. If that were so, when a person carne to
us for relief against another, you would be
deciding his rights on the ground of his being
a Protestant or Catholic, Jew or Gentile.
That is not a ground on which a case
should be argued. It is a-very wide question
and I do not propose to discuss it at all, be-
cause from the view I take of this matter,
it is not necessary to argue it. If we could
find a way of treating this matter withOut
disturbing the susceptibilities of parties
it would be far better. I agree with the
hon. gentleman from Halifax that it would
be far better for us to look at this question
upon its merits, and it is from that point Of
view that I wish, as simply and briefly as
possible, to state the grounds on which I act.
It is due to the hon. member from De LI-
naudière that I should say I have verY
great sympathy with him in the position
he has been forced into by the manner
in which this question has come before the
House. When this bill was at the second
reading, the hon. gentleman, in the exercise
of his constitutional rights, objected to the
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second reading on principle, but the moment
it was pointed out by the hon. member from
Calgary that we had only hearsay as to the
religious faith of the parties and suggested
to the hon. member that it would be un-
desirable to consider that question until we
had the evidence taken before the committee
On that point, the hon. member from De
lanaudière acting, as he usually does,
Courteously in order that he might not dis-
turb the harmony of the House, said "I

not interrupt the proceedings; I with-
draw may motion on that understanding."
Strange to say, the committee took a different
view and decided that the religious belief of
the parties was not a matter to be inquired
1nto at all. I am not going to argue that
question, as no doubt, the committee acted
honestly according to their view of the
case, but it is most unfortunate, because we
are lot in a position now to try that question
in the absence of evidence. The question
Wa8 asked what is your religious belief ?
and it was refused. Therefore, we are in no
better position than when this bill was up
for the second reading. We are not trying,
We Ought not to try, and J am not disposed
t argue, that question of the religious belief
Of the petitioner at all, and I refer to it
inerely to put myself right before the Houseaid the country, and to explain that I have
no syMpathy with the contention of those
gentlemen who take that view. As regards
t question of law, have consulted the
hery latest text books as an authority. I

have nlot hunted up cases. It is a weary
Work, as no doubt the hon. gentleman from
lalifax has found it to be, but when we

get hold of a principle it is not very difficult to
Uyderstand it. I quote from Bishop's Law of
earriage and Divorce, the edition of 1891,
which is later than any of the books that
have been cited. That Ïbook, although an

lA ierican work, is of English authority and
i recone on both sides of the Atlantic.Sil read the principle which is laid down

ad which is all we require to know. Inthat work, section 78, I find this statement.
tciording at least to views which will be main

fel in this chapter, recriminations may e de-
inlg t being the defence which consists in show-
hli eate comnplainant in a divorce case has
the sa roken, either completely or in part broken
the One natrimonial chain of which a breach by
link he er party whether the same or any of its
ities.) ecomplains. (Citing a long list of authior-

Su1 te iidst of the juridical differences on this
We find one point on which the cominon27

law authorities, English and American, are agreed ;
it is wherever the plaintiff and defendant- are guilty
of adultery, whichever adultery was first com.
mitted, even though the recriminatory act fol.
lowed on separation which took place on the dis-
covery of the offence relied on for the divorce,
the suit is barred. It has also been held, and it is
little questioned, that a single act of adultery is
sufficient in bar, whatever the extent of guilt on
the other side. (3 Eng. Ec. C. 303, 307).

These principles are so plain that I have
no hesitation in saying, as I have always
believed, that the principle laid down by
the hon. member from Halifax is the
correct one. And why is it so? It is
founded on another principle which is this,
that when a party comes for a divorce he
must come with clean hands or not at all.
He is not in a position to ask this House to
help him to get rid of an inconvenient part-
ner while he himself is indulging in the
sane class of crime with which he charges
lier.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Is there evidence
of that in this case ?

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I should like to
put this question on the ground taken by
those who oppose this case on the ground of
public policy. I ask them whether it is in
the interest of public policy, or public mor-
ality, or in the interest of this House that
we should pass a bill for an adulterer
against an adulterer, to break up the
marriage contract and allow him to marry
again ? Yet that is what we are asked to
do if we adopt this report. The suppliant
is just as guilty as the wife if he acts in
such a manner as to conduce to that adul-
tery by separation or otherwise. Here we
are dealing with parties who separated near-
ly seven years ago. The petitioner has
acted in a certain way so that his wife has
yielded to temptation, yet he himself thinks
it quite right that he should yield to the
same temptation and then come before this
tribunal and ask you to whitewash him and
enable him to go into partnership with
another woman, to treat her, perhaps, in
the same way.

Hon. Mr. McINNES--There is no evi-
dence of that.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY- The question
was ruled out. These are the strong
points I cannot get over. I have, in jus-
tice to the hon. member from Lunen-
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burg, to say that I think it was a mistake
-on the part of the committee to strike out
'the questions which he put. I am quite
sure that on reflection a great many of them
will admit that it was a mistake, and for
this reason-the law says that the applicant
for divorce, and the person from whom the
divorce is sought, shall both be examined
under oath before the committee. Why?
In order to give an opportunity to get at
the facts and know whether the person is
entitled to relief or not. In my experience
of divorce cases, time and time again, nay,
almost every time, witnesses who came be-
fore the committee were cross-examined,
especially the parties to the suit, to find out
whether they had ever been guilty of the
offence charged against the respondent.
They have been tested without any objec-
tion. I never heard an objection to such a
question being asked. It would be a failure
of justice to rule out such questions, because
when a bill is sent to the committee with a
view to inquire into the right of the
petitioner for relief, it is a commission to
thein to inquire into all the circumstances
and see whether the petitioner is in a
position to demand relief. The legal authori-
ties here, which are not questioned, and can-
not be questioned, show that if this man has
committed. adultery lie is not entitled to
release. Surely that is a pertinent inquiry.

Hon Mr. McCALLUN-There is no
proof that he has done so. The hon. gentle-
man lays it down as a ground for refusing
him relief.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY--I am not saying
whether it is so or not, but I say you depriv-
ed the party of an opportunity of giving
proof. The committee would not allow him
to be asked whether he had or had not
done so, he of all others who ought to know.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-He refused to
answer.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I am quite sure
that the committee acted from honest
motives, and with their best judgment, but
we cannot shirk the fact that they required
a very elaborate opinion from the chairman
of the committee to justify them in the course
they took. I am not going to stand on that
altogother, and I will not discuss that
opinion in the absence of the chairman.

I am just putting it on the broad grounds
of common sense, public policy and public
morality. Is it in the interests of those
great questions that we should pass this bill
and allow a man, steeped, for ought we
know, in immorality, to obtain a divorce
while you shut out the evidence of his guilt?
It is vain to say there is no proof. When
he refused to answer that question, the in-
ference is, not as it was put yesterday a
natural inference, but I say as a lawyer an
inevitable inference that he was guilty.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-The committee re-
quested him not to answer before he had an
opportunity to reply.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-He says "I decline
to answer that question, on the advice of
counsel."

Hon. Mr. McINNES-And on the in-
struction of the committee also.

Hon. Mr. POWER-He said, just before,
that he had not been guilty before the
separation.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-He was safe in
answering that question. J suppose he could
do so unhesitatingly, but when it came to the
next question he says, "I decline to answer
on advice of counsel." Any one who has
been in a court of justice and heard an un-
willing witness examined does not need to
be told what such an answer means. I aim
quite sure that my hon. colleagues are too
intelligent not to have had the same oppor-
tunities I have had in .listening to evasions
of questions of that kind. I do not think
because the petitioner was allowed to escape
the question that therefore we should be
allowed to escape the inference which is in-
evitable that he was guilty, and if so, upol
what ground are you going to justify the
passing of this bill?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I should like
to have the hon. gentleman's views as regards
the propriety of asking the questions that
were ruled out, and the right of a member
of the committee, on a quasi-judicial pro-
ceeding to be shut out from questioning the
petitioner.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I have stated al-
ready that I have had some experience on
divorce committees, and it was a constant
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practice not merely for the chairman, but
for each and every member of the committee
to put questions to probe the witness and to
try and find out, with a view of arriving at
an honest conclusion, whether he had or had
nlot been as guilty as his wife where
his adultery was in question. I have seen
8 woman under that fierce fire of cross-ex-
anination for that very purpose, and it is
the only way you can extract information.
Our rules require that they shall be examin-
ed on oath, and when they are so examined
and such a question is put,, the inference
tO be drawn from a refusal to answer is
inevitable that the question which he re-
fused to answer he could only answer in
the affirmative.

Hlon. Mr. BOULTON-I cannot let this
debate close without presenting my views to
the House on this subject. This divorce

ase has been brought into the Senate by a
report from the committee and there has
been a minority report from one of its mem-

rs presented to us. The hon. gentleman
Who presented that minority report in the
course of his remarks said :

I have been here 27 years and I have never known
application for divorce where both parties were

olics. If I can be shown such a case any-
here, then I may be called upon to say why those

l'estions were not asked ; but I say this is a newaeparture and we should be careful how we run
nagai8t the strong feeling of the Church of England

1 the Church of Rome in this inatter. We shouldguard their rights and what they believe to be
their sacred duties and obligations. I am glad thate are going to meet this question fairly and
thearely flow. I hope we will all discuss it with

. propriety which is becoming a member of1 Parhiament.

That is the position the hon. gentleman took.

11on. Mr. KAUJLBACH-Not the only
Psition. I took five or six positions.

lion. Mr. BOULTON-I am quite aware
that the hon. gentleman laid down several

rOlsitions. The first was the question of
p.e Poicy contained in the remarks I
tha just read. Of course they present to
tha Olourable House two views of the case
that we are now called upon to discuss. The

on Of public policy, of permitting aaivorce to be granted where both parties
rean oman Catholics or, as the hon. gentle-l Perhaps would have it said, both pàrties

On to the Church of England. It is con-
4ilded because it is against the tenets of the

21J

church, that therefore we, as members of
Parliament, should withhold from the sup-
pliant that justice which he asks at our
hands. In view of that position, the ques-
sion of whether it is wise or right for us to
grant a divorce to the suppliant sinks into
insignificance. In deciding whether the
petitioner is entitled to a divorce, on the
evidence, I have to rely more upon the
finding of the committee than upon a
debate on the evidence in this honour-
able House. The committee probed the
evidence much more deeply. They had bet-
ter opportunities to judge whether it is right
that a divorce should be granted in this case
or not, than we are able to judge in the
course of a debate upon the evidence as pre-
sented to us. For that reason, I am much
more inclined to vote upon the merits of the
question as the committee have found for
us, than upon anything that has been pre-
sented to me in the ourse of this debate.
What I do know is that we have a divorce
law. The right to divorce is limited, cer-
tainly, to one offence and that is adultery.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We have no divorce
law. We have simply jurisdiction over
divorce.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-We have a divorce
law to this extent, that whenever adultery
can be proved, a petitioner can ask for
a divorce.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We have passed no
law on the subject.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-We are a law
unto ourselves, as the hon. member from
Lunenburg has shown. If we go on year
after year pursuing a certain policy, that
very fact makes it law, and therefore I say
we have established by precedent and by our
acts year after year, that we have a divorce
law and that that divorce law is admin-
istered by the Senate of Canada. There are
certain rules which we have laid down, and
the Divorce Committee is one of the methods
by which we get at the evidence. We are
here acting as judges, while the committee
finds the facts for the Senate. They have
presented the case to us for adjudication
and for settlement, and so far as the evidence
is concerned I quite agree with what has
been said by the hon. gentleman from Prince
Edward Island, that the committee have
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had a better opportunity of judging whether
that divorce should be granted than we have
here in discussing the evidence. Therefore,
so far as that is concerned, I should vote for
the bill. But there has been imported into
this discussion a principle that I think should
not be allowed to go without discussion, and
that is, that we should withhold from a por-
tion of the population the liberty which our
people generally enjoy, because the tenets of
the church to which they belong prohibit
them from taking advantage of that law.
The hon. member from Ottawa went even
further than that and said "it is a matter
of public policy when you consider that there
are 2,000,000 of Catholics in Canada, and it
would be absurd for us to say that the laws
of Parliament shall exceed the ecclesiastical
laws which govern these 2,000,000 of peo-
ple." That is a departure that I certainly
cannot agree with. I hold it quite as much
a matter of conscience with me that no act
or vote of mine on the floor of Parliament
shall be such that I will help to withhold from
any section or any portion of the people of
Canada, the liberties that I enjoy myself.
That is the constitution that has been handed
down to us generation after generation, the
constitution that has been fought for man-
fully and won under many difficulties and
great odds in the past. Our constitution is
the machinery we adopt for the manage-
ment of our national family, and as we
maintain and enforce its principles so will
the national character be strengthened or
retarded. It is our duty to hold on to
all the liberties that we possess and
advance with the enlightenment of the time
and secure for our people greater liberty
from day to day. So far as my hon. friend
from DeLanaudière is concerned, I willingly
acknowledge that as a French Canadian lie
occupies a somewhat different position from
those of us who belong to the rest of the pop-
ulation, in so far that certain rights were
accorded to the French Canadians a century
and a half ago. But so far as those ancient
rights are concerned, they have been replaced
now by the British North America Act.
The rights of our French Canadian popula-
tion, the rights of every man in this country,
do not date from 150 years ago or 50
years ago, they date from the passing of
the British North A.merica Act, and that
Act is the foundation of the constitution of
Canada, and the guarantee of the liberties
of its population. That Act contains the infor-

mation that must guide us in our legislation,
and we have to consider what will be the
effect of our legislation on the future gov-
ernment of this country and on the moral
welfare and the physical well-being of our
people. If we want our country to pros-
per and progress from the Atlantic to the
Pacific, with all its diverse interests, with
all its religious divergences, with its racial
difficulties, if we are to build up Canada to
be a happy progressive community, we have
to stand by that constitution and not de-
part from it one jot or iota, except in a
spirit of progression certainly not in a
reactionary one.

It was this feeling that brought nie into
discussion of a case such as this, and present-
ing my views to this honourable House.
I would refer back in order to show how
far the difficulties of the past have assisted
in moulding the constitution under which
we live to-day, and how those rights were
fought for, won, and handed down to us
from generation to generation. I would
refer back as far as the time of Henry the
Second.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Divorces did not
exist at that time.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I am quite aware
of that, but several centuries after that
there was a very celebrated divorce case
which turned upon much the same principle.
I an discussing the ecclesiastical laws re-
ferred to by the hon. member from Ottawa.
I refer to the divorce of Catherine of
Arragon from Henry the Eighth. I would re-
fer you to what Froude says in his digest of
that celebrated case: .

The legislation of Henry VIII., bis Privy Coun-
cil and bis Parliaments is the magna charta of the
modern world. The Act of Appeal and the Act of
Supremacy asserted the national independence,
and repudiated the interference of foreign bishops,
prince or potentate within the limits of the English
Empire.

He goes on to tell:

On the 10th of May, Cranmer, with three
bishops as assessors, sat at l>unstable under the
Royal license to hear the cause which had so long
been the talk of Europe, and Catherine, who was
at Ampthill, was cited to appear. She consulted.
Chapnys on the answer which she was to make.
Chapnys advised her not to notice the summons.
" Nothing done by such a court could prejudice
her," he said, " Unless she renounced her appeal
to Rome." As she made no plea, judgment Was
promptly given. The divorce was complete so far
as English law could decide it, and it was doubtful
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to the last whether the Pope was not at heart a
cOnsenting party.

Hlowever such was the political pressure brought
to bear upon the Pope.

Froude goes on to say again that:
On March 23rd with an outburst of general

elthusiasm, the Bull was issued which declared
valid the marriage of Henry and Catherine, the
king to be excommunicated if he disobeyed and to
have forfeited the allegiance of his subjects.

In England the news of the decision had not
been waited for. Two days after the issue of the
Bull, the Act abolishing the Pope's authority wasread the last tine in the House of Lords.

Such were the facts and results flowing
from that celebrated divorce case.

In referring back to the time of Henry
the Second hon. gentlemen may think I
ani dipping pretty far into ancient history, but
1IWished to refer to the Council of Claren-
don which limited the power of the ecclesi-
a4stical laws upon which stress was laid by
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa, and which
preceded by a very few years the Magna
Charta which limited the power of the
crown in assuring the liberties of the people.
Magna Charta is to this day embodied in
the statutes of Great Britain, as an emblem
ýof civil and religious liberty, as the British
North America Act is printed in the statutes
of Canada the emblem of civil and religious
ierty in Canada, whose constitution is

Îoulded upon the same principles and hand-
ed down from the same ancient source I
have found it necessary to refer to.

The Council of Clarendon was the result
of a disagreement between the ecclesiastical
O4thority and the king, and he appealed to
the old customs of the country. A council
"'et at Clarendon for the purpose of stating
What these customs were, and a code was
drawn up simply re-enacting William I.'s
aws with this in addition:

1. A case between clerk and layman
hether belonging to church courts or to

the king's, was to be decided by the king's
'Court.

2. A royal officer was to be present atb proceedings of the church to see that the
shop's court kept within its own bounds,¾ld a clerk convicted by it passed at once

under civil jurisdiction.
3. An appéal might be made from the

archbishop's court to the king's. None to
e Papal courts with royal leave.
4. The rights of sanctuary were taken

yawy as regarded property alone.
These Were only one among many enact-

-raents which were found necessary to resist

the encroachments of ecclesiastical authority,
for after all our priests, clergy and ministers
are only human, and human nature in the
present day differs nothing from the human
nature of centuries ago.

Now, hon. gentlemen, shortly after came
the Magna Charta; and what is one of the
clauses of the Magna Charta 1 " To no
man shall justice be sold, denied or delayed."
That was one of the clauses embodied in the
Magna Charta upon which our constitution
was based and framed. I refer to that in con-
sequence of the remark made by the hon. mem-
ber from Ottawa, that ecclesiastical laws are
superior to the laws of Parliament when they
affect the religious belief of the people.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I was speaking of
Lower Canada at the time.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-The hon. gentle-
man was speaking of the two millions of
Roman Catholics in Canada.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-My reference to the
ecclesiastical law and the civil law applied
only to the province of Quebec. I did not
pretend anything else, and I mentioned it
because other gentlemen took it up and spoke
of the ecclesiastical law. in Quebec. I referred
only to Quebec.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I accept the hon.
gentleman's explanation.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I withdraw any state-
ment to the contrary.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-The words I took
down were that there were two millions of
Roman Catholics in Canada, and that the
ecclesiastical laws affecting those twomillions
were superior to the laws of the province.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Only as far as Quebec
is concerned.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-For that reason
I felt it was incumbent upon me, at least,
to enter a protest against a claim of that kind.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Quite right.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Anything that
will tend to restrict the liberties of the
subject in any shape or form, be he
Roman Catholic or Protestant, is against
public policy. I thoroughly appreciate
the position that has been taken by some
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hon. gentlemen in this debate, public policy
should govern us, but the public policy
which the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg
would have us regard is that which he laid
down in his remarks.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-" For the peace,
order and good government of Canada."

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-And because the
laws of the Roman Catholic Church pro-
hibit divorce, therefore, for that reason, we
should withhold divorce from members of
the Roman Catholic Church, when they
come here as petitioners for divorce. Public
policy would be much better served by pur-
suing a more liberal course and holding the
principles of the country which are so dear
to us, and which have been so intelligently
fought for century after century. We have
inherited them from the British crown; they
have been handed to us in the shape of the
British North America Act, and each prov-
ince has under its constitution perfect
liberty to pursue and conduct its Govern-
ment as it sees fit, within the specified
bounds laid down in that Act, and under
that constitution we hope to govern the vast
territory under our control. We should pre-
serve and maintain the constitution, not only
in the principles that are imprinted in the
statutes, but in the ideas which brought it
into existence. The hon. member from
Ottawa spoke of the increasing number of
divorces. Certainly it is a very sad thing
to see matrimonial disagreements, especially
when divorces, which are only granted in
this Parliament for one offence, are doubling
up, as the hon. gentleman says, year after
year. I am not going to discuss the question
of public policy, as to whether we should
have divorces or not. The law is on
the Statute-book that a man can come
here and ask for a divorce, and I cer-
tainly think that where we live along-
side of a large country like the United
States, which grants divorces, and whose
divorce laws are so exceedingly lax, and
when a divorce can be so easily obtained by
our own people crossing the boundary line
where they can get a divorce and come back
and enjoy all the benefits of it, I say it is a
great deal better that we should increase the
facilities for divorce, keeping the control of
the divoree of our own people, rather than
'have our people taking advantage of the
lUnited States laws in order to obtain divorce

which we ourselves believe they should not
obtain. For that reason, I do not think
that the argument of the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa was a particularly sound one.
He spoke of divorce breaking up homes, and
he spoke of the evils resulting from it. If
we had not the United States so near us,
with the opportunities for divorce that exist,
in the United States, we might take a differ-
ent course. I do not know what the divorce
laws of the maritime provinces are like-
whether they are lax enough to permit a
man from Ontario or Quebec to go down
there and get a divorce, but in Nova Scotia,
New Brunswick, Prince Edward Island,
British Columbia and the United States, all
round us, they have divorce courts and
divorce laws which our people are able to-
take advantage of, I think it is a more in-
telligent method of granting divorces with-
in the restrictions that we think should be
put upon them, than have the people of
Canada taking advantage of the laws of
another country on account of the difficult-
ies we place in their way. It would, I believe,
be more in accord with the spirit of the
times and the spirit of the people. In
making these remarks I hope I have said
nothing to offend my Roman Catholic or
French-Canadian countrymen. Guided by
their conscientious convictions they may
feel themselves obliged to take a cer-
tain stand upon this matter; I have
my conscientious convictions also and they
require that I should, at any rate, state
what stand I take upon this matter, in order
that I may not be a party to restricting the
liberties of the people of Canada by any vote
which I may give on the floor of Parlia-
ment.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-Will the hon.
gentleman allow me to put a question.?
Does he know that his own church is opposed
to divorce and to allowing those who have
been divorced to marry over again?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I do not com
here as the representative of any church at
all. The laws of the country are put before
me and my duty is to help to carry theim
out. I look at it only from that standpoint-
If the matter were to come before me as 4
member of the synod of the church to
which I belong, on a petition to Ot-
tawa to abolish divorce, I do not say'
what position I would take, but I stand as
one of those who are here to administer thé
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laws of the country for the people as I find
them on the Statute-book, to the best of my
ability and judgment.

lion. Mr. BELLEROSE-I find in this
book, the Canons of the Church of England,
a section which prohibits divorce, and which
iposes a fine on any judge who would allow

divorced persons to marry over again.

lion. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-Does the
hon. gentleman want to show that this Sen-
ate is not entitled to grant divorces at all I

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, it is a question of
Public policy.

lion. Mr. BELLEROSE-Canon 108 is
as follows:

In ail sentences pronounced only for divorce and
seParation a turo et mensa, there shall be a cau-
tion and restraint inserted in the act of the said
sentence, that the parties so separated shall live
chastely and continently, neither shall they during
each other's life contract natrimony with any other
Person, and for the better observation of this last
clause the said sentence of divorce shall not be
Pronounced until the party or parties requiring the

me have given good and sufficient security into
the court that they will not in any way break or
transgress the said restraint or prohibition.

Section 108: And if any judge giving any sen-
tenice of divorce or separation shall not fully keep
and observe the premises he shall be by the arch-bishop of the province or by the bishop of the dio-
ce85, suspended from the exercise of his office for
the 8pace of a whole year and the sentence of8eparation so given contrary to the form aforesaid
"hall be held void to alintents and purposes of the
aw as if it had not at all been given or pronounced.

And this has been authorized by Parlia-
"ient so that it is not only a religious ques-
tion, but it is also a political question.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I desire to say a few
Words before this discussion closes in defence
of the majority of the committee rather than
to take part in the general debate, and more
particularly on account of a remark made by
the hon. member from Amherst, whose
oP'nions I highly respect. He has acted on
divorce committees I presume a great many
Years more than I have, and he stated that
the question whether the petitioner himself
had conmaitted adultery was always asked.
I have been on the committee for a number
Of years, and I never knew that question to
be asked before. I challenge any man in this
Ilouse to point to a single case before us this
session, or last session, where that question

was asked. Even in the divorces already
granted, you will search in vain to find such
a question.

Hon. Mr. K AULBACH-Does that shut
it out ?

Hon. Mr. McKAY-The question was
asked by the hon. member who brought in
the minority report, and it only occurred to
him to ask it in the Dillon case. We have
had three cases since, and in none of them
was the question asked. With reference to
the man's religion, the certificate of mar-
riage, showing that he was married in the
Catholic Church by a bishop under the rites
of the Roman Catholic Church, was offered
in evidence, and every member on the com-
mittee knew that that was sufficient evidence
that the man was a Roman Catholic. The
committee, as I understood, did not believe
it was necessary that we should know
whether he was a Catholic or not. I do
not believe it was necessary to know his
religion. But it is charged that the hon.
gentleman from Calgary had promised that
the committee would obtain proof on that
point. I maintain they have done so suffi-
ciently by the marriage certificate. I simply
desire to make these remarks in defence of
the committee who appear to have been
told to-day that they did not know their
business. As I said before, I challenge any
hon. gentleman to show where the question
that was ruled out has been asked this year,
or for many years past.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-There was no
occasion to ask it.

Hon Mr. O'DONOHOE-This question
is one of very great importance. I think the
committee had no authority and no right
to rule out the questions that were put by
one of its members. It is important that
the opinion of this House should be obtained
upon that point as bearing upon questions
of this nature that may come up from time
to time. The committee is only delegated
to do certain work for this House, not for
the purpose of keeping out evidence, but to
report evidence to this House and to allow
this House to take such action upon that
evidence as they deemed proper. If you lay
down the rule that the majority of a com-
mittee can rule out evidence, where will you
stop I What have you in this House to go

423



[SENATE]

upon? They are not appointed by this House
as judges of the acts of one another. They
are sent to take the evidence and report it to
the House; that is their duty. They failed to
perform that duty, and in my opinion there
will be a failure of proper practice in this
House unless the report is re-committed to,
that committee with instructions to report
the evidence and every question that is put.
It is an outrage to say that a question can-
not be put by a member of the committee,
particularly in the absence of one of the
parties. The committee are simply a dele-
gation from this House to take the evidence
and report it here, and this House can take
such action upon that as they think proper.
There will be a failure of good practice if
this report is not recommitted to that com-
mittee with instructions from the House to
take down the questions and answers as
they were put before them, and I am
prepared to make such a motion myself.
Short of that, would be leading to a prac-
tice of which no man can tell the end.
Many questions seem to have been brought
up in this discussion, as I think unneces-
sarily. With the question of the petitioner's
religion, we have here nothing whatever to
do. No Catholic can vote for a divorce.
That is settled beyond all dispute, but we
have a right to take the law as it is presented
to us and pass our opinion upon it. This
House need not search for precedents ; there
is no occasion for it ; we are not an organ-
ized court, and we have no need of prece-
dents. All we have to do is for each man to
conscientiously ask himself the question, is
this a proper course to take for us to se-
parate man and wife ? It is well understood
that when a man comes into court to look
for relief lie must,in every court of the land,
come in with clean hands. Did this man do
all that he undertook to do according to the
laws of God and man when he married lier?
Did lie perforn his duty in taking her to a
foreign city, leaving her there and coming
away, taking her children frorn lier? The
law imposes upon him a duty; but it gives
him the power of correcting his wife; it
even gives him the power of chastising his
wife if she goes down.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-Where is that?

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-And that was
his duty, and if he had taken lier home with
him and cherished her as he should have

done and promised to do, would the act of
which he complains now ever have been
committed? The question was put to him
as to whether his hands were clean or not,
whether lie was not derelict himself and
guilty of the very same act of which lie com-
plains of his wife, and how does he answer i
He refuses to answer; but when the other
question is put to him as to his conduct up
to the time of their separation, lie answers
glibly, and at once that lie never committed
the crime during that time. When the
other question is put lie holds his tongue.
If lie could with equal freedom frorn guilt,
have replied in the affirmative, would he not
have answered at once? It is not necessary
to call the attention of this House to the
deduction to be drawn from his reply. His
silence establishes his guilt, and if guilty
then lie has no right to come to this
House to look for relief. With the religion
of the petitioner I have nothing to do,
and therefore nothing to say, on this occa-
sion. We can deal with this question
apart from all religion; these parties come
before us as citizens asking for relief which
the law enables them to claim, and on that
question alone should we give our opinion.
There is no court by whose decisions we are
bound. We are an original court on mat-
ters of this sort. We are the judges of our
consciences, and the judges of whether we
are doing right or wrong in the act that we
are asked to perform here. We are not
bound by the precepts or precedents of courts;
and even if we were, they would be all
against the prayer of this petitioner. There-
fore, the question of religion, in my opinion,
should not interfere with the performance of
our duties; we are simply called upon to
say, upon the case made out before us,
whether this application should be receivedor
not. That, I think, is the sole question, and
we are not concerned with any precedents
or the practice of other courts. Our juris-
diction on this point is primary and original;
it lies within ourselves, a law of the Parlia-
ment of Canada. It appears to me that
the most serious point is the conduct of our
committee in refusing to allow a proper
question to be put and answered. I take it
that if the committee are allowed such
latitude as that, we are not to receive the
evidence in this House that should come be-
fore us, but simply to receive the evidence
that a certain number of the committee
may choose to submit to us. That is a very
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erious point, and I ask hon. gentlemen in
their judicial capacity to weigh that point
and consider whether a committee should
he allowed to keep from this House the evi-
dence that we ought to have, and simply
gve us the evidence that certain members
choose to take. If the House is of the
Opinion that we are entitled to the whole
Of the evidence they will send this report
back to the committee with instructions to
take the questions which were refused and
the answers thereto.

Ion. Mr. KAULBACH-And all cognatetIlestions.

]1 on. Mr. O'DONOHOE-Of course. I
rnOve that the report be recommitted to the
tonmmittee with instructions to take the
fuestions and answers which have been
refused by the committee, and also all cog-
1nate questions.

on.10 Mr. CLEMOW moved that the
ebate be adjourned until Tuesday next.

110n. Mr. POWER-With respect to the
anlendment proposed by the hon. gentleman

Toronto, it might perhaps be under-
that he can submit it to the Househen the House takes the matter up again.

on. Mr. BOWELL-The motion now4fore the Chair is by the member from
Tornto that the report be recommitted for

the ln Purposes. As soon as this is put to
110use, my hon. friend from Ottawa

the adjournment of the debate untilTue4sday.

The Motion to adjourn the debate was',greed to

The Senate adjourned at six o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, May 18th, 1894.

c 'PEAKER took the Chair at Three

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SECOND READING.
o 'lt(DD) "An Act respecting the Canada

h the Railway."-(Mr. MacInnes, Bur-

SEAMEN'S ACT AMENDMENT BILL

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (13) " An Act
to amend the Seamen's Act."

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I nay explain that
this is the bill that was passed by the Senate
at its last session after a good deal of discus-
sion, but with many others in the House
of Commons was not passed there. The
only change in the old law would be by
adding these words after "wages" in the
third line " and for the recovery of disburse-
ments properly made by him" (that is the
master of the ship) " incurred on account of
the ship," and in the 14th line, instead of
using the words " Vice Admiralty Court,"
the words are used "in any court possessing
admiralty jurisdiction."

On clause 2,

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-1 would like
to ask the hon. Minister whether in the
United States they extend to us the same
reciprocal privileges that are given by this
bill ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I am unable to
answer that question, but I will endeavour
to obtain the information for the House
before I move the third reading of the bill.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) from the com-
mittee, reported the bill without amendment.

THOMPSON DIVORCE BILL

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)--In the ab-
sence of the chairman of the committee, I
move the adoption of the sixteenth report
of the Standing Committee on Divorce re
Thompson Relief Bill. He said : This was a
very clear case ; there was no defence and, I
may add, no minority report.

The motion was agreed to on a division'
and the bill was read the third time and
passed.

PIPER DIVORCE BILL.
THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) moved the
adoption of the seventeenth report of the
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Standing Committee on Divorce re Piper
Relief Bill.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the third time and passed on a
division.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, lVednesday, 6th June, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

INCORPORATION OF BOARDS OF
TRADE BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr.BOWELL introduced Bill (FF)
"An Act to amend the Act respecting the
Incorporation of Boards of Trade." He said :
This bill is simply to define what constitutes
a district in the North-west Territories.
Under the Act as it exists in the Statute-
book of to-day, the boards of trade in that
section of the country are unable to define
their proper limits, and this is to correct
an error that exists in the law.

The bill was read the first time.

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES' BILL.

FIRsT READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL introduced Bill (EE)
"An Act respecting the Incorporation and
Regulation of Joint Stock Companies." He
said : I will ask the indulgence of the House
in reference to this bill, and will make the
explanation upon its second reading. I
might simply say that it is a consolidation
of the acts as they now stand upon the
Statute-book, and to adopt, as far as practi-
cable and applicable to this country, the
provisions of the English Act in reference
to Joint Stock Companies, by which the
procedure in reference to obtaining corpora-
tive powers will be more simple than in the
past.

The bill was read the first time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (65) " An Act to confirm an agree-
ment between the Ottawa City Passenger
Railway Company and the Ottawa Electric
Street Railway Company and an agreement
between the said Companies and the Cor-
poration of the City of Ottawa, and to unite
the said companies under the name of ' The
Ottawa Electric Railway Company.' "-(Mr.
Clemow.)

Bill (77) " An Act to incorporate the
Dominion Gas and Electric Company."-
(Mr. Bernier.)

Bill (66) " An Act to empower the Nia-
gara Falls Suspension Bridge Company tO
issue debentures and for other purposes."-
(Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (74) " An Act to incorporate the Ot-
tawa Electric Company."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (49) " An Act to incorporate the
Welland Power and Supply Canal CompanY,
limited."-(Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (51) " An Act to incorporate the
Northern Life Assurance Company of
Canada. "-(Mr. Power.)

Bill (36) " An Act to incorporate the
Canadian Railway Accident Insurance Coi-
pany."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (60) "An Act to incorporate the
Cariboo Railway Company."-(Mr. Reid.)

Bill (42) "An Act to incorporate the
Canadian Railway Fire Insurance Conl'
pany."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (84) " An Act to incorporate the Al'
liance of the Reformed Baptist Church of
Canada and the several churches connected
therewith."-(Mr. Perley.)

Bill (75) " An Act respecting the Cha"-
diere Electric Light and Power Company'
liniited, and to change the name thereof to
the Ottawa Electric Company."-(Mr. Ce'
mow.)

Bill (27) " An Act respecting the Dol'
inion Guarantee Company, liinited."--(r.
McMillan.)

Bill (5) " An Act further to amend the
North-west Territories Representation Ac
-(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (31) " An Act respecting the CoU-
sumers Cordage Company, Iiraited."-(I'
Ogilvie.)
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hBili (125) " An Act further to amend
the General Inspection Act."-(Mr. Bowell.)

Bill (113) " An Act to amend the Inspec-
tion of Ships Act."-(Mr. Bowell.)

Bill (38) " An Act respecting the Ontario
oan and Debenture Company."-(Mr. Mc-

Kindsey.)
Bill (14) " An Act to amend the Railway

At"-(Mr. Bowell.)

Bill (62) "An Act respecting the Riche-
eu and Ontario Navigation Çompany."-

(Mr. Ogilvie.)

The Senate adjourned at 8.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, June 7th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
clock

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ýEAMEN'S ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

on. Mr. BOWELL moved the third
readig of Bill (13) " An Act to amend the

's Act." He said: The hon. member
f i alifax called my attention to what

e thought was an incongruity in the lan-
uage.of the latter portion of the first clause

this bill. I consulted the Minister of
afarine and Fisheries on the subject and,

'her showing him the point to which my
h friend had called my attention, he gave

oto.Pinion that the latter portion of it dido 'nterfere with or restrict in any way the
""tionl of the first part of the clause. I

bili him to make a memorandum on the
pl and he did so as follows : " The latter
Part of the clause in no way restricts the
bu Part of the clause. The claim for dis-
la rments would be interpreted by any
last er as not being interfered with by the

giveour lines." I do not know that I have
pe his exact words, but that is the pur-
e'. of them. I pointed out to hini that,

it as a layman, I thought it wopld
ehe 'interpretation given it by the hon.

it di r from Halifax. He answered that't did lot.

Hon. Mr. POWER-When it is a ques-
tion of plain English, there is no difference
between a lawyer and a layman in the inter-
preting of a statute. The lawyer gives the
language its ordinary natural meaning,
and that is what a layman does ; and
I venture to say that the Minister of Trade
and Commerce in this instance was a bet-
ter lawyer than the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries. When I made this sugges-
tion to the hon. Minister I had not looked at
the English law of which this bill is a copy,
but I have since done so, and I find that
the view of the Minister of Trade and
Commerce is correct. The latest authority
on the subject is McLachlan on Shipping,
published in 1892. He sets out the doctrine
in the text that the master or any other
person lawfully acting as master, has the
same lien for disbursements as the master
has for his wages. The Act which he cites
is the Merchants' Shipping Act of 1889,
and I find that the first clause of the bill
before us is an imperfect copy of the first
section of that Act. I direct the attention
of the House to the language of the two
enactments. The first clause of this bill is
as follows:-

Every master of a ship registered in any of the
said provinces shall, so far as the case permits,
have the saine rights, liens and remedies for the
recovery of his wages, and for the recovery of dis-
bursements properly made by hin on account of
the ship, and for liabilities properly incurred by
him on account of the ship, which by this Act or
by any law or custom any seaman, not being a
master, has for the recovery of his wages ; and if,
in any proceeding in any court possessing admir-
alty jurisdiction in any of the said provinces touch-
ing the claim of a master to wages, any right of
set-off or counter-claim is set up, such court may
enter into and adjudicate upon all questions and
settle all accounts then arising or outstanding and
unsettled between the parties to the proceeding,
and may direct payment of any balance which is
found to be due.

Hon. gentlemen will notice that the right
of set-off or counter-claim is given only in the
case of a suit by the master for wages and not
where the suit touches the master's disburse-
ments or liabilities properly incurred on
account of the ship. Now, how does the
section of the English Act read ? The first
part is substantially the same as the first
part of the clause of this bill. The second
part reads:

If in any proceeding in any Court of Admiralty
or vice Admiralty, or in any county court
having admiralty jurisdiction, touching the claim
of a master or of any person acting as master
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to wages or such disburseients or liabilities as
aforesaid, any right of set off or counter claim is
set up, it shall be lawful for the court to enter into
and adjudicate, &c.

Now, in order to prevent any doubt about
the construction of this clause in future, we
should insert here the words which appear
in the English Act. I arn not going to say
that the Minister of Marine and Fisheries is
wrong, but he may be wrong, and it will not
do any harm to insert these words. They
remove any doubt; and I therefore move that
the bill be not now read the third time but
that it be amended by inserting after the
word " wages " in the 16th line the words
" or such disbursements or liabilities as afore-
said." Those are the words used in the
English Act.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I agreewith the sug-
gestion made by the hon. gentleman. The
Minister from whose department this bill
came gave me the opinion which I have
quoted, and I suggested the adding of the
words so as to inake it beyond a peradven-
ture ?

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-Lawyers are
not in the habit of doing that.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I thought that was
the common sense view to take of it, so as
to prevent any misconseption of the mean-
ing of the clause. I therefore accept his
amendment.

The motion was agreed to on a division,
and the bill as amended was read the third
time and passed.

THE COMBINES BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (AA) " An Act to
amend the law relating to conspiracies and
combinations formed in restraint of Trade."

(In the Committee.)
Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) moved the

following amendment:-
Page 1, line 6.-Leave out " paragraphs (c) and

(d) " and insert " paiagraphs (a), (c) and (d)."
Page 1, line 8.-After " therefor ;" insert the

following:-
" (a) to limit the facilities for transporting, pro-

ducing, nanufacturing, supplying, storing or deal-
ing in any article or commodity which may be a
su bject of trade or commerce ; or."

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE, f rom the committee,
reported the bill with an amendment, which
was concurred in.

JOHNSON RELIEF BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER moved the
adoption of the Eighteenth Report of the
Standing Committee on Divorce in re John-
son Relief Bill.

The motion was agreed to on a division.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the third
reading of the bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was
read the third tine and passed on a division.

DILLON DIVORCE BILL.

DEBATE RESUMED.

The Order of the Day being called,
Resuming the further adjourned Debate on the

motion of the Honourable Mr. Gowan for the
adoption of the Fourteenth Report of the Standing
Conmittee on Divorce in re Dillon Relief Bill.-
(Mr. Clemow.)

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW said: This subjece
has been before the House upon two or three
occasions, and it is with some hesitancy that
I rise to say a few words with reference to
a matter which has been already considered.
I think there has been a great deal of irre-
levant discussion in reference to this bill.
The fact seems to have been ignored the
we were considering a matter that had
already become law, over which we have 11o
jurisdiction, simply having power to, carrY
out the provisions of the law itself. Under
the British North America Act the power
of dealing with divorce rests altogether
with this Parliament and therefore we ae
in the same position as judges and juries are
in other cases. The law is then withOut
limitation and does not discriminate i"
favour of or against any class, but its pr">-
visions can be enforced by any and every
subject so desiring it on the well knO*'
British principle of one law for all. The
Senate is merely empowered to administer
the law as it now stands upon the Statute
book. If the law is oppressive in anY
gree, there is a way of having it amend
We know that laws have been conside
oppressive in the past, and by constitutiOne
means they have been remedied. At One
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tine there was a very oppressive law inter-
fing verywseriously with the rights and
privileges of a certain class of intelligentand loyal people, but as long as that lawWas Upon the Statute-book it had to be
enforced and was enforced until by proper
Proes it was removed from the Statute-
book and now those people enjoy the same
rlghts and privileges as other people. The
Sante thing can be done with this law if it is
considered injurious to any section of the coi-
inUnity. But I hold, as long as the law and
t provisions remain on the Statute-book, we
are Powerless to interfere with it in any res-
Pect. Under the constitution the Senate
takes the first preliminary steps for the pur-
Pose Of carrying out the provisions of the

otatute. They delegate that power to a com-
Iitte but that committee's action must be

SUtailed by a majority of the votes of the
n.iate before it becomes operative. Sup-

POSig the judges of the land were to take
UPOII themselves to say that they would not

earry out the conditions of any statute be-
eause they interfered with their preconceived

oas f right and wrong, what state of
rs Would there be with reference to the

Jndtheiary of the country? I contend we are
Acthe samne position with reference to this
'&et s0 far as the Senate is concerned.

Iators have certain responsibilities placed
hOn their shoulders, and this is one of them.

ey have to inquire into all cases of this
d ture brought before them and they must
thedeupon the evidence adduced before them
Th ane as jurors and courts of law.
d4Y are to hear the evidence, and are to
isare whether they consider that evidence

lcient to warrant them in recommend-
9 that the relief asked for be granted.

that i the extent of their power. To say
estrite relief provided for by this Act is

aplied in any sense, or that it cannot be
Pple for by any class or section of the
nothi is to assert a great fallacy. There is
t .*g in the Act to show that such was

but .intention, or ever was the intention;111 a 'un
evein a countr where free institutions exist,

Wla an is entitled to the benefit of the
the %* en it is passed, and therefore I think

ac0rdi are justified in giving a decision
aloieng to the evidence and the evidence
the In this matter. Now, supposing
their te should resolve by a majority pf
or otes that they would not entertain this
'Wol bill the effect would be that the law

be a dead letter and the statute would

be nugatory. Would that be constitution-
ally correct and right to the parties who
desire to have the benefit of a law on our
Statute-books i The only safe way is
for the Senate to inquire carefully into every
case which comes before them and to render
a true verdict according to the evidence
adduced. The proposition was laid down
by the leader of the Opposition that
the ecclesiastical law was superior to the
civil law. It did not meet with a ready
response in this House, because we know
that upon another occasion when the legis-
lature of the province of Quebec passed an
Act containing that unique long preamble
which caused a very great agitation
throughout the whole country, there was an
expression of opinion antagonistic to its
enactment which I think ought to be suffi-
cient to prevent any honourable gentleman
from bringing up the subject again and thus
continuing to excite a feeling of unrest and
dissatisfaction throughout a large section of
the country. As far as this law is concern-
ed, we are bound to do our duty and I do
not see how we can shirk it and evade our
responsibility. The statutes are placed in
the hands of senators, as other acts
are placed in the hands of judges and
juries, and they are bound to administer
the same in their respective capacities,
and the responsibility rests upon us of de-
ciding this case. Now, what are the facts
in reference to this matter ? Evidence has
been taken of a very conclusive nature that
this party is entitled to the relief that he
seeks, and I do not see upon what ground
it can be refused. It is true it is said by
one party that the committee did not do
their duty in respect to -a certain question
which the petitioner, on the advice of his
counsel and by the direction of the com-
mittee, declined to answer. Now I
have had a considerable number of
divorce bills placed in my hands, and I have
attended the committee pretty generally,
and I have always found the committee
particularly desirous of ascertaining by every
means in their power what was delegated to
them. They were instructed to inquire
whether there was connivance or collusion
between the parties to procure the divorce,
and that, if established, has always been
considered a sufficient bar to the granting of
the relief; but the precedents all go to show
that they were never called upon to inquire
into the conduct of the petitioner in an
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undefended case, and I suppose the parties
who framed rule 115 considered that if
there was any ground for bringing this
charge against the party requiring the re-
lief, the respondent would not be slow in
taking advantage of it, and then the com-
mittee would take the necessary means of
inquiring into it, as they have done in
some cases, and if the fact was proved it
would be a block to the proceedings.
I remember one or two cases, at any rate,
where the charge was made by the opposite
party and sustained by evidence sufficiently
to induce the committee to reject the bill.
As far as the committee are concerned,
therefore, I think they have followed the
rules and precedents in the performance of
their duties, and I do not think it would be
fair or reasonable to send back this report to
them for further inquiry. I believe the
committee acted to the best of their ability,
and until some change is made in the rules
requiring the committee to investigate this
particular matter, I do not believe they
would be justified in putting such questions
as those which were ruled out. They have
never been supposed to act as prosecutors in
these cases, but have confined themselves to
carrying out the rules as laid down, and
therefore I think they are quite exonerated
from blame in the course they have taken.
I trust that the majority of this Senate will
perceive that they are in duty bound to vote
for the report of the majority. Some hon.
gentlemen say that they have conscientious
scruples against voting on questions of
this kind, and as a rule they do not
vote at all. From my point of view
every senator is bound to obey the law
of the land. One of those laws compels him
to perform the duty of dealing with those
divorce cases, and I do not see how any
member can absolve himself from discharging
his duty. He would not be justified in
refusing to accept the report of the com-
mittee unless he considered that the evidence
was not sufficient to satisfy him that the
petitioner was entitled to relief. This
matter has been fully discussed and I hope
we will not have such a question again in
the Senate. I hope it will be settled to-day
once and for all, and that we shall under-
stand the position that the Senate occupies
in dealing with those important questions;
so long as the rules remain tnchanged we
have no alternative but to comply with the
law and govern ourselves by the evidence

alone in forming our judgment. That is the
only course we can pursue. Every member
of the House can attend the committee
meetings and judge for himself from the
bearing of the witnesses whether the
petitioner is entitled to the relief he seeks.
If hon. gentlemen think the evidence is not
sufficient they are perfectly justified in refus-
ing to assent to the bill, but on no other
grounds would any member be justified
in opposing the report of the committee
while the present law stands. Some hon.
gentlemen treat this question as if
we were now dealing with a bill to establish
a tribunal for trying divorce cases.
A good many of the arguments to which
we have listened would be appropriate
to a debate on such a measure, but we are
now only dealing with the law as we find it.
The hon. gentleman from Ottawa took the
ground that every man should exercise his
own judgment and be influenced in any way
that he thought proper in dealing with a
case of this kind. I differ from hini totallY.
It was never intended that we should dis-
regard the plain language of the law. We
have to deal with these matters as a judge
would in administering the law. Very oftenl
a judge has to administer a law which is
repugnant to his feelings. We know that
some judges are opposed to capital punish-
ment, but while the law imposes the death
penalty every judge is obliged to carry out
the law as he finds it. As far as this case
is concerned, it is so clearly proved that I do
not know how there can be a dissentient
voice upon it. A good deal has been said
about the petitioner taking his wife to Paris
and leaving her there with her father. I do
not think he could have done anything
better than that when they decided to separate.
Whether he made ample provision for
her sustenance or not she was not justified
in the course that she afterwards pursued-
I cannot assent to the allegation which has
been made here that most women, left under
such circumstances to themselves, would fall.
I have a higher opinion of women generally-
How many cases do we know of women be-
ing left by their husbands, very ofteil
poverty and distress, and fiable to manly
temptations, and how rarely does !it baP
pen that any of them fall? Such caes
as this are few, I am happy to say, and tbe
moral character of our Canadian women, l
far too high to justify such remarks. 1 in
tend to vote for the report of the committee'
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because I think it is based on a fair and just
ln«Vestigation, and the committee have fol-
lo'ed precedent and carried out the rules
laid down by the House. I do not think
that the House would be justified in saying
that they have not performned their duty in
a Way consistent with their former course,
and it would be most unjust to cast a reflec-
t'on upon gentlemen who have been influenced
bY the highest motives in dealing with the
case.

lion. Mr. BELLEROSE-'I rise to a
question of order. We are now discussing,
the main motion, but I see in the report of
the last debate on this subject before the re-cess that the hon. member from Toronto
moved an amendment, to recommit the re-
Port With instructions to take the questions
andj answers refused by the committee and
aisO all cognate questions. I see that it has
nQot been entered in the Orders of the Day,
but it is here in the Senate Debates.

1on. Mr. O'DONOHOE-I moved an
amelldment, and at the moment I was

lled away before saying all that Imad intended to say on the subject. I'not differing from my hon. friend
om Rideau in all that he has said.

the point I raise chiefly is this, that
the cOmmittee have not performed their
duty to the Senate and that the matter is
'lot before the Senate with all the evidence

-at was offered. If the committee are per-
raitted to exclude evidence, the Senate can-

'lhave the case before it. There is noease before the Senate as it stands now, be-
Cause We have a report brought in, and it is
Ilot Contradicted that evidence was offered
and refused. How can the Senate decide on
helase if any part of the evidence is with-
hecoý? We have not the evidence before us.

e committee are not the judges of how
drae evidence to take and how much evi-
t ce to reject. Their duty is to report to
fore ouse what they have done, and I there-
re moved an amendment that the report be
eeomitted witha viewthatthewhole of theedence be submitted. What the House

"aY decide with the evidence before us I
eaidot say, but in the meantime, while the
a'etne offered is not before the House, we
TheiL i a Position to form a judgment.
the i8 no parity of reasoning between
hi, cases of which my hon. friend from

eau Speaks as between this House and
Court of justice. The court takes all the

evidence and pronounces upon it, if it be a
fit case to adjudicate upon, but it would be
manifestly absurd that a committee ap-
pointed by this House to investigate a
matter of this kind and take evidence,
should say how much evidence to take and
how much to reject. It is for the House to
say what evidence is sufficient for a case of
this sort. In my absence I find that this
amendment to recommit was seconded by
the hon. member from Amherst, and I
think he will agree with me that the re-
port must be recommitted to the committee
in order to report the evidence in full.
That is the position I take and it does not
contradict my hon. friend from Rideau. He
goes into other matters that are not cognate
at all to this case. I move :

That the said report of the niajority be not con-
curred in, and that the sane with the report of
the innority be recomnmitted to the Standing Com-
mittee on Divorce, with instructions to the said
comminttee to put to the petitioner, James St.
George Dillon, of the city of Montreal, merchant,
the question mentioned in the report of the
ininority, to wit :-

" Have you been faithful to your marriage vows
as far as adultery is concerned up to the time you
institnted proceedings for divorce ?" and further
questions on the subject which nay be necessary
to get at the truth, and also all further questions
on the subject which may be pertinent in the
premises.

That is a question proper to, be put. If a
man comes before this House who himself
is guilty of the charge he makes against his
wife, surely he does not appear before us
with clean hands!

Hon. Mr. MoINNES (B.C.)-I under-
stand it is a question of order that is before
the House and the hon. gentleman is mak-
ing a second speech on the report of the
committee. Now I submit, with all due
respect to the House, that he is entirely
out of order. If he has anything to say on
the point of order that has been raised by
the hon. gentleman from De Lanaudière,
very well. but he cannot go on making a
second speech on the main motion before
the House. In the second place, the hon.
gentleman must be aware that be cannot
move an ame-ndment now.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-I am not mov-
ing the amendment now.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)- If that
amendment had been on the Order paper
we could discuss it.
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Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-The
ment was made three weeks ago.
is in the report of the debate.

amend-
Here it

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-Where do
you find that ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-In the Senate
Debates.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I asked how
is it that the Orders of the Day do not con-
tain the amendment ? I want to ascertain
how it was omitted when it was made in
a full House and reported officially. It is
before the House now; the only incident is
that it is not on the Orders of the Day. The
Speaker will order what he thinks right,
and the amendment must be moved.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)-It is quite
evident that there is some irregularity. If the
motion of the hon. gentleman from Toronto
had been written out or handed to the
clerk, or placed in the Speaker's hands,
it certainly would have appeared on the
Orders before us to-day.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-It was de-
clared out of order as no notice had been
given of it.

Some hon. SENATORS-No, no.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I was in
the chamber at the time and, speaking from
memory, I do not remember it being de-
clared out of order, but the hon. gentleman
had not that amendment written out, as my
recollection goes, and it was merely a verbal
notice to the House. We are all aware that
a notice of any amendment has to be handed
in to his Honour the Speaker in writing.
It was not done.

• Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-It was handed
in. .

Hon.Mr.McINNES (B.C.)-If such is the
case it is the first time that I have known
such an amendment to be- omitted from the
Minutes since I have been a member of the
House, and if such is the case there was cer-
tainly great neglect on the part of some of
the officials of the House.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-It is not the
fault even of the officials of the House.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)-I am not
blaming them.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I will give him
evidence of it. The hon. leader of the House
rose in his place and said: " The motion now
before the chair is that of the member from
Toronto, that the report be recommitted.
As soon as it is put before the House my
hon. friend from Ottawa can move the ad-
journment of the debate." So the difficulty
arose from those two expressions of opinion.
The hon. leader claimed that the motion then
before the House was the motion of the hon.
member from Toronto, so it is evident that
the short discussion produced the difficulty ;
þut it may be remedied now to-day, only
there must be some liberality. The motion
is on the paper and it is sufficient.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I would ask
the Speaker if that motion was placed in his
hands the day before *e adjourned?

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-That motion
was read by the hon. gentleman from Toronto.
It was considered out of order because there
was no notice. Then the hon. gentleman
from Toronto said he would give that resol-
ution as a notice, and that is how it stands
now.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-No notice was
necessary.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think there
is any basis for the point of order, because
there is nothing to hinder any member of
the House moving the same resolution a
once in amendment to the motion before the
House. My remembrance of the matter is
that the hon. gentleman from Toronto ver-
bally moved the amendment. I think he
had it in writing and handed it in and then,
at the suggestion of some hon. member, it
was allowed to stand and be put in a some-
what different ' shape. That is a courtesY
that is always extended to members and I
am rather surprised that an attempt should
now be made to take advantage of the very
trifling irregularity which apparently has
taken place. Instead of discussing the ques
tion of order, we had better admit that the
point of order is well taken, and let sOme
hon. member move the amendment which
the hon. gentleman from Toronto is supposed
to be unable to move.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I think I saw the
hon. gentleman from Toronto making his
motion in writing.
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lion. Mr. KAULBACH-The hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax is quite right.

lion. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I would ask
the Speaker if the motion was placed in his
hands?

The SPEAKER-The motion was not
Placed in my hands. I may say such amend-
rTents never come to my hands. They are
generally sent to the officials who put them
'n the Orders of the Day. On this occasion

remember distinctly what passed at the
'ast meeting of the House. Te hon. gen-
tleman from Toronto made his amendment
verbally and it was agreed, on his asking
the favour that time should be given him
o Write his motion, which motion should

have been put into the hands of the officials
afterwards. I do not know whether that
ý8as done. I only know that it did not come
into my hands.

lion. Mr. POIRIER-Was that a motionor an amendment ?

110n. Mr. ANGERS-An amendment.
The main motion is to adopt the report.

lion. Mr. LANDRY-I move the amend-
reUt which has been read by the hon. mem-
ber from Toronto.

h ofn Mr. READ (Quinté.) It is some-
aî bef an innovation that a committee

se e required to produce evidence them-
es which they have never heretofore, to

Or bn owledge, been in the habit of doing. en authorized to do. What does thisresolutio ask the committee to do i To in-
qut'into whether there has been any

O t1iOn of the marriage vow on the part
the e titioner. Now that is the duty ofhe aPodent. No case can be cited in
by th such evidence has been brought outatee committee, and since this unfortun-te atter has come .up, three cases have
havei fore the committee in none of which
hae such questions been asked. One case
Wh Very similar to this-the Johnson case-

. Petitioner was living apart from his
fre and 'had been making her an allowance
enumber of years, just as in this Dillon

o Yet when the case was before the
althittee no such matter was brought up,discogh the Dillon case was then under
feltit -no member of the committee

28 duty to put such a question to

the petitioner, and the reason was that the
committee had no such authority. The
115th rule of the House deals with this
matter :

If adultery be proved, the party froin whoin
the divorce is sought may nevertheless be admit-
ted to prove condonation, collusion, connivance,
or adultery on the part of the petitioner.

It is not the duty of the committee to
search for evidence ; that is for the parties
in the case. Suppose the witness chooses to
perjure himself and the committee are
aware of it, are they to go and hunt for
evidence to show that he has perjured him-
self i Is that the duty of any committee i
The rule does not say so. We will go
further to show that it is not intended:-

Condonation, collusion or connivance between
the parties is always a sufficient ground for reject-
ing a bill of divorce, and shall be inquired into by
the committee.

How does it say they are to inquire into the
question whether adultery has been com-
mitted i Why does it not say so ? If it was
so intended the rule would say so.

And should the committee have reason to sus-
pect collusion or connivance.

Now, it does not say if they suspect adult-
ery, it only says if they have reason to sus-
pect collusion or connivance.

And should the committee have reason to sus-
pect collusion or connivance, and deem it desirable
that fuller inquiry should be made, the same shall
be communicated to the Minister of Justice, that
he may intervene and oppose the bill should the
interest of public justice, in his opinion, call for
such intervention.

I say the committee would have stepped
outside of their dudes had they acted aa
some hon. gentlemen would have had then
act. I have been on these committees more
or less for 32 years and I have never heard
such a question put by a member of the com--
mittee. Three cases have been tried, after-
this matter was brought before the ettention
of the House, and the question was not
asked; and why not i No doubt the hon.
gentleman who presented the minority report
was satisfied in his own mind that he was
doing wrong, although he is not going to
admit it. At any rate, no member of the
committee chose to ask the question, and I
think there could not be any better evidence
that a wrong had been done in putting such
questions to Dillon. Before adopting the.
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amendment, the House must change it rules.
At the present time I do not consider the
amendment is in order or that the House
has a right to instruct the committee to
make the inquiries which were ruled out
when proposed in the committee.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I had not
intended to speak in this debate because so
much time bas already been consumed over
it, but the subject bas now assuned so
many different phases that I am impelled to
say a few words before the debate closes.
I will promise, however, to be as brief as
possible. I regret particularly the absence
of our venerable chairman whose vast ex-
perience and legal knowledge would do
much to set many vexed points at rest, and
whom I trust we shall soon see able to take
his accustomed place. I feel that I am but
a young member of this House and I hes-
itate to set my opinions against those of old
and trusted and honoured senators whose
abilities and extensive experience would na-
turally entitle their words to great weight,
but I see that not only are we debating the
Dillon case from its legal, its moral and re-
ligious standpoint, but that an important
conimittee of the House is also on trial.
Practically, a vote of want of confidence has
been moved in it, and certain points have
been raised which had better be set at rest,
and decided once for all by this debate, be-
cause if the points now raised are support-
ed by the House, the proceedings of that
committee will have to be materially
changed.

The general subject matter has already
been adjudicated upon before the Superior
Court of Lower Canada. The wife was re-
presented by counsel before that tribunal
and had full opportunity for defence. She
did not then complain of anything in her
husbandrs conduct. She did not recriminate
or make any charge against him as she had
a right to do. She even declined to cross-
examine the witnesses. With all the rights
of defence before that tribunal which she
could have before Parliament, she offered
none. Adultery was proved. The husband
was held entitled to relief, and all the relief
that court could grant it gave him in its
decree. The husband then asked Parlia-
ment on the same evidence for what Parlia-
ment alone could grant, dissolution of the
marriage.

The chairman's memorandum placed upon
the table formulates the views of the com-

mittee (unanimous save one) as to their
proper functions and duties, and his speech
in moving its adoption somewhat elaborates
the report. We consider that the commit-
tee fully acted up to the limit of its duty, as
laid down in rules 113, 114 and 115. They
"inquired into the allegations set forth in
the bill, taking evidence ' touching the
same,' and the rights of the petitioner to the
relief prayed on the allegations set forth."
Rule 115 declares what may be offered in
answer by the party against whom the adul-
tery bas been proved. Had any evidence in
answer been given, the committee of course
would have heard it, but the respondent
having offered none, either before the Supe-
rior Court or before the committee, one may
reasonably conclude that she liad none to
offer. Now this House bas formulated cer-
tain rules for our guidance. We have either
got to abide by them or not. If not, what
is the object of having them? Presumably
every senator is supposed to know these
rules, but many of us do not look up these
matters until occasion requires. I hope I
shall not be considered presumptuous if I
consider the particular rules bearing on this
case for a few minutes.

The latter part of the rule requires the
committee to inquire into certain matters,
the points being those which would amount
to a fraud on the committee, as will at once
be seen when we look at the legal definitiol
of the term.

Colluion-Is a conspiracy to impose
upon the tribunal, in other words tO
make up a case.

Connivance-Is where the applicant has
himself consented to the particular act of
which he himself complains, consented
to his wife's adultery.

Condonation-Is the actual forgiveness
of the matrimonial offence after knowledge
of the fact.

There was not a particle of evidence il'
support of or to suggest the existence Of
any of these.

As regards adultery on the part of the
applicant that is a countercharge which the
rule expressly leaves to the party from whoim
the divorce is sought, and so it always was,
and now is, in the English Divorce Court.
But even then such a countercharge does
not amount to a bar for relief, but only aS
an appeal to the discretionary power of the
court. It was clearly not within the scOPe
of the committee to undertake such a"
inquiry upon its own mere motion, it W8
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not at any time suggested in any way by
the party most interested. It was no part of
the record, so to speak, before the committee.
And yet the monstrous doctrine is now pro-
Pounded that a subordinate body, with
sPeciflc and limited powers, should act as
Public accusers against the party seeking
relief ; should undertake to do that which
the party most interested did not even sug-
gest. I do not think that any honourable
nian would consent to occupy so degrading
a Position, one so incompatible with the
furctions of an impartial inquiry. The hon.
U1enmber from Halifax has delivered an able
and exhaustive speech on this question. He
has brought to his subjects as he generally
does, careful consideration, as his remarks
show great pains and research in getting up

1 case. But I could not help seeing, and
amn sure ry feelings were shared by many

lenbers, that though he professes to deal
'ith the question from the standpoint of a
judge in a divorce court, and to decide accord-
ing to the evidence, his attitude was more
that of a clever lawyer, counsel for the de-fence, determined to built up a case against
the Petitioner. I do not say that this wasdone disingenuously, or with intent to mis-

,lea but the hon. gentleman evidently had
heart in the case f rom his own point ofView, and not having facts to go upon he is

!ihlged to proceed inferentially or by in-
81nuation. This manner of reasoning by in-ference and insinuation, adopted also by the
'nleinber for Amherst, reminds one of a
farnous character quoted by Swift who could

Convey a libel in a frown
And wink a reputation down."

t take the hon. gentleman's own words in
5 'pport of what I say, and will leave the
Ilouse to decide if I am putting the case
Sstrongly. On page 20 of Senate Debates

him reported as follows:-

vif 'nay be that Dillon was too exacting. Hisama ay have been rather too fond of society and
to<o rnent in an innocent way. He may have beenlas ere and exa cting as husbands sometimes are.
ti4Id of bearing with his wife's littie imperfec-and frivolities he chooses to put her away.

toThat is language which one would expect
c see applied to a woman about whose

reacter there might be some doubt. I
et y say I admire and applaud a man who
w> nglY advocates the cause of a woman
hoaa a been wronged and ill treated, but

any one can read the evidence in this
28J

case, one of the most flagrant and revolt-
ing that has come before the committee, in
my limited experience, and then seek to ex-
culpate her by speaking of her conduct as
"little f rivolities and imperfections," makes
me wonder if these remarks manifest to
others, they certainly do not to me, the
spirit in which a judge on the bench would
approach the case.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That language
of mine applied to the wife's conduct before
the separation.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-Farther on
he says " A woman still young is deprived of
the society of her husband and of her child-
ren-exiled from society and left to shift for
herself with the result one may easily expect
to follow." Now I ask you if " exiled from
society and left to shift for herself " is a
judicial way of stating that she had been
placed in her father's care with an allowance
$50 a month for her support? What the hon.
gentleman contends is, I assume, that hav-
ing had a separation from his wife and hav-
ing lived apart from her for a cetain period
he had thrown temptation in her way and
so contributed to her downfall. I hardly
think that the hon. gentleman intended us
to treat this view seriously, but if he does a
very wide vista is opened. I assume that
few women fall unless exposed to temptation.
The question then arises what is the amount
of temptation to which a woman may be ex-
posed, which will excuse her fall, or what
the measure of neglect which in my hon.
friend's opinion would entitle a husband to
be considered as contributory to her disgrace.
Many husbands have a habit of spending
most of their evenings away from home.
Others by their business or professions are
obliged to pass long periods absent from the
family fireside. In some cases there may
even be studied neglect, and yet it would be
very subversive to our ideas of morality, if
such conduct on the part of a husband were
to be accepted generally, in exculpation of a
wife's offence, or as an excuse for her violat-
ing her own vows, while at the same time
preventing the husband from obtaining his
remedy from the House. Again he says:

This man stood by. Does it not look as if he
had deliberately thrown that woman in the way of
temptation and had done it probably with a view
of marrying some one to whom he had taken a
ancy?
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Where is the ground for this ? Certainly
not in the evidence. It is the merest in-
sinuation. Does this language appear to be
inspired by the judicial spirit ?

He is down also on the petitioner
for declining to answer a question, which,
mind you, he had heard the committee rule
out of order, and he would fain have you
accept that as evidence of the petitioner's im-
norality. Now, if a witness in a court were
to hear a judge rule a question out of order,
and if in spite of that ruling, counsel should
insist on putting it, what more natural than
that the witness could accept the judge's
dictum and refuse to answer? Would there
then be an inference that witness was un-
able to do so ? But, further, I would remind
the hon. gentleman and this House that in-
ference is not evidence. No divorce is
granted by this House without the clearest
proof of adultery. You would not think of
granting a divorce upon such a flimsy in-
ference. Why, then, should you refuse it 1
To carry out the principle supported by my
hon. friend it would be the petitioner who
would be on trial, not the respondent.
The petitioner, who as a rule appears in
person, would be subject to an examination
as to his or her conduct, while there would
be no means of similarly examining the re-
spondent, who seldom appears. Proceedings
according to our friends would have to be
commenced by ascertaining, first, the religion
of the parties, and if no disability appeared
on those grounds, the next step would be to
prove the chastity of the petitioner. Now,
I confess that I was struck with the very
strong remarks made on this point by the
hon. member from Amherst. On page 14
he is reported as follows:

The petitioner has acted in a certain way so
that his wife has yielded to temptation, yet he
himself thinks it quite right that lie shorld yield
to the sane temptation and then come before this
tribunal and ask you to whitewash him and enable
hini to go into partnership with another woman,
to treat lier, perhaps, in the saine way.

I may say en passant that there was not
a word of evidence in support of such a
statement. Further on he says:

I have, in justice to the lion. member from
Lunenburg, to say that I think it was a mistake
on the part of the committee to strike out the
questions which he put. I am quite sure that on
reflection a great many of them will admit that it
was a mistake, and for this reason-the law says
that the applicant for divorce, and the person
from whom the divorce is sought, shall both be

examined. In my experience of divorce cases, time
and time again, nay, alinost every time, witnesses
who came before the committee were cross-ex-
amined, especially the parties to the suit, to find
out whether they had ever been guilty of the
offence charged against the respondent. They
have been tested without any objection. I never
heard an objection to such a question being asked.
I have stated already that I have had some exper-
ience on divorce committees, and it was a constant
practice not merely for the chairman, but for
each and every member of the committee to pu-
questions to probe the witness and to try and find
out, with a view of arriving at an honest con-
clusion, whether he had or had not.been as guilty
as his wife.

I was quite struck with this entirely new
definition of what I had understood my
duties as a member of the Divorce Committee
to be. Of course I knew that the present
was the first instance of its having been
done in my time, but I accepted the state-
ment without hesitation as having been done
during the hon. gentleman's experience. On
searching, however, to see in what shape the
questions had been put, I am unable to
find one single instance. I do not of course
question the hon. gentleman's statement
that it has been done. He would not have
said so, unless he recollected it, but I am
satisfied that he is mistaken in thinking that
it has been done in the general way he has
stated, or I could not have persistently
overlooked it. Under these circumstances
I will ask the hon. gentleman, if I am wrong
in my facts, to correct me, but, if otherwise,
to correct the very erroneous impression
which his words must have conveyed, and
which I have no doubt caused as strong an
impression upon other hon. gentlemen's
minds as they did upon my own. The lion.
member for Amherst goes on to say : The -
legal authorities here, i. e., those quoted by
the hon. member for Halifax, which are not
questioned, and which cannot be questioned,
show that if this man has committed adult-
ery he is not entitled to release. With the
profoundest respect for the hon. gentleman
who cited the authorities, and for the one
who in turn cited him, I would say that at
all events, the authorities are questioned :
whether they can be so successfully I will
leave this House to decide. The statement
that if this man has committed adultery he
is not entitled to relief is certainly wrong,
because the question is one that is entirelY
discretionary with the court. Coming, then,
to the view of the law quoted by the hon-
member from Halifax (Mr. Power) as bearing
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upon the case, I find at page 7 of the report
that he says :

suppose that we are governed to a certain
ex~itby rule and precedent.

And yet with the rule before him ex-
Pressly stating the parties who alone
can raise this question, he assumes
the committee to be wrong in not enter-
ing upon a matter not before thein,
a matter which the respondent could have
urged before the court in Quebec or before
thecommittee, but did not. Why,sir, no court
would take such a matter up upon its own
mere motion, a matter which is not in itself
Pleadable as a bar to relief, but at most a
discretionary appeal. Now, are hon. gentle-
maen serious in assuming that your committee

11tting as judges with certain assigned
POwers should go outside of them or intro-
duce new questions not submitted to them
or raised in the proper way. What would
be thought of a judge in court who after a
case had beenbroughtbefore him,undefended,
aId the plaintiff had proved his case, should
Cross-examine him and his witness on points
Which had not been suggested by defendant
Until he had elicited some damaging testi-
mony and then pronounce a verdict for the
Q]ndefended defendant? Would not that be
the greatest usurpation of authority? Why,
81r, we should very quickly hear an outcryfor the imnpeachment of such a judge. The

gentleman is singularly unhappy in
9uoting the Tudor-Hart case. There the
Principle contended for was the equal res-
P0nsibility of man and woman. In England
the Woman could not have obtained relief
theProof Only of adultery, the man could, and
the Parliament of Canada very wisely, as I
cOider, affirmed the doctrine of equal res-
Ponsibility,. notwithstanding that the House

Lord s in their legislative capacity on
'Ore than one occasion acted in the oppositedirection. And the Act of the Parliament
Of Canada has evoked the eulogium of one
Of the greatest if not the greatest of Eng-
Cand'atatesmen,who said "the Parliament of
Cana has done itself honour in founding

't8neasure on the equal responsibility ofbean and woman." But though as I said
ifore I am satisfied it is done without any

Inislead ing intentions ; it is strange to find

hicyer quoting case after case, many of
from thto MY mind are clearly distinguishable
de1ne te e before the House, on the evi-

" e. We know that Shakespeare says,
"he Devil can cite Scripture for his pur-

pose," and while not imputing any such
Satanic attributes to the hon. gentleman, I
have had enough experience of lawyers to
know that two very different meanings can
be put upon the same case. In all the cases
submitted by my hon. friend I can-
not find one which, clearly considered,
has a distinct bearing on this case. In
every one of them that I have inves-
tigated the cases have been contested, and
the points have been raised by the respon-
dent or the counsel for the parties, not by
the court. Recrimination and counter-
charges have been made and on examination
or cross-examination by counsel the facts
have been elicited. I have not been able
to find a single instance, and I think I can
safely challenge the hon. gentleman to pro-
duce one, where the court took upon itself,
where defence had not been raised, to put
such a question as we have been asked to
do. If it was a proper question to have
been put, why did not the court below do
it? In discussing this point with the hon.
gentleman not later than this forenoon, he
informed me that he ha:d disposed of that
argument. I turn to page 7 of the debates
of that date and I find that when certain
cases had been cited by him, the hon. mem-
ber from Colchester ( Mr. McKay) said
that those were contested cases, and the
hon. member from Halifax replied, "Yes,
but I do not think that alters the case."

Hon. Mr. POWER-There was more than
that.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-That style
of disposing of an argument reminds me of
a story of a man who had a serious dis-
cussion with his wife, and put an end to it
oy saying, " I will not argue with you any
more." She replied, "I am not arguing with
you. I'm telling you." The hon. gentle-
man did not argue--he told us that
the fact mentioned did not alter the
case. Now, I do not consider that he in
any way disposed of the objections that were
raised. At the same time I do not suppose
that, even if the question objected to had
been allowed to be put, and had been satis-
factorily answered, that we should have the
support of any single member who is now
making the refusal to put the question
the ground of his opposition to the bill. In
the quotation he makes on page 7 I read :

But if the recriminated adultery took place
Srior to that coniplained of by the petitioner the

Iouse always rejected the bill.
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Of course the point here is that there has
been recrimination on the part of the re-
spondent. Immediately following he quotes
the Bland case. In the case he quotes,
Baylis vs. Baylis, L. R. 1 P. and D., p. 395,
I find the following:

Dissolution-20 and 21 Vic., c. 85, s. 43- Ex-
amination of petitioner by the court-Opposed
suit-Conduct conducing adultery.

In answer to a husband's petition for dissolution
of marriage, the wife pleaded that the petitioner
had separated from her without reasona le cause,
and thereby conduced to her adultery. The court
refused to examine the petitioner under the 43rd
section of the 20 and 21 Vic., c. 85, as to the cir-
cumstances leading to the separation, having no
power to examine the respondent as to the circun-
stances.

A husband having marriéd a woman of loose
character, with whom he had previously cohabited,
separated from her against ber will shortly after
the marriage, and sent her to live by herself in a
place where she would be accessible to temptation,
and where she was guilty of adultery. There was
no evidence that there was any reasonable cause
for the separation. The court was of opinion that
this was conduct conducing to her adultery, and
dismissed the petition.

Surely we cannot look upon this as on all
fours with the one now under discussion.
Here a man actually sends his wife alone
into his bachelor chambers, she warning
him that she must have a protector as she
had no other means of support. Surely we
cannot fairly compare this case with one,
where a man having agreed to live apart
from his wife takes lier to her father's home
and leaves ber with him, by mutual consent,
and makes her a liberal allowance for her
support. Surely we cannot compare this
with the case of a man leaving his wife
under her father's own roof tree.

Hon. Mr. POWER- do not think that
the hon. gentleman has stated that case
fairly. In the Baylis case the husband did
make her an allowance and the language was
used, not to him, but to some one else.
There was an allowance of £2 per week
made to the wife in that case.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-If so, that
would be some exculpation, no doubt. Now,
the English Divorce Act, 20-21 Vic., cap.
85, sec. 43, provides that :

The court may, if it shall think fit, order the at-
tendance of the petitioner and may examine him
or ber, or permit him or her to be examined or
cross-examined on oath, on the hearing of any
petition, but no such petitioner shall be bound to
answer any question tending to show that he or she
bas been guiltv of adultery.

See also Brown on Divorce, edition of 1884
(in Parliament Library) for remarks upon ex-
amination and cross-examination of peti-
tioner, which are too long for me to read
here. The intention of the Act no doubt
is that the foundation for cross-examination
of petitioner as to his adultery should be
laid by the respondent.

Babbage vs. Babbage and Manning, L.R.
2 P. and D. Evidence-Cross-examination
as to adultery-32 and 33 Vict., c. 68, s. 3.

A wituess cannot be cross-examined as to any
act of adultery respecting which he or she bas 'not
been examined in chief, although such adultery
inay not be a question in the cause.

Conradi vs. Conradi, L.R. 1 P. and D. 514.
The hon. gentleman did not correctly state
the point of this case. There had been a
previous trial in which petitioner was found
guilty of adultery. He presented a fresh
petition and in this second suit, the court in
the exercise of its discretion granted him a
decree nisi notwithstanding the judgment
against petitioner in former suit, the act of
adultery if committed being an isolated one
and unconnected with the respondent's adul-
tery and finding of the jury in the second
suit, acquitting the petitioner, having thrown
doubt on his guilt.

Boardman vs. Boardman L. R. 1 P. & D.
page 233, is not applicable, because the re-
spondent was present and gave evidence. It
was held in this case that the petitioner and
respondent who were examined, may be
cross-examined upon issues of their own adul-
tery and of each other's adultery.

Barnes vs. Barnes, L. R. 1 P. & D. 572,
was not quite correctly commented upon by
the hon. member from Halifax, The jury
found petitioner and respondent guilty Of
adultery. Co-respondent applied for a new
trial. The court directed that a new trial
be allowed the co-respondent and if petitioner
should apply to the judge ordinary to set
aside the issue found against him, then a
new trial to be had on all issues. Petitioner's
counsel moved the court to grant a decree
nisi and said petitioner was not in position
to have a second trial as he had not the
means, etc. Sir J. P. Wilde found against
him because be did not move against the ver-
dict. It will be noted that the character Of
the evidence against petitioner is notrepeated
in this case.

Hawkins & Hawkins L. R. 10 Probate
Division 177, cited by the hon. member fro3
Halifax, is not in point, as in that case petit-
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ioner had seduced his wife before ber mar-
riage to him, and he afterwards practically
abandoned her.

Ini Dillon's case there was no abandonment
there was a separation for which there was
Cause, and the wife was left with her father,
and she subsequently lived with her mother,
and had an allowance of $50 a month.
Story & Story, L. R. 12 Prob. Div. 196,
was also cited by the hon. member from
llalifax. The adultery of petitioner was
Coinlitted prior to that of his wife, and of
Which he complained. The decision in this
Case is in line with the ruling of the House
Of Lords in cases before the Divorce Act
Went in force. Heyes vs. Heyes, 13 Prob.
biv. 11, was also cited by him. It is not in
Point, because the petitioner had practically
abandoned his wife, broke up his home,
aliowed her nothing, and never saw her until
after eight years' separation. Five years
later he filed the petition-thirteen years
rom separation. Collins vs. Collins, L. R.

9 Prob. Div. 231. In this case a husband
Obtained a decree nisi by reason of his wife's
adultery, but his petition was dismissed by
reason of his cruelty and adultery. The
Parties lived together again, and he com-
fitted other acts of cruelty and was also
eilty of rape, when the wife filed a petition
for dissolution of the marriage. The court,
under the circumstances, granted the wife a
decree ii.

Butt, J., in giving judgment, said:
t * the petitioner 11W prays for a divorce.

the at certamly wou1d be entitled, but for
The ultery proven against her in the original suit.
defe question ifs ought I to allow that adultery to
cret hier present petition ? The court has a dis-
eet ary Power to give or refuse to give that
eth to te wife's formier mnisconduct, and I ßind
rere are cases in which the court bas granted
elief to one of the parties to a suit for divorce,

1 ttanding previous misconduct of the kind

80 far as the action of the committee is
icerned the grounds of their refusal to

ter on any question not properly before
e. *as formulated and entered on the

utles, and also stated by the chairman in
id ing the adoption of the report. I con-
haer that the committee could not properly
ade acted other than they did. In England,rul wherever English laws are in force the
' is that every man is presumed to be in-

nelt until proved to be guilty. Under the
alC system he is obliged to prove his in-

11cce. If this Bouse wants the Divorce

Committee to occupy the position of inquisi-
tors, to do as the French tribunals do, expose
a man's whole life, and test him on his moral
and religious standing, let the House so decree

(and they can do it by accepting the motion
of the hon. member from Toronto). But in
such a case, and under such conditions I
know of one member who would decline to
serve, and I venture to think that you would
be unable to obtain the services of any man
possessed of a particle of British instinct.

Now, with reference to the question of a
person's religion, I would ask hon. gentle-
men how they propose to define what con-
stitutes a man's belonging to any particular
church ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-When he breaks the
sacraments of that church.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-The bon.
gentleman probably alludes to some partic-
ular church.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I say this man does
not belong to the Roman Catholic Church,
and this question of his creed should not
come up at all.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-In the
Church of England and in the Methodist
Church I know they have a test of church
membership and I presume there are condi-
tions that attach to other bodies. But we
all know instances of people reputedly be-
longing to certain denominations who never
attend its places of worship, who conform
to none of its regulations, who neither in
public nor in private live up to its profes-
sions. How are you going to define when
such a person ceases to belong to any de-
nomination? As my hon. friend from
Prince Edward Island (Mr. Prowse) has
pointed out, there are many instances of
distinguished men and even priests leav-
ing the Roman Catholic Church and of
others leaving Protestant denominations,
but there appears to be no ceremony about
it. Nor is it necessary that they should be
formally received into any other congre-
gation. They break certain laws, and
tenets of an order and they simply cease to
belong to it. Now, as I understand it, one
of the canons of the Roman Catholic
Church is against divorce and certainly
one is against adultery. I take it that
when people distinctly and openly
commit breaches of their ecclesiastical
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canons, they aver and declare as
openly as if they advertised it that they
dissever and disassociate themselves from
that church, and I ask hon. gentlemen
what process has the Roman Catholic
Church for retaining control over either of
these persons, or by what right they ask this
House to put the pains and penalties of the
church in force against them i I think that
this matter resolves itself into a simple
question of principle. The House is given
jurisdiction in questions of divorce without
reference to any nationality or religion. I
say that neither potentate, nor church, nor
prelate has any authority to dictate to
this House, or to interfere with the prero-
gative given to it by the Act which created
it. I do not care to enter into the broad
question opened by the hon. senators from
DeLanaudière and Ottawa. I know what
religious convictions are, and there would
be little use in reasoning upon matters,
which some hon. gentlemen regard as being
settled by supreme authority; one cannot
but respect their sincere and honest convic-
tions even though unable to agree with
them. But the power of Parliament is
supreme, and it is our duty not to contend
for any individual or for any denomination
but to consider what would best tend to the
public good. The facts proved in the Dillon
case have been deemed in all the cases I can
find before the House sufficient to entitle a
supplicant to relief. Has any tangible
reason been given for refusing this one?
The petitioner has proved the adultery of
his wife, proved it before a court of this
province, proved it before a committee of
the House; and I ask you now, independent
of all other consideration, to deal with the
case under the constitution according to
your convictions of right and justice.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I congratulate the
Divorce Committee on having ruled out the
question, "Are you a Roman Catholic "? J do
not see that the committee, or this House, is
in anyway, as a j udicial body, concerned in the
religious convictionsof applicants for divorce.
Roman Catholics may have their own feeling
about it, but we are not here acting in a
sectional or religious capacity, but in a
judicial capacity and according to preroga-
tives that we have not chosen, prerogatives
that were given to us. I also con-
gratulate the committee on having refused
to allow this question to be put " Were you

married according to the rites of the religious
denomination to which you and your wife
belong"? What weight would that have
with us, whether they were married accord-
ing to that rite or not ? J will perhaps sur-
prise some people in saying that for us
Roman Catholics the Protestant marriage is
as valid as the Roman Catholic marriage,
and that such a marriage according to our
honest conviction cannot be annulled any
more than a Roman Catholic marriage;
therefore, the one marriage being as valid as
the other, this question as to the creed of
the parties ought not to have been put. A
Protestant marriage with us is equal in
validity to a Roman Catholic marriage ; and
in my estimation this is altogether an
irrelevant question and the committee were
perfectly right in ruling it out. Then the
question was proposed " Were you married
according to the rites of the church to
which you and your wife still belong"? That
is the same question, and it was rejected
with the same justification as the other.
Then the further question was put, " Have
you the same religious faith that you had
then " What has that to do with the case3

We are not a body of theologians here; we
have nothing to do with ascertaining
whether a man has faltered in his faith. The
question as to lis fidelity to his wife might
interest us more, but we are not concerned
with the other question. We have enough
of religious questions raised in this countrY
without going out of our way to raise others
of that character. It strikes me that that
sort of zeal is not altogether for the glory of
religion and of God; there may be somue
personal view or motive in raising such an
issue. At all events, I do not believe it was
our province to go into this question, and
the ho-i. gentleman froin Lunenburg, in say-
ing that "it is the church that we should
have to take care of," certainly displayed
commendable zeal and good-will, but I thinlk
we can dispense with his paternal care Of
the Roman Catholic Church or any other
church. No doubt the sentiments are good
and laudable. We are all Christians here
and admire Christianity, but in this in-
stance the zeal might be bordering on In'
prudence so far as the peace of the countrY
at large and the good understanding of this
House is concerned. In his speech he gave
us the reason why he put all these questils,
which were, as he said, improperly rejected >
in his speech he said that "no good CathOhîc
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could apply for a divorce." No one conten-
ded that these parties were good Catholics
or good Protestants. In my estimation, the
'mlan who fails to answer the pertinent ques-
tion as to whether he was faithful to his
miarriage vows leaves the door open to sus-
Picion that he was not absolutely a good
m1,ember of any church ; and the woman who

as, as far as the evidence shows, commit-
ted adultery, is neither a very good Roman
Catholic or a very good Protestant nor a

ery good religious woman of any kind.
therefore congratulate the committee

on having rejected those questions,
.1id if the motion were what I understood
It to be on the 18th of May, when it
was put by the hon. member from Toronto,
yithout restrictions, I should, as I had then
"itended, have moved an amendment to
that amendnent striking out the part relat-
Ing to the creed of the parties. But the
other question that was put: " Have you
been faithful to your marriage vows as far as
Multery is concerned, up to the time you
I'stituted these proceedings for divorce ?"
18) according to my mind, a proper question

pe Put. If we take the legal view of the
Proedure adopted by the hon. gentleman
rom ]Brandon that might not be admitted in

8eonce. In his very elaborate speech he
hows that the question should not have
enput because it is an undefended case.

The hon. gentleman would be strictly right
*ere the committee an ordinary court of
justice, but I think you will agree with me
that these divorce petitions are not ordinary
e8es, and that we are not an ordinary court
'O Justice. When a case is undefended, it
i old be defended by this House, because.t is not a matter which interests simply theParties, but is a matter in which public
ohcy comes in. It is the tradition of Eng-

,aild and it is the tradition here that
orce should only be given on certain

grOunds adultery, for example, an4that the
Offenice should be well proven. It is also,
Ccording to British precedents, the rule that

divorce Cannot be granted to a man who ise uay guilty with the person against whom
le lavokes divorce.

t 01 * Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I wouldask

th on- gentleman if he is not satisfied that
8at is discretionary with the court? It is

lot a legal bar to the rule, but it is discre-
tiokary. le will find that that is so, if helooks t the authorities.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I believe in our
case we are not barred by precedents; we
should act with the same latitude and be

given the same latitude as if the case were
defended, because, as I say, it is not simply
a case that concerns the two parties, it is a
question of public policy; it is the policy of
the law to put obstacles in the way of
divorce, following the example of England,
and recognizing the evil that is caused gen-
erally in the United States by the easy way
in which divorces are granted. Our rule 115
provides that-

If adultery be proved, the party from whom
the divorce is sought may, nevertheless, be admit-
ted to prove condonation, collusion, connivance or
adultery, on the part of the petitioner.

If the other party does not contest the
divorce we have the right to step into her
place and to see if the applicant for the
divorceis himself guilty of adultery, although
it might not be absolutely according to the
ordinary rules of evidence.

Rule 120 goes further and sustains the
higher view 1 take. It reads as follows:-

In cases not provided for by the rules the
general principles upon which the Imperial Par-
liament proceeds in dissolving marriage, and the
general principles of the rules, usages and forms of
the House of Lords, in respect of Bills of
Divorce may be applied to Divorce Bills before the
Senate, and before the Standing Committee on
Divorce.

Now, hon. gentlemen, what do we find 1
It has been shown, I believe, beyond dis-
pute that were this a defended case before a
British tribunal, as we have a right to as-
sume it was defended, that man Dillon
would never have got his divorce, because it
would have been proven that the man him-
self was guilty of adultery, and having been
guilty of adultery he could not have obtain-
ed his divorce. Now what is the object of
this motion ? It is simply to ascertain
whether the man is guilty of adultery or
not. We have a right to ascertain that. If
the man is not guilty of adultery, by my
religious principles I am bound to vote
against the bill, because I do not believe in
divorce, but acting otherwise I would vote
to grant him the divorce. If Dillon is not
guilty of adultery, I would grant him a
divorce.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Would you vote
for the divorce?

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-No, but I believe
that under the usage of this House, he should
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be granted a divorce if he were not guilty
as I have said.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-Not in Eng-
land. The hon. member fron Halifax cited
a case which was tried in England similar
to this one; they refused the divorce on
account of the man having put away his
wife. The court determined that he was
responsible for the adultery of his wife.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I will admit that;
but it is a matter of controversy, whether his
exposing his wife to fall was a sufficient bar
and it i'not very well proven. It is a matter
that might be a subject of debate, but the
other case is clear and I. am just dealing with
clear cases. If Dillon had been truetohismar-
riage vows, according to the usages of the
British courts and according to the prece-
dents of the Senate here, he is entitled to
his divorce, but if he has not been faith-
ful he is not. We should ascertain that
point before we go further. Let us ignore
the religious question altogether. I do not
care to know whether the parties are Catho-
lies or not. It is not on record, and should
not be put on record.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-Will the hon.
gentleman allow me to quote a few words
taken from an English authority:

When the husband obtains an agreement from
his wife that they should live separate and this be-
ing carried out the wife commits adultery (precisely
the same case) the court held that there being no
reasonable ground for the agreement the husband
had deserted his wife, and refused to grant him a
divorce.

In giving the decision Sir James Hannen
said it was the petitioner's duty when he be-
came the husband of the respondent not to
have left her without protection and being
abandoned as she was by him, she must have
been exposed to temptation.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I just took the one
point on which there was no possible differ-
ence of opinion; but this makes the case
stronger. However, that is not the ques-
tion now. That question is not raised in the
amendment; if it were I might discuss it ;
I think we might stick to the question be-
fore us without seeking for argumentswhich
are not in issue just now. The hon. member
from Brandon said that the case was abso-
lutely similar to the one before an ordinary
court in which, on matters of evidence, the

judge had rendered his decision. It is to a
certain extent, with this peculiarity, the com-
mittee is not a tribunal of final resort, and
in ordinary cases it is a daily occurrence
that the decision of a judge is questioned,
reviewed, appealed from and either sustained
or reversed. What is our position i It is
not humiliating the committee in any way.
It is simply reviewing their decision on mat-
ters of evidence, just as is done on an ap-
peal from an inferior court to a higher court,
and I believe we have a right to review that
decision, and that it would not be deroga-
tory to their dignity, and it would in no way
hurt their feelings. It would be simply a
court en banc reviewing the decision on mat-
ters of evidence of a judge sitting alone in
court. For those reasons, hon. gentlemen, I
shall vote for the amendment as it is put
now, and I believe that we should all, if
possible, sustain it, because then the religious
question, which has been in ny estimation
indiscreetly raised, would be set aside, and we
would be simply dealing with facts and try-
ing the case on its merits. This matter
of Dillon's, besides creating the religious
issue which has been discussed, bas also
brought into the debate here, assertions
of a very strange nature and character in-
deed. If we were to take stock in all the
arguments that were given on this question,
some strange conclusions would be arrived
at. One of the strongest grounds that was
brought to bear against Dillon, condemning
him without redemption, was the fact that
he had abandoned his wife in Paris, and on
that an assault was made against that
modern Babylon. It was shown beyond
controversy that it is sufficient for a man to
go to Paris with hie wife in order to put
himself in such a position that lie should
not again come before a body of honourable
people or to a Senate to ask for justice or
anything else; that the petitioner is to be
condemned because he went with his wife
to Paris. That sort of argument will not
involve international complications, I am'
sure. I believe we are on good terme with
France now, in spite of what the papers say.
We all know that the Parisians are a dis-
solute people and an abominable race; we all
know that Paris is the worst place inthe world.
Read the report of any clergyman who goes
to Paris and he will tell you that it is the
worst place in the world to take a woman
to. I have my own ideas about Parisian
matters. I have lived there and I have seen
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People there. I spoke the other day of this
!atter to some English people who had been
ln Paris, because French people might be
Prejudiced and one of them, a high official here
Wh' had been in Paris during the last exhibi-
Vion, related this anecdote: He said that he

m18d tnade a close acquaintance with a high of-
ficial in France and that the official told him
that One of the main difficulties of the Pari-
S Police is to get English clergymen

ot Of trouble without giving the matter
ublicity by exposing them. It was not a

nrenchman who told me that ; it was a highOfficial, an Englishman. He went on further
and said:

Y t'ring the time I was in Paris at the exhibition,
e t to a public concert, at a place called a café-

facso not bring down the vail before your
faes if you are scandalized it cannot be

pe •I- The subject itself is scandalous-

r was there at a café concert-an immense hall
alendent with provoking pictures hanginground,dellarge statutes moving efore me, and not over
g"e]. The hall was well filled with people,
entienn and ladies, and upon my word of honour,thid he to me, I hardly heard anvthing spoken in

that dience but English. He moreover told meon Regent Street in broad daylight he was
aCosted a number of times, and that in Paris he

never accosted at all.

1 light give my own experience. I spent
a .86 a year in Paris ; if I were to make a

Publie confession and I can say this much, I

itas hever publicly accosted in Paris, because

8tiS against the police laws, and that on the
Vrand in London, from the Gaiety Theatre

tthe Alhambra, about three-quarters of a
eie, at eight o'clock, when the Strand wasCrowded I was not only accosted, but even

en hold of by the arm on the street.hon. gentlemen, after this what is the
1l8e Of unnecessarily condemning Paris as a
Place to which no man should take his wife,
then ould go, or if he shall go with his wife,

bel-he shal not apply here for a divorce ?
leve those arguments are quite out ofPlace. The hon. gentleman went further

ind said " There are more divorced couples
l Paris than in any other part of theworld. This is a historical error. No

dubt the statement was made with thebet ltention. We are full of good inten-
torns, but that is a statistical error. I could
iot obtaini all the statistics, but Ie some statistics, and this is what I find ;

in the 20 years previous to 1886 in the
United Kingdom there were 6,587 divorces;
in Russia 21,000; in the whole of France
57,000; in Germany 93,000, and in the
United States 328,000. The hon. gentle-
man was asserting that France was the
worst-that there were more divorces in
Paris than in any other place in the world,
and I must make this remark that at that
date these cases which were referred to as
divorces were not actual divorces ; they
were divorces a mensa et tora-separation
from bed and board. These are simple
separations ; divorce did not exist then.
Paris, therefore, is not quite so bad as re-
presented, and by deduction, neither are we
Frenchmen as bad as we are painted. I be-
lieve hon. gentlemen will give us a fair
chance, having been attacked unduly and
provokingly here, to set ourselves right and
also poor city of Paris which needs so much
to be defended by me. Here is what I read
in an English review about the wicked
Babylon, Paris :

Paris is world-renowned for the number and
excellence of its charitable institutions. These are
not exclusively the work of the religions portion of
the people, but common to all, from the imperial
court down to the humblest class. There is a nat-
ural basis for charity in the French character.
France is the most completely, highly and univer-
sally civilized nation in the world.

I do not mean to be unpleasant to London
or New York by reading this, but I simply
try to make a comparison.

English and American Protestants exaggerate
too much the good of their own civilization, and
blow their own trunpet in a fearfully sonorous
manner. They think too much of long faces,
n.easured gravity of demeanour, drawdling tones,
long prayer set, evangelical phrases, and the tithing,
in a metaphorical sense, of mint, anise and cummin.
They are blind to the gross social defects and evils
marring their civilization ; and to the corruptions
and immoralities which are poisoning their national
life-blood. We do not deny the evils which exist
in Paris; nevertheless, we maintain that it is in a
far sounder moral state, and far superior in general
social well-being, to London and New York.

Since it was given out to be the most de-
praved country in the world, I thought I
was justified in bringing the testimony of
an Englishman to show that it was not so.
Of course, hon. gentlemen, bad places exist
in Paris; but if any of us wish to go to
Paris I can tell you that there are some
churches there. There are about 50 Roman
Catholic churches; there are, moreover,
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Anglican, Lutheran, Wesleyan, Swiss and
Jewish churches, and therefore if you should
be lost at any time, there are resorts you
might go to with your wife without exposing
yourself to being branded in the Senate as
an irredeemable soul. I will not add any-
thing more to this argument, and will con-
clude with the statement with which I
began, that we should leave aside all reli-
gious questions in this matter. We are not
by the constitution authorized to deal with
these questions, and if w-e wish to pose here
as a religious body, ]et us first amend the
British North America Act. Had it been
the desire of the Roman Catholie Episcopate
that we should make those distinctions, I
believe they would have embodied a restric-
tion to that effect in our Federal Act, but as
they are all liberal-minded gentlemen, they
foresaw that possibly there was no occasion to
make that difference, and that, at all events, if
any Catholic should apply to us for a divorce
he could not, as the hon. member for Lunen-
burg said, be a very good Catholic. At all
events, we have nothing to do with the reli-
gious status of these applicants. Let us
take simply the legal view, and I hold that
as a judge in that capacity, supposing I were
not bound by my religious belief, I could not
vote for or against the petition before ascer-
taining whether that man was not equally
guilty with his wife--whether he was not
an adulterer five or six years before his wife
became unfaithful, and, added to that, the
argument brought to my mind by the hon.
member from DeLanaudière, that if having
compelled his wife to live by herself, and
having abandoned her, he has not been
guilty of collusion, or at least contributed to
her downfall.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-As I under-
stand the motion of the hon. member from
Toronto, it is to refer back the report of the
Committee on Divorce for further evidence.
As the hon. member who preceded me is
making strong appeals to us not to intro-
duce religious feeling into this question, I
should like to ask the hon. members of this
House what evidence we could obtain from
that committee to induce the hon. gentle-
man, or any other hon. gentleman of his
creed, to vote for the granting of the
divorce? Do they ever vote in this House
for a bill of divorce ? I never knew any of
them to do so yet. I have known some of
them to walk out when a bill of divorce

was before the Senate; but I do not want
to live in this country if we are going to pue
the Church above the State. I do not walt
to live in this country if Roman Catholics
cannot come here and get relief on the sanie
conditions as Protestants. I am satis
fied with the evidence before this House
now to vote for the report granting tlis
man the relief he prays for, without bring-
ing religious matters into it. But these
hon. gentlemen want further evidence.
What further evidence can we get to satisfY
them ? Not one of them will vote for it;
some of them will walk out; but if theY
believe no man should have divorce at all,
why come here and plead in this way? 1
admire the Roman Catholics whose belief
is against the granting of divorces, vhO
walk out of the House saying " we will have
nothing to do with it," but when they get UP
here and say they want further evidence to
satisfy them, they cannot be earnest, because
they will not grant relief, no matter what
evidence you give them. I only wish to saY
a few words to show the position I take.
do not say I want further evidence, because
if I meant to vote against the man getting
relief, I would not want further evidence,
but would be satistied now. I am going to
sustain the report of the committee to gi1e
this man relief. If there was ever a case
before Parliament in which the man ought
to get relief, this is the case."

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I do not intend to
occupy your attention more than a feW
minutes. It strikes me we have wandered
far from the question before us, which is,
shall this report be sent back to the coI'
mittee for the special object of obtaining ad-
ditional evidence? i Has it occurred to those
who wish to send it back what would be
the probable result of so doing? Supposi"g
it went back, and the petitioner were su-i
moned before the cominittee and asked the
question which some hon. gentlemen desire
to have put to him, and he refused to answer,
on the ground that his counsel advises hi
that it is a question which ought not tO
be put and which he should decline tO
answer; in the minds of some it might be
strong presumptive evidence that he is guiltY-
But presumption is not proof of guilt. I can
easily understand thata man of high princiPle
and integrity might take such a stafnd
as that and refuse to answer an il'
proper question irrespective of whether he
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was guilty or not. I do not consider that it at
all necessarily follows that the petitioner is committee consists ofmembers of this fouse
guilty of adultery simply because he refuses who are chosen because of their special quali-
e answer a question, on the advice of his 'fications for it, several being eminent law-

theyer and on the ruling of the chairman of yers, and that they have decided, with one ex-
e ommittee that it was an improper ques- ception, that the man is entitled to the relief
nio, and one which he was not obliged to asked foi, 1 cannot see any reason for not

answer. Because he follows his counsel's accepting their decision. I car easily believe
advice and the ruling of the chairman of that some will differ as to the weight they
the committee, he is not to be set down as will attach to the evidence taken, but for my
eUilty without the least scintilla or shadow part I am quite content to take the decision

proof of his being guilty of the crime. I arrived at after a fuit investigation of the
should like to know why lhis character case, and to accept the report presented by
ban been assailed by that hon. gentleman the committee, and consequently I can see
Wben there is not a shadow of evidence, nor nothing to be gained by recommitting the
even a charge of guilt, against him. What report, and must vote against the amendment.

ulid be the position of the House if he still
echned to answer that question? Is the Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I am quite sur-

prepared to, pronouncehim guilty prised at the stand taken by the hon. gentie-
asked * fTo

ion. Mr. SCOTT-The law interprets his
nilce.

eon. Mr. VIDAL-Well, I do not know
What the law may do, but I know this much,
hat as a matter of right I would refuse to

anlswer such a question regardless of what
luterpretation might be put upon my silence.

ti "01. Mr. POWER-Would the hon. gen-
tean answer a question as to his conduct

uP to a certain date and then decline to
wer the same question as to his conduct

after that 1

mian who hias just, ta en s seat. e seems
to be astonished because it was stated to-day
and stated before to-day that the petitioner
could be suspected of wrong-doing, because
of his refusal to answer to several questions
put to him in the committee. Does he not
know that in his own provinée or elsewhere
men have been hanged or sent to the peniten-
tiary on circumstantial evidence, and what
does circumstantial evidence mean but pre-
sumption ? And if this is done in criminal
cases, why should it not be done in a case
like this ? The committee were bound to
find out whether Dillon deserved to be di-
vorced. Let me quote from the book written
hv Mr. Gemmill (the verv gentleman who

0On. Mr. VIDAL-I do not recognize told him not to answer), on the question of
any Obligation to answer such a question the adultery of a petitioner-whether the
Se that. The man's position is so entirely committee can consider that matter when it
different from mine that I cannot conceive is not brought as a counter charge. He
a question çould be asked me wl'ich could be says :
applicable in this case. By taking this But it is subinitted that Parliament, and con-
.teP the louse will not obtain one single sequently the committee, is not limited to the

em of information more than it has grounds referred to mn refusing to report a bill for
at relief, but inay look at all the circumstances of apresent. The man has refused to case and refuse to confer an advantageous privilege
ariswer and you can make what you will upon an unworthy suppliant when, for example,

t If it is a proof of his guilt, the condition upon which claim is made has grown
.have it, and where is the use of send- out of the individual's own iniquity. Nay, more,

Si g theas urged by Senator Gowan, Parliament may andit back to the committee ? You will get ought always to have in regard, not merely the
o aOre evidence. The committee is not question, as it affects the parties, but the effect in
g to hunt up individuals with whom relation to morals and good order-the effect
i man may be supposed to have had im- which the passing of a particular law might have

prope othiupon the well-being of the community. Parhia-P, perdrelations. They know nothing about ment, as the supreme power, has its duties and
an have no evidence even suggesting it. responsibilities, and cannot compromise the well-

nding it back you will get no more in- being of society, but is bound to consider what
ation than you have now in the repprt would most tend to the public good.

ore the House, so that I do not see any Now these are the very words of the law-
Possible reason for sending it back to the yer that advised Mr. Dillon not to answer,
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and yet this House, sitting as a judge here
in this case is told that it has nothing to do
with this matter. Is that the respect the
House is entitled to C Will this House sub-
mit to be so treated by outsiders who come
before its committees. Then the hon. gen-
tleman thinks it extraordinary that we wish
to send that back to the committee. Are
there not more than one reason for so doing ?
Why! The report on its face shows the rea-
son why the bill should not be granted be-
fore it be referred.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-What is the object
of sending it back ? .

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-The preamble
of the bill is not proven, although the report
says it is proven. What does it say? The
evidence is that Mr. Dillon swears that he
has been always satisfied as to the chastity
of his wife up to last September, that he had
no reason to doubt lier fidelity until last
September, and that the only complaint lie
could make was to her continued absence
from home, neglect of her children and other
duties of this kind, and what does the pre-
amble say I "When in consequence of ber
conduct six years ago they voluntarily sepa-
rated"-What conduct was it ? The oath of
the petitioner himself acknowledged that his
wife's conduct was right, since it is well
known that such complaints are not suffici-
ent to justify even a separation from bed
and board according to the law of precedents.
I refer your Honour to the case of Yateman
Vs. Yateman, which I shall have to quote
further on, and while it is so the committee
say that the preamble is proven. Now I
submit to this House that this error alone
is quite sufficient to show that the amend-
ment should be accepted.

Hon Mr. VIDAL-No reason of that
kind.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-No sufficient
reason of any kind; let the hon. gentleman
take the words as they are written, we do
not want any interpretation.

At six o'clock the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

Hon.
speech.
ing the

Mr. BELLEROSE resumed his
He said : At six o'clock I was call-
attention of the senators to the

objection made by the bon. member from
Sarnia as to the presumption spoken of by
some bon. gentlemen in the course of
the debate, and I was showing that even in
criminal cases the court has very often be-
fore it nothing else but legal presumption of
crimes or offences committed, and that con-
sequently it was ridiculous to say that in
this case, we should not oppose the bill
merely because we found there was a pre-
sumption of misconduct on the part of the
petitioner. The hon. member from Bran-
don (Hon. Mr. Kirchhoffer) thought he made
out a good case in stating that the hon. memi-
ber from Halifax had dealt leniently with the
conduct of the respondent. I suppose the hon.
member did not understand the position taken
by the bon. member from Halifax. What
that hon. gentleman did say was the con-
duct of Mrs. Dillon before last September
had been pretty good, since her husband
swore that up to that time she had been all
right, except that sbe did not pay proper
attention to ber children and was frequent-
ly absent from home. That was no criminal
offence, not even as I have already shown,
sufficient reason to separate from her,
so that the conduct of Mrs. Dillon, on
the sworn statement of her husband, was
good before September last. But the hon-
ourable member from Halifax, in referring
to the conduct of Mrs. Dillon later on, mel-
tioned ber adultery, because the evidence
established it. But there is nothing sur-
prising in the fact that hon. members look at
the conduct of the woman prior to the sepa-
ration and after the separation, since both
have to be argued. The hon. member fro'
Brandon was simply taking up the time Of
the House with arguments that had no
weight. Then the hon. gentleman quoted the
11 5th rule, and thought that he had made a
good point, but had he read over all the
rules which applied to this case, he would
have. found that the 11 3th rule provides
positively that the committee shall
inquire into the right of the petitioner to
have the divorce. To ascertain whether he
has the right to a divorce, you must inquire
into al the facts, and if it should be estab-
lished that the petitioner was guilty of adul-
tery, surely he could not claim a divorce.
All the legal authorities are in favour of
that view. But the committee refused to
admit questions which would elicit that fact,
and it is only reasonable now that the re-
port should be referred back to the comumit-
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tee With the request that they should get at
all the facts bearing on the case. When
that is done, this Senate will have some-
thing more than presumption on which to

bae their judgment. If I were to give my
O'n opinion on the subject, from my know-
ledge of Mr. Dillon's family, I should think
he would be able to answer those questions
Without hesitation, knowing as L know the
respect a b ility of the family, but we are here
to legislate on ascertained facts ; let these
then be inquired into. This House should
base its decision on the facts-brought out in
evidence, and that is why I wish to have the
report referred back to the committee to as-
certain whether the conduct of the petitioner
has' been such as would entitle him to the re-
lief he seeks. L have already cited one autho-
rity. Let me now refer to Judge Hannen's
decision in a somewhat similar case. It has
aheady been quoted, but I wish to refresh
the rnemory of every hon. member who has

cast his vote upon this matter. Judge
Ilannen says:

Every husband is bound to give his wife thatrot

ance of the petitioner in order to be examined
whether at the time of the adultery, of which such
petitioner complained, his wife was, by deed or
otherwise by his consent, living separate and apart
f rom him, and released by him, as far as in him
lay, from her conjugal duty, or whether she was
at the time of such adultery cohabiting with him
and under the authority and protection of him as
her husband.

Now, in this case Dillon admits that lie
separated from his wife and paid her to do
so, and that they were living apart for
years. Can we, with the authority which L
have just quoted before us, grant a divorce
under such circumstances ? L say no. We
are following British precedents, and here
we have an English authority which would
forbid us from granting a divorce on the
evidence before us. Again

In Sullivan's case representations of his wife's
misconduct were considered altogether frivolous and
the bill refused. The principle seems to have
been that an agreement to live separate almost
amounted to leave and license, on the part of the
petitioner, who had to show an adequate reason
for such separation in the previous misconduct of
the other party. The inere whim of both parties
to live separate was no sufficient cause.

-101 hic te scity of a husband affords. That has been the practice of the House of
d vig regard therefore to the petitioner's cou-

net in leaving his wife without a husband's pro- Lords, and if we follow the precedents of
on and being of opinion that that conduct that body we will refuse to pass this bill.

enuduced to her adultery, I consider that he is not There are other authorities, which I need not
e"t'tled to a dissolution of marriage. cite, to show that the practice in England

a1llon has sworn that lie did not keep would justify us in refusing this petition.
""Y watch on his wife. The quotation Even the preamble of the bill is not proven.
Which I have just read says that a man The preamble of the bill states that about
who does not keep watch over his wife does six years ago, in consequence of the respon-
'lot deserve relief if she commits adultery. dent'smisconductthey voluntarilyseparated.
The quotation is one which clearly bears Now, what was her conduct prior to the

p'on this case. It is often said, and even separation? The petitioner swears that it
dring this discussion, we have heard it as- was good; that he could not complain, ex-
serted that Parliament could do anything, cept that she was frequently absent. He
that Parliament was supreme, thatno church swears that he had no cause to doubt lier
had anything to do here. Now that is ab. fidelity. How can you say, therefore, that
aurd. The only law which is supreme is the the preamble is proven ' There are authori-
law of God, and to that law Parliament as ties to prove that even violence on the part
we1 as individuals must constantly submit. of the woman is not a sufficient reason for
We must ask ourselves whether we can con- separation. The lion. member froin Bran-

entiOusly take a certain course. I ask don referred to the fact that the respon-
t. flouse to say whether they can conscien- dent was not present either at the trial
tiously grant a divorce under circumstances in Quebec or before the committee of
v.hich I have mentioned above or in my pre- this House. That would be a fact going
'>OUs remaarks at the beginning of this de- against his contention. It will show that

Ite I come now to another quotation: there was collusion or connivance to obtain
a divorce. It proves simply that the woman

billst the House of Lords refused to pas divorce is as anxious to have the divorce as the manIlawhere there were deeds and agreements of himself. It leads to the presumption that
to, u eculiar circum tane rdwere this was the end aimed at when they sepa-

of divorce (A.D. 1798) required the attend- rated in Paris some six or seven years ago.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear; there is
no doubt of that.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-The argument
of the hon. member from Brandon only
shows how poor the case must be which de-
mands such support. The House should
refer back the report to the committee for
the purpose of having the inquiry completed.
Otherwise there will always be a suspicion
that there is something wrong in the affair.
The hon. member from Sarnia asked what
will be the effect of referring back the re-
port to the committee ? I see a good many
effects it will have. In the first place, after
hearing all the arguménts for and against
the petition, the members of the committee
will be in a better position to complete their
inquiry. Another effect will be this, we will
be avoiding the mistake of putting on record
the statement that the preamble has been
proven when a reference to the evidence
will show that it has not been proven. If
we pass the bill as it stands before us, we
will present this spectacle to the public-
that we are putting on the Statute book an
Act which contains in its preamble a wrong
statement. It will establish a precedent
which will be quoted hereafter, and these
difficulties will crop up again and again. If
we refer back the report to the committee
and the evidence warrants us in passing the
bill, then it will be all right as far as those
who believe in divorce are concerned, and the
public will understand that Parliament has
acted prudently and wisely. But if we pass
the bill with the present incomplete evidence
before us, the public will lose confidence in
this House. Let us make the Senate a court
in which the people have confidence. As the
matter now stands before this House, there
is no case made out to warrant the passing
of this billl. I defy any of the members of
this Senate who are conversant with the sub-
ject to show that a case has been made in
the premises. The hon. gentleman from
Brandon referred to the question of re-
ligion, as did others. Now, what was
said on the subject was simply this,
that the petitioner, believing that the tie
which binds him to his wife is indissoluble,
we ought to pause before passing a bill giv-
ing him the right to marry again, when he
must, in his heart, believe that such a mar-
riage would be simply legalized, adultery. In
dealing with this point I did so merely for
the purpose of showing that should this

House pass this bill, it would be a most im-
moral legislation even for those who believe
in divorce, since it would give legal power to
a man to marry a second woman during the
lifetime of his first wife, he believing in the
tie which binds him for life to his wife.
In giving him the right to marry again,
though he may possibly not do so, we
throw temptation in his way to which he
may at some future time yield. I may say
that should the majority of this House
decide to pass this bill it is my inten-
tion to move that the second clause
of the bill be struck out, but I hope
the House will agree with me that the best
course is to re-commit the report for the
purpose of completing the inquiry. When
all the facts have been elicited in accordance
with the laws of England on divorce, and
the 11 3th rule of this House, the majority of
the Senate will then be in a position to
pass or reject this measure and the
public will recognize the prudence and care
that we exercise in dealing with questions
of this sort.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (Victoria)-
An element has been introduced into this
discussion which should not be countenanced
by this Bouse-an element which seeks to
deprive the subject of his freedom of action,
of the operation of the law of the land,
and of justice at the bar of the high court
of Parliament. That element is the re-
ligious one, which gives this discussion ad-
ditional importance. It is not my intention
to say anything which may offend the re-
ligious convictions of any of my hon.
colleagues, and I feel sure no member of
this House will willingly do so. Although il
this case creed has no bearing, or foothold,
yet that element has been intruded and
made part of an irrelevant argument, ap-
pealing to sentiment more than to the
rational common sense of the House. Re-
ligious contentions, which stir up some of
the worst feelings in mankind, should not be
used in this, or in any case where the
question at issue is not a purely religious
one. Now, in the case discussed a short
time ago, of the Manitoba and North-west
schools, it was purely a religious one, and
therefore justifiable, and in that instance
the hon. gentleman from St. Boniface, and
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa had mY
full sympathy in their contention-that re-
ligion should be taught in our schools. The
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hon. gentleman from Lunenburg who raised
this discussion in his minority report had
very firm ground to stand on and to argue
from, viz., the abandoning of the wife by
the husband, without appealing to the
r'eligious sentiment of the House. It
18 therefore surprising that he, with
his experience, and knowledge of the
law, should have assumed the tone of argu-
m'ent that he did, and appeal more to the
sentiment, than to the reason of hon.
gentlemen. I had no idea that the hon.
gentleman was so consummate an actor. With
tears in his eyes, large tears-not crocodile
tears I hope-he pictured the outraged feel-
11gs of two millions of our subjects and how
grieved they would be if this divorce was
granted. He told us that the Church of

ngland, as well as that of Rome, was strong-
SOPposed to divorce, and yet the question

Was never raised in behalf of the religious
scruples of the Church of England. The hon.
gentleman from Ottawahas followed thesame
argument as the hon gentleman from Lunen-
burg, and introduced religious controversy.
ie attempted to work on the feelings or
the Passions of hon. gentlemen, as the case
blay be. He has appealed to the credulity
Of the House by using totally irrelevant and
delusive argument. The hon. gentleman
asked two questions. The first is to this
efect-Are we to override the ecclesias-
tical law ? The answer to that is-the eccle-
81a8tical law is only parochial and local, and
bas not the force of law and no bearing in
this case. The second question is-Are
we to override the law of Quebec ?-The
arisWer to that question is that the law of
Quebec is simply provincial and domestic,
an1id does not, and cannot bar an appeal to,
a higher court, or to the high court of Parlia-
ient. No one knows better than the hon. gen-

tîelnan from Ottawa that the questions hehas
asked have no bearing in this case, and should
not Weigh in coming to a decision upon it.
The question may fairly be asked-are the
domnestic laws of Quebec,. the canons of
any One church to override the authority

df Parliament sitting as a court and
judicating on a class of cases specially

left to it under the constitution i The
an1)sWer to these questions, as is obvious,
'iust be in the negative, and destroys the
force of the argument advanced by the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa. I am very glad,
Oever, to find that two hon. gentlemen-

Catholics-have a proper idea of the

fitness of things. The hon. gentleman fronw
Halifax, and the hon. gentleman from To-
ronto, addressed this House in a manner
which appeals to its common sense, intelli-
gence and judgment. The hon. gentleman
from Halifax presented the case very clearly,
free from irrelevancy or religious sentiment,
giving us its legal bearings, supported by
precedent, for our information and guidance.
With regard to the minority report, my
opinion is that the Divorce Committee, sit-
ting as judges, were not justified in sitting
in judgment on one of its own members.
They were not justified in refusing to allow
a question to be put by one of its members
having co-ordinate jurisdiction. I am also
of opinion that the long abandonment of the
young wife by the husband was conducive to
her immoral conduct, and for that reason I
will have to vote against the report.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-I beg, before giv-
ing my vote, to say a few words on this
question as I have heretofore been a mem-
ber of divorce committees. I served for
three sessions in succession on divorce cases.
I have taken some little pains to look up
the law of divorce, and I have taken care
in every case that came from the Divorce
Committee this session and last session-
in fact generally when such cases
have come up - to acquaint myself as
far as possible with the facts in order
that I should give an intelligent
vote. Since the late adjournment of
the Senate, I have taken the pains to read
over all the evidence in this particular case
a second time, and I am forced to the con-
clusion that the Superior Court in Lower
Canada was perfectly justified in granting
a separation.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-No, perfectly civil.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-That court did not
put the question to the petitioner as to
whether the petitioner had been guilty of
adultery. They would have a perfect right
to put the question to him and insist
upon an answer, if the charge were
brought against him by the respondent, the
law provides for that. Our committee would
have a perfect right, if a charge of adultery
had been brought by the petitioner's wife
against him, to put the question which was
proposed by the hon. member from Lunen-
burg and ruled out, but unless that question
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'was fairly put before the committee in
accordance with our usage and the rulesof the
House, I do not think they had any
legal right to put the question to
ignore those rules and drag it into the
investigation in an incidental way, un-
less indeed something had occurred that
showed there was a great deal of other evi-
dence to corroborate the statement. When
the question was put to him, a member of the
committee said: "You have no right to an-
swer that question; we have no right to ask
it of you." That will be found in the evi-
dence. I was not present at the sitting of
the committee, but meinbers who were there
know whether it is true or not. Then his
solicitor spoke to him and told him he had
no right to answer.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-In fact he was
advised by the committee not to answer.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-Yes. His answer
under the circumstances is not evidence
of guilt, nor is it alleged that there is any-
thing to corroborate such an assumption.
Now, what do you propose to do ? Do you
propose, in consequence of the report of one
nember of the committee against the opin-
ion of all the other members, to have the pe-
titioner brought up and re-examined and
base further proceedings upon what you
can pick out of him by cross-examination ?J
If you do that you take a step that is con-
trary to British practice.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, no.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-If the respondent
appeared there as the prosecutor and
knowing there was such a charge
against him and the prosecution de-
pended on his evidence, then I admit
they had a perfect right to ask him these
questions, but he did not appear with any
notice that there was to be any cross action.
Again a good many of the members of this
House claim that the courts of Lower Can-
ada should decide the question-that they
would be more likely to do what is right.
Perhaps they do not go so far as to say they
would deal out justice any more fairly than
this House, but they would act more in har-
mony with the feelings and wishes of the
people of Lower Canada and the people of
the particular church to which the peti-
tioner belongs. Well, supposing we inquire

into what they did there; supposing we look
at what the court in Lower Canada did. If
that is a better tribunal, and one that is like-
ly to do greater justice, let us see what they
did. I will read a few clauses and give the
substance of the ruling of the court and their
decision:

DAME MARIE ANTOINETTE CATHERINE ADRI-
ENNE DiLLoN, of the city and district of Mont-
teal, wife, separate as to property by ante-nuptial
contract of James St. George Dillon, of Montreal
aforesaid, merchant, Defendant.

The court, after having heard the plaintif, by
his advocate, upon the demand of separation de
corps from the defendant, his wife, whO
has made default to plead ; having examined the
proceeding, the exhibits produced and the proof
and having deliberated;

Consider that it is in proof that the defendant,
wife of the plaintif has been guilty of the adulterY
mentioned on the dates set forth in the declaration,
and that there is cause for pronouneing a separa-
tion de corps between the said consorts ;

Considering articles 211 and 214 of the Civil
Code ;

Doth adjudge and order that the plaintif be and
remain separate as to body and residence from the
defendant, expressly forbidding the latter to visit,
trouble or seek hin out in any manner whatso-
ever ;

Doth declare the said defendant deprived of all
the 'advantages which the plaintif bas made her
by the contract of marriage passed between the
said rties on the twenty-fifth day of August,
one tbousand eight hundred and eighty-three, be
fore Mtre. J. E. O. Labadie, Notary;

Doth grant to the plaintif the guardianship and
care of the minor children, Raphael Barron Dilln
and Bligh St. George Dillon, issue of the marriage
of the plaintif with the defendant, reserving to
the latter the right to visit her said children at
such days, hours and places as the plaintif shall
agree with her.

Now, in the face of this, when a separatio»
has been granted as fully as any law il'
Lower Canada can grant a divorce, and when
they deprive the wife of alimony in conse-
quence of her disreputable conduct, and do
all that without even raising the questiOl
as to whether the plaintiff was guilty Of
adultery, are we to ignore what the court
did 1 We are told that that court was the
proper tribunal to try the case, and one by
which the plaintiff could be compelled to
abide, without coming to any higher court
in the Dominion as a citizen of Canada ; yet
that court has done what this committ®
propose to do, with this addition-her adI'
tery was acknowleged in that court, and she
lived in adultery, not only from day to day'
but from week to week and frore
month to month. The case was so note
rious that it is probably rare, with persoUsof
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'the class to which she belonged, that there
a8 Such striking instance. I am one of those
who believe that it is for the good of society
in a case so strong as this, that we should
have a court possessing power not only to
aeparate the parties as they were separated
by the Quebec court, but also to allow
at least the plaintiff to marry again.
It is far better than to place him in a posi-
t'on of temptation to live as men sometimes
do, keeping a mistress, or in any other way
that would tend to lower his moral status or
Ilitigate against the happiness or benefit of
his cildren. What should follow a case of
this kind is an absolute divorce by which
the Plaintiff could marry again. Of course
81uch a privilege as that the Lower Canada
Court cannot grant; but this court can grant
it, and after looking over the report before
4 I can come to no other conclusion but
that we should grant the relief prayed
for. Take, again, what has been the
)r'tice of the Senate and of that com-

"'ittee all the rest of the session. As long
as 1 can remember for some years, unless
the defendant brought a counter-action
agains8t the plaintiff in order to prevent his
*tting a divorce, they never made it a point
t hunt up evidence to see whether he was
.gnly of adultery or not-not in a single
case 80 far as I can understand. In the cases
that lie have this session-and we have had
several-they never put thatquestion to one

e Party petitioning for a divorce: and
*y i8 this case singled out? It is singled
out, it appears (because we have the stAte-
Meat of my hon. friend from Lunenburg)

1Ply because he is a member of the Roman
atholic Church, and according to the rites

ad rulings of that church they do not grant
-diorces.

1on.* Mr. SCOTT-No, no.

liOn. Mr. REESOR-Well, at all events,
the relief that the court in Lower

nada is able to grant is a separation; but
courts, I believe, in all the other pro-

ine, excepting Ontario and perhapc
toha which I do not know about, thE

pOurts in New Brunswick, Nova Scotia,
ace Edward Island, and British Columbia

grant n absolute divorce and the SenatE
through their committee and the House ol

o lna can also grant an absolute divdrce
s5 this a case upon which they may

lY anad properly act? I think it is; il
29J

has to come to that in the end. We might
have many detectives, we might call upon
the Solicitor General of Canada to have
detectives go out, or go down to New York
and watch the petitioner to see if he has been
doing anything wrong, and then prevent
him getting a divorce here at a future time,
and in the meantime let this matter be in
abeyance. It would be a very improper thing
to do, and it would result in far more harm,
and be more demoralizing than to act at
once upon the merit of the case. I believe
the case is just as strong as all the other
cases that have been before the House this
session.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Thehon. gentleman
who has just spoken stated that he thought
Mr., Dillon held a very good reputation in
Montreal. I have known Mr. Dillon, sen.,
for a great many years, and the two brothers,
the two young men, for some years back,
since they have been going about the city,
and they have borne an extra good reputa-
tion-the reputation of never going out with
fast young men. I can say conscientiously
that Mr. Dillon and his two sons bear an
exceptionally high reputation in Montreal
and move in the best society.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I regret that the
hon. gentleman who has just resumed his
seat had not given that evidence before the
committee. It would have been more ap-
propriate, perhaps, than to give it at this
stage of the proceedings.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-I
be instructed by the hon.
Halifax.

do not wish to
gentleman from

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not say the
hon. gentleman is asking for the instruction,
but it may be useful.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Not at all.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to make one
or two observations on the speech of the hon.
gentleman from Kings Division. He did
not seem to think that any weight at all
should be attached to the fact that this
husband had left his wife to her own resources
for five or six years, but he put in as a
strong plea for granting the divorce that if
the husband was deprived of the society of his
wife he might go astray, and that we should
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not put him in the way of temptation. Why
did not the husband think about his wife
that way ? Why did he not extend to the
wife the same consideration that the hon.
gentleman from Kings wishes us to extend
to the husband ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is reversing the
argument.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes. The hon. gen-
tleman from Kings thinks the House should
not put the petitioner in the way of the same
temptation, but should allow him to marry
again. Why should the petitioner deprive
his own wife of the society he was bound to
give heri

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-It is all given
in the evidence.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I know, but this is
evidence coming out of the mouths of the
enemy, when they speak their own true feel-
ings. Then the hon. gentleman seems to
think it would be a very degrading thing on
the part of this House to refer this report
back in order that additional evidence might
be obtained, and he talked about the Senate
placing themselves in the position of employ-
ing detectives to inquire into the private
history of this petitioner. Now that is not
what is proposed at all.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-That is the natural
conclusion.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No, not at all. This
resolution asks that the report shall be
referred back in order that the committee
may secure from the- petitioner himself,
who presented himself as a witness before
the committee, an answer to a question
which is pertinent to the issue. That
is not a suggestion that the committee should
employ detectives or anything of that kind.
Now, hon. gentlemen, I do not propose to
repeat what I said on a previous occasion.
There are two grounds on which I object to
the granting of this divorce : first, that the
husband, by separating from his wife with-
out any substantial cause, has conduced to
her adultery. According to the practice of
the House of Lords-as given by Mr. Gem-
mill and as given in other authorities-in the
days when the House of Lords dealt with
divorce cases, that would have been a suffi-

cient bar to his obtaining the divorce; and
inasmuch as our 120th rule says that in
cases not provided for, we shall be governed
by the rules of the House of Lords with
respect to divorce, we would be governed
by that rule. The House of Lords never
granted a divorce where there was a
separation without sufficient cause; and a&
it is put in one of the cases cited in Mr.
Gemmill's book, the House of Lords looked
upon a separation as a sort of leave or license
to the wife to commit adultery. That i-
one ground-the separation. The other
ground is that, as far as we can judge, the
husband's own record is not such as it
should be coming before the House. The'
cases which I cited to the House the
other day established both these points, and
on either of these grounds the House should
refuse this divorce. It has been stated that
there have been cases where this objection
was not taken. Well, hon. gentlemen, we
cannot draw any conclusion or argument
from cases which have not been argued. fI?
does not follow, because in a dozen cases the
committee neglected to ask questions which
should properly be asked, and the question
has not been raised in the House, and the
divorces are granted, that therefore when
the attention of this House is called to the
fact that the divorce should not be granted
according to the practice of the House Of
Lords, which we are supposed to follow,and
according to the practice of the divorce
court in England, that we should g
against the law simply because we haVe'
neglected in former cases to carry Out
the provisions of the law. I quite agree
with the hon. gentleman from Victoria 1n
saying that he would, on the whole perhaPS8

have been just as well satisfied if there had&
been no amendment in the direction of a,
reference back to the committee. I thinIk
myself that the single ground of separatioU
is a sufficient reason for refusing to grant

the prayer of the petitioner; but after co'-
sidering the matter, I think it is better o10
on the whole that this amendment has beeo
moved, for this reason, that we are niO
establishing a precedent for future action?
and I think that every hon. genteno
cannot help recognizing the fact that'
it would be a most unfortunate
precedent to establish if this report is nOt
referred back. It would just mean thatl0

future whenever a majority of a commlittee
-not only the Committee on Divorce, be
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a comrmittee on any private bill-did not
wish to admit evidence pertinent to the
ulestion before the committee they could

exClude it and in that way shut out the
truth froin the House. As bas been pointed

Out on several occasions during this debate,
we are not counsel, we are not witnesses,
*e are not jurymen; we are judges to a cer-
tain extent, but we are legislators in the
long run. We are asked to pass a bill, and
'e should not pass that bill unless satisfied
that Our action in passing it, is calculated
-to be in the interests of society. To grant

divorcep under the circumstances of
case would clearly not be in the best

lnterests of society, and it would be a nost
"fortunate thing to establish such a pre-
Codent as that which I have spoken of. Sup-

sing that instead of this being a bill of
ivorce it was a bill to incorporate a railway

'O1fpany. In both cases the petitioners come
ar1d ask to have something done by this

Parliament for them, and in either case the
Potitionier is liable to lose his bill if he is

lot 4e to satisfy the committee that it is
e bill which should be passed. I think it
would be a very unfortunate precedent to
'etablish, and for that reason it is desirable,
lO matter what the result in this particular
teae may be, that the House should refer
te report back in order that this evidence"hich 18 pertinent to the issue, as relevantes any evidence could possibly be, may be
:ter got or refused ; and that the Senate

fhl ot have established a precedent
hic shail do any mischief in the future.

they consider they were unworthy and not
proper subjects to come before Parliament
with clean hands ? And simply because the
petitioner and his wife happen to be of a
different faith, this bill is opposed.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We do not know
what faith they belong to.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-It bas been stated
time and again in this House that they
were born of Roman Catholic parents a;nd
educated in the Roman Catholic faith and
married by a dignitary of that church. It
is in the minority report. What I mean to
say is this, bon. gentlemen, that if they look
upon it that it was an improper thing to
have allowed all the previous cases for the
last 26 or 27 years to go without challenging
·the propriety of opposing the bill on that
ground, it is surpassingly strange to me that
all at once it should dawn upon them that
it was an improper thing to adopt the bill
without asking the question. Now the bon.
gentleman from DeLanaudière-whom we
all honour and respect for his outspoken and
honest character-asked the House to send
the report back to the committee and put
that question to the petitioner " Have you
been guilty of infidelity yourself ?" Now, I
would ask that bon. gentleman, and all his
colleagues who have spoken, if the matter is
referred back to the committee and Dillon
should say in answer to that question, " No, I
have not," will he or any of his colleagues,
when the report comes back again, support

lion. Mr. McINNES (B. C.)-The more '
thjs question is discussed the more I am sur- Hon. Mr. POIRIER-We will abs
PXà at the position taken by my bon. from voting.

rSendt tO My right (Mr. Power), the bon.
he han f rom Lunenburg (Mr. Kaubach), Hon. Mr. McINNES-You will hav

nda. member from Ottawa (Mr. Scott), the objections on which you ask to sen
td ahi others who have spoken on this back removed, and I ask those bon. ge1n against the measure. What sur- men will they vote for it then 7

ie is that many of them have satluietly in their seats for the last 25 or 27 ,
rs when divorce bills have been brougbt Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-Tben if

tlOre this House and never discovered, un- answer be given in the affirmative,
1h the presentmoment,that it was wrong and petitioner gets all he asks for.

raoper that questions such as were refused
o Our committee the other day were Hon. Mr. McINNES-Will tbe

]lte Owed to be put to the petitioner. Do gentleman from Toronto vote for it i
populan. gentlemen suppose that the entire

diat1on of this country that are of a Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-It is no
for i at creed to theirs are not responsible your business. I do that which is just

e mforal condition of our people? Do amount to voting for it.

stain

e all
d it
ntle-

that
the

hon.

ne of
tant-
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Hon. Mr. McINNES-I will not reply to

any man who will so far forget himself as to
make an answer like that.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-If the hon.
gentleman will allow me, I will answer it.
If the hon. gentleman had been in the
House, he would have found that there was
something a great deal worse than that an-
swer given by the petitioner, because I
argued the case on a point of law. I showed
that it was clearly established that there
was no case made out, and does the hon.
gentleman believe I will vote for a divorce
when there is no case made out ? If he
shows me there is a case made out I will
give him an answer on the other point.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-All I have to say
is that it is exceedingly difficult to satisfy
the hon. gentleman. He has evidently not
read the evidence in the case, and if that is
not one of the strongest cases that has ever
come before this House, then I must con-
fess I am no judge of evidence.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-No case has
been made out in point of law.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-The hon. gentle-
man also stated that from his own personal
knowledge the petitioner did not believe in
divorce, yet he applied to this Parliament
for a divorce. A little further on he stated
that he was going to move that the clause
in the bill allowing him to marry should be
eliminated. Now if the hon. gentleman is
satisfied, from his own personal knowledge,
that Dillon never intends to get married,
and that if he did marry, even if he obtained
a divorce, he would be living in legalized
adultery, why does he say that he will move
that that clause in the bill be eliminated i
I cannot understand it, and I do not think
many hon. gentlemen in this. House can
understand it. I regret that it is religion
that has created all this unnecessary dis-
cussion, and what is religion I Why the
hon. gentleman from DeLanaudière and
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa and the
hon. gentleman on my right and others
who have taken part in this discussion have
been born of Roman Catholic parents and
educated in the faith of the Roman Catholie
Church, and consequently they are Roman
Catholics, but I venture to say that if these
hon. gentlemen had been born of

Presbyterian or Methodist or Episcopalian
parents, some of them in all probability
would be grand masters of the Oranger
Order instead of being on the other side.
The individual who is now addressing you,
had he been born of Roman Catholic parenta
and educated in that church, might possibly
have been a bishop.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-He would have
been excommunicated by this time.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-Very good ment
have been excommunicated and yet taken
back into the arms of the church. I regret,
exceedingly that this unnecessary discussion
has taken place on the report. This
amendment is a censure on the coin-
mittee ; put any construction the hon-
gentleman may endeavour to put on it, the
amendment is simply a vote of censure, &
declaration that the members of the coin-
mittee did not understand the duties ifi-
posed upon them, and it has been insinuated
time and again that they did not act hon-
estly-tha tthey were biassed in favour of the
plaintiff. I only hope that if this House
has not sufficient confidence in the coIn
mittee, it will strike a new committee corn-
posed of members who are opposing this
bill.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I wish to say that
have not the slightest sympathy with the
religious feature of the debate, which I thinIr
should be settled in the ecclesiastical court-
It should not have been introduced into this
civil court at al]. I believe in marriage for
life, whilst I hold that doctrine for the regu-
lation of my own life, I feel that I have nO
right to cross the path of those who lo'
upon marriage in a different light. I Col'-
sider it very ungenerous on the part of sOne'
of my colleagues in the House to say that e
certain portion of the members of this Se'
ate are always hostile to the passing of di-
vorces in this chamber. It is true there are
numbers of members of this House who be-
lieve that no divorces should be granted, buW
whilst they believe in the doctrine for thei'
selves, I have always observed for the 'ase
twenty years that they never interfered with
the passing of a divorce bill when the propet
evidence was produced before this House
I always found that they were passive an
allowed the bill to be carried on a division,
showing clearly that whilst they held thern-

[SENATEj454



[JUNE 7,1894] 455

Selves the private doctrine that marriage was
indissoluble, nevertheless they were willing
that the civil rights of our citizens should.be
"espected in this House. Whilst saying this
'luch I must go a little further and oppose
the arguments of two hon. gentlemen who sit
eenlenient to me at present. I oppose them
both on the moral ground and on the legal
g'Ounds. You are all aware of the case where
a WOnan was once taken in the very act of
adulteryand brought before one of the highest
egislators that we have been educated to,
know. What was the view taken by that
legislator ? It was that he that was not
guilty should throw at the adulteress the
first Stone. Now, apply this doctrine to the
aPplicant for divorce in this case, have we
nOt a right to expect that he also, before
acusing his wife and asking for a bill of
divorce from her should be catechised as to
whether he had himself been guilty? On
that ground, I claim there was a deficiency
'f evidence on his part to sustain his peti-

niO1 for a divorce. I also claim further
'i!OIi a legal basis that he did not acquit
hllfself properly. We know that when the
Oath i tendered to a witness in the witness
bx before the courts of justice, it specifies
that he shall tell the truth, the whole truth
and nothing but the truth. Now was this
f1]an questioned as to the whole truth 7 I

nOrltend that he was not questioned, and
that a large portion, possibly, of the truth
ad been shut out by the action of the

iifmittee that when certain questions were
%ked he was told he must not answer them.
Why should this be so, unless there was
Som1ething wrong 7 Viewing the matter
!On, this standpoint,'whilst I repudiate the
Introduction of any ecclesiastical question
iuto this House, I feel at the same time that
We have a right to send this report back to,

thcommrittee and ask them for the whole
truth, and then when we hear the
Whole truth it will be time enough for my
trlends about me to say " we will oppose thisbil ary Way."

lion. Mr. O'DONOHOE-I rise to makeaord of explanation. My hon. friend from
.ew Westminster took me a little short for1 okng use of some term that he deemed

't sufficiently silky, although I intended
ri offence. Atathe'same time, I do not
k ow of any right that he would have to,
put the question to me whether I should
Vote or ot, and what I said in reply to that

was that it was not his business. Now
there is nothing out of the way in that. In
reference to referring the report back, no in-
tention has been expressed by anybody in
the House of casting the slightest humili-
ation on the committee. What is there in it i
To enable the petitioner to come here with
clean hands if he can. Then, in that case,
while a number of hon. gentlemen may not
vote for the bill, they refrain from voting-
and that has the same effect-and he gets
the prayer of his petition granted whether
they vote or not. There is no slur in send-
ing the report back, and perhaps if the mat-
ter were examined a little closer it would be
much better for the petitioner that the
report should go back in order that he may
have an opportunity of declaring, as it has
been asserted here he can, his fidelity to his
marriage vows during this separation from
his wife. In that event, the case ends here
as the usual vote will go in his favour,
while others refrain from voting. I do not
see any reason why hon. gentlemen would
shut their mouths in any discussion in this
House, or why they should not give full
scope to their opinions.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-And their votes
too.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-Yes, if they
like. I see nothing hateful or unpleasant
in discussing any matters which come before
this House. Our rule is, I think, very speci-
fic-the 11 th rule states this, " the applicant
for divorce as well as the party from whom
the divorce is sought and other witnesses
produced before the committee shall be ex-
amined." It is not " may be examined,"
but " shall be examined," and the petitioner
here was a witness before the court and was
called upon to answer and he refused. Our
rule is as strong as it can be-" shall be ex-
amined." Let such a word occur in any of
our law books or statutes and immediately
there is an end of the matter, because it de-
cides that it is not a mere privilege to a
witness but that he shall be examined. That
is the law of this House, and upon what,
grounds is the witness exempted from this
examination ? Where is the privilege to him
to be exempt from examination I If we fol-
low our rule, there is no alternative but to
have the report go back. It is not a large
labour, nor will it take much time. There is
also a provision that in case of difficuly or
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intricacy the case may go to the head of the
government and be reported on by him to
this House. Surely if it can be relegated to
him to be reported to this House, much more
should we be in a position to relegate it to
the committee. As far as I can read the
decisions and judgments of divorce courts
that have been read, they have little bearing
on this subject. The decisions which we are
to follow in cases not provided for are those
of the House of Lords. That, I take it, means
the House of Lords before divorce courts were
instituted. The opinions and decisions of
divorce courts cannot help us, we must
look for the decisions of the House of Lords
when it stood as we do without any divorce
court. I rose for the purpose of giving this
view to the leader of the Government. The
field that we have to look to for our pre-
cedents is the House of Lords, to which I
have referred, and our own rule lays that
down, that in uprovided cases that is where
we shall look for the purpose of finding out
what the law is in cases of this sort. As to
condonation, collusion or connivance, the
connivance may not be expressed in what
has occurred here, but any one who reads
the letters of the respondent expressing her
wish that this matter would end, and that
she would get rid of a name that bas given
her a great deal of trouble in the past, can
judge for himself whether both parties are
not eager to have this divorce. How does
it come that she expresses this opinion, and
how is he so eager? If you cannot from that
infer collusion and connivance, where will
you find it? To me it is written as plainly
as if it where in black and white that there
is an understanding between them, and they
are both in a hurry to part. If there is an
agreeing mind between them to part, there
is collusion, and that is the very thing which
the Senate makes a cause for refusing a
divorce. The agreeing mind between the
parties is as clearly proved as if the words
were expressed. I say that under our rules
the case should go back. If the petitioner
had the misfortune of being prevented from
answering, he may, in the discretion of the
committee find a means of getting over that
difficulty and improve his position thereby.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-This question has
caused a great deal of feeling among hon.
members. In answer to on. gentlemen who
have spoken on behalf of the committee, I
have no feeling of distrust or want of con-

fidence in the judgment of the committee.
I believe they thoroughly did their duty and
had the advantage of hearing the evidence
and they made their report accordingly. I
think they acted honestly, and for that rea-
son and for other reasons I do not intend to
vote to recommit the report. It would not
be justice. I understand that the man is
out of the country, and it would be a mean,
contemptible sort of way of getting rid of
the question. There is sufficient evidence
to warrant any man in deciding how to vote
on the question. Having heard, before the
question came up, that there was likely to
be some more than ordinary feeling on this
matter I read the evidence carefully to see
what was the proper course to take. After
doing so I arrived at a conclusion prior to
the report of the committee, or before the
matter was under discussion in this House.
It is my intention to vote against the
amendment because I believe that there is
sufficient evidence (for myself at least) to
come to the conclusion how I should vote on
the question. It seems to be a law of
evidence to withhold parties from giving
evidence in a case-that you shall ask
certain questions and not always get all the
facts of the case. I think before applying
for a divorce a man should be pure himself.
I do not believe in granting a divorce when
both parties are guilty. In this case, how-
ever, the evidence has come out, as I think
it should in every case of the kind, because
if there is an important matter it is this of
separating man and wife. Whether it is
according to the law of evidence or not, I
hold that no man or woman should be
granted a divorce if the petitioner is guiltY
of the crime for which the divorce is sought.
For that reason I shall vote against the
bill ; because I do not believe in granting
this man a divorce. I do not think he was
a proper and reasonable husband to treat
that woman as he did. His own evidence
is that he had no suspicion of anything
being wrong with her for ten or twelve
years. He took her in the first place to
Paris and left ber with her father. Up tO
that time he had no suspicion of anything
being wrong with the woman. She was not
aware, he says, that he intended to leave
her in Paris. That is in the evidence, that
she had no idea what he was taking her tO
Paris for. Now I contend that on so trivial
a complaint as he had against her then, it W'
a very hard thing for him to do to take that
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WOmuan to Paris and leave her there. Heleft her with her own father, it is true, but

e was not living with his wife, who was at
that time in Montreal. I do not think it
*as right for him to take her to her father
When he had no suspicion of infidelity on
ler part. He states most positively that he
thnot violated his marriage vow prior to
t'e separation in Paris, but he does not re-
Ply to the question touching his conduct
after the separation. Why did he not
anSWer the question? I believe that man
had his purposes in view when he took that
wonlan to Paris and left her there. I ara
going to vote against the bill because I do
'ot think the petitioner should have a
divorce. In my opinion, he is equally guilty,
0'though it has not been proven. It has
ben asked why did not the respondent
aPpear? I have attended meetings of the
Ivorce Conimittee two or three times and

17lY feelings have been outraged at the
questions that have been asked womien on
their examination there. I do not think
any Woman can be blamed for refusing to
subject herself to such an ordeal. Therefore,1 do lot believe any woman is to be blamed
for keeping away fron the committee if she
c'do 80. All the evidence given, even by
thet an himself, shows that he treated
foat ieomant unfairly. That is no justification
'Orker wrong-doing, I admit, but when you
ntha high-spirited woman who is treated
l that way it is enough to make any person

any ordinary feeling insane. It is enough
o drive any woman to desperation. I
lae the woman for her conduct, but I
have every excuse for her wrong-doing, be-
"ase she was driven 'to desperation by her
her nds aconduct. A woman taken from
erbome and children, and left in a foreign

'ltry by a man who up to that time did
lt Suspect her of doing wrong, might yield

teluptation. Ris wife might have had aw g disposition, compared to his, to make
PPY home, but that does not justify him

ehl ia'ng his wife away from her home and
hren. Certainly such a man has no

tht to ask for a divorce. He cannot say
tV4t he has been faithful to his marriage
fro8 sinlce the separation. I do not speakcosia religious feeling, but from what I
n ioder fair and honest dealing. I would
tat record My vote on any occasion to grant
ht •'nan a divorce, because I do not think

Sentitled to it, and I do not think his
was such as a woman should expect

from her husband. As I have said, I shall
vote against recommitting the report, because
I believe the committee did their duty fully,
and with all due respect to my hon. friend
from Montreal who spoke so highly of the
petitioner, I do not think if he had an oppor-
tunity of answering that question again that
he would give any more satisfaction than
he did before, so there is no use in sending
the report back to obtain any further ans-
wer from hin.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH.-We have noth-
ing to do with hearsay evidence, talk,
gossip or scandals as regards the
character, saying or doings of parties not
before us in evidence. This case is fraught
with serious consequences in the future.
Are we to grant a divorce to a man whether
he is himself guilty of adultery or not ? That
is the question which the House will decide
by its vote to-day. If the House decides
that the question of his own adultery, put
by me to petitioner which he refused to
answer-the question as to the man's conduct
subsequent to the separation from his wife-
is one which should not be put, it will be
baneful in its immoral effect upon society,
and flood Parliament with petitions for
divorce, not by the innocent and aggrieved
parties, but by those who themselves are
steeped in immorality, who need not fear
that their own guilt can be exposed, or
that their own adultery can debar
them from obtaining a*divorce-it will be a
very unsatisfactory decision to the country.
It has been stated that such a question has
never been asked before. The hon. member
for Amherst, who has been on as many com-
mittees as any of us, states that it has
always been regarded as an essential question
and that he has himself asked it. I can say
the same for myself. In some instances it
has not been asked, and why 1 Because the
case itself may not have suggested such a
question. In this instance it was naturally
suggested. As the hon. member from
Alberta has said, a man who took his wife
under false pretenses to a foreign country
separating her f rom her children-

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Where is
the proof of that i

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-He took her
there and abandoned her; that is in the
evidence. I say it was not a proper
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place or with a proper person to
leave her, that he was bound to take care
of her. The law is clear that a man who
separates from his wife without sufficient
cause gives her leave and license to do wrong,
and he cannot afterwards, when he has con-
tributed to her offence, come here and claim
re lief at our hands, and also refuses3 to
answer the questions as to whether he
is not guilty of the like offence of which
he accuses her. The whole case rests
on this: Are you going to grant a divorce
to a man who refuses to explain his own
conduct and prove that he comes with clean
hands? Under the rules of evidence in
criminal cases, which apply to these divorce
bills, a man is a competent witness in his
own case, and when he comes forward as a
witness in his own behalf, he is bound to
answer all such questions.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Is that question
to be put by the judge or by the prosecuting
attorney?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I am surprised
that such a question should be asked. There
is the rule of evidence, and the petitioner
put himself in the box. He took an oath
to answer all questions put to him, and
that question, which was a pertinent one,
he should have been compelled to answer.
He could not be relieved from answer-
ing it. There is no limit to the powers
of Parliament or of a member of the
committee to ask such questions. We
are only one part of the Parliament of
Canada. If this bill passes here it must go
before a co-ordinate branch of Parliament,
and are we to say that we shall exclude
certain evidence which bears upon the case
But we are told that if we refer back this
report to the committee it will be a reflec-
tion upon them.' Well, let it be a reflection
on the committee. That is no reason why
justice should not be done. But some mem-
bers of the committee say they will retire
from it; let them do so. There are men in
this House as competent as any members of
the existing committee to perforn their
duties. I say the question whether he
was guilty of adultery after he separated
from his wife, which the witness re-
fused to answer, is important and a
necessary question to fully determine this
case, and it is one which must be answered
before the Senate can decide the issue. We

are asked, is the committee to be an in-
quisitorial body? I say yes. When a sus-
picion is aroused, as it was in this case, that
there has been collusion or connivance
between the parties we have to be more
cautious than under ordinary circumstances
-more careful even than if the other party
were present. The case being undefended we
are obliged to take every means to elicit
the facts. Rule 115 says we must find
upon the question of adultery. It is only
when we have not the evidence before us
that we must get the intervention of the
Minister of Justice, but when the witnesses
are before us and under the rules of the
House are compelled to answer all questions,
I ask how could we possibly get over that
and say that the petitioner in this case
shall not answer certain questions put to
him? If this amendment is rejected and
the bill passes, we will establish a precedent,
as far as this House is concerned, that no
party to a divorce suit shall be asked such a
question however apparent his guilt may be.
In this instance Dillon refused to answer
the question put to him. The presumption
is that he was guilty of the same offence
that he charged against his wife. Men are
hanged on evidence no stronger than that.
Circumstantial evidence is presumptive evl-
dence; it is not direct evidence. If ever
there was a case in which a man showed
his guilt, it was in this case of Dillon's. 1Ie
did not ask for the intervention of the coul-
mittee, but when I put the question, before
the committee objected, he said that he de-
clined to answer on the advice of counsel-
Why? Because he must have felt that he
could not answer it without criminating hi'-
self. But when I asked him if he had bee'
faithful to his marriage vows up to the titfle
of the separation in Paris, he wanted no pro-
tection from the committee--he answered
readily " yes." The other question he would
not answer because he could not. My hol-
friend from Sarnia says that if we send the
report back to the committee, Dillon wouhd
still refuse to answer the question. In tha
he would set himself in defiance of the la,«
and would have to take the consequences Of
his conduct. If the question is a prOper
one and he refused to answer it that is no
reason why the question should not be put
again. If he is not guilty he wil gladl
avail himself of the opportunity to answer.
It is a presumption of law when a man can
answer a question and does answer it, that
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he refuses to answer because he cannot con-
seientiously answer it in his own favour.
That is the only conclusion that can be
drawn from Dillon's refusal to answer the
question put to him. Dillon cast ofù his
Wife-for what? He says himself for no
cause whatever-that he had never suspect-
ed her fidelity, and that no suspicion was
aroused until last September when he sent
a detective to find out what her conduct
'as. The presumption is that he was

tired of his wife and wanted to form other
ties. I put the question for that reason, and
1 regret that the committee did not at the
time see fit to allow it to be answered. The
commQrittee erred-we all may err and I hope
n1o Inan will vote contrary to what he thinks
l' right because it is asserted here that the
adoPtion of the amendment would be a cen-
8ure on the committee. I do not look upon
t in that light and I do not see why the

comnittee should regard it as a censure.
but there is a more important question be-
fore us. It is this-shall an adulterer be
released from his marriage vows I There is
nothing inquisitorial about the question that
ýas put to Dillon. It was a question which
the rules of evidence recognize as a proper
One and a question which he is obliged toanswer. Rule 117 plainly declares that the
rules of evidence in force in Canada in re-
8Pect to indictable offences shall apply to
Proceedings before the Divorce Committee.
eOw the fifth section of chapter 31 of the
-Acts of 1893 says:

No person shall be excused from answering an
question upon the ground thac the answer to suc
question may tend to criminate him, or may tend
thestablish his liability to a civil proceeding atthe instance of the Crown or of any other person.
Provided, however, that no evidence so given shallused or receivable in evidence against such

l in any criminal proceeding thereafter in-
stituted against him other than a prosecution for
Perjury in giving such evidence.

The rule and the law as I have cited are
clear and indisputable, that petitioner hav-
"ng inade himself a witness was bound to
an8wer the question I asked him, whether

herhad not been guilty of adultery. Nobody
las ventured to contradict this position.

lo can we ignore the law that we have
P"Ssed and which is clearly applicable to thisca.e? If this House decides that the
Petitioner can refuse to answer such a qnes-ton it will have disastrous effects iri the
future upon the morals and good govern-
nient of our people. I hope the House will

feel bound in conscience and .by their sense
of justice to give this petitioner the oppor-
tunity, if he is innocent of the offence
which he is presumed to have committed, to
clear himself and if he does not do so that lie
shall bear the consequence of it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Any hon. gentleman
who reflects will remember that in the past
a very considerable number of cases have
been sent back to committees, and with no
reflection on the committees, when further
information was desired by the House. We
are called upon to judge in this matter, and
there is not only the question of the guilt of
the party himself, the petitioner, but there
are cognate questions that have come to my
knowledge and the knowledge of other hon.
gentlemen in this House. I have heard, on
very good authority, that at the time this
woman was birought-to Paris ber father was
living in adultery with a woman there. That
is a matter of public notoriety. When Mr.
Dillon brought bis wife there, with the in-
tention of laying a case against lier, how
could lie be justified in that act ? I simply
state that fact. That is a fact which has
come to my knowledge, and if it were proven
the House could not for one instant think
of granting the petition.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-How, I might ask,
if the case is referred back, is the committee
to get the knowledge of that fact 7

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There will be no
difficulty.

The House divided on the amendment,
which was rejected by the following vote
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The Senate adjourned at 10.25 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, 8th June, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (50) " An Act to authorize the pur-
chase of the Yarmouth and Annapolis Rail-
way by the Windsor and Annapolis Rail-

way Company, Limited, and to change the
iame of the latter company to the Dominion
Atlantic Railway Company."-(Mr. Power.)

Bill (63) " An Act respecting the Guelph
Iunction Railway Company."-(Mr. MacIn-
nes, Burlington.")

Billl (64) " An Act respecting the Medi-
eine Hat Railway and Coal Company."-
(Mr. Kirchhoffer.)

CONSPIRACIES AND COMBINA
TIONS IN RESTRAINT OF

TRADE BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) moved the
third reading of Bill (AA) " An Act to
amend the law relating to conspiracies and
combinations formed in restraint of trade."

Hon. Mr. ALMON-A number of people
have been speaking to me about that
bill, and it is said that it passed this House
without being properly discussed. I was
very much alarmed myseif at what my hon.
friend said about the high price of coif-
ins, which he attributed to the combines.
When a man gets to my time of life he
begins to think about coffins. I thought it
was a sort of burlesque, but I have been
told it is a serious bill now. It affects not
only combines, but associations of different
kinds. For instance, if medical men ar-
range a tarif and adhere to it, they could
be fined under this bill.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I have been told so,
and I think it is not asking too much to
request that the consideration of this bill be
put off until some time next week in order
to afford opportunity for discussion. I know
there is a great deal of feeling about this
bill, and it is a very dangerous bill, and bas
not, in my opinion, been sufficiently dis-
cussed in this House.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I move that the bill
be not now read the third time, but that ie
be read the third time six months hence.

Some hon. MEMBERS-It has been
already read a third time.
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lion. Mr. ALMON-Then I move that it
do not pass. I objected to the third read-
ing, and so did the hon. member from Mon-
treal, and when we demand a division I
think it should be taken.

lion. Mr. POWER-I do not think the
hon, gentleman's point is well taken. The
narnes should be asked for by two members
When a division is called for, and the names
Were only asked for by one member.

lion. Mr. ALMON-No, my hon. friend
fr!om Montreal asked for them, too.

lion. Mr. POWER-He did not make
hilmself heard.

lon. Mr. MURPHY-I will be satisfied
Without putting the House to the trouble of
having the division taken, to have it declared
that the motion was carried on a division.

lion. Mr. MILLER-The hon. member
failed to go a step further, which is indis-
Pensable-he should have called for the yeas
and nays.

The bill then passed.

INCORPORATION OF BOARDS
TRADE BILL.

OF

SECOND READING.

lon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (FF) " An Act to amend the
Act respecting the incorporation of boards
Of trade." He said : The provisions of this
b1i1 are more explanatory thai the granting
of any additional powers to the boards of
trade. In the North-west Territories special
district means each county, town, village or
iudicial district within and for which a
bOard is established under this Act, and
with regard to the North-west Territories

at includes also electoral districts as con-
ltituted for elections to the legislature of
the North-west Territories within and for
Whieh a board is established. As the law
r'oW reads, a board of trade at Calgary-it
fias that town that brought it under the
'otice of the department-has no jurisdic-

or power beyond its immediate limit
and it is desirable in order to give the
POwer and authority to the boards of trade
of the North-west Territories, that theword
district should be defined as it is in this
clau8e. That is really the only amendment

o the Act as it now stands upon the Statute-
Dook. The second section is merely to carry
>ut the provisions of the Act.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES REPRE-
SENTATION BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (5) "An Act further to amend
the North-west Territories Representation
Act." He said: The object of the bill is to
give to the North-west Territories the ad-
vantage. of election by ballot. The bill
provides for the same organization as is in
use in the different provinces for the elec-
tion of members of the House of Commons.
It provides for the making of the lists and the
mode in which an elector can be put on the
list if his name has been omitted. It pro-
vides for the testing of an election by a
recount by application before a judge, and
as much as possible brings the working of
the ballot in the North-west Territories in
harmony with the system in force for the
election of members to the House of Com-
mons from the different provinces.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I am opposed to that
bill being read the second time. Introduc-
ing vote by ballot into the North-west Ter-
ritories is a very bad thing. I was in hopes
that there was one part of this Dominion of
Canada where the old English system would
remain, and I think that forcing these peo-
ple to vote by ballot is an infringement on
their rights. I never feel more degraded
than when I go to vote in Halifax, when I
am shown into a room that is dark, and then
shown into a darker room where I am re-
quired to mark my ballot. I have to vote
as if I were doing a cowardly, dastardly
thing. Vote by ballot is not only degrading
to the person who votes, but it is a humbug.
I appeal to the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax whether we do not there acknowledge
that the vote by ballot is a fraud. The
Liberal Legislature of Nova Scotia has
decided that persons holding offices under
the Dominion Government are not allowed
to vote. If vote by ballot amounts to any-
thing, would there be any necessity for
doing that I The Liberals of Halifax

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The what ?
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Hon. Mr. ALMON-The Grits, if that
pleases you better-they have decided that
vote by ballot is a fraud and that therefore
persons who hold situations under the
Dominion Government, when they put in
their ballots, are known and spotted for do.
ing so. Is there any election which takes
place, even in Ontario, in which you do not
hear the statement made that bribery was
used i Vote by ballot does not prevent per-
sons being bribed. In my opinion vote by
ballot encourages bribery. Supposing my
hon. friend frem Alberta under this bill
were to vote against the party to which he
belongs-I do not know. what the party is-
if the vote were open his course would be
known. I was a member of the House of
Commons when the bill adopting the ballot
was introduced there and I said a few words
against it. It did not extend to the North-
west Territories and I had a feeling of pride
that there was some little portion of this
Canada of ours where vote by ballot had not
been introduced. I am surprised to see a
Conservative Government introducing such
a bill and if I stand alone I shall vote
against it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I sympathize deeply
with the afflictions of my colleague. I do
not concur in the reflection made on the
hon. gentleman from Wolseley. My hon.
friend said if that hon. gentleman went up
to vote he would know he was not voting
according to his conscience.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I .did not say that.
I said I did not know his politics.

Hon. Mr. POWER-My hon. colleague
said if he voted in a different way from the
way in which he had been speaking, and
voted against the party with which he had
been associated, it would not be known under
the ballot. I do not think as badly as that
of the hon. gentleman from Wolseley.
It happens, singular as it may appear, that
my hon. colleague from Halifax and I
agree on the question of vote by ballot. I
was opposed to the introduction of the bal-
lot in Nova Scotia in 1870 and I have never
changed my mind on the subject. How-
ever, I do not agree with my hon. friend
in his opposition to this particular bill. The
hon. gentleman has thought proper to refer
to the fact that in the province of Nova
Scotia certain Dominion officials were dis-
qualified.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-All of them.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No; not all of
them.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Pretty nearly all of
them.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Not at all. We are
not going into fractions, but they are not
all disqualified. The hon. gentleman did
not think proper to inform this House as to
the reason why those officials had been dis-
qualified. The reason was this, that at an
election in the autumn of 1870 the Domin-
ion officials were practically brought up in a
brigade to vote against the Liberal party;
and as long as those electors were not allow-
ed to exercise their franchise freely it was
thought better that they should not be
allowed to vote at all, because voting as
they did they represented not their own
honest individual opinions, but the wishes of
the Dominion Government, which at that
time were very hostile to the then local
Government.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I
gentleman is speaking only
to Halifax.

hope the hon.
with reference

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, the election to
which I refer was a by-election, and I only
speak of the county with which I am familiar.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Will the hon.
gentleman inform us what was done in, the
fal of 1878?

Hon. Mr. POWER-There was nothing
of that sort done in Halifax at any rate. As
a matter of fact, I believe in Halifax the
great bulk of the officials voted against the
Liberal candidates in the election of 1878.
I was going to say with respect to this
bill, that I rejoice at the fact that the
Government have introduced this measure
even though it comes so late. The reasol
usually given for the introduction of the
system of voting by ballot is that it enables
persons who are subject to the influence Of
other persons or corporations to vote accord-
ing to their consciences and to their political
convictions without the fear of any bad re-
sults to themselves. That is about the onlY
reason which could be given in favour of
the system of voting by ballot. Now, if
there is any portion of the whole broad Do-
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5 inion where such a system of voting is
nk1e8sary, it is in the North-west Territories,
because there the influence of the Govern-
ment and of the great corporations is almost
supreme. Any one who is familiar with that
country knows that the number of voters in
the North-west Territories who are com-
Pletely independent of Government influence
and independent of the influence of the great
corprations is very small indeed ; and I
rejOice that at last the change which I ad-
'ocated on a great many former occasions,

yhen measures with respect to the elections
i1 the North-west Territories were going
through this House, is about to become law,
and that hereafter the result of the elections
in the North-west Territories will be in a
1'ery great measure the indication of the
tonest, independent convictions of the elec-

Hlon. Mr. PERLEY-Being from that
section of the country which this bill more

icularly interests, I may say that this
is introduced, I presume, largely owing

to the expressed wish of a large number of
People of that country. Now I have

had to do with elections nearly all my life,
ong before I was of age ; I have been

lnterested in electioneering and canvassing
for rembers of Parliament. We had the
first election in Alberta in 1887. We had
one 1i 1888, and we have had two since in
the riding that I have the honour to reside
11, and I must say that I never saw more
'idependent voting in my life than was
exercised there upon open franchise. No

an was ever approached and I have never
n a man intimidated in any shape or form.

I blieve the people have voted as freely
thd independently without the ballot as
they will with it. A large number of
People, perhaps, have clamoured for theballot because they were influenced in some
waY-homesteaders who have not got their
Patents and who were in some way under a
"'opliment to the Government. I have

niever known the Government to, in any
th Y, try to favour a man that supported

er in preference to a man who was
against them. I have in my own capacity,

a representative of that country, receiv-
thefavours as freely for those who oppose
the Government as those who vote for the

arnent. There is nothing which would
of n a man in the estimation of the

1fisiter of the Interior-I do not say the

present Minister of the Interior-but the last
Ministerof the Interior,orany Ministerof the
Interior whom I have been associated with
in any way-as to say that a man was a Tory
and for that reason was entitled to some
consideration. His claim would be sus-
pected from that very moment. I am going
to support the bill. I think it right and
fair that the same principle should be
adopted in all parts of the Dominion of
Canada, and for that reason I favour the
bill, although I do not think it will in the
least degree serve the purpose that the
Opposition fancy it will-that is, in weak-
ening the influence of the Government in
elections. I believe the result will be just
the same in the future under the ballot as
it has been by open voting.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-I have
never been a very strong admirer of the ballot
myself. In Prince Edward Island we have
had open voting. We introduced the ballotand
had a trial of it for some years and it
was repealed, mainly I may say on account
of the expense of the revision of votes and
the printing of the lists ; but if it were
merely a question upon which I could ex-
press an opinion apart from other surround-
ings, then I would vote against this bill.
However, as all the rest of Canada has the
ballot, I do not think it would be wise to
throw any difficulty in the way of extend-
ing the same principle to the North-west
Territories, especially as there has been
somewhat of a demand from that quarter
that the ballot should be introduced. I was
rather amused at the observations made a
moment ago by the hon. member from
Halifax with regard to the disfranchisement
of so many officials in the province of Nova
Scotia, and the kind of excuse which he
gave us for that most extraordinary conduct
on the part of the Provincial Government. My
hon. friend says it was found that Dominion
officials were not independent and that they
had been driven to the polls in batches to
vote in support of the Government of
the day at that time in elections, and
consequently the Provincial Legislature of
Nova Scotia disfranchised them. The
same thing has been done in the pro-
vince of Prince Edward Island, but
not avowedly for a similar reason. I may
remark that we had the same Liberal
influence at work. It was by the so-called
Liberal party in Prince Edward Island that
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the act was done, and in that case the Pre-
mier gave as his reason that it was out of
kindness to these officials because they were
really placed in very difficult positions and
were forced to exercise the franchise against
their conscience in many cases and desired
disfranchisement. On that account, in
order to relieve them of a disagreeable
and difficult dpty, the franchise was
taken awav. This was the statement made
in the legislature, but as soon as that state-
ment was made the men proposed to be
disfranchised, to the number of two
or three hundred, placed a petition
on the table of the House next day
protesting against the franchise being taken
awayfrom them, and then the same argument
was used that we have heard to-day from
the hon. gentleman from Halifax-that they
were not independent and that the very fact
that they presented a petition against their
rights being taken away, showed that they
were not independent-that they were under
the influence of the Government at Ottawa
and ought to be disfranchised. I have regard-
ed the disfranchising of men as a very high-
handed act, a dangerous thing to do. It
has been done in many provinces.
Nearly every man enjoying or holding any
office under the government or any emolu-
ment, down even to a permanent day labourer,
has been disfranchised in Prince Edward
Island. Itis avery dangerous and high-handed-
act, and as the matter was referred to here,
I felt it my duty to make these observations
upon it. I cannot speak, of course, for
Halifax, but I can speak for the Dominion
officials in Prince Edward Island, that they
have never been coerced or influenced by
the Government to vote in any way, and
that as a fact a very considerable number of
them had been appointed under the Mac-
kenzie administration and have remained
outspoken, consistent supporters of that
party, from that day until the present time,
and that many of the officials in that position
who were supporters of the Mackenzie
administration and have continued to oppose
the present Government, have not only been
retained in office but have been promoted
from time to time and their salaries increas-
ed. That is the fact regarding Prince
Edward Island, which is notorious in the
province in which I live, and I am sorry
that such a course has been pursued, and I
almost think that it is in the power of the

'Federal Parliament to remedy it in some

way or another in order that all the citizens
of the different provinces of the Dominion
should have the freedom of voting at
all the elections where their property and
their civil rights and everything that is dear
to them are being actively legislated upon.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-After
the speech of the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax, in which it is pointed out that the Gov-
ernment were losing all their friends in the
North-west Territories, I think the hon.
gentleman had better withdraw the bill
or else lose their support in that country.
Apart from that,I think the ballot is a most
corrupt system. It induces the bribery of
men who accept money for their votes and
then vote the other way. I think men should
honestly come forward and give their votes.
However, I suppose this bill is demanded by
that part of the country and will carry, and
therefore I will not oppose it, but I think it
is a pernicious system.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-If this bill has no
other effect than to frighten parties from
giving bribes to voters because they cannot
tell whom they will vote for, that will be one
good result from the bill. There is no
greater evil in any country where we have
elective institutions than the evil of bribilg
voters, directly or indirectly, by the promise
of favour or giving of money,or the dread of
being persecuted in some way by a man whO
may have the voter in his power. I do notý
now speak of that as being limited to one
party, either in this country or in the United
States, or in England, but I think it is sole
thing that should not be done, and anY
measure that the legislature can pass which
will tend to lessen the effects of it
ought to get the consent and support of the
House.

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

GENERAL INSPECTION ACT AMENV'
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (125) " An Act to amen'd
the General Inspection Act." He said:
As will be seen on reference to the bil
it provides that there shall be added to the
law already regulating the inspectionf
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grain, &c., a provision applying to the in-
8pection of hay also. It has been found in
the large trade that has lately grown up be-
twen Canada and England that it is neces-
sarY, for the protection of the farmer and
of the exporter as well ay the importer, that
there shall be some system by which the
diflerent qualities of hay shall be designated
When it arrives in that country, and it has
been deemed advisable to add to the pro-
Vions of the Inspection Act one to deal
With hay. It makes three classes of hay
and also three classes of clover, with a pro-

si"4onl for a fee of twenty cents. I think
that those who have paid attention to this
grOwing trade of the Dominion will recog-
nize the necessity of the passage of an Act
of this kind.

8. Notwithstanding anything to the contrary
contained in section three of this Act, every in-
spector may, at any time, visit any ship, whether
registered in Canada or elsewhere, and whether
propelled wholly or in part by steam, except ships
belonging to Her Majesty.

It exempts from inspection Her Majesty's
ships by the inspectors in Canada, but ex-
tends the right to all other vessels.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-What
is the cost of inspection? So much per ton
I suppose ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is not provided
in this bill. This is merely an amendment
to the Inspection of Ships Act. When we
go into the committee I will take up that
point.

The motion was agreed to and the bill Hon. Mr. ALMON-Foreign men-of-war
was read the second time. are not to be inspected, are they?

INSPECTION OF SHIPS BILL.

SECOND READING.

Ion. ifr. BOWELL moved the second
'ading of Bill (113) " An Act to amend the
nispection of Ships Act." He said : The

Provisions of this bill are to do away with
an apparent contradiction in the Act as i
]toW stands on the Statute-book. Section 3
of the Act for the Inspection of Ships gives
POWer to inspect all ships except those of
per M.ajesty and ships classed in Lloyds's

egister of British and Foreign ships.
Then, on reference to the 8th section of the

ct, special power is given to the inspector
hý Visit any ship without any exception

billatever. The provisions of the present
are to do away with that contradiction

ad to prevent conflicts which have arisen,
tobleve, in the past and which are likely

arise in the future. If an inspector
Should, under the authority of the 8th sec-go

go on a vessel that had been registered
Ia Lloyds, he might be prevented from
paking the necessary inspection as to theq1ality and strength of the tackle and other
aticles which are used principally in loading

sels. The captain of the vessel might
ist that inspection under the authority of
er 3rd Section which exempts vessels of

lihrdajesty and also vessels classed in
od Riegister under the British and

tre lgn Shipping Act. The intention ,in
tiO ause is to do away with that contradic-

In and it reads as follows:
30

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Foreign men-of
war would not be registered by Lloyds, and
consequently they would not come within
the meaning of the Act.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Would British men-
of-war be registered in Lloyds?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL--They are specially
exempt from the operations of the Act.

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read the second time.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (14) " An Act to amend the
Railway Act." He said: This is a very
short bill, and simply makes provision for the
protection of motormen on electric cars by
adding the following words to the first para-
graph:

And may also make regulations requiring proper
shelter to be provided for motormen and other
einployees operating electrie and other railway
cars.

On reference to the Railway Act, chapter
29, section 3, you will observe that among
the powers which are given, one is:

To make regulations with respect to the men
that are passing from one car to another either in-
side or outside of, and for the safety of the railway
employees for passing from one car to another, and
for the coupling of cars.
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Then the words are added which I have
quoted. The necessity for an amendment
of that kind has been brought under the
notice of the department from the many
accidents which have occurred from ex-
posure on the street cars of the country.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

PRESERVATION OF GAME IN THE
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTs CONCURRED IN.

The Order of the Day being read,

Consideration of the amendments made by the
House of Comnons to Bill (Z) " An Act for the
Preservation of Gaine in certain parts of the North-
west of Canada."

Hon. Mr. BOWELL said: In moving
concurrence in the amendment made to the
bill for the Preservation of Game in the
North-west Territories, I have to ask the
Senate to dissent from the first amendment.
It is a very small matter it is true, but it is
a proposal to change the name of the district
of Keewatin. The proposition of the House
of Commons is to strike out in the second
clause the word "Keewatin " and to spell it
" Keewayden." Now it may be, and I think
it is a fact, that you will find the latter
spelling is adopted in " Hiawatha," and it
may in all probability be the correct mode
of spelling the word if they were spelling it
in Indian, but as the Consolidated Statutes
of Canada in the Act respecting the district
of Keewatin, and all Acts on the Statute-
book referring to that portion of the
Dominion spell the word "Keewatin," I
think it is just as well that we should retain
it. I therefore move that this amendment
be not concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

The other amendments made to the bill in
the House of Commons were concurred in.

HUDSON BAY RAILWAY BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON moved the second
reading of Bill (CC) " An Act to enable the
Government of the North-west Territories to
unite with the government of the province
of Manitobain the construction of the railway
to Hudson Bay as a public work." He said :

Hon. gentlemen will recollect that I in-
troduced a bill of the same character some
time ago, and that that was ruled out of
order in consequence of my having embodied
in the bill a responsibility on the part of
the Dominion Government to co-operate in
the construction of the railway which is
now the subject of my remarks. The rules
of the House prohibit the Senate from in-
troducing any measure that will entail any
financial responsibility upon the Federal
Government. The bill that is now pre-
sented for your consideration does not in)-
pose any such responsibility on this or any
other governient. It is a bill for the pur
pose of bringing before the people of Mani-
toba and the North-west Territories a simple
mode by which they can effect the cou-
struction of the Hudson Bay Railway.
Hon. gentlemen will understand that
this question is a far more burning one tO
the people of the North-west than it is to
the people of Eastern Canada, who look
rather coldly upon a public work that may
have the effect of diverting a portion
of the trade and traffic of the
North-west from Eastern Canada. The
people of the North-west Territories are
moved to promote their prosperity by seek-
ing to secure a cheaper outlet for their pro-
duce, if it is possible to do so, and also col-
petition in freight rates which they have tO
pay in order to transport their produce fron
the North-west to foreign markets. The
produce that they raise is all of a heavY
character, consisting of grain, cattle, &c.,
and the heavier the produce the greater the
burden upon the labour which is engaged in
producing it. The bill that I am ask-
ing this honourable House to allOw
me to present to them for their col-
sideration is one to enable the Terri-
torial Government in the North-west
Territories to unite with the Government of
the province of Manitoba in order that they
may jointly pool their interests in promotin5g
the construction of the railway. The Nortl'
west Territories, hon. gentlemen will under-
stand, do not occupy the same position as
any province of the Dominion. They are
still in their infancy, we may say, as a por-
tion of this Dominion. Full powers have
not been conferred upon them such as have
been conferred upon the province of Man"
toba, and therefore it is necessary to come
to the Dominion Parliament to ask for
power to unite with the province of Manitoba
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in order to pool their interests. Hon. gen-
tlemen nMay think that it is a bill of a rather
unujs1ual character in so far as a member of this
"ouse is asking for legislation that the Gov-
ernmflent of Manitoba and the Government
of the Territories have not sought, but
et bas always been supposed that there is a
Chrter in existehce to build a railway to the
.Iudson Bay. We live in that broad country
iln a very scattered condition. We have very
slall facilities for communicating with one an-
Other, and it is only by some such means as Ia low proposing to adopt that you can dis-
Seminate information and put people on the
track of projects by which they can improve

teir circumstances and better theirinterests.
1s, therefore, not out of place for me, as a

private member coming f rom the North-west
Territories, representing in this hon-
ourable House the interests of the peo-
Ple who reside there-it is not an im-
Proper thing for me to propose this

easure and ask the House to assist me
Perfecting it in order that it may provide

cilities which they may take advantage
or not just as they like. It imposes no

oligation on them to do so, but we provide
the facilities and if the Government and the
People of that western country think that it
18 an easy method by which they can ac-
9uire what they so long have been desiring
fOacquire, an outlet to Hudson Bay, the
eclties will be provided by Parliament to
t"able them to do so. Many people think

ere is a charter in existence, as I have said,
the construction of a railway to Hudson

]ay, but on looking through the statutes I
the that so far as a charter for a railway to

e ay is concerned, it is not in existence.
ftat to say it is not alive in consequence

the efflux of time, the period having
ed Over within which they should have
b1"Sructed that railway between the Sas-

katchewan and the bay, and in order to showelactly how it stands, I will read to you the
18 os] clauses which affect the charter. In
1883 the two railways which were then pro-
othed, one the Nelson Valley Railway, the

oa er the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Rail-
gi lere amalgamated. An Act was passedg1vng the Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Rail-ay a charter to go to the bay. Clause 29 ofthat Act says:

Theral.Th, r.ilway shah be commenced within three
8a d co mpletd within ten years aftethSSilg of this Act.

30j

That would bring it to 1893. Then in
1884 there was an amendment to that Act
which provides so far as the completion is
concerned :

So that the said railway shall be commenced
within two years and completed within six years
after the passing of this Act, and the said company
shall each year after the commencement of con-
struction complete at least fifty miles of the rail-
way hereby authorized to be constructed.

That was in 1884 and it provided that
the railway should be completed by 1890. In
1887 there was an Act passed to consolidate
and amend the Acts relating to the Winnipeg
and Hudson Bay Railway and Steamship
Company. In that Act it said, section 33:

The said main line of railway shall be com-
pleted within four years from the 21st day of June,
1887.

So that the Act of 1887 required that the
railway should be completed by 1891. Then
in 1890 there was an Act passed, an amend-
ment with regard to the completion. Section
33, the section I have just read, was repeal-
ed and the following substituted therefor :

The said main line of railway shall be com-
pleted to the Saskatchewan River within four years
from the 21st day of June, 1890.

So that the Act of 1890 does not provide
for the completion of the railway to Hudson
Bay, but only for the completion of it to the
Saskatdhewan River. Then we had a bill
before us the other day which passed and
became law in consequence of that Act which
was passed in 1890 having lapsed by the
efflux of time. A bill was brought in this
session extending the.time for the completion
of the railway for two years from the present
date but only for the portion to the Sas-
katchewan River. That would indicate to
me that the present company have abandoned
any intention of constructing the line to the
bay. They have twice applied to Parliament
for an extension of time and in neither of the
applications have they decided to extend the
time beyond the section of the railway to

*the Saskatchewan River, and, therefore, it is
self evident to any one that they do not
desire to go to the bay, and that they
apparently have, so far as their charter is
concerned, abandoned that part of the pro-
ject. I have not a sufficient legal knowledge
to express a decided opinion upon it, but that
the charter is dead so far as that portion
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gentlemen 'vouhd dispense with the reading

of the line beyond the Saskatchewan is
concerned, there seems to be no doubt at all so
far as the statutes indicate it ; and as section
89 of the general Railway Act provides for
completion within seven years, or powers
granted by special Act shall cease, and be
null and void as respects so much of the
railway as then remains uncompleted, and
as two amendments have been before Par-
liament providing only for an extension of
the time between the Saskatchewan and
the city of Winnipeg, I am led to the con-
clusion that the extension to the bay was a
matter for future consideration. In bring-
ing this bill before the. House for your con-
sideration, I am not, therefore, interfering
with the welfare or progress of any existing
railway or any private charter between the
Saskatchewan and the bay, and, therefore, it
stands alone as an application to Parlia-
ment for legislation that will enable the
people of that western country to find an
outlet by Hudson Bay. Consequently, we
may fairly and properly consider the bill
upon its merits, whether it is a reasonable
and proper one, and whether it is a bill that
will be a workable one if passed by Parlia-
ment. The bill that I have brought before
the House is, perhaps, deficient in many re-
spects, because I might say that J am the
author of it myself. I have had to draw
the bill up myself without any assistance
excepting the aid that I obtained from the
statutes relating to the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and it is based on the systen which
was utilized in order tobuild the Intercolonial
Railway in 1867. J may say that the Inter-
colonial Railway stands a credit to the
country so far as its construction is
concerned. It is looked upon by railway
men as being one of the best constructed
roads on the continent-perfect in every
way, its permanent way and everything else
being of the most substantial character, and
the same principle of construction applied to
the Hudson Bay Railway I believe would be
productive of the same good results. One
of my objects is to have this bill emboded in
the Debates so that those who receive the
"Hansard " may see the provisions of it.
Our " Hansard " goes to all the papers, as
it is distributed around the country, and
goes to individuals, and it is for the purpose
of giving the information that it contains in
it that I desire to read the bill, in order that
it may go on the Debates, and if hon

gentlemen would dispense with the reading
of it, it would save time.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The whole bill?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Yes. The hon.
gentlemen having thus dispensed with the
reading of the bill before them to enable it
to go on the " Hansard,"I will not detain the
hon. gentlemen by reading the bill. As 1
stated before, it is a bill whose provisions
are principally taken from the statutes of
1867, if they adopt similar legislation with
regard to the construction of this railway as
a public work. If this bill should receive
the sanction of this House and Parliament,
it will stand by itself as one bill in existence
for the construction of a railway to the
Hudson Bay, and by passing it this session
even without the application of the Govern-
ments who are opposed to be more interested
than an individual can be, we will save one
year's delay and give the people of the North-
west Territorv an opportunity of discussing
the merits of the scheme between now and
the time the Provincial Legislature and the
Territorial Legislature meet, in order to con-
sider the scheme whether it is advisable or
practicable. We do not by passing the bill
impose any obligation on them ; we offer
them something for their consideration; it
is not anything that costs any money to the
country, except the printing of the bill in'
its present form.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-If the hon. geritle-
man gets his bill passed and it is in the
statutes will not that be sufficient without
publishing it in the Debates?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-It may not get
into the statutes.

Hon. Mr. REESOR--Will you have the
names of the provisional directors in, or have
you them in already ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-There are no pro-
visional directors. It is a public bill to be
taken advantage of by the Government Of
the province of Manitoba and the Govern-
ment of the North-west Territories. It '8
not a private bill at all, it is purely a publie
measure for a public work, but it requires
legislation on the part of the Dominion GOv-
ernment to enable the North-west Territor-
ial Government to unite with the Govern-
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m'fent of Manitoba, and to enable either oc the national welfare of Canada, it is desirable to
both to extend bevond their boundaries to secure the construction of a railway to a port on
the Hudson Bay. Hudson Bay;

Y. And whereas the chief benefit to be derived by
the construction of a railway to connect our western

Iton. Mr. MILLER-Do you want the prairies with the Hudson Bay will accrue to the
bill as part of the speech to go into the people occupying those territories;
£Debates? And whereas for the better carrying out of

the construction of the Hudson Bay Railway as
lion. Mr. BOULTON--Yes. a public work, it is desirable to institute such

legisiation as will enable the INorth-west Ter-
itritories of Canadla to combine witli the provinceHlon. Mr. MILLER-You cannot read itof Manitoba in providing the means whereby the

as part of your speech. said railway may be constructed, upon sudi terms

an(l conditions as may hiereafter be decided upon;
lion. Mr. BOULTON-I can read the And whereas the North-west Territorial (overn-

bill. nent of Canada has not the legisiative power that
will enable it to unite with the G-'overnmieit of the

Hon. Mr. MILLER-No. province of Manitoba for the purpose aforesaid,lion.and it is desirable such powers shall be conferred

Mr. ANGERS-No. we object to it upon such ters and conditions as are
lion MrANGE SNO we bjettohéreinafter specitied in this Act;

YOur reading it. And whereas for the better carrying ont of the
aforesaid intention, it is desirable that the con-

non. Mr. McKAY-According to the struction of the said railway shah he carrie< on by
practice of the House of Commons nothini a body of four comîissioners in whom shah be

~~eSint th Deate unessit s rad, vested the powers iuecessary to hold the assets, toges into thefoe te us. carry on the work of construction, to levy rates
poken to before the House.Manitoba and the North-

West Territories, to providle the interest, to pro-
"on. Mr. BOULTON-It has been al- vide a sinking fund to meet the principal sur of

eady taken as read and if there is any oney necessary to raise for the construction of
read taen a red an ifther îsanythe said railway, not provided for l)y the earningsdoubt I will claim my riglit to read the of the railway, that these conimissioners shah be

bill which I refrain from doing only for the appointed in such mnanner, and upon such terms as
Convenience of the hon. gentlemen. How- be alreed upon be duty containe

)vr this is a grreat public work,and althoughthi a s a gra ulc okadaihuhl tîme foregoing preanible and in order to carry ont
a apparently creating a little amusement the intention therein expressed, namely to enable

n the milids of some hon. gentlemen at the the governments of our Western Territory to coin-
ovelty of the bill that I am bringingbefore bine for the aforesaid purpose, should they de-

hIouse, still it is a work that is consid- termine to do so; Her Majesty, by and with the
ered advice and consent of the Senate and House of

ore Of very great importance in the west Commous of Canada, enacts as follows
""iI have "no doubt that if Parliamente' 1. jI, shubt bat if arwafe for the Governmient of the

e to pass it, it would commend itselfwith
ad COmmend the action that Parliament the province of Manitoba to construct a railway
of Seen fit to take very much to the people connecting both Winnipeg and Edmonton with a

the oth r,1 ~ I tinkport on the western shore of Hudson Bay either atthe North-west Territories as I the mouth of the Nelson Rier or the Churchil
those hon. gentlemen who come from there River, and such railway shah be known as the
Would bear me out in The bill is as fol- Hudson Bay Railway of Canada.

the cosruono a r a Lila to connec our wetr

SENATE BILL.
An Act to enable the Governmnent of the North-

est Territories to unite with the Province of
anitoba in the construction of a railway to

hudson Bay as a public work.

vaEREAs it is desirable to open up the Hudson
thy to Canadian commerce, and to further utilize
tra raffl of its waters for the cheapening of theAdiort of the Western Territories of Canada ;

eco whereas it is desirable that the utmost
Srai'omy should be exercised in the construction of

lWay that must of necessity for many years be
upo'in' its local trafic, and mainly depèndent

A its traffic with the Hudson Bay itself ;
arW •hereas the opening up of the Hudson Bayra is of national importance and will add to

.eu sa ra way s a e a Pu c wor un er

the joint control of the province of Manitoba and
the North-west Territories ; and shall be made with
a gauge of four feet eight and one-half inches
and on such grades, in such places, in such nianner,
with such materials and on such specifications as
the Lieutenant-Governors in Council shall jointly
determine and appoint as best adapted to the
general interests of the Dominion of Canada.

3. The constructionof therailway and its manage-
ment until completed shall be under the charge of
four conimissioners, to be appointed in such manner
as may hereafter be determined upon by the
respective governments interested, who shall hold
office during pleasure. And said commissioners
shall have the powers conferred upon railway cor-
porations by and shall be subject to all the pro-
visions of The Railvay Act.
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4. There shall be a treasurer appointed by the
aforesaid government who shall be accountable to
the joint governments for the expenditure of all
moneys expended in the prosecution of the work,
and for that purpose the accounts of the commis-
sioners shall be kept in dulicate.

5. The commissioners shall and may appoint a
chief engineer subject to the approval of the afore-
said governiments, to hold office during pleasure,
who under the instructions he may receive from
the comissioners, shall have the general superin-
tendence of the works to be constructed under this
Act.

6. The commissioners shall build such railway
by tender and contract after the plans and specifi-
cations therefor shall have been duly advertised,
and they shall accept the tenders of such con-
tractors as shall appear to.them to be possessed of
sufficient skill, experience and resources, to carry
on the work or such portions thereof as they may
contract for ; provided always that the commis-
sioners shall not be obliged to accept the
lowest tender, in case they should Ien it for the
public interest not to do so ; provided also that no
contract under this section involving an expense of
ten thousand dollars or upwards shall be concluded
by the commissioners until sanctioned by the
Lieutenant-Governors in Council of the aforesaid
Governments.

7. The contracts to be so entered inito, shall be
guarded by such securities, and contain such pro-
visions for retaining a proportion of the contract
noneys, to be held as a reserve fund, for such
periods of time, and on sucli conditions, as may
appear to be necessary for the protection of the
public, and for seciring the due performance of the
contract.

8. No money shall be paid to any contractor un-
til the chief engineer shall have certified that the
work, for or on accouînt of which the samne shall be
climied, lias been duly executed, nor uîntil such
certificate shall have been approved of by the coin-
missioners.

9. No menber of the Provincial Legislature of
the province of Manitoba or of the Legislative
Assembly of the North-west Territories shall hold,
or be appointed to any office of emoluient under
the commissioners, or be a contractor or party to
any contract with the commissioners for the con-
struction of the railway or any part thereof.

10. The Lie utenant-Governors in Cotincil of the
aforesaid province and territories or any person or
persons jointly appointed by them, shall have
power to inspect all contracts and proceedings of
the commissioners and to examine their accoutts
at all times.

11. The Lieutenant-Governors in Conncil of the
aforesaid Governments shall, in the first instance,
fix the rate of salary or compensation for the coum-
missioners and the chief engineer, and shall approve
of all other salaries to be awarded by the coin-
missioners, subject in all cases to the revision and
confirmation of their respective legislatures at their
first session thereafter.

12. The Lieutenant-Governors in Couincil shall
jointly have the power, at any time, to suspend the
progress of the work until the then next session of
their respective legislatures.

13. The comtmissioners shall fron time to time
be paid, on their requisition, by the treasurer, all
moneys that may be required for the purposes of this

Act, in such manner at such tines and in such sums
as may, from time to time, be ordered by the
Lieutenant-Governors in Council.

14. The commissioners shall furnish quarterly
accounts (or oftener if required by the Lieutenant-
Governors in Council) to the treasturer of all expendi-
tures and liabilities under this Act.

15. Whenever any portion of the railway shall be
completed, it shall be lawful for the commissioners
to make suitable arrangements for the working of
the saine, except that when the railway is coin-
pleted such arrangements shall not be for any
longer period than the end of the session of the
legislatures of the aforesaid province and territorieS
next after the making of the saie. Provided
always that it shall be in the power of Lieutenant-
Governors in Council jointly to cancel the saine
when they may desire to change the management.

16. It shall be lawful for the Goverinent of the
North-west Territories to combine with the Gov-
erninent of the province of Manitoba to raise a
loan for the construction and conpletion of the
said railway.

17. For the purpose of effecting the said loan it
shall be lawful for the Lieutenant-Governors in
Council aforesaid to authorize the issue of deben-
tures either in currency or sterling money in such
form, bearing such rate of interest not exceeding
three per cent per annumu, in such suins, and pay-
able at such periods not exceeding fifty years as
may be nost convenient, said debentures to be
signed by the representatives of the respective
governments.

18. A sinking fund shallh e provided for the paY~
ment by the united governments aforesaid of an
annual sui at the rate of one per centui per
annum on the entire amount of the principal moneY
in annual payments in such manner as they may
from time to tinie direct, and shall be invested and
accumulated under their direction in the naine Of
four trustees, nominated fron time to time by the
Lieutenant Governors in Coincil aforesaid, and
such sinking fund and its accumulations shall be
invested in securities in the Dominion of Canada
or in securities of the province of Manitoba or the
Nortlh-west Territories or at the option of the
Lieutenant-Governors in Council aforesaid, in sucl
other securities as iay be proposed, and shal be
applied under the direction of the Lieitennit-îtGov-
ernors in Couiciil in discharge of the principal
money whereon initerest is guaranteed.

19. The coinissioners are to be empowered tO
levy upon all the ratable property iu the provito
of Maitoba and the North-west Territories, to
provide for the paynent of that portion of the
interest and sinking fund on the bonds not Pro
vided by the earings in such manner as shah ba
provided for by Acts of the province of Mailitno
and the North-west Territories. Provided that nk
levy shall be made as aforesaid for interest or sithe
ing fund until the completion of the railway to the
Hudson Bay. The imterest on the aforesaii a-
to be added to the cost of construction and pro
vided for ont of the proceeds of the loan unltil the
railway is completed to the bay.

20. The commissioners shall manage all lan
grants or other public aid as a trust to be held for
the collateral security of the bonds they are ern
powered to issue and the proceeds of the sales of
the lands or other assets shall be applied toward'
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the payment of the interest and principal of the
aid bonds.

21. The material for construction shall be ad-
Mitted through the custom-house free of duty.

The Hudson Bay itself I need not speak
about at all, because it has been spoken of
1ya this House in a very intelligent manner
by many men who have set forth its advan-
tages There is one thing I would like to
Craw public attention to and that is the fact
that Mr. Tyrrell, of the Geological Depart-
r1ent, made a trip last year and came out at
Chesterfield Inlet which is the northern
Part of Hudson Bay, and in two Peterboro'
canoes he paddled all the way with his party
of eight men from Chesterfield Inlet and all
the way down the western shore of the bay
'unltil he reached within thirty miles of Fort
Churchill where he was stopped by the ice
forning on the shore on the 16th October.

ow if our geological officers can paddle
cloWn in two Peterboro' canoes well loaded
down in the month of October, 400 miles
from Chesterfield Inlet, after traversing

hesterfield inlet for 200 miles-that is 600
niles-and reach Fort Churchill on the 16th
October, it is sufficient evidence to any-
body's mind that there must be some value
'rI the bay as a navigable water for power-
ful vessels.

1on• Mr. READ (Quinté)-The only
trouble is that it is shut up in August.

t ion. Mr. BOULTON-No, this was in
C'CtOber.

1on. Mr. READ (Quinté)-But it is
shut up in August.

on. Mr. BOULTON-No, it is not;
You have never been there.

"On. Mr. READ (Quinté)-Well, we have
reports.

.ion. Mr. BOULTON-You should be-
heaî nothing that you hear, sir, and only

of what you see. And again we read
Of another of our geological party who
Visited the Hudson Straits on his geological
tOur, and he wanted to change his quarters
frou UJngava Bay to Hamilton Inlet, and
hadgot a steamer which took him round; he

afd to change his quarters in consequence
Of the scarcity of food at Ungava Bay, and
he took a steamer and went round to Ham-

t 1 Inlet. Now, if there is a steamer ply-

ing on those straits at that time of the year
it must be an evidence that there is naviga-
tion not only in the bay, as I have shown
you by canoes paddled down, but there are
steamers there available for some reason or
other, possibly fishing or something of thar,
kind, and if in the fall they can transport
their men from one portion of the straits to
another portion of the straits some 200
miles by steamer; I do not think it is advis-
able to allow our minds to be warped by the
fact that there are any practical difficulties
in the navigation of the bay. I do not take
such a hopeful view as many do that it is
available for six months, but I certainly be-
lieve that it is available for four months,
and four months' navigation to that great
territory and its wonderfully productive
power, if only proper facilities are offered it,
is of immense advantage. The bill asks
for power to construct the Hudson Bay
Railway to connect Winnipeg with a port
on the bay, and also to connect Edmonton;
Winnipeg is in the south and Edmonton in
the west, so that the two lines can meet at
a common point where the main line
comes north to Hudson's Bay, and the
further west we go the more valuable
the outlet to Hudson Bay is. Winnipeg is
nearer to Port Arthur and therefore it is
not of so much importance, but as you go
500 miles or 800 miles or 1,000 miles inland
then the value of the Hudson Bay as an
outlet becomes more manifest to the people
who reside there and to anybody who knows
anything about the geography of that
country, the connection with Edmonton
to the bay would be of immense advantage
to the splendid tract of country all along
the Saskatchewan River to the north and
to the south, and would develop the resources
of the country immensely. Canada is in-
terested in increasing the population of that
country because every man who settles there
becomes a contributor to the revenue of the
côuntry. The revenue of Canada is about
$7 or $8 a day upon every man, woman and
child in the country, and if we add 100,000
people, men and women and children in the
North-west Territories in consequence of its
development by means of such a railway as
I am speaking of they immediately contri-
bute to the revenue $700,000 a year to say
nothing about the wealth they distribute in
the labour of producing the wheat or other
produce for their livelihood, all of which is
distributed widely all over the country in

471



providing for their necessities, so that people have had to put on exemptions in favour of
in the east country are just as much in- the farmers who resided there, and even pro-
terested in the development of that country hihited them mnrtgaging their 160 acres of
as the people who reside there have been, land. Under the present law no farier can
and in fact they have had larger pecuniary mortgage his 160 acres of land. le has no
interests in that country up to the present power to give a chattel mortgage or to mort-
time than we ourselves have had, be- gage it to a ban company or any one else.
cause the biggest share of the profits of It is held there as a sacred right for him to
that country have come here and very little occupy, and nobody can disturb hir. It
of them have remained west. So that was found that the liabilities and bans were
the advantages of such a railroad as increasing so rapidly that it was necessary
I am advocating from a Dominion standpoint to put an exemption law in force in order
are very great indeed. There is a necessity that the farmers might be protected in their
for the railroad, Everybody who is at ail holdings, and that these cancelations and
acquainted with our western country must abandonments would not continue to such
know and does know that we are suffering; an extent as was represented to us by the
from severe depression, that the people are: Honourable Minister of the Interior, in the
discouraged because they have not made that buse of Commons, and the reason for that,
progress which they felt that they were as I have already mentioned, is the protect-
justified in making, which they felt the re- ive duties and the freight rates. Providence
sources of the country would enable then to has been bountiful in its gifts to the country.
make. The heavy freight rates they have The country is productive; it produces a
to contend with in addition to the protective magnificent sample of wheat and magnificent
taxation they are subjected to in all that cattie, and horses and sheep ; it will produce
they purchase has reduced their profits toj an immense number of things that we have
such an extent that they do not see how to not been able to produce yet for want of
make both ends meet, and anything we can the experience aiid the labour. The country
do to improve that condition of affairs is of is bountifuily suppiied with ail the gifts
advantage to the whole country. Many hon. necessary for a rich agricultural country
gentlemen I dare say, will have seen that the but if the conditions existing in the past
hon. Minister of the Interior read out, continue, such a condition that some of inY
the other day in the House of neighbours sold a first class sampie of wheat
Commons, that in 1892 there were 1,276 for 35 cents a bushel last summer, and in prO-
entries for homesteads in that western coun- viding for thir necessities they had to turfl
try, and that there were 483 cancellations. round and with the product of that 35 cents
Now, why are these cancellations ? Because a bushel had to pay 45 cents a gallon for coal
the people have come there and they have ou to iight ther through the winter. That
found that the facilities that were offered them condition of things is bound to bring distress
for prosperous farming did not exist in con- upon them. Now,' hon. gentlemen, s0 lue
sequence of the disabilities that I have told people tell us that we want the earth, tha
you existed and they have gone to other our forefathers here in Ontario chopped
occupations. In 1893, 1,022 entries for down the forest and that they had none
-homesteads were made (so the Hon. Minister the facilities J ar asking for; but our fore-
of the Interior told us in Parliament) and fathers had Lake Ontario, canais and other
695 cancellations the same year; a great advantages. We are in an iniand country
many more than half the entries that were and are powerless to export without these
made in 1893 were cancelled by people aban- facilities. The late Hon. Mr. White
doning their holdings and moving some- on a mernorable occasion, told us
where else. Now, that is not a condition wanted to be spoon-fed and the rernark
which is at all favourable for the whole coun- bas been lately repeated to lue,
try, and anything that will improve and since bringing in this bil, that Mr. Vhit
change the condition is going to be a benefit was not very far astray. Now, hon. gentle
to the whole of Canada as well as to that ter- men, I would like to correct that irpressiol
ritory on whose behalf I am now addressing to show that because we core down here
this honourable House. The Manitoba ex- and let the people know exactly the diffi
emptions are also another evidence; the culties we labour under that it does not
Government of the province of Manitoba necessarily foilow that we are seeking to be
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spoon-fed, and when anybody speaks about way was run at a considerable loss, a loss of
being spoon-fed I would like to show that it $500,000 or $600,000 a year until the pre-
s lot we in the North-west who are in that sent Minister of Railways took hold of it.

infant condition; but that we are in a 1 Now, hon. gentlemen, who is spoon-fed in
different political condition there from the that particular-the Eastern or Maritime
Other provinces. Every province in the provinces or the province of Manitoba ? I

omlinion of Canada owns its own land, say it is exactly the reverse, and that the
OWns its minerals, its timber and all the spoon-feeding, if such a term could be ap-
resources within its boundaries. We own plied to any province or district, would be
Ilone of them. Our lands are the property of more properly applicable to the Eastern
the Dominion Government. The Dominion provinces or to the province of Ontario,
Government have assumed the responsibility which provinces have received these advan-
Of inianaging our lands, and they should rise tages and benefits for which the lands of the
to that responsibility and husband them for North-west Territories and the province of
the benefit of the people there. The Manitoba have been appropriated in order
Domiion Government have construct-ed the to assist in the promotion of the construc-
Canadian Pacific Railway and I am frequent- tion of the great Pacific Railway. Then,

y'et with the observation " We built a again. hon. gentlemen, the other day, when
railway for you, we have spent our millions J was at mv father's home in Cobourg

nuilding a railway for you." Now, I take he had occasien to buy 10,000 shingles to re-exception to the statement and say that is shingle one of his buildings and he pur-
not the case. It is the reverse of that. In chased shingles that came from Vancouver,the Province of Ontario, a thousand miles of the cedar shingle which is manufactured so
ailway were built from Callendar Station well there, he bought them at retail prices

a .Keewatin through the province of Ont- for $3.15 a thousand. We have to pay
ai0 , to which the province of Ontario never where I reside $4.50 a thousand for the same

contributed one single solitary acre of land ; shingles, with 1,600 miles less haul.andthe province of Manitoba and the
orth-vest have contributed 30 millions Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I would ask the

acres of land towards the construction of hon. gentleman to what part of his bill that
that.portion of the railway f rom Callendar statement refers ?

tation to the Rocky Mountains. The pro- Hon Mr. BOLLTON-To the necessity">ce of British Columbia contributed ablock
Of land on each side of the railway west of of passing the whole bill.
that; but we contributed throughout 30,- Hon Mr. REESOR-The reason of the
ch,0j0 acres of land where construction is difficulty in regard to the shingles is that

veeaply carried on. A thousand miles of vou have no competition where you live and
expensive railway was built in Ontario, "we have competition here.

ards which the province of Ontario did
not contribute an acre. Now, hon. gentle- Hon Mr. BOULTON-The reason is that
ren, who is spoon-fed in that respect ? we have not competition. The freight on

s it the province of Manitoba or the carloads of shingles from Vancouver to
province of Ontario? Then, again, we Cobourg was $180, and the freight from
have the Intercolonial Railway. It was Vancouver to Russell was $250, and it is a
b"iît for the convenience and benefit of shorter haul by 1,600 miles.
1EaStern Canada and a large amount of Hon. Mr. McKAY-Do you expect the
o t has been expended in the construction shingles from Hudson Bay after the railway'ef thrailroad, 1, as an individual, the hon. is built f

andlber from Wolseley as an individual,
and every man in the North-west Territories Hon. Mr. BOULTON-No, but we might-day as individuals, are personally liable get the tin which the hon. member for Glen-
'rth the rest of the people of Canada in garry speaks of. What we want is compe-

prov ing for the cost of that railroad in tition to place us exactly in the same posi-Portion to their individual contribution tion as our friends in Cobourg.
j the revenue of the country. Not only

t e interest to be provided for annually Hon. Mr. PERLEY-That is showing
et it, but further than that, the rail- who are spoon-fed.
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Yes,'I ask who

were spoon-fed-we in Manitoba or those who
purchased the shingles at $3.15 a thousand
in Cobourg I I say if the term spoon-feed-
ing is fit to be applied to any portion of
Canada, it is these people who are so well
spoon-fed, not only by the freight rates on
the Canadian Pacific Railway but by the
industries which exist here. Now we are
paying to the city of Toronto a bonus of
$20 for every binder we purchase in the
North-west-$20 for every binder we pur-
chase from the Massey Manufacturing Com-
pany; and I ask who is spoon-fed, the pro-
vince of Manitoba or the city of Toronto.
Then again, take nails manufactured in
Montreal, twine in Halifax, bonuses to both
cities on our purchases from them in these
articles through the duties. Where is the
spoon-feeding ? Is it in Manitoba ? No, these
infant industries still require spoon-feeding
and they draw on us for the milk of human
kindness which is now nearly exhausted.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Massey says they
have not been paid for their biiiders in the
North-west.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-That is exactly
what I am putting before this House, that
with freight rates and protection we cannot
meet our liabilities, give us free trade and
justice in freight rates and we will not con-
tinue to rest under that dishonour. I believe
Massey Manufacturing Company has a
million dollars of liabilities to collect there,
and our farmers have to work to pay for a
dead horse in wiping it out.

The Massey Company have been able
to put up some very handsome structures
and these bonuses do exist and the bonuses
that the people of the North-west and Mani-
toba are paying at the present moment
through monopoly are beyond any body's
comprehension. I made a motion in this
honourable House for papers relating to the
revenues derived by the Canadian Pacific
Railway in their western division from Port
Arthur to Calgary at the foot of the Rocky
Mountains in order to show exactly how far
the spoon-feeding existed there. Ihave always
been under the impression that seven millions
of the twenty millions of dollars revenue of
the Canadian Pacific Railway was contri-
buted by the western division-that two hun-
dred and seventy thousand people in that
part of the country contributed that pro-

portion of the revenue of the Canadian
Pacific Railway. Now, if that is the case
where is the spoon-feeding? We are con-
tributing with our produce and our labour,
and with the means that we take out of the
soil if those figures are correct a much larger
proportion than we should. I must assume
that those figures are correct until the
Canadian Pacific Railway is able to come
forward and show by their accounts that
what I am stating is wrong. They have
refused to produce that evidence saying that
their accounts are not kept in such a way
that they can produce that evidence before
you. Well, until they are able to produce
that evidence J will assume that the state-
ment which I have made and which I think
came from Sir Wm. Van Horne himself
that seven millions of dollars is the propor-
tion of the twenty million dollars revenue
of the Canadian Pacific Railway contributed
by the North-west country. Why is it that
we contribute so large an amount I Because
we pay two and in some instances three times
as much mileage rates as people here. On
sixteen articles of our annual imports from
the east, such as canned goods, 55,000 cases,
salt 500 cars, apples 350 cars, bar iron 150
cars, rails 100 cars, whisky 150 cars, beer
120 cars, tobacco 30 cars, binding twine 250
cars, grain bags 150 cars, window glass 100
cars, fence wire 150 cars, hardware 150 cars,
groceries 150 cars, sugar 625 cars, with
24,000 tons of coal. It has been computed
by the " Nor-Wester." The freight o
those sixteen items of consumption alone
is $714,900, and hon. gentlemen can see
how easy it is to reach seven million dollars
a year, when grain, flour, lumber, passengers,
mails and the multitudinous items are add-
ed that make up the revenue of the
Canada Pacific Railway Grain alone
must be a million and a half. The lu"
ber carried fron Keewatin to Winnipeg
135 miles pays 15c. per hundred whilelumber
of the same character carried from Ottawa
to Montreal pays five cents per hundred.
Who are the spoon-fed people ? Those who
pay five cents a hundred for carrying lum-
ber from Ottawa to Montreal, or those who
pay fifteen cents a hundred for carryrna
lumber from Keewatin to Winnipeg. The
time has come when hon. gentleman shoul
look at his question of spoon-feeding as no
being applicable to the North-west. It ig
exactly the reverse, and the condition '
things is such to-day with us that if we do
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not Utilize our intelligence in the promotion
of Some such work as this we are likely to
go to the wall, and I do not propose, hon.
entlemen, to stand and look idly on while

there are remedies at hand, the condition
We have been brought to in consequence

of the imposition of these heavy bonuses and
the spoon-feeding that we have been obliged
to fill some of the eastern paunches with,
.1rtiI their digestion is being ruined by it, as
's evident more and more in existing com-
'Inercial conditions, deserves the serious at-
tention of this House.

.ion. Mr. REESOR-The power of receiv-Ing expands with time.

lion. Mr. BOULTON-The hon. gentle-
an states the fact correctly, but indiges-

of ensues. I will not inflict the details
this bill on you because it is therefor ybody to read, but I think I

avegv you sufficient reasons to ask this
Onourable House to let the bill go to its
eond reading that I may take advantage

be .n legislative experience of hon. mem-
Sthe i this House in helping me to perfect

th leasure in order that we may offer the
eolvernment in the North-west Territories
D'td the government of the province of Mani-
the onachinery whereby they can undertake
tle Construction of this railway themselves.
'e are not asking in this bill assistance of
'ly kind or description. It is of course to

presumed that the aid which was offered
p riate enterprises will be available for a

lie work of this kind-that is for thegovernments of Manitoba and the North-
est Territories to consider for theinselves.

Ths8 18 offered as machinery by means of
shict they can undertake and prosecute the

terstruction of this work. Money and ma-rial never were so cheap for the promotion
forai ertakings that serve as great arteries
flecI tine for the healthy flow of the com-
be rce of the country, and while it may not
thoavailable for a private corporation even
fui b1 backed by heavy subsidies, as a use-

bl lic work undertaken by the public, it
'and tcomrnend itself both to capital abroad
&n1 to the people of the country at home.

so io Mr. KAULBACH-I have beendur<in thirty years or more in public life Qnd

luc'nh all that time have never heard ofeidt bill as this being introduced. It is
"'delnt that my hon. friend has brought it

up for the purpose of making a speech and
putting the country to expense over what he
calls a public bill, but which is in effect a
private bill.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Where is the
expense i

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-In printing it
and in the Debates on useless subjects.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I can assure the
hon. member from Lunenburg that since I
have been in this House he has taxed the
country by a lot of useless speeches. Whether
he understood the subject or not made little
difference to him so long as he filled the
"Hansard," and if he has been talkingat the
same rate for the past thirty years that he
refers to, if he puts it on the score of ex-
pense, he is by this time responsible for half
the national debt.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I never got up
to speak just for the sake of hearing myself
talk. I have never made speeches for the
purpose of letting them go widespread
through the country at the public expense.
When I speak it is because I consider it my
duty to do so in the public interest, and not
merely for effect, as my hon. friend has al-
ways done. It is known that he simply gets
up to hear himself talk and to promulgate
his speeches all over the country. But he
has failed to succeed and he is failing in this
instance. No man has done more than him-
self to belittle his country and prevented
immigration by talking as he has been doing
of high taxation and oppression in the North-
west. He has deterred people from settling
there by tales of people abandoning the
country. Now some people have gone into
that country-there are some in my presence
-who are utterly unfit to settle there.
The Icelanders gone into the North-west
have succeeded, but to send soldiers at the
public expense and men of that character to
settle there is a mistake. They are unfit
to endure the hardships incidental to pioneer
life. They go there and instead of benefiting
the country they find that it is a hopeless
and unprofitable task that they have under-
taken and they hound down the country and
prevent others going there. The hon. mem-
ber is an evidence of the fact that you find dis-
appointed menalways,nomatterwhat pursuit
in life they may engage in, and they do not
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attribute their failure to their own lack of difficulties underwhich the people inthat part
industry or intelligence but to other circum- of the Dominion labour. Ris object is not
stances. I am as much in favour of that so much to get notoriety as to proinote the
Hudson Bay Railway as the hon. gentleman, interests of the people that he representS
and whenever the question has come up I We have very few representatives from that
have advocated it strongly. It is in the country in this Parliament. and bis object, T
public interest that the route should be think, is to Iay before the public facts which
opened up and it is of Imperial importance are of importance to our people, and there
as well, but my lion. friend has done more to- fore the reference which the hon. member
day to retard the project than anything that i from Lunenburg las made to him is lardly
has yet been said. My hon. friend from fair. It is well known ail over this countrY
Welland brought up the matter this session that the Parliament of Canada gave very
and his speech was one that commended it- large subsidies in land and money toward
self to every one whi heard or read it, but the building of the Canadian Pacific Rail
iny lion. friend is destroying or attempting way. That land was taken from the public
to destroy by his conduct to-day any good territorv in Manitoba and the Nortiwest
effect that that speech migit have. I d believe to suchan extent that we have no lands o
that this bill ougit not to go any furtser our own to ge devoted to public purposes
but sould be cruslied at once. My lion. friend The road lias been built, and while I hae e
neyer intended that it slWould go further. always been a strong advocate of that road
He himself anticipated that it o o and ave said and done wat I could to ad
serve any other purpose than to enable himi to vance the interasts of the Canadian Pacific

aake a speech whicf would appear in the De- Railway, and given the company credit for
bates and go to the country. I neyer beard their enterprise, I do not hesitate to s&Y
,of sucl a thing in my life, as this Huse at- that the rates which t tey have been Charg
tempting to legislate for two local govern- ing are in excess of wliat is riglit and fair anid
inents, dictating to them what they slfould prevent the advancement of that great cou l
do. It is manifestlv absurd and unreason- try. This matter is blouget Up here be
able, and the only object the lon. gentleman cause the Dominion Parliament lias helped
could have had in view was to get an op- to construct the road, and the people of that
portunity to inake a speech, and to send bis country wio have no power themselves t
emanations at tpe public expense over the deal wit the subject, think that the Dof'
country. When lie says I have talked so nion Parliament should exercise its influence
niuch in this house I think I have spoken to procure more favourable freight rates id
more in the public interest and more to the that country. In proportion as the rate
purpose than my lion. friend las doe to- are reduced eill our success in t Pat cuntrY
day. The lion. gentleman ias presunDed to be assured.
dictate to two local governments unnecessar- My lion. friend Ias told you the price that
ily. Those provinces possess representatives is father could buy shinges for in his pr-
wo are quite able to look aftertleir interests, ticular district, paying freight on 1,600 il
and it is unseeily and ridiculously absurd more of a laul on tem than lie had toun
to introduce suci a bull lere, and dictate to Shel River in Manitoba, and yet could get
tlem wat they should do. I can ardly tem 70c. or 80c. less than he had to pY.
find parliamentary language appropriate to That is one-third the price of 1,000 shigles
express my sense of the unftness of the in New Brunswick were I used to live. to
measure. I therefore iove that the bil the Nortl-west we have to pay whatever
muc iot now read the second time, but that freight rates the company charge. For WY
it be read this day six montne s. part, I am t tIankful that they are no nore,

because t ey could charge more if they uked
bon. Mr. PERLEY-I liardly agree with iI ami a supporter of the Government and al-

the remark which lias fallen fromn the lion. ways have been, but I say some action shouîld
me ber from Lunenburg with reference to be taken by the power whicd. created the C00'
dict on. friend from Shel River. That pany to regulate their rates so that tiey
hon. gentleman represents a very important will not be excessive. That country C I

section of the country and lie las froui the neer be wlat it slould be th long as thosa
very start of bis membership in the Senate excessive freighit rates are charged o,0 sgur
been endeavouring to bring before us certain products and the supplies going into th t
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country. My hon. friend took exception
to-day to the word "spoon-fed." I hear
e'ery now and again, when you ask any-
thng10. for that country, that we are a spoon-
fed lot. That is not pleasant to hear, when
You know it is not the case. The Hon.
Thomnas White made the remark, I suppose,
because people were making demands upon
hu to get certain grievances redressed, but
hat was the remark made by the First
.inister here the other day when my hon.

friend asked for the rates on the Intercolo-
fial.-Raihvay ? He said that whilst he did notknOW what the system of book-keeping wason
the Canadian Pacifie Railway, he could give

hn the information on the Intercolonial
Railway but he must remind him of this
fact, that the one was a Government road

n at the public expense in the interests of
the people, while the other was run by a
Private company. I do not think that that

as a proper answer. We of the North-
West are a part of the people of Canada and

S ping to pay the expense of running
e Intercolonial Railway at a loss in the

e8tern provinces while we have to pay ex-
iVe rates for the transportationof our own

products and no one comes to our assistance,
anf lot in favour of my hon. friend's bill, be-

c4use I think that one railroad in the countryIS enough. I am not voicing the feelings of a
great many of the people in the country
When I say so, but I look at it fairly. I do
flot Wish to see another railway built because
ole is enough if the rate was right. The

le of that country do, because they feel
that they do not get fair treatment from the

'adian Pacifie Railway. Why do they
él that way ? Because where there is com-

Petition the rates are much lower, less thanhaf .What they are where there is no com-
petition. I was down in New Brunswick
the other day and inquired the freight rates
there, and there is a vast difference betweenthe rates on a government road which I amhelpj-

P'ng to support myself, and the rates
erih We have to pay in the North-west

Peeritories. Now, that is unfair to the
ple Of the North-west. I do not wish to

thUnfair, but the people do feel that when
the COIUpany has been subsidized to a large
extent the rates should he such as -to permit
thelni to export their produce without paying
i cSSive freights. There is common senseIll that, and i think it is in the interest of
*he Government to make a thorough inquiry
'1it 0 those freight rates and if the Canadian

Pacific Railway has not subsidy enough to
enable them to build and run the road, give
them more subsidy. I do not want them to
run it at a loss, but it is hardly fair to make
a man in one part of Canada pay 10 cents
while in another part of Canada he has only
to pay 2 or 3 cents for the same service.
While my hon. friend has moved at different
times on these matters, I think it has been
more for the benefit of the country than to
aggrandise himself. That is why I have
made these remarks to-day on the second
reading of this bill.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I wish to reply
to one remark made by the hon. member
fron Lunenburg. He said that it was a
ridiculous thing on the part of an individual
coming here to take the place of Govern-
ment and ask for such legislation. Now I
can tell the hon. gentleman that they think
a good deal more of a Senator in the North-
west than they do, perhaps, in Lunenburg,
and, when he made that remark, he is grading
me by his self appreciation of his own stand-
ing. I can assure him that the people of the
North-west appreciate the efforts that I put
forth in bringing the difficulties they have to
contend with before the country and in try-
ing tohave them remedied. So far as the ques-
tion of expense is concerned, what has the
hon. gentleman been doing for some days
past? He has been taking up the time of the
House for two or three days over a wretched
divorce bill. That is about the substance of
his oratory in this House, that is about all
be gives the House the benefit of his inform-
ation upon, a subject upon which he appears
to concentrate his talents. He has occupied
the time of the House two or three days and
kept up a semi-religious fight in order to gain
a little petty reputation for himself. I
should like to know which is the more
honourable position to occupy on the floor of
this House--to come here and discuss a
wretched divorce bill for two or three days,
or to discuss a question of great public import-
ance for half an hour on the floor of this
House, such as the question now before it.
The hon, gentleman need not think because
the members of this House sit with patient
dignity as they watch the hour glass run its
daily course in the inevitable performance of
its duty, when the hon. gentleman gets up to
speak, that the members of this House
appreciate his debating power. It is merely
an appearance of resignation to their fate
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which an experience of thirty years has
taught them is unavoidable where the hon.
member for Lunenburg is concerned.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I should not have
contributed anything to this debate had it
not been for the remarks made by the hon.
member from Wolseley which are directly
contrary, as he knows, to the rule of Parlia-
ment which provides that reference shall not
be made to a former debate; but as he took
it upon himseif to put an interpretation on
a statement of mine which I do not think
was warranted, I must be excused if I make
an explanation. What I said on the occasion
to which he refers was that while the Inter-
colonial Railway books were kept in such
a manner as to be able to comply with
that portion of the motion asking for the
freight rates, I was not aware that the Can-
adian Pacific Railway kept its books in any
way by which they could show the amount
of earnings for any particular portion of
their road. Those are the remarks that I
made, and not that there was a distinction
between the keeping of books on the two
roads so far as it affected the whole line.
The supposition which I then ventured as to
the keeping of the books has been verified
by the returns laid upon the table of this
House in which the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way has given all the information that
they have in reference to that matter,
but they say precisely what I indicated
might be the case, that they did not keep
the earnings of the road in separate sections
or particular portions of it, but as a whole,
and consequently were not enabled to
comply with the request made by
the hon. gentleman in his motion.
Now, that is what I stated at the
time, and certainly no such inference could
be drawn from my remarks as the hon.
gentleman takes. While I commend my
hon. friend from Shell River, for whom I
have very great respect, for his assiduity
and his ability in the delivery of speeches
shch as we have heard to-day, I think that
the position that he has taken in this mat-
ter-I do not wish to say it offensively-is
absurd. He knows as well as any member
of this House, that this Parliament has no
power to dictate to the province of Mani-
toba and the Territorial Government as to
the manner in which they should tax them-
selves. The constitution gives the right to
Manitoba to levy just as much taxes as they

please for the carrying on of public enter-
prises in that country, in addition to the
sums they receive by way of subsidy, but
the North-west Territories have only a
limited power and their expenditure is
almost entirely confined to the sum which
is paid to them by the Dominion Govern-
ment. When they are erected into inde-
pendent provinces and have a constitution
under which they are governed, then they
might have the power, but I scarcely think
that these two portions of the Dominion'
would thank this Parliament if they were
to kindly and considerately allow then tO
enter into arrangements by which they
could tax themselves head over heels, be-
cause it would be necessary to do so in order
to accomplish the great work indicated in
the bill now before the House.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-They would
avoid the heavy taxation that now exists.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-As soon as the re-
presentatives of those two sections of the
Dominion côme to the conclusion that it is
advisable, in the interest of the people wOIo
live there, to tax themselves to construct a
railway running from some point east of the
Rocky Mountains to the Hudson Bay, then
we will wish them success, but that is a
matter for them to consider and decide for
themselves. I might take other objectiols
to this bill. It is more of the character of
a private bill, and if I were to appeal to the
Speaker to rule on the matter, I think he
would declare it out of order. It cannot be
considered in any way a public bill. It cOn-
tains provisions which to say the least, i do
not think should be accepted by this House
or by the country. The North-west peoPle'
I am inclined to think, know about as Wel
what their interests are, in the matter of ta-
ation at least, as any other portion of the
country and when they ask for legislatiol of
this kind it will be quite time enough for
the Senate and House of Commons to passa
bill of the character of the one now before
us. I do not pretend to give an opinion O'
that matter further than this as to the rail-
way rates. I do not think there can be by
any possibility an analogy drawn betweel
the Intercolonial Railway and the Canadianl
Pacific Railway. It is quite true
that large bonuses have been given in
aid of the Canadian Pacific Rail way.
I am not going to discuss this questiOl'-
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I think I could make a tolerably fair de- ed his intention of having the bill placed
fence, if it were necessary at this day, of not only on the Statute-books but also in
the action of the Government in aiding in the Debates so that there would be an
the construction of that road, and expose official record of it, that he would have
the fallacy of the statements made by my withdrawn it and saved my hon. friend from
hon. friend from Marquette as to what has Lunenburg the disagreeable task of moving
been suffered by the people of Manitoba and its rejection. I trust the House will carry
the North-west Territories. One would sup- the amendment by a large majority.
Pose, to hear these gentlemen talk, that they
Were born generations past in that great Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I wish to say in
country, that they out of their own pockets explanation that I did not misunderstand the
built up this whole Dominion, that it was First Minister,and I think he has hardly been
fromu them alone that the revenues were de- fair to me. I did not take exception to the
rIved out of which the bonuses were given point he made with reference to the returns
for the construction of the road. It reminds of the Intercolonial Railway or the Cana-
rue very much of an anecdote I heard a dian Pacifie Railway, but I did make the re-
nfuiber of years ago in reference to the mark that there was no analogy between
North-west Territories or Manitoba, I do the two, that whilst one was run by the
not know which it was-my hon. friend country for the country's benefit, the other
Îo 1 Wolseley will remember the anecdote. was run by a private company on a commer-

mnan had been there for about three cial basis. I did not complain of the part
rfOlths, living under a tent, and he saw one where the hon. member endeavoured to cor-
of the "prairie schooners"coming along with rect me, at all. It is on the other point I
'lother settler looking for land. He looked make the complaint and J think my com-
at the new comer with a great deal of dis- plaint stands good. I might say that I was
gust and at last exclaimed : " Here they not aware that there was any intention to
comT1e. We are to be overrun by those in- block another enterprise. This is the first
fernali eastern fellows going to take our time J have heard hinted and I merely
tbnd." Now that is just about the spirit seconded the motion for the second readingat actuates my hon. friend here. He is a of the bill in order to give my hon. friend aCobourg boy, and I am old enough to re- chance to lay before the country the true
nlember him when he went to school. I condition of things in the North-west, and I
think he has forgotten the fact that there is a would not have spoken at all had it not been
Place called Ontario, which has contributed that I thought the remarks of the hon.
a large portion of the funds that have been memer f rom Lunenburg, as regards the hon.
ýP1ended in opening up this country, in gentleman from Shell River, were entirely

dition to what has been paid by other uncalled for.
provinces. I would not like to attribute
raotives, because that would be unparlia- Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I readily accept
thentary, but there are certain rumours in the hon. gentleman's explanation. I cer-
the air that this bill is presented to this tainly misunderstood him.
]lOuse mainly for the purpose of blocking
another enterprise which has been in exis- Hon. Mr. POWER-I am afraid that
tence for a long time. The hon. gentleman this measure of the hon. gentleman from
8ays that that project has been abandoned. Shell River will hardly become law this
If it has been abandoned it is not for the session, and I am not at all sure that, if Irasons which he has advanced, but simply thought it was going to become law, I should
acause the enterprising men who have been support it, although I favour the principle of

vlely engaged in trying to construct that the measure, which I take to be this, that
rad have not been able to raise the money. the people of the North-west Territories and

they had got the money, there would Manitoba shall be given facilities to unitehave been no delay in the construction of their resources for the purpose of construct-
the road. I rose to make this explanation ing a public work- intended for their benefitio reference to what J thought a misconcep- or what they believe to be their benefit.
tion on the part of my hon. friend from That is a better principle than the one which
'eolsely. I was in hopes, when the hon. has been advocated by the hon. member from
gentleman at the close of his speech indicat- Lunenburg on previous occasions, that the
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people of the whole of this eastern country
should be heavily taxed for the purpose of
supplying facilities for the people of the
North-west to carry out their products
through Hudson Bay, and to deprive the
public works, which this country has built
almost altogether at its own expenses, of the
profitable business of transporting those
products. These heavy freight rates on
goods going to and from the North-west
are a grievance, and it is desirable, in the
interests of the North-west, that these
rates should be reduced. If the people of
the North-west can get lower rates by the
construction of the road contemplated by
this bill of the hon. gentleman from Shell
River, that is a desirable thing, and there
is no reason on earth, that I know of, why
the people of that country if they are pre-
pared to pay for this accommodation should
no have it. I shall always vote against
measures which ask the Dominion to pay for
such accommodation, but I see no reason
at al] why the people of the North-west and
Manitoba should not have the power to pro-
vide those facilities if they are prepared to
pay for them. '

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-They can get
it if they want it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Then two hon.
gentlemen referred to the idea which
lay at the basis of this measure as being
absurd. I do not think it is absurd.
Probably the bill, if it went to committee,
would need to be considerably amended
before it would be a practical measure, but
I do not think the principle of the bill is
absurd at all, because, to my mind, at the
present time the province of Manitoba and
the North-west cannot combine; their
legislatures have not the power to combine
and they have to get that authority from
this Parliament.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-And the prov-
ince of Manitoba by itself has no power to
go to the bay without legislation from this
Parliament.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Let them ask
Parliament for it?

Hon. Mr.
tleman from
taken time by

POWER-The
Shell River

the forelock ; he

hon. gen-
has simply
simply pro-

poses to afford those facilities to the North-
west legislatures, even though they have
not asked for the legislation, and even
though the honourable member has on all
questions connected with the North-west
Territories been rather in advance of the
people there, it is not at all impossible that
we shall find before long that in this idea
he is simply anticipating, perhaps by some
years, the future wishes of the people of
that country.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I
wishes of the honourable
House and ask leave to,
motion. (Cries of no, no.)

accede to
leader of
withdraw

The amendment was agreed to on a di-
vision.

OTTAWA ELECTRIC RAILWAY
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of (Bill 65) " An Act to confirm al
agreement between the Ottawa City Pas-
senger Railway Company and the Ottawa
Electric Street Railway Company, and ain
agreement between the said companies and
the Corporation of the City of Ottawa tO
unite the said Companies under the namie
of The Ottawa Electric Railway Coin-
pany." lie said: This is to confirm anl
agreement of amalgamation between the
old horse railway and the electric railway Of
this city. Every arrangement has been
made with the city council authorities, and
it is satisfactory to the citizens generallY.
There may be some amendments required in
committee; power is granted to authorize
the transport of Her Majesty's mail.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

DOMINION GAS AND ELECTRIC 00.'
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER moved the second
reading of Bill (77) " An Act to incorporate
the Dominion Gas and Electric Company.
He said : This bill is merely to provide for
the incorporation of a certain number O
gentlemen to manufacture gas and electricity.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
wa.s read the second time.
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OTTAWA ELECTRIC COMPANY
INCORPORATION BILL.

SECOND READING.

lon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (74) " An Act to incorporate
the Ottawa Electric Company." He said:
This is a bill to incorporate certain gentle-
'nen under the name of the Ottawa Electric
OOIfpany and also to give them power to am-
algamate with other companies now in exist-
ence. The arrangement has been made with
the city council and received their full con-
eurrence and it is with the avowed object of
reducing expense that this bill is introduced,and there can be no objection to its passage.
The citizens are very well satisfied with the
arrangement made.

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read a second time.

NORTHERN LIFE ASSOCIATION
BILL.

SECOND READING.

lion. Mr. POWER moved the second
eading of Bill (51) "An Act to incorporate
e orthern Life Assurance Company of
anada." He said: This is a bill which pro-

Po0es to incorporate certain gentlemen in the
Western part of Ontario as a life insurance
c'flPany under the .name given in the bill.

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read the second time.

CANADIAN RAILWAY ACCI-
DENT INSURANCE CO.

SECOND READING.
1 on. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second

of (36) "An Act to incorporate the
anadian Railway Accident Insurance
Ulpany." He said: This is a bill to in-

ePPrate certain gentlemen under the name
Of the Canadian Railway Accident Com-

7. It is composed generally of railway
4n and locomotive men, and they intendt apply the co-operative system so as to re-

ance as much as possible the cost of insur-
ence. I believä it will be very beneficial
r' eailways and employees generally.

SThe motion was agreed to and the bill
as read the second time.,

31

CARIBOO RAILWAY
BILL.

COMPANY'S

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. REID (Cariboo) moved the
second reading of Bill (60) " An Act to
incorporate the Cariboo Railway Com-
pany." He said: This is a bill to incor-
porate a company to build a narrow gauge
road f rom a point near Kamloops to
Cariboo. , It is to be regretted that it is
not a road of ordinary gauge, but times are
hard and it cannot be done.

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read the second time.

CANADIAN RAILWAY FIRE INSUR-
ANCE COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (42) " An Act to incorporate
the Canadian Railway Fire Insurance Com-
pany." He said: This is similar to the one
previously introduced respecting accidents
and by the same promoters, but relates to fire.
The principles of the bill are the same and
the objects are the same.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

CHAUDIÈRE ELECTRIC LIGHT AND
POWER COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (75) " An Act respecting the
Chaudière Electric and Power Company. "
He said: This bill is giving certain powers
in respect to the business of the company or,
if necessary, to enable them to amalgamate
with other companies. The company has
been in operation for some time and after
amalgamation takes place it mayjbe neces-
sary to wind up their affairs.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

DOMINION BURGLARY GUARAN-
TEE COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. MCCALLUM (in the absence
of Mr. McMillan) moved the second reading
of Bill (27) " An Act respecting the Domin-
ion Burglary Guarantee Company. "
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The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

RICHELIEU AND ONTARIO NAVI-
GATION COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM moved the second
reading of Bill (62) " An Act respect-
ing the Richelieu and Ontario Navigation
Company." He said : This is a bill by
which the company ask for further powers
to borrow money. The company is doing a
great deal of good in the country both in
carrying passengeri and freight.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

The Senate adjourned at 6.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 11th June, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE DILLON DIVORCE CASE.

MOTION TO RECONSIDER POSTPONED.

The Notice of Motion being called-

That the Fourteenth Report of the Standing
Committee on Divorce on Bill (T) intituled : " An
Act for the relief of James St. George Dillon," be
taken in consideration by the Senate on Wednesday
next.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW said: This notice
was intended for Wednesday next, and I
understand that some objection is made to
bringing it up to-day.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I was under the
impression when the motion was read at the
table that it was not regular, but on reading
it over I cannot see any objection
whatever to it. As I understood it, the
intention was to reconsider the mport on
Wedneday next without firt putting It on
the Orders of the Day, but that in uot the

motion-the motion is to put it on the
Orders of the Day for consideration o
Wednesday next.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I am prepared tO
raise a question of order upon this motion
when it comes up. It was suggested that
this motion was to come up on WednesdaY
next, and when I read it on the Order paper
as being fixed for to-day I was surprised to
find that we were to be asked to consider
to-day whether the motion should be placed
on the Orders of the Day for Wednesday
next.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Perhaps it would
be better to let this notice drop and put
another notice on the paper.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Either way will be
quite in order.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I believe the usual
rule is, when you do not proceed with a
notice, you drop it and substitute another
for it.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-You can either do
that or let it stand as was done by the hO.
member from Queen's to-day with the notice
which appear on the paper above this on'e
It is perfectly regular.

The motion was allowed to stand uIte
Wednesday next.

CUSTODY OF JUVENILE OFFEN5
ERS IN NEW BRUNSWICK BILI.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL introduced Bill (GO)
"An Act to amend the Act relating to the
custody of Juvenile Offenders in the Pr-¶
vince of New Brunswick." He said: Thi
bill is very much in the line of the measo
introduced by the hon. member from1 yor
dealing with juvenile offenders. LadY The
ley has taken a very great interest ina
reformation of juvenile offenders,
has, by means of private subscriptionsl, of
oeeded in obtaining a sdfficient suIO
money to establish a reformatory lu
province; and the Dominion Governr'eD4
having at its disposal the old petn
buildings which wene vacated at the t'
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of the completion of the Dorchester peniten-
tiary, have placed them at the disposal of the
province for this purpose. The New Bruns-
'ick Government have asked for the pass-
age of this bill in order to enable them to
deal with that class of offenders, and after
establishment, the reformatory will be main-
tainled at the expense of that province. I
a1n quite sure that the House will concur in
*hat has been done in this respect, and that
the effect of the measure will be beneficial.
Good results are anticipated from the pass-
age of the bill that we have already adopted
'ith reference to juvenile offenders in On-
tario.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (66) " An Act to empower the Nia-
gara Palls Suspension Bridge Company to
a'8ue debentures, and for other purposes."
(Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (49) "An Act to incorporate the Wel-
'id Power and Supply Canal Company

(Linited)."-(Mr. McKindsey.)

CON8JMERS' CORDAGE COMPANY'S
BILL.

SECOND READING.

non. Mr. OGILVIE moved the second
eading of Bill (31) "An Act respecting the

Co>Dsumers' Cordage Company."

]âOn. Mr. POWER-This is a bill of so
h consequence that I think it requires
e explanation from the hon. gentleman
mb raoves it, and he has not given any.

eOn. Mr. OGILVIE-The bill gives the
zPlarnation itself if any one reads it. The
Sect is to change $1,000.000 of theirshares

a1' a certain autount of preference
1ILIres and a certain amount of common

and that $1,000,000 stçck when sur-
rerdered shall be destroyed.

*'on. Mr. POWER-The title of this bill

ea certain extent indicates its object, only
ha'e to read it in a peculiar way. The

ry reader would suppose that this
timers' Cordage Company was a com-

Y Which had been created in the intorest
cnsumers, but on.he contrry the

e04en1Ois3to be all on the part of t1e
31½

stockholders and the promoters of the bill,
and the public at large are to be con-
sumed by its operation. I really do
not see how this House can consistently
read this bill a second time. It was only
on last Friday that the House, with only one
dissenting voice, as far as I remember, or
possibly two dissenting voices, passed a bill
to amend the law relating to conspiracies
and combinations formed in restraint of
trade, and the things which were forbidden
by that bill which this House passed almost
unanimously were:

(c.) To prevent, limit, or lessen the manufac.
ture or production of any such article or commo-
dity, or to enhance the price thereof ; or-

(d.) To prevent or lessen competition in the
production, manufacture, purchase, barter, sale,
transportation or supply of any such article or
commodity, or in the price of insurance upon per-
son or property.

The company whose bill is now before the
House was established for the very purpose
of doing those things which the Senate on
last Friday resolved should not be done.
The operations of the company in the past
show what they are likely to do in the
future, and this bill is intended to facilitate
their operations. If the House is to be
logical it should not pass the bill. Previous
to the incorporation of this Consumers'
Cordage Company there were half a dozen
establishments for the manufacture of cord-
age in operation in Canada. Those factories
competed with one another, consequently
the price of the article was kept down to a
reasonable figure. Although there was a
duty on cordage, still the competition be-
tween the different factories neutralizzd to a
very great extent the effect of the duty, and
the consumers had their cordage not quite
as cheaply, but at a not very much higher
figure than if there had been no duty, but
as has happened in the case of almost every
manufacturing industry, the competitive
stage was soon passed and this Consumers'
Cordage Company represents the last condi-
tion of things, where ail thosefactories which
were before independent have fallen into the
hands of a combination who fix the
prices at any figures that the tarif
will allow them to name. Under the
operation of this corporation, a rope
factory, which existed in the city
of St. John, N. B., and employed a
considerable number of men, has been
closed up, and the men who were employed
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in it discharged, and Mr. Connor, the prin-
cipal proprietor, is drawing a salary, I think,
of about $12,000, for doing nothing. He is
paid by the Consumers' Cordage Company
that amount in consideration of his factory
being out of competition with the company.
Another cordage factory in the province of
Quebec has also been closed and the work-
men dismissed, and this bill is intended to
enable this company to make a little more
money than it is making now, and to facili-
tate their operations. In the first place,
the present capital stock must represent a
very large proportion of water, because there
were no $3,000,000 put into it at all. Now,
there is no reason why any particular num-
ber of the gentlemen who put their money
into this thing should be selected for the
purpose of being put in a better position
than their fellows. The third clause reads:

3. Holders of preference shares shall be entitled
to- receive out of the divisible profits. of the com-
pany, as a first char ge, cumulative preferential
dividends at the rate of seven per cent per annum ;
and the holders of the said preference shares shall
have the right to resort to the profits of any suc-
ceeding year to inake up any deficiency in the
dividends of any previous year.

So hon. gentlemen will see that the posi-
tion of the preference shareholders will be a
very enviable one ; they are safe to get 7
per cent for their money under almost any
conceivable circumstances. No reason has
been shown by the hon. gentleman who in
troduced the bill, or by anybody else, why
these gentlemen should be singled out foi
such remarkably favourable treatment.
Then, provision is made that the residue
shall be divided amongst the holders of the
ordinary shares of the company. There is
no protection for the interests of the public
-those are not thought of-and there does
not seem to be any protection for the share-
holders who are not fortunate enough to be
allowed preference shares. This company
has done well enough under its existing
powers, and I think it is not the duty of
this House to pass this bill-on the contrary,
it is the duty of this House to reject it.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-The hon. gentle-
man from Halifax has been treating us to a
speech about something that is not before
us. This company is not seeking incorpor-
ation at the present time-it is simply asking
for an amendment to its charter. The hon.
gentleman says that the company is making

a great deal of money. If so, it is not in
Montreal. Two hard-working young men
came to grief in this business and have made
this arrangement. The hon. gentleman seems
to be particularly anxious about the share-
holders. I do not know that we need give
ourselves much concern about the stock-
holders. He seems to be under the impres-
sion that certain gentlemen are to get these
preference shares and that they are singled
out for remarkably favourable treatment-
Those who hold preference stock will get it
in proportion to the shares that they hOld,
and as that is the course that is usually
followed in such cases, I do not see whatl
ground there is for his opposition. WheD
the bill goes to the committee the details can
be discussed there. So far as the price Of
cordage is concerned, those who are acquaint1
ed with the condition of the market knows
that it is no higher here than it is in the
United States.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There are combineg
there too.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Binder twine l
exceedingly cheap. They have stocks
binder twine on hand which they canllot
sell at all. I trust there will be no oppOs-
tion to the second reading of the bill.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-As a consistent
free trader, I could not let this billgo thrOugh
without endorsing the remarks of the ho"-
gentleman from Halifax, although I do not
wish to obstruct the second reading of the
bill. We should never lose the opportulit
however, of pointing out the evils of prote'
tion and one of the evils is that in COse'
quence of the increased cost of manufacture
in Canada, the market is limited to the
5,000,000 in the Dominion. In conseque"ee
of the increased cost, they cannot go beYo"d
the confines of Canada to sell their produc-
tions, and therefore in self-defence they
have to resort to combines to restrict the
production. Only a few days ago the Iouse
passed a bill to prevent combines in restrain
of trade. Now, every manufacturing indusltry
in Canada, is subject to exactly the same ev'L
The very moment the power of production
is equal to the consuming power of the
5,000,000 people, the production has to e
limited and combines are effected to restric
the production, throwing*men out Of ers-
ployment and increasing the coet to co-
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jIners to provide the capital necessary to Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I do not agree with
Secure the closing of what the combine con- the hon. gentleman from Marquette that
siders as surplus factories. Then the prices it is necessary or desirable that we
aell raised for the purpose of making should on every occasion bring up this great
e" enlarged profit out of the people question of free trade and protection. If
of the country. No one who has we were dealing with the general principle
Studied the question can shut his eyes to his remarks would have been in place, but
that fact, not only in the case of this Con- the bill before us is simply to amend the
%liers' Cordage Company but of every com- the charter of a company already incorpor-
bine in Canada. What was the first com- ated. We are not asked to give them ad-
bine that brought distress on the United ditional power but simply to enable them to
gtates a year ago? Was it not the Con- carry out a matter which is entirely dom-
SUilers' Cordage Company, of which this is estic-a matter in which other people who
a branch ? Their failure brought distress are not connected with the company have
011 the whole of the United States, simply no interest whatever. As to the rights of
because they were working inside a ring the shareholders that the hon. gentle-
feice as we are. In order to maintain their man from Halifax desires to protect, does
credit they issued more stock to pay divid- he not notice that the clause must have the
ends out of the proceeds of the sale of it. concurrence of the shareholders before it
hliscreated alarm in financial circles and can have any effect ? When we find that
brought down the whole financial structure the shareholders themselves desire this legis-
of theUnited Stateserectedonthe flimsy basis lation, I cannot conceive why we should be

protection, throwing hundreds of thous- asked to interfere with their arrangements.
ands' out of employment and bringing dis- The final clause of the bill shows that the
t and ruin everywhere. What has been rights of the creditors are to be protected. If
the effect on the cordage combine itself ? A it were a bill to incorporate this com-
Prperty that' was rated by its stock and pany, then I could understand how these

diSue at thirty-four million dollars, was remarks, to which we have been listening,
d the other day for five or seven millions, might be made against it.
orget which. I do not oppose this bill
it is simply an amendment of an existing The motion was agreed to and the bill

Carter but it is well that we should think was read the second time on a division.
'O the effect that those combines are having

a the industries of the country, and I SECOND READINGS.
th gratulate the hon. member for Quinté on
the Stand he has taken in making the lawEgainst thmmore pefc.Bill (38> " An Act respecting the Ontario

them perfect. Loan and Debenture Company."-(Mr. Mc-
"tOn. Mr. KAULBACH-I consider that Kindsey.)

Irnbination of these cordage companies

sential to the preservation of the in- Bill (6) ,An Act to disfranchise voters
thty in Canada, because up to the time who have taken bribes."-(Mr. Dickey.)
th did combine, that industry was in a

oaus condition. I shall not enter into a INCORPORATION OF BOARDS OF
au8sion of the question of free trade and TRADE BILL.Poection now. I merely wish to say thathOPe the Cordage Company will produce THIRD READING.

FSuPerior article, especially in the line of The House resolved itself into a Commit-

e avsers used by vessels on the banks. tee of the Whole on Bill (FF) " An Act to
haveoPle in the county from which I come amend the Act respecting the incorporation
obli use those hawsers, and they are of Boards of Trade."
thged to purchase cables manufactured in
. eiiited States, iu cousequence of the Hn r GLIfo h omtferir quality of the article produced Hon. Mr. OGILVIE, from the commit-
canada. tee, reported the bill without amendment.

" . Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman The bill was then read the third time and
%hou'( not run down our own productions. passed.
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NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES REPRE-
SENTATION BILL.

IN THE COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved that the
House resolve itself into a Committee of the
Whole on Bill (5) " An Act further to amend
the North-west Territories Representation
Act."

Hon. Mr. BERNIER (In French)-I have
no intention to oppose the passage of this
bill. Nevertheless, as this is the first time
that I have had the opportunity of express-
ing my views on the subject of the ballot, I
wish to put on record the fact that I am op-
posed to the system of secret voting. It is
degrading to public life. When the ballot
was introduced in this country it was sup-
posed that it would have the effect of secur-
ing absolute secrecy in recording votes and
preventing corruption and intimidation. It
has not succeeded in doing anything of the
kind. It is contrary to the genius of the
Government under which we live and for
this reason I am opposed to the bill and I
wish to put on record my opposition to secret
voting.

The motion was agreed to.

(In the Committee.)

On clause 3,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have looked
through this bill and I do not find that it
is anywhere stated that elections shall be
by ballot. I do not mean to say it is abso-
lutely necessary, but I think there should
be some declaration in the bill to that effect.
We only get it inferentially. There is some
reference to the ballot in the amended sche-
dule " L " of the bill, but I think there
should be a declaration in the body of the
bill that hereafter elections in the North-
west Territories are to be by ballot.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This provision is
in the bill by enacting a section in the
Dominion Act as forming part of the bill.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 6,

Hon. Mr. ALMON-Have any petitions
come from the North-west asking for vote
by ballot I

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-That is the only
constitutional way in which it can be done.
The Government of Nova Scotia have point-
ed out to the world that the ballot is no
safeguard. I have been told by persons
coming f rom there that they all wish it. In
Nova Scotia almost every person I speak to
deprecates the ballot and says it is no use
at all and that it tends to bribery and
corruption.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentleman
will understand it is the wish of the people
in the North-west to have elections by ballot-
Moreover, this bill has relation to Dominion
elections and is a matter altogether within
the discretion of the Parliament of Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER-My reason for ask-
ing the question is this: The clause whicb is
now under consideration is clause 6. We
go f rom section 20 to section 29. I notice
that the section of the Dominion Electiols
Act which provides for vote by ballot is se-
tion 28, and that section is not among those
sections which are made applicable to the
North-west.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-But section 29 en-
acts it sufficiently.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The other should be
included.

The clause was adopted.
On clause 7,

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Section 7 shold
read in this way:

Any application for a recount or final addition
provided for by section 64 of the Dominion Act'
shall in the North-west Territories be made to 8Y
judge of the Supreme Court of the said territorY.

There is also another application whic'
can be made which is the revision of this
decision of the judge of the Supreme Court
before the whole court, and the bill as 1o*
submitted to us has not provided for this,
and at the end of the section I wish to have
the following amendment:

And the application provided for the sube-
tion added to the subsection by section 11 of chaP*
19 of the Statutes of 1891 shall be made t toe
court en banco.

That is before the whole court.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DEVER, from the committee'
reported progress and asked leave to ie
again to-morrow.
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QENERAL INSPECTION ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
4aittee of the Whole on Bill (125) " An Act
further to amend the General Inspection
Act.)"

(In the Committee.)
On the second clause,
1 on. Mr. DICKEY-I should like to

have some explanation from the Government
as to the intent and scope of this clause. It
affects a large interest in the Maritime Pro-
'vince, that of hay which is being exported,
and I should like to know whether it is in-
taIded to be obligatory on the exporters of
ay; if so, this classification will be emin-

eltly deceptive. The market for hay chiefly
'8 England, and in the English market any-
ne can see by looking at the prices current,

that the hay which contains the greatest
qUantity of clover is thought to be the best
ay, and in the bill this position is just re-

versed. The hay with the most timothy
anid the least clover is number 1, and that,

'th a percentage only of one-third of clover
clnulnber 2, and half timothy and half
dlOver is number 3 : that is to say, the grade

eeeases as the quantity of clover increases
al1d then I suppose it may be intended that

ih1s discrepancy shall be described by the
hpping grade of hay which is one of the

'ra in this, on page 30: " regular shipping
Prt&sed hay, sound and well cured." I should
'ke to know whether that is simply intend-

to be applicable to the hay that is to be
Phiped abroad, and whether these other

?Ubseetions would interfere with it, because
'f ht does, it will do great injury to those

() ship the best class of hay in this
noun1try; that is to say, the hay that

the most clover in it, and which has
n "o accepted in England by actual use.

Therefore, if we make this rule, of grading
hay, it appears to me it will do a great

"'.lury, and it will be inconsistent with
e laws of trade which regulate the price;
in Point of fact, if you are to look at this

a tle test of the quality of the hay, the in-
spetion is of no service at all. Then the
t 0h 1 hay will be the least valuable, and
the Other, which has a great quantity of

l, hich commands the greatest ,price
in the British market, will be the lowest
grade. I should like to have some explana-

tion of that, otherwise I fear it may lead to
confusion. If it is intended that the only
part that affects shipping hay is that which
is classed under shipping hay, it should be
made clear; it does not state what the
quality of it will be, whether it shall be tim-
othy or clover or any other hay. Of course,
that might meet the difficulty, but I should
like to call the attention of the Minister to
it. I hope I have made myself understood
that the rule in England is that the hay
which contains the most clover is the most
valuable, and thought to be most nutritive,
but in this côuntry we consider that the hay
which has the most timothy and which has
the least proportion of clover, is the most
valuable. Perhaps this is not intended to
apply to hay sent abroad. I have only just
seen the bill and my attention has been
called to it.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I might mention
that this bill, simple in its character though
it appears to be, was discussed for two or
three hours in the other branch of the legis-
lature by all the agriculturists, farmers and
shippers who were interested in trade gen-
erally, and that the general consensus of
opinion was that hay for the foreign market
should be graded in this way. I see that
last year when hay rose to a very high
price in England great difficulty arose on
the kinds and qualities of hay and the
manner in which it was shipped from this
country; so much so indeed that it almost
brought the Canadian product into disrepute
in the hay market, and it was then suggested
not only by the Canadian exporters and
shippers, but by dealers in England as well
as in Canada, that hay should be added to
the items provided for inspection in the
General Inspection Act, and it was after a
good deal of consideration and consultation
with those who are interested as purchasers
and others that these grades were adopted.
I do not know or think that the interpreta-
tion placed upon these clauses by the hon.
gentleman who has just spoken would be
borne out in the selection of hay ; that is,
that the quality of hay which in this
country we would consider to be the
best for feeding purposes, mostly timothy,
would be A No. 1-that is as to quality
-in the English market. Now the three
grades are 1, 2 and 3 ; and the first grade is
timothy with a certain proportion of clover,
and the second grade is timothy with a larger
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proportion of clover, and the third grade is
a certain proportion of timothy with a still
larger proportion of clover. Now if grade
No. 3 be the article which is required, or
which would be preferred and which would
bring the highest price in the market in
England, surely those who wanted to pur-
chase would not buy No. 1 ; they would
take No. 3, and this classification is only
for the purpose of grading the hay, giving it
a grade by which youcould know its qualities.
If No. 3 is better for the purpose for which
it is purchased than No. 1, then the pur-
chaser in England or Europe would pur-
chase No. 3 and not No. 1, and the same
argument applies precisely to the clover,
which is also graded ; and at line 30 the
provision is that hay which bas been badly
cured, stained and otherwise out of condi-
tion, shall not have any grade at all, so that
parties going into the market for the pur-
pose of purchasing hay finding a lot for sale
without any grade would take it for granted
that it was of the character indicated in
this Bill. The second paragraph, provides
that all shipping grades, 1, 2, 3, of either
timothy or clover, shall of necessity be of
good condition, pressed, sound and well-
cured ; so that the merchant who wishes
to purchase either hay or clover, find-
ing the bales marked knows its character.
These are the provisions of the bill, and
I know from a good deal of correspond-
ence that I had in the Department of Trade
and Commerce, particularly from Bristol,
which seems to be one of the best markets
for Canadian hay, that these difficulties to
which I have called attention were pointed
out, and there were other causes which per-
haps are not incident to this bill to which I
may refer, the shipping of bundles of pressed
hay without being properly marked. For
instance a shipper would place on board a
vessel 100 bales of hay of a certain weight,
another shipper would put 200 or 300 bales
upon the very same vessel ; it would be all
dumped in together and when it reached the
English market there was nothing to indi-
cate which bundle belonged to either one
shipment or the other; and the result was
that in many cases the purchaser in buying
bundles of hay would find lie had a
couple of tons too little and the other man
who purchased other bundles would find he
had a ton or two too much. That led to
complication and difficulty, and the depart-
ment at once issued circulars to hay dealers

and sent them all over the country calling
their attention to this and asking them to be
more particular in this new branch of trade.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-They are mark-
ing ail their bales now ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The question of
the grading was discussed for a long time inl
the other branch of parliament by those
who are better acquainted with the qual-
ities of hay than I am, and I speak more
from the facts arising out of the difficulties
that presented themselves to me in trying
to advance and extend the trade in this
particular. I might say also that this is
not compulsory ; it is a question in my
mind whether it ought not to be.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-It ought to be.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Those most inter-
ested thought it was best to leave it OP-
tional. I should be glad to have sugges-
tions from those who have a practical
knowledge of the business.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-How
spection to be proceeded with?
inspector examine the hay before
ing or after it is baled ?

is this in-
Does the

the press-

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-There is no pro-
vision on that subject. If the hay is not
inspected before it is baled and wired, I do
not see very well how they are going to get
at the true quality.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-The great trou-
ble with the hay is that the inside of the
bales may not be of the same quality as the
outside of the bales. There may be solle-
thing wrongly put in, and it would be im-
possible to detect it on looking at the out-
side of the bales. They can see how it looks
there, but they cannot tell whether there is
anything wrong with the hay inside. The
Minister says that circulars have been sent
to numbers of hay dealers all over the coul-
try. I have never heard of any circulars
being sent to the Maritime Provinceà, al-
though that is a part of this Dominion.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-A very important
part.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-They are verY
considerable areas of fine hay land in the
Maritime Provinces and we produce a kind
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of hay which, while it may be the very best
kind of feed for horses and is so recognized
by the lumbermen of the Maritime Provinces
Would not come under any of these classifi-
cations of prime timothy or No. 1 clover.
The question is whether by passing this
ramendment to the Inspection Act and put-

ting that hay down as shipping hay, it would
be fair to the farmers of the Maritime Pro-
vilces. So far as curing is concerned, the
inspector could certify to that, but if it

18 calculated to prevent that description of
hay from being graded as of first class
character by this amendment, it would be
against the interests of those sections where
this particular kind of hay is produced.
That seems to be an objectionable feature of
the bill. However, the General Inspection
Act only applies to such portions of the
country as the Governor in Council may
choose to appoint inspectors in, and there-
fore inspection under the General Act might
'Ot be made to apply to the Lower Provinces

at ail.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-What do you term
that hay I

I0on. Mr. McCLELAN-It is generally
Called couch grass mixed with timothy.

lion. Mr. READ-I think the defect in
the bill is in these words, "of good colour, "
SPeaking of timothy. It should define what
8ood colour means.

lion' Mr. OGILVIE-Everybody who
nows anything about hay knows that.

lion. Mr. READ-The colour is in accord-
ance With the time it is cut. Many say
that the best timothy is when it has lost its
green Colour. The question is what is a good
00our.

lion. Mr. ROBITAILLE-Green.

lion. Mr. READ-Then say so. I think
't "S myself,

ion:Sir FRANK SMITH-If hay gets so
ripe as to lose its colour it is not good.

thaon. Mr. ALLAN-One would suppose
in another place where there are so

S agriculturists, the bill would be put

be the best possible shape, and that it would
it. Presumption on our part to try to amend

eOWever, there are two or three defects

to which I should like to call attention.
The first is in regard to the classification of
hay. It is ail put under two heads, timothy
and clover. The day has gone by, even in
Ontario, when we confine ourselves to
timothy and clover. One of the most bene-
ficial results conferred by the Experimental
Farm on this country has been in showing
that there are a great many pasture and
meadow grasses that are worth a good deal
more than even timothy and clover, and I
do not see why the classification should be
confined to these two varieties. Then,
again, in regard to the mode of inspection,
I quite agree that it is an important point.
I am sorry to say I have seen myself, in
Ontario, bales of hay opened which proved
to be of a very different quality from what
they appeared to be on the outside, and I
do not know anything that ought to be the
subject of careful inspection more than this
very article of baled hay. How it is to be
carried out, I am not at this moment suf-
ficiently informed to state, but if it is to be
inspected after it is baled, I think the grad-
ing would be a farce. There is no doubt
about it, that the exportation of hay opens
up a large field for the farmers of this
country, and one that ought to be profitable
if the character of the hay is kept up to a
high standard. Therefore, I should be glad
to see the inspection made obligatory, and
not a voluntary affair. If hay can be sent
without its being inspected, we are always
liable to have the character of our hay
damaged by rubbish being sent to the
English market.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I have had a good
deal of experience in the handling and feed-
ing of hay, and in my opinion the best is
clover and timothy, mixed. Those two
grasses contain more saccharine matter than
any other varieties. Clover is better suited
for cows and sheep than for horses. Timothy
is the best hay for horses that are travelling
and working. It is of course a very strong
grass and full of saccharine matter which, is
beneficial for food even to human beings. We
must have saccharine matter in our food. Hay
that has not lost its natural juices or its green
colour is known to be the best hay. 'Either
clover or timothy hay is the best for ex-
port. Therefore, the more simply it is de-
scribed the better. In that way the cus-
tomer in England would know what lie was
buying either in clover or timothy.
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Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I have been en-
gaged considerably in this hay business and
know something about it. The character of
Canadian hay has suffered a great deal in
England by people being careless in ship-
ing and carelessness in transportation. A
great deal of our hay has suffered in trans-
portation-it has been left out in the rain
before being put on the vessel, and the Can-
adian farmer has suffered in consequence.
It is very desirable to have an inspection,
and I am glad to see that hay is to be in-
spected before it is shipped, but how is that
to be done 1 The question is, how can you
inspect hay after it is baled up ? There inust
be two inspections. The inspector must see
the hay while it is in the barn to ascertain
its general character, and after it is baled,
he must see that it is baled properly. No man
in his senses would put anything inside of a
bale of hay except the hay itself.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I have known hay
to be of very fine quality on the outside,
while on the inside it was quite musty.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I know that.
If you bale hay and leave it exposed to the
weather and the rain gets into it, when it
dries it dries on the outside, and you find it
is poor hay in the middle.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It was not that-it
was stored in a damp warehouse.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I know that'and
that is what I amspeakingof-thedamagedone
in transportation. A great deal of our hay is
shipped by way of New York. It is put
on lighters before it is transferred to the
steamship, and I have known it to be kept
under the min for forty-eight hours before
being put on the vessel, and when it was
unloaded in England it was damaged and
the fault was attributed to the Canadian
grower. But if you have an inspection a
man knows what he buys. It costs twice
as much to cure hay properly as it costs to
cure inferior hay. You must cut timothy
before it is ripe to make good hay. You
must do the same with clover. You must
cut clover while there is no dew on it to
make first class hay.

Hon. Mr. POWER-How will the most
careful inspection of hay in Canada prevent
the destruction of hay on board of the
lighter in New York afterwards ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Certainly it
will not. At the same time, if it is inspect-
ed here by Canadians, the reputation of the
man who sells it is affected, and if he sends out
good hay and it is damaged in transit, he
can look to the carriers to make good the
damage. I shipped 275 tons of hay last
year myself. I never sold or put up as good
hay in my life as that hay. The weather
was fine when it was cut and saved. It was
all put under cover and never went out of
the barn until it was pressed to be put on
the cars. I was told when it got to England
that some of it was damaged. It came in
the way that I have spoken of. If this hay
had been inspected, it would have been a
great satisfaction to me because I had taken
particular pains to see that it was well
cured. It had never had a drop of rain
on it. I even took the care to have
three wires on every bale in order that
my hay should get to the British market in
good order, and the result was as I have
told you. I am very glad that we are to
have hay inspected, but in order to get a
thorough inspection you must see the hay
before it is baled and see it afterwards.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-How do you pro-
pose to indicate the classification i How 1
it to be certified by the inspector 1 You saY
that the loose hay should be inspected first--
how is the mark to be put on it 1

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-You cannot put
the mark on at all until after it is baled.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-How do you do
after it is baled I

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-With a label.
You put on a tag. That is the way theY
mark it now. Every man who purchases
f rom me puts a tag with the weight of the
bale on it.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-Anexaminatin
is made when the hay is loose in the no*
Do I understand the hon. gentleman to say
that the inspector should remain and see it
pressedi

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-No, I do not
expect anything of the kind. I expect if a
man has a quantity of hay to sell and i
negotiating with a purchaser that he wi l l g®
an experttoseehis hay, and statewhatqualitY
it is. He can get a certificate of that if he
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likes. He can, when it is baled, call the
inspector and have him examine it. He can
call him in the first place. He must have
the hay inspected first by some one who is
competent to judge of its character, and get
a certificate from him. It does not take
Inuch time to examine three or four hundred
tons of hay and tell you the character of it.
You cannot have the inspector there while
YOu are packing the hay, because the machine
lill only pack about fifteen tons a day.

lion. Mr. PERLEY-For twenty-two
Years I lived on a farm in New Brunswick,
and I have had a great deal of experience in
shipping and handling hay. It is utterly
'imPossible to tell what quality the hay is
When it is in the mow. The only way to
overcome the difficulty, to my mind, would be
tO make the man who presses the hay the
nsBpector, so that he could mark everybundle
as it comes out of the press according to
quality. On intervale land, marsh land and

hay. I say it is for some purposes, but it is
not the best for horses on the road. It will
do for horses that have no work, but for
roadsters it will not do at all. For cattle,
clover is the best feed in the world, and I
can easily understand why they appreciate
our clover in England, and prefer it to
timothy. Inasmuch as this is not an Act
that will compel a man to have his hay in-
spected, you will find it will do very little
harm. The dealer will ship his hay and take
the chances in preference to taking chances
of inspection here, and the risk of his hay
being condemned.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I think instead
of doing harm it will do good. It will be in
the interests of the man who has a large
quantity of hay to get it inspected. If there
is an inspection of hay any man who has hay
to sell will want to get it inspected in order
to get the biggest price for it.

kinds of land, in fact, unless a man is Hon. Mr. POWER-We are dealing now
very careful, he cannot have an even quality with the second clause of this bil, which
Of hay. You will find different qualities in refers to the grades of hay, and perhaps we
the same meadow. You will have in the had better confine our discussion to that and
same mow a few hundreds of hay here and deal with the other questions afterwards.
there not of the same quality as the most of The provision for grading, as far as it goes,
the hay in the mow, and the only way to seems w be right enough. Prime timothy,
have the matter finally determined would be No. 1, No. 2 and No. 3. No. 3 has a great
to have the man who is pressing the hay deal of choyer in it, but inasmuch as it is
keep track of it and inspect and mark each marked timothy it is No. 3, because it is not
bale. so largely timnothy as it should be. If you

are poing the other way and want to send
lOn. Sir FRANK SMITH-You will clover, you have No. 1 and No. 2 and so on.

flid that eventually this bill will cure itself. I do not think this provision for grading is
tt is nlot a compulsory measure. The ship- carried far enough. It is perfectly right
per is not compelled to have the hay in- that you should mark no grade as hay which
epected and therefore you will find it will has been badly cured and which is stained
come down to this-it will be impossible to or out of condition, but there ought to be
have an inspector where the hay was baled some brand which would cover the hay
'i different parts of the country. Then if it spoken of by the hon, gentleman from Ar-
Was inspected at the ship's side, the inspec- herst and the hon. gentleman from Hope-
tor night condemn it and make it a very well, because the rarsbes in New Brunswick
great hardship on the man who brought it and Nova Scotia grow immense quantities
there. You will find that it will all come of hay, and that hay could bardly be classed
to this, inasmuch as the shipper is not bound either as timotby or as clover-there
tohave the hay inspected, he may try it once is some timothy and a very little

r twice but he will not continue it-he will clover, and a great deal of couch grass
buy the hay according to his own judgment in it. There shouhd be some provision for
aud will ship that hay and let it take its the grading of that kind of hay. Then this
Chances in the old country. You cannot clause is defective with respect to the ship-vean inspector at every place where the ping grade. It does not tell the ordinary
hay i baled, and as for the different grades wayfarer exactly what sort of hay sbipping
" hay for feed purposes in England, as I grade is to be. Timothy is shipped, cloveehave hea,' it they will call cloyer the best is shipped, and mixtures of timothy and
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clover are shipped-what is meant by " regu-
lar shipping pressed hay "? I think the
bill should define that. Then, if I might be
allowed to go a little apart from the clause
which is directly before us, this bill, which
is a step in the right direction, is defective
inasmuch as it contains no provision for the
manner in which the inspector's certificate
is to be affixed to the hay, and does not pro-
vide any penalty for fraud or for marking
the hay . with an improper brand. If the
hon. gentleman looks at the provisions with
respect to flour, he will find several pro-
visions there something like which would
be required in a measure for the inspection
of hay. Fortunately we have the two Min-
isters most interested in the bill in this
House, the Minister of Agriculture and the
Minister of Trade and Commerce, and I
would suggest that when we get through as
much of the bill as we have here, we should
let the committee report progress, and they
will be able to add some further clauses to
the bill which would make its provisions more
beneficial.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-There is one point
that none of the hon. gentlemen who have
spoken upon the subject have mentioned,
and to which a large proportion of the hay
that has been called bad hay when it gets
into England is to be attributed-that is,
that after the hay is cut and put into the
barn in a sufficiently well-cured condition to
come out again in the winter or spring, if
they pack that hay too early in the fall
there is danger of it being nearly ruined,
although it may be in a perfectly good con-
dition to keep in the barn. It will not
always bear packing.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-You mean baling.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-Yes, in packages.
If you bale that hay early there is danger of
it being all spoiled.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It will heat.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-There is danger of
its heating. There is a bare possibility of
your getting some cured so dry that it will
bear early packing, but there is very little
that will do that ; and unless that is attend-
ed to there will be continual failures and
disappointments. In our part of the coun-

try a great deal was sold last year, but they
found that the hay that was packed early
failed to be good, and much of that kind of
hay was shipped to the Toronto market and
has been for years. You will find the
parties who buy hay largely in Toronto for
consumption will not give as much for the
baled hay as they will give for hay off the
load where the farmers bring it directly f rom
the barn, because it is almost impossible to
tell, unless they cut the bales open, whether
they have been packed in the right condition,
and if they are not packed in the right con-
dition, very many bales will turn out badly.
It was just as has been in shipping but-
ter to the old country: for the last 30 or
40 years the Canadians have been shipping
butter, and for the last five or six years
they have got up a cry that there is a great
deniand there and they will get good prices ;
but almost invariably they are careless
about sending it across the Atlantic. It will
be piled on the vessel in a position where
it will be subject to a good deal of heat,
or left in the warehouse at the railway
five or six days before it is shipped on
the cars, and in going on the cars if it
got very hot it would suffer great dam-
age. Well, by the time it reaches Eng-
land tons and tons had been sold just at
the prices of grease-butter that was good
when shipped and that would have brought
the best price in this country for consump-
tion at the time; but it deteriorated in
quality through the carelessness and ignor-
ance of dealers, as well as of those who
produce it. Of late years they ship much
less butter. They are shipping a little, and
they are trying to get things arranged so
that they can send by cold storage, but
unless it is sent by cold storage it will be
very little use. With the hay it is not so
much the fault of the weather when it is inl
transit to market as it is of its condition at
the time it is baled. There is more danger
then than at any other time. In regard to
the inspection, I agree with Sir Frank
Smith that it is a matter that will have tO
regulate itself, and the man who buys and
ships to the old country must make it a
point to know that the article he ships has
been packed at the right time as well as
being of the right quality when it was made
and cured. In that way they may secure
a good market that will last ; but if careless-
ness is shown upon this point they will
never get a good market for their hay.
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL-On a question of
this kind, where every person is interested,
there is always great difficulty in placing on
the Statute-book any bill which will meet
the approval of interested people in the
country. Many suggestions and questions
Which have been asked can only be answered
in' general terms, unless the gentlemen who
imake objections would specify from their
experience what amendment they think
Ought to be made. This is a bill supposed
to be in the interests of trade generally, and
m3ore particularly in the interest of growers
of hay. Take as an illustration the question
asked by the hon. senator from Quinté. The
Bill says the hay shall be of good colour ; then
he asks the question what colour it should be
tcome within that designation ? Now, I
know of no man in my acquaintance who
has had longer and greater experience than
n1 y hon. friend has had in growing hay. I
do not know whether he has shipped any,
but he has had an extensive experience in
growing hay and almost every other product
Of the farm. He is the very gentleman
from whom I would ask the description of
the colour of the hay, if I were to set out to
ascertain that fact, and if he can tell me
what it is I should be glad to have it em-
bodied in the bill. The hon. member from
Albert asks how it is to be inspected. If
he will examine chap. 99 of the General
Inspection Act, which this small bill amends,
he Will see that it says, " wheat and other
grains" The whole addition to the Act is
the words, " and hay." Now, all the pro-
«"iions of the Inspection Act will apply to
the word " hay," just as forcibly as to any
Of the other articles which have to be in-
spected, and consequently there would be no
'ecessity for encumbering this bill with a
nuniber of definitions and explanations as to
the Mode and manner of inspection that are
eontained in the Act. I am very sorry to
hear the remark made by the hon. gentle-
'nanl from Albert, that these circulars never
reached the Maritimé Provinces. Al I can
tell him is that there are many circulars
Printed affecting every branch of trade, and
the instructions are to send them to every
Part of the Dominion,and I recognize thefact
that the provinces by the sea,particularly as
far as the shipping is concerned, are a very
"'lPortant part of the Dominion. It may
be that these circulars did not reach .every
hy-grower. They are sent in numbers to

Parties interested in the purchase of hay

and to the boards of trade, and it is to be
supposed that those gentlemen would in-
struct the parties from whom they purchase.
I would be very glad to act on any sugges-
tion that could be given me, and increase the
circulation of any of those circulars. The
remarks I have made in reference to the
quality of hay apply with equal force to the
objection or semi-objection made by the hon.
gentleman from Albert and those who spoke
of the hay in the Maritime Provinces. The
hon. gentleman says there should be some-
thing done to designate that quality of hay,
because if I understand him the marsh hay
is composed-and I am only speaking from
what I have heard from the gentlemen who
are not only interested but have experience
-is composed of timothy, but very little
if any clover. Then the question would
suggest itself, whether there should not be
a clause designating that hay, meaning
timothy, and whatever kind of hay is grown
in these sections of the country.

Hon. Mr. READ-Mixed grass.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Marsh grass would
be a better description.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I am afraid if you
say marsh hay and apply it to the hay that
grows in my county, it would be considered
a very inferior hay and very little of it used
except when everything else failed in that
section of the country, unless they mix it
with grain and other food for cattle. I will
say, before I proceed further, that my in-
tention is, after we have had a full discuss-
ion upon this matter, to ask the committee
to rise, report progress, and sit again. For
this reason I have taken a note of all sug-
gestions, and will bÎing them under the
notice of the department and also the
Inland Revenue Department, where the
Inspection Act is put in force. The remarks
of my hon. friend from Monck will
apply to everything that we ship to the
old country. There is this advantage, how-
ever, if you place upon a vessel an article
with a brand No. 1, or whatever quality it
may be, and it spoils on board the ship,
from any neglect on the part of the carrier, I
take it for granted that the carrier, under
the common law, would be responsible for
the damages, and the shipper in that case
would have certainly a better case with
which to go into court, by being able to
establish the fact that the hay was branded
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and was of a certain quality, and being of a
certain quality it was worth a certain
amount of money on the day on which it
was injured.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I have done a great
deal of business where branding and trade
marks are used, and I always found that to
make a shipper safe it was essential that the
brand should be known immediately before
the shipment took place. You may brand
an article to-day and it may lie in the ware-
house until it becomes sour or musty or dam-
aged in any way. It still retains the brand,
and under the argument of the Minister it
appears that that would be a guarantee for
the shipment. You would have to prove
that the article on going on the ship and
at the time the bills of landing were signed
was in good order, and you will see at once
that it would be almost impossible to accom-
plish that with goods that are packed up
and cannot be loosened out before being
shipped.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-If they sign bills
of lading for it in good order that is all you
require.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-What does good
order mean ? It means apparently in good
order, and when it comes into court you
must prove that that article was in good
order in the centre of the package.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-We will let the
courts decide that when the cases arise.
If you ship an article by railway or steamer
and they accept it in good order and con-
dition, they are held responsible if it can be
shown it has been injured or destroyed
through their carelessness on board either
the vessel or by whatever conveyance it
is carried. As to the objection made by
the senior member from Halifax to the
certificate as to the quality of the hay, I
have already called attention to the fact
that that is provided for in the General
Inspection Act. Flour and wheat are
branded just the sane as any other article,
and if it is found there is not provision in
this Act to meet the case it will be time
enough to add a provision in the General
Inspection Act.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It was just with
that view that I called attention to it.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The general dis-
cussion as to how hay and other articles will
spoil applies to every other article of trade,
and what my hon. friend from King's has
said in reference to the purchase of hay is
quite true. Most of us who have been buy-
ing hay on the market know that we sone
times buy a load of timothy which looks all
right on the outside, but when you come to
put it in your barn you will find the middle
of the load is all musty. Parties selling hay
know how to do a little cheating as well as
those who pack apples or anything else.
Those are difficulties which will arise in deal-
ing with dishonest people. I do not know
that there are any other points to which I
can draw the attention of the committee. I
quite agree with the remarks made by the
hon. member from King's, particularly in
reference to butter when it has been shipped
from this country to England in the past.
We are in hopes by the establishment Of
lines of vessels that will provide, not frozen
compartments, but cold or chilled storage, sO
that meat and such articles can be sent to
European markets in as good condition as
when they leave the dairy in Canada, that
we shall have accomplished something which
will answer the hon. gentleman's purpose,
and we shall have no more first-class butter
sold in the English market for grease.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-As far
as the province I represent is concerned, the
grades of hay seem tobequitesuitable. Ihave
looked into this very carefully and have
heard the observations of hon. gentlemen ah1

around. These grades have been fairly well
considered, and I would not have very much
objection to them. There is only one Bug-
gestion that I would make. I find that No-
1 and No. 2 timothy, as well as No. 1 clover,
require to be of good colour, sound and wel'
cured. No. 3 timothy and No. 2 clover are
of fair colour. Now the colour of either
clover or timothy, I might say, is the supreme
test of quality, and it would be better if these
brands and numbers would refer entirely to
the variety. If good colour were required
in all cases, it would be more consistent be-
cause when you call for good colour, Sound
and well-cured, everything is consistent; bu'
when you call for only fair colour, sound and
well-cured, it is not consistent, because fan
coloured hay is not sound and welhl-cui•
The only way that that could happen ould
be when the hay was out late. The î,iht
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Colour, as far as my experience of hay goes,
is obtained by its being eut at the right time,
and properly dried and stored, and the right
Colour for hay is the nearest approach you
can get to the colour of timothy and clover
when it is cut at the right time.

lion. Sir FRANK SMITH-You have
seen hay a good colour when it was eut and
when it got into the barn was not a good
Colour ?

lon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-Then
it ceases to be sound and well-cured hay. I
hope I have made myself understood. My
suggestion is this-that good colour should
be required in all these different brands and
the words "fair colour " should be dropped
In all cases.

lion. Mr. READ-The law does not
designate what good colour is.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Experts would
know how to find the right colour. My
Suggestion is that these brands should refer
wholly to the variety and the proportion of
the varieties that should be found in the hay,
but that good colour should be required in
alll the varieties. -

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Might I ask
whether good colour would apply to al]
qualities and kinds of hay ? Would the hay
Brown on the marshes in the Maritime Pro-
vinces, were it really good and first class as
the timothy hay with a slight mixture of
clover grown in Ontario, be of the same
clour ?

lion. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-I havE
uo experience in marsh hay, but marsh ha3
of good colour would be just like timothy ol
good colour. It would approach as nearl3
as Possibly to the right colour at the time o,
Cutting.

bill which defines what regular shipping
pressed hay shall be, and I think that ought
to be made clear. I presume the expression
has some meaning, but I do not know what
it is and I do not know whether any of my
friends do.

Hon Mr. KAULBACH-I presume it
means any kind of hay other than clover and
timothy.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If the hon. gentle-
man will look at the bill he will see that it is
amply provided for. Section 44 of the said
Act is hereby amended by adding thereto
the following words: "the grades shall be
as follows "-that is the grades of hay for
shipping and the grades of hay to be in-
spected; and then it says the grades shall be
in good condition. That must include the
different grades designated here both of
timothy and clover.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am still
dark. Does shipping grade mean
timothy or No. 2 timothy, or No. 1
or what ?

in the
No. 1
clover,

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-It
means the whole.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The clause pro-
vides that the grades of hay shall be as fol-
lows: The shipping grade may be No. 1, or
No. 2, or No. 3.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-But it must be
timothy or clover?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-Hon. gentlemen in
eastern provinces ought to know whether
there is any demand in England for their
marsh hay. If there is no demand for it
abroad, there is no use sending it. I appre-
hend the principal demand is for the timothy
and clover. We can onlv judge according

lion. Mr. POWER-You might say No. to the demand in Ontario.
l shall have superior colour and the other
grades good. I hope the Minister will bear Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentle-
I mind that as far as one could judge from men from the Maritime Provinces can
the expression of the hon. gentlemen from answer that question better than I could,
the Lower Provinces, it is desirable that whether they ship their hay to England, or
there should be another denomination put whether, as has been intimated to me by the
l to cover the hay which they have spoken Chairman, most of the hay shipped from

of, and further the Minister did not janswer Nova Scotia goes to the West Indies, and if
the question whicL I asked with respect to that be the case then there would be no
shipping grades. There is nothing in this necessity for it. Still if the bay grown in
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the Maritime Provinces should find a market
there, it is better that it should be in-
cluded in a grade of its own.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-I should think so.
They want some experience in shipping to
England before they can establish a grade.

Hon. Mr. McKAY, from the committee,
reported progress and asked leave to sit
agan.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-I wanted to ask
the hon. member from Monck whether the
hay he packed was baled in the fall of the
year or in the winter ?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I pack it in
winter.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-Then it ought to be
baled in good condition.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-There is a rea-
son for that ; we pack it when we get
through our other work.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-If it is packed
early then it may be the fault of packing it
too early.

Hon. Mr. READ-I suggest there should
be a grade of hay other than clover or
timothy.

INSPECTION OF SHIPS BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-.
mittee of the Whole on Bill (113) " An Act
to amend the Inspection of Ships Act."

(In the Committee.)

On clause 1,

Hon. -Mr. KAULBACH-That provi-
sion is not confined to British and Can-
adian ships, I understand ; it refers to
foreign ships as well.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes, all ships ex-
cept Her Majesty's ships. The committee
will remember that when I introduced the
bill, I explained there was a contradiction
between the third and the eighth sections,
and this is to remove that contradiction
as to the inspection of all ships except Her
Majesty's ships.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN, from the com-
mittee, reported the bill without amend-
ment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (14) " An Act
to amend the Railway Act."

(In the Committee.)

On the first clause,

Hon. Mr. POWER-That covers a great
deal more ground than is apparent. It is de-
sirable that the motorman should be protect-
ed, and if we had cable cars it would be desir-
able that the gripman should be protected.
but the language of this provision is wide
enough to oblige railway companies to pro-
vide shelter for all their employees. I dO
not suppose there is any objection to that.
It is only right that they should.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW, from the cou'-
mittee, reported the bill without %mend-
ment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

The Senate adjourned at 5.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tue8day, 12th June, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceeding.

REPORT OF STANDING ORDERS
COMMITTEE.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. MACDONÀLD (B.C.), from
the Committee on Standing Orders, presented
their nineteeth report.
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Hon. Mr. MILLER moved that the rules
of the House be dispensed with in so far as
they relate to the bill referred to in the re-
Port.

lion. Mr. DICKEY-Would it not be
better to move the adoption of the report
aiso?

Hlon. Mr. MILLER-This is the course
Which is being pursued in this House recently.
thY own preference would be a motion for
the adoption of the report as it simply refers
tO this petition. I do not consider that any
s 0tion for the adoption of the report is neces-
tary when I make a motion which expresses
the same thing.

THE SPEAKER-Either will do,
genlerally we propose the adoption of
report in a case of this kind.

but
the

lion. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Then
r¤ove that the report be adopted.

lon. Mr. MILLER-The adoption of the
report is tantamount to the adoption of my
"lotion and supersedes my motion. The
adoption of the report does the very thing
that we are asked to do by my motion. If
fe adopt the report, an independent motion

1' lot necessary. The practice of moving
a Motion such as the one submitted has
arisn in this way-very often a report
contains two or three matters some of which
niay not be acceptable to the House or may
not interest members generally. The House
1nay not be willing to accept the whole of
the report but may be willing to accept one
of the recommendations. In that case the
flotion to suspend the rule is necessary.
"ut when, as in this case, there is simply
ore item and the committee recommends
the suspension of the rule, when that report
1s adopted nio further motion is necessary.

The motion was agreed to.

CINESE RESIDENTS IN BRITISH
COLUMBIA.

INQUIRY.

.ion. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.), rose to
1nquire,

thWhether the Government. intends to give effect to
hie petition of Chinese residents of British Colum-

el Praying for an extension of the time in which
32

they can return from China to the Dominion, on
the same certificate ?

He said : About two months ago a peti-
tion was sent in 'y the Chinese residents of
British colonies, praying for an extension of
the time to return to China. At present
they have only six months to go and return,
they paying $50, and if they are beyond the
six months they have to pay $50 more on
landing in Canada and the petition prays for
an extension of the termn to eighteen months.
I think, perhaps that is too long a period
and probably a year would be a fair term.
Six months of course is too s.hort ; it would
give theni a very short time with their
friends in China, and the duty of $50 is
a heavy one. I wish to ask the Government
if they intend giving effect to the petition
or not.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is not the'in-
tention of the Government to interfere with
the Act affecting Chinese during the pre-
sent session.

STRAITS OF NORTHUMBERLAND
BORINGS.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-I wish to ask,
Whether it is the intention of the Government,

during the approaching sumirmer to complete the
borings under the Straits of Northumberland,
which were commenced in the year 1892, and if so,
whether it is the intention to put a sufficient sum
in the Supplementary Estimates for that purpose
during the present Session?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is the intention
of the Government to proceed during the
present summer with borings under the
Northumberland Straits which were com-
menced in 1892, and a sufficient sum will be
placed in the estimates for that purpose.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES
PRESENTATION BILL.

RE-

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (5) " An Act
further to amend the North-west Territories
Representation Act."

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-An amendment
to this bill may be required. Under
chapter 13 of the Revised Statutes it is
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said that no member of a local legislature
shall be eligible, while holding such position,
to become a candidate for the House of
Commons. The section only speaks of the
provinces. At first blush one would think
that it does not include the North-west Ter-
ritories and in the past an instance occurred
whereit escaped everybody's attention; a
inember of the North-west Assembly became
a candidate without resigning. He was de-
feated, and without any inconvenience he
went back and sat in the legislature where he
had sat before. By referring to the In-
terpretation Act the section which says that
the word "province " shall also mean and
include the North-west Territories covers
such a case. I would like to be con-
firmed in my impression by the Minister of
Justice. I am of the opinion that the dis-
qualification now exists, but still if there is
a doubt I want to have the opportunity,
with the sanction of this House, to make it
quite clear and I will move that the chair-
man report progress and ask leave to sit
again.

Hon. Mr. DEVER, from the committee,
reported progress and asked leave to sit
again.

DISFRANCHISEMENT OF VOTERS
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY moved the second
reading of Bill (6) " An Act to disfranchise
voters who have taken bribes." He said:
I suppose the title of this bill sufficiently
indicates its object, but at the same time I
might give a word of explanation with re-
spect to it. It is a bill providing that after
40 days and within 60 days after an election
a petition may be presented to a judge
showing that in a certain district there has
been bribery and that the bribery has been
of such a character as to affect the general
vote, and it also provides that the petition
shall be verified by an affidavit of the trutli
of the statements made by one of the five
parties who are required to sign it. It is
also provided in the bill that the matter
shall be heard before the judge and that he
shall summon witnesses and examine them
and come to a decision upon the point, which
shall be communicated to the Secretary of
State, and the Secretary of State is called

upon to lay that decision upon the Table of
the House at its next sitting, within 14
days after the opening of the session.
The pith of the bill is contained in the
15th clause, which provides that no voters
whom the judge reports to have taken bribes
shall be placed upon the voters' list, or shall
be capable of voting at any election of the
members of the House of Commons for the
next seven years after the receipt of the
report of the judge by the Secretary of
State. This bill lias been very much can-
vassed in the House it specially affects, and
is a very different measure from what it was
as introduced. There are some safeguards
to which I shall call attention. In the first
place, it requires a deposit of $1,000 to show
the bona fides of the party, and to provide a
fund for the expenses of this inquiry, before
any step can be taken. It provides also that
no petition of this character can be presented
where the election that has given rise to it is
opposed under the Controverted Elections
Act, in other words where there has been
a petition against the return. It alsO
provides that notice of the petition shall be
sent to the party affected, and after all this
has been gone through and all these safe-
guards have been exercised, when the deci-
sion is made, the party has an appeal fronl
that decision. This bill affects the House
of Commons, and I presume we will not be
very mnuch in doubt about the propriety of
passing it.

Hon. Mr. ALMON--Before the bill is
read the second time, I want to point out tO
this House how thiscorroborates the opinions
which I expressed the other day as to the
inefficacy of the vote by ballot. How are
you to a-certain that a man has been bribed
unless you ascertain how lie voted ? You
have a suspicion that the man was paid, and
that is only made clear by the person col-
fessing. If you saw a man who alwaYs
supported and voted for one party voting
the other way you would suspect the cause.
This bill has been mutilated by the partY
who preached purity of election and talked
about putting down bribery, and all that kind
of thing. They have cut the teeth and drawfl
the nails out of that bill so as to render it
of no use whatever.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Pretty liard on the
Conservative party.
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Hon. Mr. McKAY-I have not had time Hon. Mr. REESOR-There is one feature
to read this bill all through, but I have of the bil which I cannot exactly reconcile
Come to the conclusion, from what I have with ny ideas of sound legisiation. It pro-
read of it, that it is a grand bill for a number vides for disfranchising a man who accepts a
Of hungry lawyers that are to be found in bribe, but does not provide any punishment
all the towns of the country. I do not wish for the man who gives it. What is sauce
to say anything disrespectful of lawyers for the goose, should be sauce for the gander,
generally, but I presume in other communi- and, inasmuch as the voter might be a very
ties, as well as in the one where I live, there ignorant man, comparatively speaking, and
are several such people who are unable to not know the value of a moral life as well as
get enough business to keep body and soul a well educated man, he is less to be blamed
together. than the person who offers the bribe. The

for th goose shul be1 sAuc fo the Ander,

Hon. Mr. ALMON-They have no souls
to keep.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I presume this bill
Will afford thein a business. They will turn
themselves into a searching party to hunt
up business. The election courts are trouble-
soFie enough to a member after he is elected
and under the existing law people who have
taken bribes can be punished without passing
this measure. I am opposed to this bill and
shall vote against it.

lion. Mr. POWER-I do not know that
I should have said anything on the second
reading of this bill if it had not been for the
renarkable statement of my hon. colleague.
This bill was introduced by a Conservative
mQember in the other chamber, the member
for Albert. My hon. colleague stated that
it had been mutilated by the Liberal mem-
hers. He is altogether mistaken. The bill
Was supported pretty generally by the Liberal
ruernbers, and the most determined oppo-
fition it received was f rom the Conservative
Ulernber from Montreal who talked against
tle on two or three separate days when the
bill was up for discussion. With respect to
the observations made by the hon. gentleman
from Truro, I do not think that there is very
1llich weight in them, because if the gentle-

en of the House of Commons who have to
rn1l elections are satisfied that this measure
Shall become law and are willing to risk any
additional inconvenience or expense that it
1Tay put them to, I do not think that in
this Dhamber we should undertake to be
Ilore careful of their interests than they
are themselves. As it is a matter which
Peculiarly affects the elections to the House
hafComons, I do not think that this House
ha really--looking at the rules of Par-
oha5 entary etiquette which are gerierally
Oberved-an right to meddle with it at

32J
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and gives a bribe, should be held quite as
responsible for wrong-doing as the man who
accepts it, and is really more deserving of
punishment, because he knows better, but
the poor man, who is glad to get a dollar in
any direction, sometimes may be tempted to
do wrong. It seems to be a sort of jug-
handled legislation.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--That is all provided
for in the statute.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-If so, I have no
further objection to the bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (101) "An Act to incorporate the
Alberta Southern Railway Company."-
(Mr. Power.)

Bill (58) "An Act to incorporate the
Lake Megantic Railway Company."-(Mr.
Ogilvie.)

Bill (80) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Rocky Mountain
Railway and Coal Company."-(Mr. Perley.)

Bill (81) " An Act respecting the Erie
and Huron Railway Company."-(Mr. Me.
Kindsey.)

THE INSOLVENCY BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (E) " An Act
respecting Insolvency."

(In the Committee.)

On clause 2, subsection a,

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Before sub-
section a is passed, I desire to call the at-
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tention of the House to the fact that this
clause includes alinost every person who
owes a debt of $250. The original bill, as
it was introduced, separated the parties
entitled to obtain relief under this measure.
In the first place there were traders, and
several clauses defined what traders meant.
Another part of it gave farmers, graziers
and others a right to relief. Subsequent to
that, in the committee, the words "trader,
farmer and grazier" were eliminated from
the bill and the word " debtor " was put in.
I submit to this House that the word
" debtor " is too wide. It includes classes
of persons who have not made an application
to Parliainent to be relieved from their
liabilities by this measure. I was op-
posed, in the first instance, to farmers
being included, simply because the farmers
of this country do not require and
have not solicited this Parliament by
petition or by deputation, to be included in
the provisions of the Insolvency Act at
all. Thereis no class of persons inthis country
whohavebetteropportunities forappearingbe-
fore Parliament by petition than the farm-
ers. They have their village, town, county
township and citycouncilscomposed largely of
the farming community, and if they desire to
have any Acts passed in their interest or to
oppose any legislation which they deem will
injuriously affect them, they have the very
best opportunity to appear before the muni-
cipal councils and have their views presented
to Parliament. In no single instance, so far
as I know, have the farmers of the country,
through these avenues which are open to
them, petitioned Parliament to be included
in the classes to be affected by this bill.
Neither have they opposed it. Other per-
sons who are aflected by the changes made
in this bill, any man, in fact, who owes $250
can be frced into insolvency. None of
them have applied for relief. Therefore, I
do not see why Parliament should try to
force upon people who do not ask for relief a
bill which gives them relief of this kind.
The farmers of this country, to my mind,
are a hopeful class of people ; they
live on their farms and labour hard. If
in consequence of a failure of crops, or
reduced prices for the products which they
raise, they are unable to meet their liabilities
at the end of the year, they are willing and
anxious to remain on their farms, and by
labouring hard and economizing, live in thE
hope that the next year Providence will

give them a good crop that will enable them
to clear off their debts. They are honest
and willing to pay up if they realize their
expectations. In the original bill the farm-
ing class were placed in the position that
they could, of their own voluntary motion,
take advantage of this bill, but as it stands
now, it is compulsory. If a merchant, or a
neighbour who has a feeling against a farmer
who is unable to pay his indebtedness to the
amount of $250, wished to gratify that feel-
ing against his neighbour, he can get a re-
ceiving order against him and put him into
insolvency. The bill as it was first presented
was not so objectionable, and unless the
farmers and graziers came and opposed it, I
would not object, because it was a voluntary
thing on their part whether they took ad-
vantage of the bill or not, but as it is now, it
is compulsory and it is too general. The
door has been opened until, to my mind,
the Act is so general that the founda-
tions on which it was based have been
entirely destroyed. It is quite right that
traders should have some relief. Persons
who trade, if they are unsuccessful, are pro-
bably honestly so; something may have corne
upon them which they had not anticipated,
and there should be some provision made
whereby such people could get relief if they
were honest in their dealings and were un-
successful; but I want it limited to those
people, and you nay, in defining what a
trader is, include a large number of person-s
who are possibly outside what some people
might consider trade ; and in that way
this measure might be entirely con-
fined to what may be called traders. I in-
tend to move that the word " debtor," which
I think is fatal to this bill, be eliminated,
and that the word "trader" be substituted
therefor, and after that is done, if it is
thought proper in the interests of the coun-
try, farmers and others can be restored as
in the old bill. In the meantime, while this
part of the bill is under discussion, I move
that the word " debtor " be eliminated, and
the word " trader " substituted therefor,
after which we can consider the other mat-
ters.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-l
would suggest that it would be better to put
it this way: " insolvent means a debtor en-
gaged in trade and commerce, " &c. That
would embrace all the classes suggested by
the hon. gentleman and perhaps be more
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definite and confine it more to persons en- Bil; and what for? To obtain an advant-
gaged in trade and comperce than by adopt- age over the other 95 per cent. There
ing the amendment which he proposes. 1 is a crisis ail over the world, yet Canada
should say " a debtor engaged in trade and stands second to none in its financial position.
commerce, .If we had an insovency law in this country

would we stand so w-cii to-day ? Are you
Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-That would going to put a man into insoivency because

not do. If this is passed, I want the defini- he owes $250? What is going to pay the
tion of traders to be enlarged so as to take expenses? My hon. friend speaks about
in other classes. For instance, there is a legisiation for the lawyers. 0f course it
class of persons who have been dealing and would b. food for the iawyers of this country.
trading in real estate and have corne to I do not speak with any disrespect to the
grief in consequence of such trading. Thiese profession, but we do notwantthis legisiation.
People ant to be relieved, and it rnay be I arn satisfied that if a vote of the peo-
Possible to include ii the trading class a pie of Canada were polied on this insolvency
Person who ias been dealing in real estate. question, nine-tenths of thein would say that
What I want is to make it, in the first they do not want it, and yet we are going to
Place, apply to, traders and aft-erwards define force it on them. They have not asked it.
What a trader means. If they had any grievances they woud

petition this Huse, but they have not done so.
lion. Mr. POWEIw-The motion, which I arn totally opposed to the bil. Ae had

llay be a very desirable one, cornes in g the experienceunderteold insolvencylaw in this
Wvrong place. We are sirnply defining 'vhat'country. I can rene>nber when any one whio
is an insolvent. An insolvent is defined to owed me money becae insolvent, I got

b"a debtor in reference to who or wose notice and attended meetings, but the only
estate a receiving order llas been made under result ias to throw good oney after bad.
this Act. " Now that is quite clear. It At one tie a man lyight et his pay, but
does not matter what class the biI may ap- under the insolvency iaw the assignee gen-
ply to, or to how nany classes, ant insolvent eraly took it ail. Are we going to have
peans a debtor as to whom a receiving order that state of affairs again? Supposing a
has been made. I think the hoin .entlestans man goes into insolvency and pays 66 cents
WtlIndnent should come into clause 3 of the on the dollar were do the expenses corne to
bipl. If a man pays 66 cents on the dollar,

certainly bie is solvent, because the dif-
lhon. Mr. MILLER- think so, too. ference would fot pay the expenses or

the shrinkage. Therefore you are not going
lon. Mr. POWER-That deals with the to give any relief by passing this bi. What

mPPlication or non-application of the Act. is this Insolvency ia for? The wholesale
Clause 3 says that this Act applies to all men of this country want this bill and for
debtors. When we corne to that it may be what? Let them keep their drummers at
right to propose the amendment, but now home and not send them through the country
et is 'lot in the rigmt place. forcing goods on the people against their will

and then trying to, get a chance to close
ion. Mr. NtcCALLUi-As far It A am the m up. Inder such a bih wbat chance is

plocerned I arn opposed to, any Insolvency there for an honest man? Take the honest
bi an eor anybody wil move a six montbs' trader in any part of Canada to-day wo
has befen mIthe matter is concluded I mill wishes to deal honestly and pay 20 shillings
Seond the motion. I would like to ask the on the pound or 100 cents on the dollar
ilOuse who is it that wants tbe bif? Who aid vou will find that he does not want an
asks for it? Have the farmers of this Insoivency Act. It is tbe dishonest man

Co'untrY petitioned for it? Ail the people w-ho wisbes to gboul the insolvency
Of this country have a chance of ap- court-be compromises witb his creditors,
Pealingt to the foot of the throne and some traders do it three or four times,
if thy wish. W-have asked for and w nat bas been the resuit? The insolvent
atl Sotie of the boards of trade have has made money and the honest man,
Petitioned for it. About 5 per cent of the unable to sew bis goods at a reasonable price,
Population of Canada want an Insolvency bas had to go out of business, because be
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could not sell his goods as cheaply as the
man who compromised with his creditors.
The former Act offered a premium for ras-
cality. Before this bill is through, if I stand
alone in this House, I shall take the oppor-
tunity of moving that it be rejected.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I am inclined to
agree with the hon. member from Hali-
fax that this question should be tested in
the manner he lias suggested. The clause
under consideration is one defining who
shall be declared insolvent, and it declares
that an insolvent means a debtor. Now
the trader would be a debtor as well as any
other person who had contracted debts.
The third clause defines to whom the word
" debtor " shall apply, and certainly if it is
to be tested it would be better that it should
come under that clause 3. I am rather inclin-
ed to think that the course pursued in coin-
mittee on this question would be the best, that
is, to leave the interpretation clause until the
last, so that if any material change should
be made in the principle or body of the biil,
then the interpretation clause might be so
worded as to be in accord with those
amendments. However, this is a vexed
question, I admit, and I agree with the
hon. gentleman fron Milton that the
principles of the bill as introduced have
been materially changed. The word
" debtor " as it is used in the present bill
applies to every one, no matter in what posi-
tion in life he may be, whether it be a
trader, a clerk, or a civil servant. All
would come within the meaning of this
clause as it stands now before
the House, and if indebted to a certain
ainount, could be forced into bankruptcy.
The original proposition vas that a trader
could be forced into insolvency or bank-
ruptcy by those to whom lie was indebted,
but that the second class, who are designated
debtors, such as graziers, farners and other
people of that character, could only go into
insolvency of their own volition-that is, if
they should become indebted to such an ex-
tent that they found they could not pay
their debts, and would lose all their property,
they could elect to go into bankruptcy and
take advantage of the law. That was the
principle of the bill when it was first intro-
duced. My hon. friend who has made the
motion now desires to substitute the word
"traders," and then define what a trader is.
Now it is just as easy to define what a
debtor is as to define what a trader is.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Oh no.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Oh yes. You can
define by a clause in this Act, which it would
be necessary to place within it, what a debtor
is. You can say a debtor is a man engaged
is such and such an occupation in life, and
none other, and that principle would be what
I would suggest to those who hold that view
upon the question ; otherwise, in every sin-
gle clause we should have to change the
word " debtor." I think it would be just
as well if we allowed the word " debtor " to
remain, and I would suggest that the ques-
tion be left open until the gentlemen who
hold that view could prepare a clause and
define what a debtor is, which would be just
as applicable and meet the same ends pre-
cisely as to define what a trader is.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Is not any man
who owes another a small amount a debtor?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes, the hon. gen-
tleman is right. If I owe ten cents to a
man I am a debtor to that extent. If the
law says that any indebtedness bas been in-
curred through trade of a certain kind, and
entitles me to be placed in insolvency, then
it defines what a debtor is. But, on
the contrary, if it says a farmer owes
£10,000, but shall not take advantage of
this Act, then he is not a debtor within the
meaning of the Act. The law can declare,
as I take it, the meaning of language no
matter what it may be, no matter whether
it is apparently absurd or not. The present
law is based upon the principle of the
English Bankruptcy Act as it stands on
the Statute-book. It applies to all classes
of debtors, no matter who or what they
may be. My desire was that we should
have two classes, one should be defined as
a trader, and that was fully defined in the
original bill. That clause can be adopted
if it is necessary to declare what shall con-
stitute a debtor, and it also defines what a
debtor should be. The latter class could
take advantage of the Act but could not be
forced into bankruptcy; and that is
the class to which the hon. gentleman
referred when he spoke of the san-
guine temperament and character of the
farning community of the country. In that
respect I am in accord with him. I should
like to call the attention of the conrmmittee
to the rule which I think it should be well
for us to adhere to in the discussion of the
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clauses of this bill, and that is that the prin- from Monck to understand that I was
Ciple of the bill having been athirmed, it can- only speaking of the rules which
lot be debated or discussed while we are in govern the House, and it does not

Committee discussing clauses of the bill, and follow that because any member ray reserve
I shall ask the chairman in future to rule to himself a right at any time to discuss the
that the discussion must be pertinent to the question that lie can do so even if it is con-
clause under consideration. I do not mean trary to the rules of the buse. When we
to refer to the remarks of my hon. friend are discussing an important bil like this,
frorm Monck. I want to call attention to it we had better confine ourselves to the
for fear we might go on discussing the prin- details and then when the time arrives my
Ciple of the bill and be here until next hon. friend can move the six montls'
December. My hon. friend says lie is op- hoist and speak as long as he pleases. I do
Posed to the bill. I know that: he has tid not inean hih toa understand that I make
ie that before, and I believe qe is honest any such suggestion, but lie lias that rigt
i is opposition. He las tle riglt to move under tihe rules of the House.

Wdeen tlie coirnmittee report that the bta be
read that day tlree onths or six rnonths, Hon. Mr. ien cCALLUM-I do not say
or lie may content iimself by affiring his that I have any riglts under the rules of

Principles by voting against it and calling the bouse, but I say I have the li
for the yeas and nays. That is a matter which gentleman's permission. He said it could
COncerns himse] f. be ful dis cussed at any time. I do not

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I wish to put
Illyself right before the House. The lion.
gentleman will remember that when the bill
Was read the second time, I objected and
said I reserved the right to myself at any
tille to discuss the principle of the measure
in committee or at any other stage, and it
Was only on that understanding that I con-
sented to the bill being read the second time.
Otherwise I should have divided the House
On it then. If the lion. gentleman wishes to
shut me off, I tell hmi candidly that lie will
never hear from me again until the bill is
through the committee stage, when I will
mfove the six months' hoist if some one else
does not do so.

lon. Mr. O'DONOHOE--I would ask
the hon. Minister whether it was not under-
Stood, when this bill was before us for its
second reading, that in allowing it to pass
that stage the principle of the bill might be
discussed at any future period ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-No.

lon. Mr. McCALLUM-We will discuss
it before long.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL--I have no ob-
jection to the principle of the bill being dis-
cussed to the fullest extent, but I suggest
that it be discussed at the proper time.
The hon. gentleman from Toronto may
be correct. I do not say that lie is
not, but I would like my hon. friend

want it to go down that I am acting con-
trary to the rules of the House, I had the
hon. gentleman's own word and relied
upon it.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-We are departing
from the point at issue before the House,
and that is as to the relevancy of the amend-
ment moved by the hon. member froin Mil-
ton. I am quite in accord with the view
taken by the senior member from Halifax,
that the amendment of the lion. member
frorn Milton would come in more appro-
priately in the third clause of the bill. My
hon. friend seems, however, to have given the
matter some study and attention and is of a
different opinion. It seems to me, however,
that the 3rd clause of the bill would be the
proper place at which to test the sunse of
the House with regard to the classes which
it would be desirable to include within the
scope of the Insolvency Bill. I inust say I
consider the proposition made by the leader
of the House is a very good one, and per-
haps it would meet with the concurrence of
the committee and save a good deal of dis-
cussion at the present time. It may be that
the defining clauses would have to be al-
tered in many places after the bill has gone
through, and perhaps it would be as well to
leb the explaining clauses stand over until
we get through the bill and then alter them
as they require alteration to accord with
the bill as it was leaving the committee.
That would be the most expeditious course
to adopt and it would give my hon.
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friend an opportunity hereafter, if he bil at ail. I do fot think the farmers of
considers it necessary in connection with this country want an Insolvency Act. 1 do
this clause to move any amendment. While fot think it is in the interests of the far-
I am on my feet I want to express in a few mers that we should pass an Insolvency Act
words my own opinion in relation to this applicable to them, and I voted to place
bill. I am not one of those who believe that thern in the same category with traders, as 1
there is any very urgent necessity for an in- stated in the committee, because I believed
solvency law in this country at the present 1 it would meet with the more general and
moment, and I do not believe that because unanimous condemnation both from the
boards of trade and directors of banks may committee and the buse. I agree with niY
consider it in their interest to have such a hon. friend behInd me that if the farmers of
bil upon our Statute-book, that it is in the this country desire an Insolvency Act they
nterest of the great masses of the people of have ample machinery and means of getting

this country, whether 8rtizans or fareers or their wishes before Pariament. They are,
any other class who contribute to produce perhaps, at the present time the best
the industrial wealth of this country. The bilh organized body, for economical and political
having been introduced in this House and purposes, in the country, and therefore aY
the bouse having affirmed the principle of almost be said to be omnipotent, and as they
the necessity for an Insolvency Act-that is have oot a nked us for any Insolvency Act
the length to which the bouse lias gone, applicable to them, I do not think it is ise
sieply atirmed the necessityof an Insolvency for us to ive it to theni. But if we are to
Act-we are free to bake any arendents give theran Insolvency Act, I would give
to anv clause of the bill. The copnnittee is them just the saofe medicine that
fuhly at liberty to strike out or amend any would give the traders, and no other;
of the important features of the bi which would place them ail on the sae footing.
may be even considered as enbodying the There is a tendency at the present day to go
principles on wvhich the bill is based. The out of Our way to flatter, I miglit say tW
only principle that the bouse affirmed. court and coquette with the farming classes.
t)v the second reading is the principle True they are very powerful at elections, but
that an Insolvency Act of some sort I do not think that should influence us i
is necessary. I think the house is Iielding to thern any privileges to which
committed to that principle, and I do not they are not entitled, beyond the privileges
agree with the position taoen by an hon. granted to other industrial classes of this
member, even if coincided in by the leader country. voted, therefore, to place fari
of the lbuse, that when a public b has ers on the saie category as traders, becauSe
reached its second reading, any individual in I was opposed to having themn in the bill at

this countr deir anIslvnyAt theyd

or any number of individuals, ail, and aelieve in that category ittin
can reserve the rigit to discussthe foundation be more easy to have therm excluded frre
principle of it in comrpittee. I do not think the b at eiýher by motion in the special co
any number of individuscanoreserve to them- raittee or by motion in committee of the
selves that right because such reservation iwhole bouse. There are other portions O
would be contrary to the rules which govern the bia to whichb a opposed, and which I
our deliberations as a legislative body. This nay refer to if we get as far as the c, but
being nîy-opinion I wish to state how far I do not wish to detain the ouse just nOw
amn willing to go in pgacing an Insolnency and I would suggest that the proposition Of
Act on our Statute-book. I desire to refer to the hon. leader of the Senate be acceptedI
traders and trading corporations only. When and we pass over the explanatory clauses
the bio was before the committee a motion and go on to clause 3 and take the sense of
was made to strike the Hord Ifarmers" out the use at once on the classes of debtors
of the category of the persons to come that the bouse wishes to include under tcn e
under its operation, and to place theni Insolvency Act, if we are to have an InSOl
upon the sarne footing as traders. I vency Act at al, which, in ry opinion, wouid
voted for that amendment, as I told the not be necessary but for the bad laws
committee at the time, not because some of the provinces regarding preferential
I desired to see the farmers placed upon theby assigntr nents.
sae footing as traders in regard to inIsol-
vency and the laws relating thereto, but be- Hon. Mr. DICKEY-With reference o
cause I disapproved of aving farers i the the principle of the bi he-
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Hlon. Mr. McKINDSEY-We do not under the subsection which deals with that
Want to talk about the principle of the bill : subject. I do not at all disagree with the sug-
that was decided at the second reading. gestion made by the leader that this defini-

tion clause should he left until we see what
lion. Mr. DICKEY-I should like to should be included in it. My hon. friend

call the hon. gentleran's attention to what (Mr. McCallum) who was interrupted when
as taken place with regard to this bill. I he was discussing the principle of the bill,

do not know if the hon. gentleman from asked who wants this bill. If my hon.Richmond was present at the second read- friend had been a member of the committee
11, but I was, and if any one is responsible and had been there the first two or three
for the peculiar position in which we are days, he would have seen who wanted it. He
Placed now I an that person. The position would have seen an array of people behind
Was first taken by myself, and suggested to the benches, an array such as I have never
the House on the second reading of the bill, seen before at a committee, representing
that we should not debate the principle of banks and wholesale dealers and merchants
the bill at ail, but that, as this was a bill to from Ontario and Quebec who wanted this
be referred to a committee of the House to legislation.
prepare a measure to be subnitted after-
Wards to the Senate, we should let it be Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I was not a
read and sent to the committee and that we member of that committee. I declared my-
should be at liberty at any time to discuss self opposed to the bill on principle, and Ithe principle and the details of this bill would not have gone on that committee if I
after it was reported. That was distinct- had been asked to go.
'y Understood, and by no one better thanluy hon. friend the leader of this Hon. Mr. DICKEY-My hon. friend

thoue who ai proved of it. I suggested fails to see the point. I am stating that it
with a view to getting the bill on was in consequence of his not being a mein-

Stage, not that I approvVd of the bill, ber of the committee that he could not get
ecause I made no secret of my opinion, that information, but as I was there and he

Which I declared on previous occasions, that was not, I can tell him who wanted the bill.
a against the principle of the bill alto- If he had come there a month afterwards,

gher. In order that the Governnent he would have seen the paid legal represen-
night have a fair chance for their bill, I tatives of those bodies advocating their
e ggested that hon. gentlemen should not. views before the committee. I made no ob-
t committed to the principle of the bill on jection to it, and no inember of the com-
the second reading. I said so in the mittee made any objection to it, because
Presence of the leader of this House and we were only too happy to get all the infor-
It Was assented to on all hands. If I mation we could, and we gave them a fair

incorrect in that statement, I should hearing, but they were the people who
to have any one say so. The hon. wanted the bill. The people whom this

gentleman from Richmond knows very bill affects were not there and have not been
well that we can make a motion, and carry heard yet. They are getting a hearing now,
t if we have a sufficient number to sup- and I think that hearing will not be stopped

Port us, that the committee rise and thus by the objection that has been made that
kilt the bill altogether. Therefore, it was we cannot discuss the principle of the bill in

extree surprise that I heard the Committee of the Whole.
leader of the House object to any discussion
'l the principle of the bill, when the princi- Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I am very sorry
Pie has never been discussed yet, for the that any remarks I made should have been
b on which I have given. We have this misunderstood, or that I should have forgot-
anl for the first time submitted to us to-day, ten any arrangement in this matter, for I

nd "y hon. friend has candidly stated that had no intention whatever of departing from
an entirely different measurç in princi- any understanding agreed upon at the time

Pie romn the bill that he introduced here. I of the second reading of the bill. But I do
qite agree that this question of the persons still contend that, while all the rights were

iO Who this bill should be made applicable reserved to the discussion of this bill, the
Onle that arises properly and I think only better time under the rules of the House
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would have been to have discussed the prin-
ciple of the bill pure and simple when the
motion was made to go into committee.
That was the time when this whole question
should have been fully discussed.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I quite agree with
the hon. gentleman.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I remember very
well the discussion that took place to which
my hon. friend refers, and that is really what
I meant at the time; whether I was suffi-
ciently explicit in making that explanation
or not, I am not prepared to say. After
what has taken place, I can assure the hon.
gentleman from Amherst that I shall not
take objection even if it is discussed in its
broadest and widest sense in committee.

clause that we take up. The details of the
bill are still before this House as they -were
before the select committee, and after the
chairman has risen and reported the bill,
then those who reserved the right to attack
the principle of the bill can do it on the
third reading, but it would be absurd and
would show that we were not business men
to say that any one who rises to speak in
discussing the details of the bill in Committee
of the Whole may bring up the principle Of
the bill on every clause. The right was re-
served to attack the principle before the
final passing of the measure, and that Was
done with a view to allowing the details In
the Select Committee and in the Committee
of the Whole to pass without the principle
of the bill being introduced and embarass-
ing the proceedings. I think the hon. ge-
tleman who asked that the principle of th

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY--I only rise for bill should not be disposed of at the secofL
the purpose of putting myself right with the reading understood that he reserved th"
committee in having moved this amendment right to oppose the principle at the third
to subsection a of clause 2. My opinion was, reading.
when I made the motion, that the opportun-
ity for making my amendment arose when Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-At the secon
we came to the definition of insolvency. It reading of the bill acommittee was appointed,
was the first opportunity I had in consider- and it was understood that we could th,"
ing this bill. 1 want to have it defined consider the principle of the bill. When
that "insolvent " means a trader, and I we reach the third clause we should define
think this is the proper place to make my what class of people this bill is to applY to.
motion. Clause 3 is an application of this because many of the details of this bill W'

bill. It says it applies to all debtors. If I depend on the classes who are to be affected
succeed in carrying my amendment to sub-.1 by it. Therefore, as early as possible we
section a of clause 2, then clause should determine that point.
3 would have to be amended. I cannot
see that I was compelled to wait until the Hon. 3Mr. PROWSE-It is not my inteR'
House affirmed the principle that an insol- tion to discuss the principle of this bill at
vent meant a debtor before moving my this stage, but I remember very distilctly
amendment to the third clause to say that the understanding that the members of the
it should not be applied to debtors general- Senate were not to be debarred from» dis
ly. I think the proper place for the amend- cu.sing the principle of the bill when they
ment which I have moved is subsection a allowed the second reading to pass without
of clause 2. With respect to this debate. I quite agree with those whO S&Y
question of discussing the principle of a bill that it is not convenient that the prînCiPîl
in committee, I have no hesitation in of the bill should be discussed at every
saying that when the bill was read the clause. A more convenient way would be,
second time there was a reservation after a fair discussion and consideration
that the principle of the bill might the matter, if any member of the Sena-
be discussed subsequently, but after wishes to defeat the measure, to move thaqt
the second reading and the reference of the committee rise without reporting. Thle
the bill to a select committee, when that will bring the whole question up before the
committee reports the bill back to the House committee or it can be done at the thir
it is too late to discuss the principle. While i reading of the bill if it ever goes that far.
the details of the bill may be discussed in For my own part, I feel inclined to OPPe.
Committee of the Whole, the principle of the bill. At the same time, I should like tO

the bill should not be debated on every hear it discussed further before naking "
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7tY Mind. If there is the same diversity of
oPilion in the Senate that there was in the
%olnmittee, it will not be long before we be-
C<>omse convinced that there are not two mem-
bers of the Senate who agree upon the de-
ails of the bill. I attended several meet-
't 'gs of the committee and I have yet to
earn that any two gentlemen were agreed

UPon the details of the measure, and the
14Ore fully we discuss the question here the
41re decidedly will it be made apparent that
'a ilsolvent law is needed in this country.

T~T -

of insolvency occurs, you cannot tell how
you are to be dealt with'. In the part of
the country from which the hon. gentleman
comes, it is almost an accepted conclusion in
a case of insolvency, you get literally noth-
ing. We want a law that will govern this
question from ocean to ocean. The business
men of Canada ask for this legislation and
they deserve at our hands the most careful
consideration.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
from Milton appears to labour under a de-
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hzo Mr. DEVER-I understood that lusion with respect to this paragraph a.the °}'Oe u se gave authority to the committee The hon. gentleman said it was objection-
deal with the Insolvency Bill. That very able because this paragraph says "insolvent"
t shows that this House was in favour means a " debtor," and the hon. gentleman
an Insolvency Bill, otherwise they would says : "I do not want the bill to apply to

'Ot have authorized the committee to spend debtors, I want it to apply only to traders,"
three Weeks discussing it and bring before but a few words further on there is a defini-theua representatives from ail the commer- tion of what an insolvent means. It is aeIal bodies in Canada-they would not have " person in reference to whom or to whose
Aone to s0 much trouble if they intended to estate a receiving order has been madeb troy the labour put on this very valuable under this Act." Now, on whose estate

HRowever, if a number of gentlemen can a receiving order be made? We have
to defeat the bill, I have no objection, to go to clause three to see, and the

t'ugh 1 feel that it is a great loss of labour hon. gentleman from Milton must see
r the long time that has been spent in that the proper place for his aniendment is

le ecting, this bill and the expense that gen- clause three which says: "This Act applies
en have been put to in coming to Ot- to ail debtors, &c." As I understand, the

thea to give their opinions with respect to hon. gentleman from Milton wishes it to
mûeasure. apply to a limited class of debtors, and that

is the place to make the amendment. With
s"r-n. Mr. SANFORD--I was verygreatly respect to the principle of the bill, I wish togen !Prsed at the remark made by the hon. say one word. While it may be open to

ieIlt'enan from Amherst. He asks who is members to discuss the principle of the bill
a4terested in securing this Insolvency Bill in committee, it would be a highly objection-

behe refers to those who occupied the backi able proceeding that the principle should be
aire .s in the committee room. Well, who discussed several times in committee ; but I
th nterested in this Insolvency Bill? Are put this to the hon. leader of the House-
Ill awyers alone interested? No, the bus- suppose that when we come to clause three

is en of the country require it, and it the bill is given an application which is dis-

rf thesPonse to an urgent appeal on behalf tasteful to the majority of the members of
e business men that you are called this House, it is in the power then of any

e).n to deal with this measure. It is a hon. member to move that the committee rise,
loig necessity from one end of the Domin- and that puts an end to the bill. Those who
of th the other to-day. The business men are opposed to going further with the bill

country say " let us have an Insol- can have their way if they are in the major-
thi"Y Law and they very kindly, and I 'ity. Their opinions may be as wide as the
th very considerately too, have sent rep- poles apart. There are some hon. gentlemen
aytatives, before the committee to give who seem to think that the main object of

t4 information that might be asked for the bill is to provide that the farmer may
Or ey siJmply volunteered that information. have an opportunity of going into insolvency
that osition to-day, as business men, is this, of his own accord, without being put into it.
Siu the lmost every section of this Domini- There are others who think farmers should
lri the laws bearing on insolvency differ not go into insolvency at al]. If clausethe laws of other sections. If a case three is objectionable to the majority of the



House, it is just as well that' the committee of the mercantile community in England
should rise and waste no more time over the that an Act of this kind should be passed,
bill. in order that they may know where they

stand. At present there are different l'WS
Hon. Mr. McKAY-While I am opposed in different sections of the country, and the

to the bill I am decidedly averse to killing mercantile community of England do flot
a measure in committee. It is an unmanly know where they are. I do not want tO
way of killing a bill. When it comes to deal with the general principle of the bill at
the third reading I shall vote against it, the present time, I want to speak of details,
but I am opposed to moving that the coin- and this is a detail on which we may dif'er,
mittee rise. I want the bill to applv to traders on1ly'

What I want you to eliminate from it jf

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It seems strange every possible way, is the farmer. If the
that after some 30 hon. gentlemen have farmer leaves his occupation, of farning and
been sitting on this bill for the last month becomes a trader, he comes under the Act,
to come now and say that the general but not otherwise ; the legitimate farier
principle of the measure is incorrect. I can- does not require the Act. He should nOt
not understand a position of that kind, for give credit, and he will be the happiest 1"8a
the principle of the bill was affirmed at its in the world if you exclude him from' the
secon I reading. I could understand the di- operation of the bankruptcy law. I haV
versity of opinion on the details, but I cai- had some experience of it, and 1 knoW -hat
not understand how a member of that con- the circumstances are; I have talked with
muittee can say now that the principle of a great many farmers in this part of the
the measure is not correct. I have taken country and they unanimously agree that
strong ground from the beginning that the they do not want such an Act at al
Act should not apply to farmers, and I stick If we can agree on the question mooted b5
to it yet. I do not think that farmers will the hon. gentleman from Milton, let us doit
take advantage of it, or that they require it. and say that farmers shall not be include'
We pride ourselves on the position that our among those who are to be affected by the
farmers occupy, and I do not think it is in bill; then let us see if we can make it in the
their interest that this bill should be made interest of all who are to be affected by t
applicable to them at all. If you say that That is a simple matter and I see no necessity
this bill shall apply to traders and exclude of wasting time over it. We have made
farmers, will it not do all that you require, our minds as to what is right and wron
unless you want to go further and carry out The bill is improved compared with the co'
the view of some hon. gentlemen that dition in which it was when introduced. .t

farmers should have the privilege (if privi- believe the country at large will considel*
lege it be considered) of going iito the a good bill and will give the Senate e
bankruptcy court themselves? That is the for having passed it.
debatable point. I took strong grounds Y
agrainst that at the beginning, and I take Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Probablya
strong grounds against it now. I do not will be as well to let clause 2 stand for
want farmers to be included under the pro- time and discuss a great many other Wat the
visions of this bill. I am not op- which will make the bill effective. 1 h
posed to the general principle of the meantime, to supplement what I said befof
bill. If I were I would not have sat I will just make this motion which I ti'
upon the committee or assisted in my would have a tendency to test the question
humble way to make the bill as perfect as that lias arisen. I move :
possible. I believe the bill is required in aded.
the interest of the commercial community, Tha tde p
and if you do not pass it now you will find th e i
a hue and cry throughout the length and That heaves the question open for the
breadth of the country, as far as its coin- mittee to define what a trader is, and il
mercial interests are concerned, which will be definition we shah take in ail those whO
injurious to the prosperity of the Dominion. to be entitled to core under the
That is my opinion, and I speak by the book. of the measure. To ny mmd that wile
I know there is a strong feeling on the part this whole question.
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1n. 'Mr. MILLER-That might be
Oved in amendment to a clause.

110. Mr. McKINDSEY-While we are
Coammittee we can define what the terrn

trader " shall include.

lon. Mr. McCALLJM-If we exclude
the farmiers now, I do not see how we are

go1 to take them in again. I would move,
a far as I am concerned, that the Act shall
rlot apply to anybody.

ion. Mr. McKINDSEY-I said before
tht e was not in favour of farmers being in-

ludet in this bill. I take that ground froin
% Personal knowledge of the fact that the
farrers do not want it, but if it is consider-
that the discussion before the committee
that they are traders to a certain extent,

aa define the word " trader" and draw
1 the farmer if you please.

"On. Mr. MTLLER-I see a difficulty in
he notion. The hon. gentleman wishes to
ole that the operation of the bill be con-
fed to traders only, and to test the sense

of the committee by such a motion. I am
afraid that motion will not test the sense of
the comittee. For instance, I do not knowow [ny hon. friend will vote on that motion.

e is Opposed to an Insolvency Bill alto-
gether. lie would like to vote to strike out the

amers, but if he votes for that he will ap-
ove Of the principle of an Insolvency Bill.

Tere may be many others who are in the
th 0Q position-who may not wish to commit

easelves to the principle of insolvency as
Pheable to any class whatever. I think
e leader of the House had better suggest

aoie means by which the sense of the com-
te could be taken upon the classes to

Whom the bill should refer.

1n.Mr. McKINDSEY-That will come
rwards on the definition of the word

rader" Take the whole bill, " this Act
t%é frs to traders as hereinafter defined, and

eddrs including the several classes mention-
o' Now, what I say is that in the definition
?f the Word "trader" you can include these
frst the sane as afterwards, and, as in therst bill, you can include the farmer in the
eFlution I have proposed.

the on. Mr. SCOTT-I should like to ask
be on. gentleman if lie proposes to be,

by the full effect of his motion ? If

so I shall support it. If he limits this bill
to traders only I am with him, but if after-
wards we are to allow the farmer to come
in, making it optional with him to become
insolvent, I am opposed to the principle
altogether. That is the stand 1 took at the
second reading of the bill. I said if you
wish to avoid the difficulties take the English
Act, which applies to all persons. If the
House agrees to, limit it to traders altogether,
I am with the bill.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-I do not like'
to see the word "trader" applied, inasmuch
as there are a great many who have gone into
speculations and have become deeply involv-
ed to whom the Act would not apply. If the
bankruptcy law applies only to traders, such
people are not traders, and will not be con-
sidered traders before the court. These
people must either live under the hardship
of their indebtedness or leave the country
altogether. Now I consider the use of that
word will not do what we expect this bill to
accomplish ; it will not be a relief to our
people generally. There are many syndicates
composed of people whose names are not
mentioned at all who are heavily in debt.
Those men will not be relieved by this bill.
The word " trader " will keep those men out
of the bankruptcy court, and they must
eventually either make up their minds to
remain under that, hardship or go to some
other country to live. I think the word
"trader " ought not to be used. Although
I have great respect for the hon. gentleman
from Milton, I cannot agree with him on
that. I think " debtor " will give much more
relief and will be a better word to apply in
the bill.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I should like to say
that I think my hon. friend has perhaps not
looked into the previous legislation on insol-
vency when lie expresses so strong a dislike
to the word "trader." It is the word that
is used in almost all the Insolvency Acts.
For example, the first Act we had in this
country was in 1869, and the first clause of
it was: "This Act shall apply to traders
only." In 1875 it was found that the word
" trader " would only include individuals,
and therefore it was extended in this way:
" This Act shall only apply to traders, trad-
ing corporations and companies," so as to in-
clude the individuals who went into com-
panies and thought to escape liability in that
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way, but that was ail. Both bills excluded
farmers, graziers and ail these other people,
and this bill for the first time includes every-
body f rom the highest to the lowest.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-Debtors, yes,
and so it should include ail kinds.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I would suggest
in the first place to my hon. friend that both
these clauses stand until we go into com-
mittee again, and that he could then con-
sider the proper wording of any amendment
which it is proposed to make to this por-
tion of the bill. I do not exactly agree with
my hon. friend from Richmond. I have
often seen this occur, that members of Par-
liament or members of the Senate may be
opposed to the general principle of a measure,
but still amend it as far as they can to make
it as innocuous and harmless as possible in its
details, without being at al inconsistent
with their attitude towards the Act. That
is the view I take of the position of a mem-
ber who is opposed to the general principles of
any measure which may come before Parlia-
ment. The amended motion by the hon.
member from Milton simply means this,
that the operation of the bill shall be con-
fined to traders only. If that carries, then
it will be necessary to define what traders
are, and that clause must be drafted in the
plainest possible language, and if farmers
are not included in that intrepretation, then
it will not apply. If, however, we should de-
clare by a voteof the House that a farmer is a
trader within the meaning of the Insolvency
Act, then he will be included in it as a
trader. In the Act to which the hon. gen
tleman from Amherst referred there was a
plain definition of what should be considered
.a trader within the Insolvency Act, and
then there was another clause declaring who
should not be considered traders, and among
that class was the farmer. I make this sug-
gestion in order to have it clearly before the
House that the motion of the hon. gentle-
man f rom Milton should be that the
operations of the Act should be
confined to traders, and who traders
shall be understood to be. Then go on
and adopt the clause if you please that was
in the original Act, defining what a trader
was, or without changing the word trader,
leave the bill as it is and declare that it
should be confined to debtors, but that the
debtors shall be, as was explained in the

clause originally in the bill. That séems to
me to be the practical way of arriving at a
solution of this question. I need not say to
the gentlemen with whom I discussed this
matter individually before, that I ai In
favour of the original bill, so far as the two
clauses are concerned. Mv hon. friend fron0
Toronto is in favour of the bill, as originallY
introduced, that is. that it shall apply to al
classes, adopting the principle which we find
in the English Act, including ail classes,
farmers, traders or whoever they may be.
We can do that, or we can go back to the
principle of the Insolvency Acts of 1869
and 1875, and confine its operations to
traders, define what traders are, and declare
that any one else outside of that definition
shall not take advantage of the Insolvency
Act or be put into insolvency. That I take to
be the opinion of my hon. friend from Mi.-
ton, and I regret to have to believe it is
the opinion of the majority of this Senate.
I think it would be better if he would a-
cept my suggestion, and, after this discus-
sion, and a night's sleep, arrange a clause
that would not interfere with the wording
of the bill to any very great extent, but
afflirm the principle, if it be the wish of the
Senate, and in making the motion that it be
confined to traders, at the same time define
what traders are. If he would do that, think
the next time we go into committee we could
approach the subject much more intelligentlY
and arrive at a conclusion much more quickly-

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The difiicultY 1
have in this matter is this : If the course
recommended by the leader of the HouSe be
adopted and the motion which he has -'g
gested to the hon. member from MiltOU be
placed before the committee, those geitl9
men who are opposed to any Act of Insol'
vency will be placed in a false position an
will not have an opportunity of expressîi1n
their views, and cannot vote one wayOt
the other. The same difficulty will exist
with regard to any affirmative motion 1
connection with the clause. I think Yo0

can only get at the clear opinion Of the
committee by a negative motion, and
simple negative motion, would vey
easily decide the sense of the committee i
regard to farmers. I would leave it to ray
hon. friend to propose that this bill sha
not apply to farmers and we W

get that point settled at once ad
know where we are with regard t"
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very important part of the discussion.
Anl affirmative motion compels those who
are opposed to any Insolvency Act not to
Vote at ail, because neither side of the
question will be in accordance with their
views; but a negative proposition, to say
that any class shall not be included in the
hill, will enable every one to vote according
to his conviction.

lion. Mr. POWER.-As we have spent
considerable portion of this afternoon in

iscussing this matter, and as I think ail
have their minds made up, it would be just
aSWell before six o'clock to take the sense of
the Committee on this question as to whether
the bill shall apply to classes other than
traders. I know it is not regular to refer to
What takes place in a committee, but J may
te excused if I do refer to what happened
there. The committee by a vote of nearly
t( to one decided that the bill should not
Pply to classes other than traders; and then

was thought, in order to get the bill
before the House in the way most pleasing tocertainhon. gentlemen,we shouldletthe vote
be taken in the House. Everybody under-
Stands the question and we might as well
have that matter settled to-day. The hon.
ýernber for Milton will excuse me for saying

h, but 1 think if he had not interposed withh19 arnendment to the 2nd clause we should
by this time have had a division on the 3rd
tlause and have had the question settled.

1on. Mr. MILLER-J shall move that
this bill shall not apply to farmers.

"On. Sir FRANK SMITH-Either
11akùig ilisolvency voluntary or otherwise ?

lion. Mr. MILLER-In any way.

lion. Sir FR ANK SMITH-Why should
You do that ? The farmers were excluded
b ietofore but we are bringing in a general

now. We know there is hardship in our
untry owing to the speculations of our

the years, and why should you not bring inthe faimers ? There are hundreds of
farers who have gone into speculations,fr the sake of their sons perhaps, and they

aXiig8, certain amount on their farms. They
8ht be able to stay here and make Can-

ada their honte if they were relieved in
relie way by this bill, which is intended to
deleve the majority of our people. If' youot bring the farmer in, and if he is so

in debt that lie must sell his farn, he may
have nothing left and go away to some
other country to make a home for himself
agan.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Our farmers
are not in that state.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-Why not
leave it "debtor " 'I tell you, hon. gentlemen,
a great hardship will be inflicted upon a large
portion of our people if you confine it to the
trader ; I am satisfied of that. J am satis-
fied as to the broker and the speculator, but
others that we know nothing about are
heavily in debt, and will not be included in
this bill; and if you limit this Act to certain
classes and exclude the majority of our peo-
ple who have unfortunately got into debt,
you are going to stultify everything that you
have intended heretofore, and you leave a
large portion of the people who will never be
relieved. The intention was otherwise when
you commenced this bankruptcy law. The
intention was to say " debtor," but you
have so many minds working on it that you
have mixed up matters, and now you want
to strike out the farmers and confine it to
traders. As far as I am concerned-and J
know a .good deal of the hardships of our
country at the present day-I shall never
vote for the bill in that shape.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I am sorry my
hon. friend has stated that our farmers are
in this depressed condition. J do not be-
lieve that my hon. friend believes that any
class in this country is in that bankrupt con-
dition which he represents the farmers to be
in. What we require is legislation provid-
ing against preferential assignments, and pro-
viding for the equitable distribution of the
estates of traders. I do not believe that
the farmers are in the condition which the
hon. gentleman has pictured. I know that
in Nova Scotia the farmers do not under-
stand why this bill should come into opera-
tion at ail. They do not want to come under
it ; it is destroying their credit and ruining
their credit ail through the country, and
they are declaring by letters that J have
had f rom many of them, and by meetings
called to discuss the question that they do
not want the bill.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I do not agree
with the hon. member from Toronto. He
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tells us that the farmers in many parts of
the country have gone into debt to help their
sons, and if we do not pass this Insolvency
Act to allow them to take advantage of the
bankruptcy law they will leave the country.
If they pay 66 cents on the dollar-which
they must do before they can get any release
-and pay all the expenses, what will the
farmer have left.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-We will
change that when it gets that far; we will
alter that 66 cents provision.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I take the bill
as it is before the House.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-We will try
and reduce it to 50 cents.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Then if
farmer pays 50 cents on the dollar and
expenses, lie is able to pay in full.

the
the

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-He can pay
50 cents better than 66î cents.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-My hon. friend
altered the motion to exclude the farmers.
I am opposed to insolvency altogether, know-
ing as I do that it is against the interests
of the people of this country; and what am
I going to do? If I vote to exclude the
farmers, I suppose I am going as far as I
can. I will vote to exclude the farmers and
afterwards vote to exclude the others.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-In view of the
difference of opinion existing between the
members of the Senate on the motion which
I made, and being assured, as I am, that
every hon. gentleman in this House is de-
sirous of having this bill a perfect one irre-
spective of any feeling in this matter, and
as it is-almost six o'clock, I feel disposed to
withdraw my motion in order to bring in to-
morrow probably a more comprehensive
amendment to this bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I will withdraw
my motion also.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The effect of that

policy will be that, after having spent about
an hour and a lialf to-day discussing the
question, we will probably spend the same
amount of time on it to-morrow. We had
better settle this one point this afternoon.

At any rate, I shall move this resolution to
be submitted to the committee:

This Act shall not apply to any persons other
than traders as hereinafter defined.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON-Before a vote
is taken on this question, I want to say twO
or three words with regard to including
farmers under the provisions of the bill. I
have listened very attentively to the remarks
made by hon. gentlemen (and there have
been many of them), on the subject of ex-
cluding farmers fron the operation of this
bill. If I am any judge at all, my conclu-
sion is that the arguments which they have
been using against including farmers in thé
operation of an Insolvency Act are very
strong arguments against an Insolvency Act
at all, because they have drawn no distinc-
tion or difference between farmers and
traders that I can see. Why should not a
farmer, who has suffered from bad crops,
and losses through endorsing for his friends
perhaps, or in buying or selling cattle as
farmers in this country are obliged to do in
the methods of farming which now prevail,
and which must prevail in the future, be
allowed to come under the Act? Why should
farmers who, in the legitimate pursuit of their
business as farmers, have got into debt
through losses they cannot avoid, not be al-
lowed to come in and get relief just the same
as traders? If a farmer who suffers in this
way f rom loss in the management of his busi-
ness is to have no relief, while it is a gain to
others, I must say there is very poor hoPe
and encouragement to hold out for the
farming classes. The hon. gentleman has
spoken of the hopeful nature of farmers.
Well, if we do not give farmers the relief
which we are going to extend to coffee-house
keepers,to keepers of saloons, and to a great
many others, even to wharfingers, to a class
comprising a very large number of calling'
I must say we are going to pass a very one-
sided measure indeed. I would not perhaPs
oppose that view so very strongly if there
were some way of holding the bill down s'

that it would apply to some narrow class
traders. If that were possible I would not
want farmers to come in more than others,
such as coffee-house keepers, saloon keepers
and keepers of livery stables; but if we are
going to make the. bill so comprehensie
that it will include all these people, and if
you are going, as the hon. gentleman froma
Richmond proposes, just to leave farmers
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out, I think a very great mistake men representing farmers, although they may
will be made. Hon. gentlemen laid stress be excellent representatives, that when ques-
on the fact that the farmers have not asked tions come up affecting the farmer and the
for this measure. I do not think traders commercial man, in the words of the old
generally have asked for either. The request
for the bill has come largely from wholesale
men and f rom the banking institutions of the
country. A request has come from these
people, and not so much from traders gen-
erally, and I dare say that the greatest
anxiety to pass the bill is in the interest of
this larger class of traders who will have the
power under it of putting the smaller tra-
ders who deal with them into insolvency.
But with regard to farmers. they are a class
who are not able to come before Parliament
or a committee of Parliament, as bankers
have been able to do with their organiza-
tion. The bankers have their president,
and the president of the banking associa-
tion of Canada came before us to represent
their views. We had also solicitors repre-
senting these institutions. We had repre-
sentatives of the boards of trade, and very
Properly-I find no fault at all with them
for coming-but farmers do not possess any
organization of that nature which would
enable them to come before us and press
their views.

Hon. Mr. POWER.-What about the
Patrons of Industry ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON.-I dare say it
will be found that the Patrons of Industry
is an organization which is more political
than agricultural or commercial in its aims
and objects. The ground J take is this, that
farmers have not been able to come to Parlia-
ment and present their special views in rela-
tion to this matter as the wholesale mer-
chants, and bankers, and boards of trade, and
such interests have. The only way in which
their voices can be heard is through théir
representatives in this House and the House
of Commons ; and their voices may not be
heard a bit too powerfully in either branch of
Parliament, fo. it is observed that commer-
cial men and professional men through the
Ineans of their education and their influence
and their intercourse with people, are much
abler to find their way into Parliament than
farmers, and consequently in representing
farrming constituencies it will be found that
a great many of the representatives are çom-
Illercial and professional men. I would ven-
ture the opinion with regard to these gentle-

33

513

song, it will be found that their

" Heart 's in the highland wherever they go"

And it will be found that if the interests of
farmers clash with the interests of commercial
men,they will lean a little more strongly to the
commercial side of the question. I wish to
put my views on record on this subject. I
am not very strongly in favour of an In-
solvency Act. My only reason for support-
ing a bill at all would be that I think it is a
pity that in this great Dominion of ours we
cannot have a uniform law relating to trade
and commerce. I think it is desirable,
other things being equal, that we should get
uniformity in our commercial law, so that
merchants trading with their customers in
any part of Canada would find that the same
laws would govern transactions between them.
It would simply make freer and safer trade.
I am so far in favour of having unifornity in
our commercial laws in relation to insol-
vency, but if that uniformity cannot be
got unless by what looks somewhat like
class legislation, by putting in some classes
and leaving others out who are entitled to
the same relief, I would be inclined to go
against it altogether.

Hon. Mr. REESOR moved that the com-
mittee rise, report progress and ask leave
to sit again.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. READ, from the committee,
reported progress and asked leave to sit
agan.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (78) "An Act to incorporate the
Metis, Matane and Gaspé Railway Com-
pany."-(Mr. Pelletier.)

Bill (59) "An Act respecting the Mont-
real Island Belt Line Railway Company."
-(Mr. Bellerose.)

The Senate adjourned at 6.05.
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THE SENATE. the circumstances in connection with this
matter? A report was made by the mnajority

Ottan-a, Wednesday, 13th June, 189/4. of the committee recommending the granting
of a bill of divorce in the case. A minority

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three report, signed by one member of the com-
o'clock. mittee, was also made to the House. Both

reports were before the House, and both were
Prayers and routine proceedings. discussed, it is true, at the same time. There

was, with regard to the minority report, a
DILLON DIVORCE BILL. definite decision rejecting the report. I was

MOO not present at the vote. I have never yet
voted on any of these divorce bills, but

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved: according to the minutes there was a vote
on the minority eottnamutt t

That the Fourteenth Report of the Standing rej io report tanta ount to itS
Comnittee on I)1reo Âi()ittld re ection. Ther-e wvas aiso a vote for theComittte onDivorce on Bill (T) initituled . .
"An Act for the relief of James St. George rejection of the majority report. It is tiue
Dillon," he taken in consideration by the Senate the discussion of both these reports vas
to-day. entertained at the same time, but it was

He said : This motion was put on the impossible to decide thei both by one vote.
Order paper on Monday and allowed to Ther distinct propositions before
stand till to-day. It is merely to restore the bouse and they were deait with as such
this bill to the Order paper. If it is re- w'hen we came to the vote. That appears
stored to-day it will go to the foot of the to me to le 50 clear that I do not under-
list and be considered when it is reached. It stitn o the a sibit of afly
cannot be considered until that is done. n t

quite comipetent foir any lion. gent lman
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I wish to draw the interested in the minority report to

attention of the House to the fact that nake a motion simular to that which has
perapsthi noiceisnot quite sufficient. l)een submitted by miv hion. friend fron,

perhaps this notice is ntqiesñcet
You will all recollect that there were two Rideau, and hav the reconsideratjol
reports made upon this subject, one by the of that report also that is, if the mO-

majority and one by the minoîity of the tion Were of the saie character as the
Divorce Committee, and that it was also motion made in connection with the majorit'Y
agreed that in dealing with the one we report. Now, with regard to the reguiaritY
should deal at the sane time with the other.
It is impossible to properly consider this question solely with the view to see tInt the
majority report without it being accom- p n of tn Hous ar
panied by the minority report, and I think cause, as I said just now, 1 do n t
the hon. member for Rideau Division in these questions and do not inten( to vote
moving to restore the matter to the Order on the nerits of the bil, but îny
paper, should have brought the whole interest is that the proceedings of the
of it back and not merely one portion. House may be regular, and that we nuaY
Conseq.uently, I think the House might fot have upon our minutes anything th't
consider that the motion is not exactly would bring us into ridicule wit regar
what it should have been, to do justice to our knowledge of parliamentary ractice.
the case ; and, this present motion being ir-
regular in so far as it is impossible for the at page 296 of the minutes of proceedile
House to deal fairly with the case, the of th e moveon a cra ocSd;
question might be dropped and notice of that themaity epote ow aoTe
a new motion, dealing with the question as
it came before the House on a previous oc- question now is, can the matter be broughtipiagan before the bouse for consideratio

this session? There is no doubt ith ca

How. Mr. MILLER-I cannot agree with cause the vote on Mr. Gowans notion pr

to met b o la thatIdontuer

y son. friend in the position which oe was preciseiv similar to a vote on a motion a
assumed, which I say, with ail deference to a bi be now read the first, second, or this
him, is a most extraordinary one. What are time, which, if negatived, merely mean that

beensubitte byMyhnfredro
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the bill shall not be then read at the time
of the motion the first, second or third time.
Therefore, the only decision which this
louse has come to with regard to this
mnajority report is that it should not be read
upon the occasion upon which it was pre-
sented to the House. It is open now to my
lion. friend to make the motion, whiclh
he lias done, and place it upon the
orders for a subsequent reading. I must
say that the other day, when I heard
his motion read, J was under the impression
that it was his intention to move on this day
for the further consideration of the report
Witlout first getting it on the orders, and I
Conceived then that he was pursuing a course
which was not regular, but when J came to
look more closely into his motion I found it
Was to place the report upon the orders and
the consequence is, if you pass this motion,
it will go at the foot of the orders of
to-day. I think he muight have taken
some subsequent day, and lad lie done so
the object of the motion would have been
fllore clear to the House generally, because
I have heard it said that because he has not
1iioved to put the report on the orders for a
certain day, his motion is not sufficient,
if not altogether irregular. It would be as
absurd to make such a motion as that, as it
Would be, in the case of a bill which had
been rejected on a similar noion on the
second reading, to say that it should be read
a second time on such and such a day, and
that it should be placed upon the Orders of
the Day. Hon. gentlemen will see how un-
11ecessary that would be. It is quite sufficient
t'O ove that it shall be read the second
timie, without adding to the motion that it
be put on the Orders of the Day for that
reading. There is nothing whatever irregular,
that I can see, in its adoption. I certainly do
not agree with my hon. friend on my left
(Mr. Angers) that there is any irregularity
la the motion which the bon. member for
Rideau bas put on the paper.

lon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-How
often can a report of this kind be recom-
Iiitted ? If once, why not any number of
t1ines and continue the discussion for many
days.

lion. Mr. MILLER-It can be brought
"P in this House as often as it is presented
to the louse under similar terms and condi-
tions. If it was the desire of the majority
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of the House-and that is what those inter-
ested in the motion should have done but
neglected to do-if it was the desire of the
majority who were opposed to the report to
get clear of it for the session, their simple
course was to move that it be not considered
then but that it be considered tlhat day six
months. That would have put an end to it
for the session.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I quite agree with the
hon. gentleman in the illustration he lias
given. But that word " now " is not in this
report.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-It is in the motion
made at page 296.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is the motion
for the adoption of the report.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-That is the motion
that it is desired to get on the minutes again.
The motion was that the report be now
adopted. That was passed in the negative
and if there is a majority desirous of placing
it on the minutes it can be placed on the
minutes again.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I agree with the
doctrine laid down by the hon. gentleman
from Richmond, that this report can be
considered again, from the very fact that
when the hon. gentleman from Barrie moved
he did not move the right motion but moved
in a manner that allows the case to be
brought up again. The proper and usual
motion should be that the report be con-
curred in. Instead of that, unfortunately
it was made verbally, and the minutes read
that, "the report of the majority be adopted
now."

Hon. Mr. MILLER-There are the min-
utes to show it.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The minutes are in
that sense. The motion should have been
that the report be concurred in. Then, if
being voted down, it could never have come
up again during the same session. It could
only be dealt with on a future occasion when
another bill would be brought in. The
hon. gentleman stated that the min-
ority report had been rejected. No
such proceeding was adopted by the
House. The minority report was never
rejected. There was never a motion made
to have it accepted. There was an amend-
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ment proposed to this House which indi- fot wish to place the question improperly
rectly referred to this minority report. The before the House. 1 arn satisfied that it is
amendment wasto the effect that the najority an omission, and that is vhy I ask bis con-
report be not concurred in but that the said sent and approval in the matter, and I say
report be sent'back to the Committee on perhaps it would be better that he should
Divorce with theminority report and that the drop this notice now and give a notice 011
question recited in that amendment be some other day which will bring the case
put and all further questions pertinent to the before the Senate in a fair and square man-
premises. That was not rejeeting the ner. Let us drop it for to-day. There is
minority report. The House was never lots of time before us yet, because it is in-
called on to accept or reject the minority sinuated on many occasions that we are
report. be here until September, and if so we shah

have ample time to consider the question.
Hon. Mb. MILLER-Dit s not the motion i

refer to the report, and virtually defeat it on. ,Mr. anLLER- did not think,

He. til w heard the bon. Minister of Agi iul-

infer from the fact that the motion was not ture, that bis case was really so weak as ot

accepted that the minority report was ac- is o what are the facts? The friends

cepted or rejected. The flouse neyer dealt' of thinority report have dropped it.
with it at all. That is my point. I do flot Hon. 'Mr. ANGERS-Oh no.
dispute the right to bring up the question
again. It is accordingb to all the rules laid Hon. r. aILLER-It is dropped fron
down that when the flouse decides that a the minutes. They made no attempt tO
question shall not be disposed of now, it can tke a vote in the fouse upon it ais the
be brought up at any further day during cdroing fterpr s os vnta

th sinuatedionsession, but what t dispute e t
tat teraie vote of the louse against it. Under an

v circumstances consider the case is eaker
that, after the Louse had given the order from the fact that the minority report had
that the rajority report and the minorty been completely dropped by its friends and
report be consolidated for the purpose of no attempras heen made to continue it O
consideration, this notice does wnot in- the Order of the Day. There were td
clude the two reports. w distinort r epprts ot hame spet comit. g

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The minutes show
nothing of consolidation.

Hon. Mr ANGERS-There was not an
order on the paper, but there was an agree-
ment in the House which nobody disputed
that when we considered the majority report
we should also consider the minority report,
and at the request of the hon. gentleman from
De Lanaudiére it was agreed that both re-
ports should be considered together. My
objection is not a technical one, but it is one
that goes to show that the hon. member for
Rideau division, in moving to consider the
majority report, has not put the House in a
position to deal fully and clearly with the
question which is to be considered-that he
should have also when moving to bring up
the najority report, moved to bring up its
incident, the minority report, because the
House cannot be properly informed about
the case which it is to decide upon without
having both reports before it. I know that
the hon. member for Rideau division does

from the same committee at the same tile,
and while an understanding to discuss thell
together may have been quite in accordance
with the parliamentary rules, I don't se"
how they could have been consolidated-
How you could vote yea or nay at the samie
time, is a thing I cannot understand. Ones
a direct affirmative proposition,the other is a
direct negative proposition. That you ca'
unite those two, the negative proposition and
the affirmative proposition, and vote upoib
them as one proposition as something which
transcends my powers of comprehensi0l-
Besides, if any agreement made to consider
the two reports together were regular, it
could only refer to the motions when before
the House. The present motion is a ne'
departure and cannot be clogged by any
agreement on the previous motions. 1
think the motion is quite sufficient and
regular, and we had better get rid of the
question as it is now before us, and be (10n
with it. It has occupied more time thani it
should already, and even if we stay here
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until Christmas, it is unnecessary to throw in this House. I intend to vote that the
away so much time on a question which is matter be restored to the orders. The case
flot deserving of our attention, to the exclu- of the hon. gentleman from Quebec cannot
sion of our more important legislative duties. be so strong as he thought when he had to

admit that there was some difference of
Hon. MNlr. MASSON-It was not only opinion, and that the proper motion was

understood between the menbers of the not made. If that be the case, then
'ouse that the two questions were to be allow the motion to be amended and
considered as one to ail intents and purposes, let us have the bill disposed of now.
but if vou will refer to page 334 of the lon. Mr. BELLEROSE-It was I who
Minutes of Proceedings you will tind an ex- .o Mr B E e was I h
ception made to the usual rule. The second raised the question as to the minority re-
order is to resuimie the further adjourned de- port, and it is I who asked that the two be

bate on the motion of Mr. Gowan, and the made one item on the Orders of the Day.
phrase finishes " and the consideration of What was the reason? It was because if the

the nminority report, etc." It is put in our report of the minority were not discussed

Own minutes. It was not merely a tacit along with the other, it would preclude

understanding, but an order given to members in the course of the debate from
the Clerk, with the authority of the House, referring to what had passed in the com-
that the two motions were to be considered mittee. Every iember of this House knows
as one-not as a question of courtesy to any- that you cannot refer to what has passed

body, but as a question of right, and the in a committee, and that is why I asked
Proof of it is that an exception is made in that the minority report be taken up with the

the form of giving the notice. It proves other. Now, if it was right that the House
that the two the otbe. c idroes should order the two reports to be made one,clearly thtteto'are to 1)e considereti as i hr o h an esnt-awe

One, and I am surprised at the hon. gentle- is there not the same reason to-day, when
Iman from Richmond finding fault with the you have to discuss the saime question over
Minister of Agriculture for the views le has agan, to have the report of the minority
expressed on this question. I should con- accompany the majority report? The argu-
Sider the question was not fairly put before ment of the hon. member from Mille Isles
the bouse if both reoorts were not restored is very good, because the Minutes show that
to the orders. There is no reason why we the House ordered the two reports to be
should not consider the two together when considered together; but even if they did
it was understood that we should from the not, it is only necessary to show that the
first. minority report must be put before the House

.ion. Sir FRANK SMITH-This is first
time since I entered the House that I have
had anything to say on matters of this kind.
It is not my intention to vote for this bill of
divorce, but fron the efforts that I see in
this iouse to shut the gates of this court
against certain subjects of Her Majesty, I
think it is my duty to enable them if it is
il my power to have their bill disposed of
Oh the present occasion. As a inember of a
church that does not approve of divorce I
have ho right to take any part whatever in
the settlenent of such affairs. When peo-
Ple comle to this court to ask for a divorce
n0 question should be put to them to ascer-
tain to what persuasion they belong. It is
a court for the general benefit of the sub-
jects of Her Majesty, and I for one, while
flot approving of divorce, will not sit here
and deprive a man who is seeking for tCis
relief of any fair-play that he is entitled to

in order to properly discuss the whole matter
that arose in the committee, a portion of
which is narrated- in the report of the major-
ity and a portion in the report of the min-
ority. I submit that the Minister of Agri-
culture was perfectly right, although I might
say I did not think of raising the question
myself, but since it has been raised we have
to discuss the question as it stands. If we
decide against his contention we will decide
contrary to what we have been doing hereto-
fore.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Technically and
strictly the hon. mnember from Richmond is
correct, but we do not rely very strongly on
technicalities in this House, and the hon.
member for Rideau would be certainly doing
nothing but an act of ordinary courtesy in
complying with the request of the hon.
Minister of Agriculture so that the whole
subject might come up before the House at
the saine time.

517



[SENATE]

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That is the ground ration. From mîy conversation with him I
of my request. understood that that was his intention, and

that it was the wish of the House. Further
Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman than that, when the debate came up on

did not claim this as a right, but asked it as these motions and the hon. member from
a courtesy f rom the hon. inember for Rideau, Barrie had made his speech, the very first
and I shall be surprised if the hon. gentle- remark I made was this-"I presume it
man declines to comply with the request of, will be understood in this discussion that
the Minister, because it does not materially both the minority and the majority reports
alter the position of the report of the are to be considered at the same time " The
majority. There is one thing I should like i reply to that was, " yes, they are both be-
to refer to, which fell froni the hon. gentle- fore the House." I thought it was under-
man from Richmond. He said that the stood throughout that they were to be taken
report of the minority was completely out of as one and considered together. I am sure
the hands of the louse. Now, I cannot the hon. member fron Rideau division will
quite understand how that may be. Those do as he intended to do and put his motion
two reports were before the House on a so that we will have it all before the House
certain occasion. The report of the minority together, and allow no one to be able to
was not dealt with by the House at all. The have undue advantage by a quibble.
report of the majority was rejected. I can-
not understand how any one can claim that Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I intended it to

a report which was rejected is in a better po- be taken up as one report. If you will

sition than one which has not been rejected. refer to the discussion, page 340, you will

Of course the iistake that was made is that find that they are referred to as one report,
some hon. gentleman who was in favour of anç I would have put in my motion more

adopting the minority report did not put a fully the other day if it had not been con-

notice on the paper, and the lion. Minister sidered quite sufficient as it stood. If it is

of Agriculture simply asks the hon. gentle- not suflicient, I am quite prepared to put ini

man for Rideau division to be good enough another notice covering the whole ground.

to remedy that neglect. If the hon. gentle- Hon. Mr. REESOR-The buse wil
man should decline, then there is nothing at consent, 1 ar sure, unaniniously,to consider
all to hinder the hon. Minister of Agriculture both reports.
fromn moving an amendment to the effect
that the minority report be reinstated on Hon. Mr. McINNES (B. C.>-J wish tO
the Order paper also. cal1 attention to two or three paragraphs on

page 340. They are as follows:
Hon. Mr. VIDAL-A great deal of time 'ie Order of the Iay heing read for resuiiiig

lias been lost quite unnecessarily. I happen the further adjourned debate on the motion of the
to know that the hon. member from Rideau Hon. \r. Gowan for the adoption of the fourteenth
division has before him an amended motion report of the Standing Committee on Divorce Outhe Bill (T) intitiuled -"An Act for the relief Of
actually doing the very thing that all this Janes St. 6eorge )illon "-and also on the ii<'i'r
discussion has arisen about, and that it was ity report of the saie comîuittee on the said ill»
not his intention or design to exclude the The Hon. Mr. Landry movcd, in amendulellt,

disusio il seeOnIded by the Hon. MIr. Dickey,discussi-n of the ninority report. He That the said report of the malority be îOt l
thought a reconsideration of the matter curred in, and that the saie with the report of the
would bring up the whole question again. inority be reconxitted to the Stai (f

There was no intention or thought whatever to tne 5 i(I
of keeping anything out, and it is nerely a i etC G(eorge D)illon, of the city of M.\ontreal, nierchalît,
question whether it is worth while insisting the question mentionel in the report of the miflor'
upon what really is technically correct, that ity, to wit
the resolution should mention both reports. a Have yon been faithful to your inarriage V's

afar as adîiltery is concerned uip to the tinie Youl
instituteil proceedings for dlivorce ? " and further'

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I quite under- questions on tue subject which inay be necessary
stood that that was the case, that the hon- ta get at the truth, and also ail further questions
member from Rideau intended by the motion which nmay be pertinent in the premises."
that both the majority report and the mi- Now, hon. gentlemen will observe that
nority report should be taken into conside- that was the motion of the Hon. Mr. LandrY,
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lion. Mr. CLEMOW-If it carries to-
day it would be put at the bottom of thehst and would hardly be reached to-lay.

lon. -Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-Take it in
its order now.

lion. Mr. CLEMOW-It must go to the
bottom of the orders. I ask leave of the
"ouse to amend my motion in that way, in-
Cluding the minority report.

lon. Mr. KAULBACH-I shall certain-
'y object to that and I think the House will
flot be disposed to vote in favour of that
motion.

y-- -- b---------------Jshould not be brought up again, because it is
a similar motion to the one we decided by a.
majority of this House. If that be allowed,
when will we have an end of decisions on
the saine matter ? I hope the House will
stand by the vote given here on the occa-
sion when it was brought up before, and
not stultify itself by contradicting the de-
cision on that motion.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think we all feel
that it is desirable to dispose of this matter,
and acting on the express opinion of several
hon. gentlemen, in order that it may not
come up on another day, I shall move that
the fourteenth report of the Standing Com-
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and that motion was to refer back the report Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I thought you re-
to the committee again. That is, wîth in- commended that?
structions to carry out the substance of the
linority report. The House in its wisdom Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-J decidedly

rejected that by a vote of 22 to 25. If that object to the motion to brin, it on the Order
does not dispose of the minority report, I paper. I have a right to make ry objec-
trust confess I fail to understand ordinary tion to the whole motion. I contend that
Plain English language. It is plain as pos- although technically we could place it on
sible that the report of the minority was the Order paper, yet it is a question for the
disposed of then and there. The next ques- bouse whether they will put it on the Order
tion came on the majority report, and the paper to be liscussed. I agree to amend
Majority report was rejected, the yeas being the motion, but do not agree to the effect of
23 and the nays 24, so that I claim there is the motion. While I agree that we would
nothing before the House but the majority be technically right in putting it on the
report. Order paper with the vote of the majority,

yet 1 ask this Hlouse iMt is reasonable and
Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I think it better right, after 3 or 4 days and a night attend-

that we should dispose of this matter at once, ing here discussing the merits of this motion,
and with the consent of the House the hon. under the two reports from the committee,
gentleman might perhaps be permitted to that we should stultify ourselves by having
axmend his motion, so as to avoid the difficul- it reconsidered. There neyer, probably, was
ties which have arisen, by putting in these a question in tlis buse, certainly none of
Words " and the minority report thereqn." that character, which was so fully discussed
That would meet the objection taken by my and debated. It was no snap voting, as some
hon. friend on my right (Mr. Angers) and might say, but a deliberate voting by as
others who have spoken. The motion would large a number present as usual at a7vote in
then read in this way :this ouse. This motion now brings up

That the 14th report of the Standing Commîîittee the same matter again, vith the saine scope
~iIDiorc o Bi () "n ct orthereiefofand in a saine manner, for wvhat else, butOn Divorce ont Bill (T) " An Act for the relief of

James st. George Dillon," and the minority report that more strennous lobbying may change
thereon, be taken into consideration by the Senate the vote. I hope this bouse will not,
t-orrow.by any motion, allow theiselves to be

lion Mr KICHHFFERI tinktheplaced in the position of having recordedHon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-I think the ý
Iouse would concur in that unanimously if contradictory (ecisions upon the saine sub-

the ebat unnîmosly ject. On principle it sho-uld not be done.the debate were brought on to-day. A great
lan'y memb)ers have Cattended for the pur-Ifta ueiadpdw cl bngp

mos c bn eseav attede te Pur-daîiay question time and again. I consider it
Pose of being would be unseemly and not in the interest
and they may not be here to-morrow. I o
think it would be a fair coinpromise to bring

hasbeen so thoroughly ventilated and de-

tue debte to-dy. object ho the mtionto brin it on~ th± Order
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mittee on Divorce be taken into consideration
this day three months. Under the ruling,sup-
posing this original motion were negatived
to-day, it could be brought up at any future
time.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We are all interested
in disposing of it.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Then you can ne-
gative it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If it is simply nega-
tived now, another notice may be given and
so we may be perpetually voting on it.

Hon Mr. BOWELL-You must know
that vou cannot move a three months' hoist
to a motion which is not before the House.
If that motion is carried then you might
move the six months' hoist.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-As I understand it,
without going into the past at al], the
hon. gentleman wbo bas charge of the bill
proposed to amend his motion and give this
as a notice of motion for to-morrow, so that
we must all acknowledge that the gentleman
in charge of the bill was disposed to act
with courtesy to the House and give them
the opportunity of considering it, because,
after ail, the motion is only that we shal
reconsider this question. I think it would
be very inconvenient, upon a mere notice of
motion, to anticipate a matter which is to
be considered on a future day-that we
should have a discussion now upon the very
principle of the motion itself. I give my
hon. friend credit for having taken the right
course, but it seems that hon. gentlemen on
this side of the House who are anxious to
have this bill pass, insist that it should be
considered to-day. If the motion is passed,
I take it for granted that the order will go
to the foot of the list and cannot be con-
sidered until the whole business of to-day is
disposed of. Therefore, I think it would
have been better if we had allowed the hon.
gentleman who has charge of this bill to
have his own way and do the correct thing,
which was to give the notice that the
amended motion be considered to-morrow.

Hon. Mr. MASSON-I think the hon.
member f rom Ottawa will not be justified in
moving that the report be considered six
months hence, because the question is simply
on this motion. The only motion he could

make to-day would be to insert " this day
three months, " and that would throw the
whole thing over.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The motion is pre-
mature.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I certainlv do not see
any objection to my motion, which says that
the report of the committee shall be put on
the order paper three months hence.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-What I understood
the hon. gentleman to propose was that the
report be considered this day six months.
You are right as to that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I therefore move an
anendment to strike out the word "to-day "
and substitute the words " three months
hence "; that would dispose of it.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I wish to iove
an amendment to that amendment-that the
report be not considered this day three
months, but that it be considered on Tues-
day next. I would like to say a word il
support of the motion. On Friday we hope
to have a rifle match between the Commons5

and the Senate, and, therefore, I would not
be able to be present on Friday, and manY
members leave for Montreal and do lot
return until Monday evening, and, therefore,
if it were put on the Order paper to-day at
the bottom of the list it might cone up on
Friday, when many of us would not be able
to be present.

Hon. Mr. McK AY-I think the motion
made by the last speaker is out of order, be-
cause it bas reference to the report of the
committee and not to the motion before the
House, which is to have the matter put on
Orders of the Day.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I will withdraw
the motion.

The House divided on the amendimient
which was lost on the following vote

CoNTENTs.
Hon. Messrs.

Angers,
Arinanid,
Bellerose,
Bernier,
Bouchierville, (le

Masson,
Montplaisir,
P'1)oiiooe,
Pelletier,
Poirier,
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Casgraiu,
Chaffers,
lie Blois,
bickey,
lKaulbach,
Landry,Alacdîolal( (P. E.

Alla,
A1111011

Clemo1 l~
Cochrane
Ferguison(Queen'
(lasier
Kirch1'offer
AlcCÇallum,
ilcClelan
ýle1meîs '(VictorAleKay.

Power,
Robitaille,
Ross (Speaker),
Scott,
Tassé,
Thibaudeau. -23.

I.),
Nos-CONTENTS.

Hon. Messrs.
Macines (Burlington),
Mernier,
Ogilvie,
Prinirose,
Prowse,
Read (Quinté)

P. E. 1.)Reesor,
Reid (Cariboo),
Sanford,
Smnith (Sir Frank),
Snowvball,

ia), Sutherland,
Vidal,
Wark.-29.

The original motion was carried on the
saine division.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (27) "An Act respecting the Do-
illion Burglary Guarantee Company

(Liited)."-(lr. McMillan.)

Bill (42) " An Act to incorporate the
Canadian Railway Fire Insurance Com-

pany"--Mr.Clemnow.)
Bill (62) "An Act respecting the Riche-

lieu and Ontario Navigation Company."-
(Mr. Ogilvie.

Biil (36) " An Act to incorporate the
anadian Railway Accident Insurance Com-

Pany."--(Mr. Clemow.)

.Bill (51) " An Act to incorporate the
Xorthern Life Assurance Company of

anada."---(Mr. Power.)

Diii (38) " An Act respecting the Ontario
Mutual Life Assurance Company."-(Mrl.
Merner.)

Bill (41) "An Act to aimend the Acts
respecting the Clifton Suspension Bridge

ORpany."-(Mr. Clemow.)
Bill (DD) " An Act respecting the Canada
uthernRaiilway."-(Mr. MacInnes, Bur-

bill (65) " An Act to confirm an agree-
tRent between the Ottawa City Passenger

war y Company and the Ottawa Electric
treet Railway Company, and an agreement

between the said companies and the Cor-
poration of the City of Ottawa, to unite the
said companies under the name of 'The
Ottawa Electric Railway Company.' "-(Mr.
Clemow.)

Bill (60) " An Act to incorporate the
Cariboo Railway Company."-(Mr. Reid,
Cariboo.)

TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADA
BILL.

CONSIDERATION OF AMENDMENTS POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day being read,
Consideration of aneInients made by the

Conunittee to (Bill D) 'An Act to incorporate
The Trust Corporation of Canada."

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I see that this bill
stands in niy name, although, as I explain-
ed the other day, I have nothing to do with
it except that I was chairman of the com-
mittee to whom it was referred. Although
some of the amendments which were made,
if I nay say so without impropriety, seem
to be of the most trifling character, yet there
are one or two which I do not like to take
the responsibility of assenting to without
knowing whether those interested in the
bill desire to have them passed. J will,
therefore, take what J think is the best
course, and move that the Order of the Day
be discharged and the amendment be taken
into consideration on Thursday of next
week.

The motion was agreed to.

THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN moved the adoption of
the second report of the joint conmittee of
both Houses on the library of Parliament.
He said: As this report is printed in full
in the minutes, J have no doubt that hon.
gentlemen are fully acquainted with its
contents. It recommends the erection of
some memorial to record the fact that the
" Royal William," a Canadian steamer, sent
from the port of Quebec, was the first steam
vessel that ever crossed the Atlantic. Such
an event should not be allowed to become
totally forgotten, and the proposal contained
in the report of the committee is one which
should be adopted. A similar report has
been presented to the House of Commons,
and I am given to understand that it will be
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adopted there without any opposition what- poses for which incorporation may begranted.
ever. Omnibus charters, such as were at one

The motion was agreed to. tirne issued under the present Act are pro-
hibited, and provisions have been introduced

INCORPORATION AND REGUL- vith the object of preventing, as far as pos
ATION OF JOINT STOCK sible, the formation of fraudulent companies,

COMPANIES BILL. Annual statements of the condition, as-
sets and liabilities of companies are to 4~

SECOND READING. sent under oath to the registrar, an to be
Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second there open to the inspection of the public-

reading of Bill (EE) "An Act respecting the There is no siinilar provision in the present
Incorporation and Regulation of Joint Stock Act. The bil also provides under certain
Companies." He said : I wish to explain conditions foi the appointment by the
wherein this bill differs f rom the Acts on the Treasury Board, of inspectors to examine
Statute-hook. The bill as framed, does not and report upon the affairs of companies in
affect companies already incorporated, but is corporated under this Act, shou]d it be deer-
intended to apply to companies hereafter ed necessary. When further povers are
incorporated. It does not in any way affect desired, or mhen a company nesires tO
those which are now in existence. The decrease its capital, more stringent prO
general plan of the bil is the saie as that visions than at present exist have beee
of the English Companies Act, 1862, and introducer in order that the rits of cre-
sulsequent aniendinents thereto. I May iditors and others whose interests might

state that it provides a niuch more simple be affected May be duly protected. The
moTe than the present one of obtaining a bihe also contains provisions prohibiting the
charter under our Act. There is one inii- watering of stock, and other like practices
portant difference, however, that, while the which it is hoped may prove effectuai for
English Act deals with three classes of com- the purposes intended. At present no
panies, vz.: 1. Companies limited by oares ,an eort uo th a compani in
2. Companies lirited by guarantee; 3. Un wound up voluntarily, as cases arise frO
linmited liability companies; the present time to time where solvent companies desire
bio reals with conipanies limited by shares to go into liquidation, provision hias beeo
only, companies imited by guarantee made in the Act for the winding UprO-
and unhimited liabiity companies are not companies incorporated thereunder ovifc-
dealt with in the present bih. Many of the out the necessity of applying under the
provisions of the existing Act have been re- winding up Act as must now be done. The
tained. Folloing the plan of the English provisions as to ban companies are in Sth
Act, a registration office is estaboished, the stance the same as now in force under the
Deputy Minister of Finance to be e offlcio Companies Act, chapter 119 revise
registrar of joint stock companies, and pro- Statutes of Canada, anl amendingActs. The

ceedings for incorporation are taken and schedule of the Act contains regulatofr
carried on through the office of the registrar for the management of a companyi 1 d
with right of appeal to the Treasury Board, intended to apply to ail companies, where
in al cases where the persons interested are no other regulations are provided for The
adissatisfied with the rulings of the registrar. points referred to constitute the prinCiP
A meiorandum of association stating the differences between the existing la and the
object of a company and articles of associa- proposed new law. The provisions of tle
tion containing regulations or by-laws for existing law have been retained as far a
the management of the companies' affairs possible, and here the provisions f th
take the place of the etition to the Gover- English Act have been adopted, the phras
nor in Council in use under the existind Act, ology as been folowed as nearly as cThe
and a certificate of incorporation issued by stances would permit. By way of llutra
the reistrar takes the place of the letters ing the simnplicity of the procedure under
patent now issued. Proceedings airl thus this bit, as compared with that under the
be considerably simphified. The number of existing Act, I May point out that parties
applicants necessary to obtain incorporation desiring to obtain a charter under the Pe

obas been increased from 5 to 7, and provi- sent law must, st. Petition tobe sent t
sions have been introduced limiting the pur- Secretary of State. 2nd. Secretary of State
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sends it to Justice Department. 3rd. Jus-
tice Department examines petition and re-
turns to Secretary of State. 4th. Secretary
Of State enters it in a book and sends to
einance Department. 5th. Finance Depart-

tIent examines papers and returns to 'Secre-
tary of State with report. 6th. If approved
by Justice and Finance Departments, Secre-
tary of State prepares a report to Council.7th. If Council approves, reports returned
to Secretary of State. 8th. Secretary of
State sends to Justice to prepare draft of
Letters Patent. 9th. Justice prepares draft
Of Letters Patent and sends to Secretary of
State. 10th. Secretary of State engrosses
draft, signs itand publishesin Official Gazette.
After all that has been done, the parties
desiring incorporation, can go to work. The

i before the House simply requires the
ollowing :-i. Incorporators prepare state-

ITent showing objects of incoporation,
Iarnes of incorporators, capital, etc. 2.
5 eId it to Finance Department, where
ýapers are examined by the registrar, and
if found in accordance with law, a cer-
tificate of incorporation is issued, and notice
selt to Official Gazette, and the work is com-
Pleted. The present law facilitates the form-
ation of bogus companies, whose object is to
sell their charters. This bill is framed upon
the lines of the English Act, which is more
Workable than ours, being less cumbersome
I its details, and provides effectual checks
against chartering of bogus companies.

"On. Mr. SCOTT-I presume it is 50
Per cent of the whole capital that has to
tO be subscribed. What amount has to be
Paid in, on that ?

on. Mr. BOWELL-I am not prepared
tIis m h U Ai d A

might not be a meeting of the council for
some little time, and it might also happen
during the summer season that some of the
Ministers, who have special charge of the
work, would be away from the capital, and
I have known months to elapse going
through all this red tapism before letters
patent for an Act of incorporation could be
obtained. Now, under this bill it can be
done very simply and the parties seeking
the incorporation, if dissatisfied with the
ruling or opinions given by the registrar, can
appeal to the Treasury Board, a sub-com-
mittee of council which is composed, as many
members know, of the finance Minister,
the Minister of Justice, the Postmaster
General, the Minister of Trade and Com-
merce, the Minister of Public Works,
and the Minister of Inland Revenue ; so
that that would be a board of appeal. J
think the bill will be of advantage to the
country, particularly as we propose to ir6
crease the fees materially.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Less work to be done
but more money to be charged.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Less work to be
done, with more money to the treasury of
the country. It costs in England to obtain
letters patent, such as you can obtain in
Canada, sometimes £500 and £600 and
£1,000. J could give an illustration of the
large amount of money it cost some gentle-
men in Nova Scotia. They had to apply to
England for Acts of incorporation to carry
on their business through the Empire gen-
erally, because this Parliament refused them
an Act, and they took the opportunity of
going to England to obtain it. The gentle-
man told me it cost £600 sterling. We (o
not propose, however, to put it as high as that.

oment to say ,aw eq
t"POI circumstances. J was merely giving Hon. Mr. SCOTT-J understan the bilthe provisions of the bill, showing how it does not affect existing eompanies.
diered from the old Act and the advan-

ewhich it is believed will accrue not Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No,
01Y to the incorporators but to the com-

Paty in so amending the Act. The point Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Jt only applies to
aoked by my hon. friend from Ottawa I am companies hereafter incorporated. I havecan. ust now prepared to answer, but that not had the opportunity of iooking into it,ta] be considered when we reach to the but from the remarks of the hon. leader of

h. I would say that the detention the House, J notice that there are some good
of very often takes place in the securing features in it. I think the proposai to limit
Oletters patent to carry on any business is companies to the legitimate business they

y eryetbarrasing to those who are interested. propose undertaking is a good one, and the

govIOne who knows anythingof our system of propriety of making returns is a very proper
e0 'Ilent can easily underHstand that there one. These publiC companies ought to be
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obliged to make returns so that we should
know exactly what they are doing. When
the bill goes before a committee of the whole
House, there may be clauses to which it will
be necessary to call attention.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I endorse the observ-
ations of the hon. gentleman from Ottawa,
and I would ask the Minister to consider the
propriety of extending the provisions of
this bill--that is, the provisions which do not
relate to the incorporation of companies, to
companies which are now in operation, the
provisions with respect to the liquidation of
companies and so on. I cannot see that there
is any special objection to applying those pro-
visions to existing companies. The Minister
will readily understand that it is objection-
able that there shall be two laws applying to
joint stock companies, and that if one wishes
to know which law applies to a given com-
pany, he has to ascertain whether that
company was incorporated before or after
the passing of this Act. Of course the pro-
visions with respect to incorporation could
not apply to companies already incorporated,
but I really do not see why the other provi-
sions should not apply to such companies.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It would be a diffi-
cult thing if all the provisions applied to
incorporated companies, which enjoy certain
privileges under their charters. If this bill
materially alters those rights it would cause
sonie difficulty. I hope the returns will be
made in a satisfactory manner. I know that
some returns made by companies are per-
fectly useless. I hope they will conform
with what is generally required of joint
stock companies.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like to ask
why the companies who have been in opera-
tion and are not making satisfactory returns,
shotild not be obliged to do so.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I suppose they
are. A great imany companies do not make
any returns at all, and the' information ob-
tained in the reports from joint stock com-
panies in Ontario is of no benefit at all. I
have not read the bill yet, but I hope they
are making an improvement in the right
direction.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Are not the
forms of returns of companies now in exist-
ence made to conform with those laid down
in this bill ? I think they ought to.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-This bill does niOt
affect, and will not affect if passed as it is il
troduced, any company now in existence by
any of its provisions. The suggestion imade
by the hon. gentleman from Halifax is worthY
of consideration. As I understand his sugges-
tion, he does not propose to interfere with
any of the powers given under their OW1l
acts, and power should be given them tO
wind up their business under this bill which
does not exist now. For instance, a solvert
company desiring to end its business caf
enter into liquidation, make a disposition Of
all its property and wind up its business.
At present I will retain the bill as it stands,
but the provision as to the bill affecting onlY
companies organized is worthy of considera-
tion. The forms in this bill would flot
apply to old companies. That, however, is
worthy of consideration as to whether these
forms are more perfect and give more infor-
mation, and it may be desirable to make it
apply to existing companies.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

GENERAL INSPECTION
AMENDMENT BILL.

ACT

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a CO'
mittee of the Whole on Bill (125) "A'
Act further to amend the General Inspectio"
Act."

(In the Coimimittee.)

On the second clause,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I am of OPi"
that on reading this bill carefully the !{oUýe
will find that it is not subject to so an
objections as were raised when it was last
under consideration. By looking at the
Act it will be observed that the grades
hay are defined. I am going to sugge
that the word " hay " be struck out. The
the grade prime timothy shal be Pt
timothy, perfect colour, sound and we
cured," so that if a bundle of hay when i'
goes into the market be branded or tickete
" prime timothy," it would be understO
what is meant by this interpretation,
cause that brand will have to be P
timothy, perfect in colour, sound and We
cured. I have not been able, I confess, te
suggest anything to meet the views of the
hon. member for Quinté as to what Co0
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stitutes colour. Then, if you look at No.
2, or the second clause, No. 1 tiniothy shall
be timothy, if not more than one4third of
clover or other tame grasses, and so on allthrough.

lion. Mr. POWER-One-eighth.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-Then you come toa grade which will be marked " no grade."
That says it shall include all kinds of hay
badly cured, stained, or out of condition.

I come to the grade which is termed
Shipping grade," to which the hon. mem-

. r from Halifax called special attention, and
't is worded in such a way that it would be
Very difficult to really understand it unless
You read it very critically, but I think it can

.amnended so as to be understood better in
this way: "Shipping grade " shall be hay in
'oOd condition, pressed, sound and well-
eured." That is striking out "regular ship-
eing," and the word "hay." So that any
ay that is branded "shipping grade " would

bndhay in good condition, pressed, sound
and Well-cured. To meet the suggestions
tade by our Maritime Province friends, I
have another grade which may or may not

Sadopted. If it does not cover the class
fI hay to which they refer, which is grown

tPon the marsh or dyke lands, I shall be
yery glad to change it in order to meet their

ews. It reads in this way: "dyke hay
be sound and well-cured hay grown

UPon dyke lands subject to overflow by the

"On. Mr. KAULBACH -Dyke lands are
4ever overflowed by the sea.

ton. Mr. BOWELL-I have been told
that when the sluice ways or gates are
open it allows the tide to flow in. I shall4glad to accept any wording which shall
tet their views if they are of the opinion
that the clauses, which provide for different
gades composed of timothy, clover, or other

e grasses, do not cover that particular
grade. But the marsh hay would not be a
tmrne grass. Before we discuss the differentseriatim, I will call the attention ofthe liouse to the provisions of the General
enspection Act. Clause 14 gives the Gov-

nrlor in Council power from time to time
otOahe any regulations necessary to carry
furt the provisions of the Act, and it goesuer ; it enables therm to change the diff-

erent grades either of wheat or any other
grain and also of hay in the future should it
be found that the intet pretation given to
these grades is iiot correct and should be
changed, the Governor in Council have the
full power to change it, and they also have
the power to declare the manner and mode
in which the inspection shall take place. I
now move the adoption of the second section
by striking out the word "hay " in the 12th
line.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-There is an added
clause " dyke hay shall be sound and well-
cured hay grown upon tpe dyke lands sub-
ject to overtflow from the sea." That gives
an entirely incorrect idea. It is not subject
to overflow because it is dyked, but it is re-
claimed from the sea, and therefore it should
read in this way " dyke hay shall be sound
and well-cured hay grown upon dyke land
reclaiined froin the sea."

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I have no objec-
tion to that.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-In order that it
may be made intelligible to hon. gentlemen
who are not familiar with the country
where the dyke lands exist, I might say
that outside of this dyke there is a large
portion of land which produces another
inferior class of hay which is only used for
feeding young stock, and which is subject to
overflow by the sea at the spring tide. That
is a different kind of thing, and it is not a
merchantable article at ail.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Hon. gentlemen
who are familiar with this hay told us when
this bill was before the committee that the
hay on the marshes was generally maixed in
its character. There was some tinothy,
very little clover as a rule, and some grass
which an hon. gentleman called couch
grass. At one time timothy and clover were
almost the only kinds of hay which were
grown, but, with the progress of the
farmers in the way of knowledge, other
kinds of hay have been introduced, and it
occurs to me that it would be better to
establish a grade of hay which would
include hay other than that grown on
marshes, and I would suggest sone defini-
tion such as this:

Mifixed hay shall be hay which does not corne
iinder the description of timothy or clover, and
which is in good condition, sound and well cured.

I wish to insert that under No. 2 clover.



(>6 SENATE]

Hon. Mr. DE VER-There is a vast ed that the words "good colour should be
quantity of hay on the river marshes in New added to it as well as tie other.
Brunswick, and it would not come under the
description of dyke hay. It is a very valu- Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-J do not see
able hay, and I think it should come under much objection to that, but my hon. friends
some particular heading, so that it should from King's and that country know that the
not be confounded with the hay grown on dyke hay is considered the most valuable
lands reclaimed from the sea. It might be we have in the market. In generally
called mixed marsh hay. Perhaps the lion. SI or S2 per ton more than the upland haY
gentleman f rom Albert can describe it better in the country. You are placing it as rather
than I can. an inferior grade of hay by putting it after

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-I think the sug-
gestion is a very good one. It was my idea Hon. Mr. DEVEH-After al, r
when we discussed this before to have a will bring its price according to its qualitY,
classification called mixed grasses or mixed after you core to knov it.
hay, and without reference to that grown
upon the dykes at all. Locally this hay is
called narsh hav. That is a misnomer. The On subsection,
land is no way like marsh. It is really land Hon. Mr. POWER-J think the questi0l
reclaimed from the sea, made up of deposits
from salt water, and is hard and solid, and w-hethe tate is eor t pe,
does not answer the description of marsh in pn he tie tir iecn aes pIace,
any sense or form. To call it myrsh would 2n i a icas eenbaed is bpn'f
be a mistake, although it is locally called a ce is a smalof for ispecting t a
that, and to call it dyke land overflowed with c lr q t a o t
water would create a misconception, because rnspector before it is baled, then 0
it is not overflowed with water unless by miglt amount to a very considerable fee
sounie tidal w-ave, or nls dn friria H owever, 1 do not know enough about thesometidl wveor unless done for irriga-
tion ; but it is land reclaimed fron the sea, matter to make a suggestion.
and there are other grasses or descriptions
of hay very much like that of course which
are not grown upon dyke lands at all, so that eiior e brurth t n t
perhaps that would be the best definition. I
think perhaps my hon. friend from Amherst SECOND READJNGS.
would agree to simply call it mixed hay,
sound and in good condition, other than Bil (GG) "An Act to aniend an
elover or timothy. reiating to the custod of juvenile offenders

in the province of New 13uiwik"
Hon. Mr. DEVER-Would that include Bowell.)

the har I have reference to Bil (58) "An Act to incorprate the

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is first suggest- Megantic Raiiway Company."-(3r
ed that dyke hay shall be sound and well-
cured hay grown upon lands reclained from Bil (80) "An Act to revive and ainend
the sea. The motion of the hon. gentleman the Act to incorporate the Rocky Mounta%"
f rom Halifax is to take the place of this and Railway and Coal Company.' (Mu. PerleY.)
instead of calling it dyke hay to call it mixed Bil (81) IAn Act respecting the Erie ala
hay. Huron Railway Company."-(Mr.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes. sey.)

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I think that is a DISFRANCHJSEMENT OF VOTEnS
better definition because it will meet the BILL.
views of hon. gentlemen better-hay which THIRD READING.
does not come under the description of timo- The House resolved itself into a Conmitt
thy or clover, and which is in good condition, of the Whole on Bil (6) "An Act to dis-
sound and well-cured. Lt bas been suggest- franchise voters who have taken bribes 

dyehyi osdre h otvlal
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(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Some clause
'night have been included to punish not only
the person accepting a bribe but also the
Person who offers a bribe. I know there is a
Provision already in the Act which relates to
the subject, but I am not certain whether it
has the same scope as the provision of this
bill for the punishment of a person who
takes a bribe.

Ion. Mr. PERLEY, from the con-
Inittee, reported the bill without amend-
rIent.

The bill was then read the third time and
Passed.

REFORMED BAPTIST CHURCH OF
CANADA BILL.

SECOND READING.

lion. Mr. McCLELAN moved the
second reading of Bill (84) " An Act to in-
corporate the Alliance of the Reformed
Baptist Church of Canada, and the several
churches connected therewith."

lion. Mr. BOWELL-I should like to
call attention to the provisions of the first
section of this bill. You will see that the
POWer given to this corporation is very

Thge-they are not limited in any way.
. first paragraph reads, " And the said

aliance shall have the direction and manage-
ent (f the general interests of the said
enOin ation." There might be no objection

to that. The only point is whether, as in
Other bills of a similar character, these
Powers should not be defined. If you look
4t the Evangelical Lutheran Synod Act, and
the Reformed Episcopal Synod Act, you

find that they have in their charters
elauses defining their powers. Would it not
4 in the interests of this denomination to

lave their powers clearly defined, as in these
Other Acts to which I have called the
attention of the House ? The clause in the
7vangelical Lutheran Synod Act of 1885,
Act also in the Reformed Episcopal Synod

t Of 1886 reads as follows:
coh, said synod may neet and adopt, or repealdicit1-tions and nake regulations for enforcing

ofe Pline in the said Evangelican Lutheran Church
fliada and for the appointment, deposition, de-

Privation or reinoval of any person or persons bear-
Ilg fce therein and for the convenience and
?rdereY ranagement of the property, affairs and11terestg of the smid church in matters relating to

and affecting only the rights, privileges or interests
of other religious comnimnities, or of any person
who is not a ienber of the said church.

These are po vers which I think are quite
broad in their character, and this bill should
be considered carefully when it is brought
before the committee to which it is to be
referred.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN.-I have no doubt
the suggestion is a good one for the com-
mittee to consider.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is another
point to which I should like to direct the
attention of the hon. entleman who has
charge of the bill. The second clause pro-
vides that the first meeting of the Alliance
shall be held on the first Wednesday after
the 4th Sunday in June in the present year.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-That may be
before the bill becomes law.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, and another
point to which I wish to call attention
is the following

At a time and place to be designated by a
notice published in the paper styled 'The King's
Highway,' such notice to be signed by James E.
Drysdale, Benjamin N. Goodspeed and 1). B.
Bowers and published four weeks previous to the
said meeting."

This clause will all have to be recast. It
is possible that these three gentlemen whose
names are given may not be able to sign the
notice as required by the clause. I would
suggest that it would be better to say with
respect to these gentlemen who are to sign
the notice, that they or a majority of them
may sign it, because there is nothing unrea-
sonable in the supposition that some one of
them might not be in a position to sign the
notice.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read a second time.

SABBATH OBSERVANCE BILL.

FIRsT READING.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (2) " An Act to se-
cure the better observance of the Lord's
day, commonly called Sunday."

The bill was read a first time.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN moved that the bill
be read the second time to-morrow.
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Hon. Mr. ALMON-I intend to move
to-morrow that it be not read the second
time, but that it be read the second time
six months hence.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5.30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottwca, Thursday, June 14th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

WINTER COM3MUNICATION WITH
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

MOTIONS.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.) moved:

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before this
House, a statement giving in detail, the days, dur-
ing the months of January, February, March and
April last, on which the steamer " Stanley " crossed
between Prince Edward Island and the mainland,
such statementto show separately the dayson which
the said steamer made single and return trips; and
also, the ports of departure from either side.

Also, for a statement covering the saine period
giving in detail the days on which t'he G4overnment
ice-boats crossed between Cape Traverse and Cape
Tornentine, such statement to show separately the
days on which single antl return trips were made.

Also, for a stateient giving in detail the days
during the saine period on which no mails were cou-
veyed from themainland to Prince Edward Island,
and from Prince Edward Island to the mainland.

That an humble Address be presented to His
Excellency the Governor General ; praying that
His ,Excellency will cause to be laid before this
House, copies of all correspondence between the
G4overnment of Canada and the Government of
Prince Edward Island, from the first day of Janu-
ary, 1891, to the present time, in reference to the
financial clains of the said province against the
Dominion, in the matter of public works and steam
communication inaccordance with the ternsof Con-
federation.

And also, regarding the proposed tunnel under
the Straits of Northumberland.

He said: These two motions which I
have on the Order paper, I think with the
consent of the House, might be discuss'ed
together. They are very relevant to each
other and as was done in the case of the
Manitoba and North-west school question

they might be discussed together and,
with the consent of the House, I will
take that course. The subjects embraced
in these motions have been presented to
this House in former years at very great
length and with great ability by the Hon.
Senator Howlan, now Lieutenant-Governor
of Prince Edward Island, and by other
gentlemen representing that province in 1 his
honourable House. My apology for obtruding
myself upon the attention of the House at
this time is, that there remains a great deal
to be done on this question yet, that new
light has been thrown upon it since former
discussions have taken place and that I have
had some opportunities of being conversant
with certain phases, at least, of the questiol
that I am proposing to submit to the House.
In taking this course and in the remarks I
am about to make, I wish it to be distinctlY
understood that I do not speak in a sec-
tional spirit or feeling. I have the honour
of having been one of the earliest advucates
of the union of these provinces in Prince
Edward Island, nearly thirty.years ago whenl
there were not very many advocates Of
confederation there, and, I remenber very
well that I then took the ground that if
Prince Edward Island would throw in her
lot with her sister provinces, small as
she was in extent and limited il
population, she would always, whîen she
had a good case, get fair play and justice
from the larger provinces of Canada, and 1
have never despaired or gone back on that
opinion up to this day. Although I think
I will be able to show this honourable
House that much is vet due to Prince
Edward Island, I stili cling to the belief
that I will never have to change my opinionl
that because a province is small and has a
very small vote in the representative bodies
of the Dominion it will on that accollnt
receive any the less justice than will be ac-
corded to the larger provinces. When
Prince Edward Island was invited to forin
a part of the great Dominion of Canada the
people of that province took very strong
objection to the Quebec scheme of union, '
fact to union entirely as it was then Pr
sented to them, and the principal ground
and the- strongest ground that was take"
in these years from 1865 to 183
was that Prince Edward Island being e-
tirely isolated from the other provinces,
would be called upon under confederaltion
to contribute her full share to the
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Public works that were then in progress on
the mainland and that were in contempla-
t1On and that she could not derive any
benefit or advantage directly or indi-
rectly from the construction of these public
*orks. The works then referred to were
the Intercolonial Railway, the enlargement
and improvement of the canals and
the Canadian Pacific Railway. The peo-
Pie of Prince Edward Island, even those

40 were favourable to the union with
Panada, united with those who were not,
l Contending that these great public works
ould not be, under any possible circum-

etances, of advantage to Prince Edward18lanad; while under the scheme of confedera-
t'on that was submitted up to that time
ahe would be taxed just the same as the
arger provinces which would be directly

onefited, and very largely, by the construc-
n of these great public works. And this

w'as5 the way the matter stood up to 1873
'When the final conference, on confederation
took place, and when the late lamented
Premliier of Canada, Sir John Macdonald who

as always equal to any great occasion and
Who Was always ready to do justice on
eeas8ions of this kind, no matter whether the
Povirnces were large or small, finally took
the Matter into his consideration and
admitted, as did his Government of that
ay, by the terms of union that were
amTied and adopted, in regard to Prince

.. ward Island, that the contention of the
'lanrders was right, that Prince EdwardIsland could not receive the same advan-
tages from these great public works
8 the other provinces. And Sir

eohn Macdonald and his Government
greed at that time to put a clause in the

s with regard to Prince Edward Island
h entirely met and covered the case. I

it i just read it to hon. gentlemen because
orms the keynote of the remarks that Igoing to make :

aThat in consideration of the lar e expenditure
otorzed by the Parliament of Canada for the

the ruction of railways and canals,and in view of
arraPossibility of a readjustment of the financial
pro v"gements between Canada and the several

sthces now embraced in the Dominion, as well
t,1ae isolated and exceptional condition of Prince

ard Island, that colony shall, on entering the
be entitled to incur a debt equal to $50 per

turneof the population as shown by the census re-
0f1871, that is to say $4,701,050.

I ll be in the recollection of hon. gentle-
lKen that the British North America Act

34

called for immediate steps with regard to,
the Intercolonial Railway within six months
of confederation, and in the year 1867 an Act
was passed authorizing the construction of
that road. I now quote from 31st Vic.,
cap. 13, sections 27 and 32. They read
this way :

27. For the purpose of constructing the said rail-
way there shall be raised by loan and appropriated a
sum not exceeding three millions pounds sterling
bearing interest at a rate not exceeding four per cent
per annuin upon a guarantee of a payment of the
interest of such loan by the commissioners of Her
Majesty's treasury under the provisions of the
Canada Railway Loan Act, 1867.

That is, there should be an imperial
guarantee for the loan of three millions of
pounds sterling for the construction of the
Intercolonial Railway ; and section 32 of the
same Act says :

32. The Government of Canada is hereby em-
powered to raise by loan for the completion of the
railway, a f urther sum not exceeding one million
pounds sterling (without guarantee by the com-
missioners of Her Majesty's Treasury) and the
Consolidated Revenue Fund of Canada shall be
and the same is hereby charged with the money so
raised and interest immediately after the charges
made thereon in pursuance of the five next pre-
ceding sections of this Act.

Therefore $20,000,000, or £5,000,000 .of
sterling, was the amount that was au-
thorized by the Parliament -of Canada
to be expended on the Intercolonial Rail-
way at the time Prince Edward Island
went into Confederation with Canada. At
that time the sum of about $15,500,000 had
been expended on the Intercolonial Rail-
way and there remained about $4,500,000,
which latter sum was the amount which the
Parliament of Canada was authorized to ex-
pend for the construction of that work, and
which was referred to in the terms of union to
which I have just quoted. I may say that the
debt of Canada on the 30th June, 1873, the
last day before Prince Edward Island entered
into confederation was $129,743,432.19.
That was the first item that had to be taken
into consideration and then came the $4,552-
148.57, the amount unexpended and which
was authorized by Parliament for the con-
struction of the Intercolonial Railway. If
any doubt is still entertained on that point I
may refer to the report of Mr. Brydges, the
Superintendent of the Intercolonial, dated
24th December, 1874, a year and a half after
Prince Edward Island entered the confedera-
tion, in which he says :

I think this will give you all the information that
you require upon the subject of the works upon the
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Intercolonial Railway, and I think you may be
satisfied that the amounts which I have estimated
for the completion of the work will not be exceeded
and that the suin of $21,250,000 will be the ulti-
mate cost of the whole of the railway between
Rivière du Loup and Truro.

This was a year and a half afterwards, but
at the time Prince Edward Island went into
confederation there was no estimate before
the country except $20,000,000 and that was
to be the full amount required for the Inter-
colonial Railway. Sir John Macdonald in
the terms of union with Prince Edward
Island spoke of the amounts authorized by
Parliament, and we are limited to the con-
sideration of those amounts. Now we corne
to the Canadian Pacifie Railway and we
find that by an Act passed in 1872, 35 Vie.,
cap. 71, sec. 4, the following provision was
enacted :

The subsidy or aid in money to be granted to the
said company shall be such suni not exceeding
thirty million dollars on the whole, as may be
agreed on between the Governinent and the com-
pany, such subsidy to be granted from tine to
time by instalments as any portion of the railway
is proceeded with in proportion to the length,
difficulty of construction and cost of such portion;
And the Governor in Council is hereby authorized
to raise by loan in the manner by law provided
such suin not exceeding thirty million dollars as
may be required to pay the said subsidy.

Here we have it clearly provided by
statute one year before Prince Edward
Island entered into confederation, that the
sum authorized by law, always keeping to the
words of the terms of union, for the construc-
tion of the Canadian Pacifie Railway and
which was settled in the terms with Prince
Edward Island, was $30,000,000. Now we
corne to the great canals and we find that in
the year 1873, three weeks after Prince Ed-
ward Island entered the Confederation, that
Her Majesty the Queen assented toan Act of
the Inperial Parliament authorizing a loan,
with the Imperial guarantee, of three million
six hundred thousand pounds sterling, which
Canada was authorized to raise on condi-
tions that she raised a further sum of four
million four hundred pounds sterling by
loan on her own credit, and applied
all that money to the building of the
Canadian Pacific Railway and in the im-
provement and enlargement of the canals
and to no other purpose whatever. That
was at the very time that the terms were
negotiated and agreed upon with Prince
Edward Island. The arrangement was
going forward-in fact the bill to which

I refer, must at that time have passed the
House of Commons, for it was assented tO
by the Queen on the 23rd of July, authoriz-
ing a loan of £8,000,000 sterling for the
Canadian Pacifie Railway and for the enlarge-
ment of the canals. The Parliament Of
Canada probably had not time before the
prorogation of 1873 to pass the Act that it
was called upon to pass by the Imperial
Act, and which it did pass immediatelY
after it met in 1874, authorizing the nego-
tiation of this loan of £8,000,000 in the
terms provided in the Act of the Imperial
Parliament known as the Canada Public
Works Loan Act of 1873. I will here quote
from the Imperial Act, 36-37 Vie. :

Whereas the Government of Canada propose to
raise by way of a loan for the purpose of the col-
struction of the Pacifie Railway, and also for th
improvement and the enlargement of the Canadian
canals, a sum of money not exceeding eight milliofi
pounds.

Sec. 2. The treasury may guarantee in sUcI
manner and form and on such conditions as they
think fit, the payment of the principal and interest
(at a rate not exceeding 4 per cent per anmni) on
all or any part of any loan raised by the Govern-
ment of Canada for the purpose of the constructiOni
of the Pacifie Railway and the improvement and
enlargement of the Canadian canals, so that the
total amount so guaranteed from time to timue does
not exceed three millions six hundred thousand
pounds.

Sec. 3. The treasury shall not give any guaran-
tee under this Act unless and until provision is
made by an Act of Parliament or otherwise to the
satisfaction of the treasury.

Subsec. 1. For raising and appropriating the
said proposed loan of eight million pounds.

In this way there was $30,000,000 provided
by law for the Canadian Pacifie Railway, and
$8,933,333 for the canals. Then follows the
provisions of the Canadian Act, 37 Vic.,
cap., sec. 1, as follows :

The Governor in Council may from time to tilmie
authorize the raising by way of loan for the pur-
pose of the construction of the Pacifie RailwaY
and of the improvements and enlargeient of the
Canadian canals, such sum or sums of money as it
nay from time to time be found expedient to raise
for such purposes, not exceeding in the whole eight
million pounds sterling, and the money so raised
shall be appropriated and applied strictly to the
purposes aforesaid and to no other purpose what-
soever.

Now, my contention is that these were
the sums and these were the works which
formed the basis of the terms of uniol'
with Prince Edward Island that the debt
of Canada on the 13th June, 1873, and
the $30,000,000 for the Canadian PacifiC
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Railway, was to be taken, and that this
$8,933,000 for the canals was to be taken
and the unexpended portion of the $20,000,-
000 on the Intercolonial Railway and put-
ting them altogether we have a sum of

173,238,914.09.

Debt of Canada in 1873.. ... $ 129,743,432 19
Authorized for Canadian Paci.

fic Railway (unexpended).. 30,000,000 00
Authorized for Intercolonial

Railway (unepended) 4,552,148 57
Authorized for Canais (unex.

pended). .... ........... 8,933,333 33

$173,228,914 09

If anything was necessary to prove the
stand that I have taken, anything stronger
than the statutes of Canada, and the terms
of confederation, with the description of
the works therein contained, namely, those
large public works authorized by the Parlia-
rnent of Canada, if I say anything further is
necessary to prove the position I take, I
think hon. gentlemen will find it in that
arnount of $173,228,914. Taking the cen-
sus of 1871 as the basis, and making some
allowance for the population of Manitoba
and British Columbia which were not enu-
rnaerated with the rest of the provinces, and
Putting the population of Canada at about
3,500,000, it will make $49.40 per head as
the burden estimated in this way on the tax-
payers of Canada by the debt then incurred
and by the great public works that the Par-
liament of Canada was authorized to pro-
ceed with at that time when we went into
the union. There was the basis-$49.40 per
head, being the debt which was incurred or
authorized under the sections I have referred
to and Sir John Macdonald said : We will
give Prince Edward Island a fair start. He
gave the terms of union which fixed the debt
at $50 per head and Prince Edward Island
Was admitted with an assumed debt of
$4,701,050, or $50 per head on the popu-
lation as ascertained by the census of 1871
being 94,021. This was a perfectly fair
start. In the terms of union to which I
have directed your attention the fullest and
fairest admission was made that these
burdens which Canada had undertaken and
which were resting upon her by the debt
which she had created and the laws which
she had passed authorizing these large
further expenditures were such that Prince
Edward Island should not be called
upon to bear them. And Prince Edward
Island was allowed $4,701,050 as her

assumed debt. Now we have always said
and still say that that was perfectly
right and fair and we never complained of
it. I know there is some misconception in
the minds of gentlemen outside of our own
province in connection with how the Prince
Edward Island Railway was built, and I
will remove it before I go any further. Per-
haps no hon. gentleman in this House enter-
tains that view now, but in years gone by
I have often met the opinion expressed
that Prince Edward Island had a rail-
way built its entire length by the Dominion
of Canada. Now if any hon. gentleman has
any such impression as ehat in his mind I
assure him that it is entirely erroneous.
Prince Edward Island had entered upon the
construction of a system of railway before
going into confederation just the same as
Nova Scotia had entered upon a system of
railway construction, or the same as New
Brunswick and the same as the old province
of Canada had expended very large sums of
money in subsidies and loans to the Grand
Trunk Railway and other companies, and
Prince Edward Island completed her rail-
way at her own cost. This sum of
$4,701,050 was as I have just said the
amount of $50 per head allowed to Prince
Edward Island. The actual debt of Prince
Edward Island on June 30th, 1873, not in-
cluding any railway expenditure, was $754,-
559.56. The railway expenditure of Prince
Edward Island was $3,153,672.39. The
amount withdrawn by Provincial Govern-
ment in 1888 from this sum was $200,000,
and the balance of the assumed debt at con-
federation now remaining is $582,818.05,
being in the whole, $4,701,050.

Actual debt of Prince Edward Island,
June 30th, 1873, not including rail-
way expenditure............$ 754,559 56

Railway expenditure........... 3,153,672 39
Amountwithdrawn by ProvincialGov-

ernment in 1888.................. 200,000 00
Balance remaining............... 582,818 o5

$4,701,050 00
So that out of that debt of fifty dollars

per head that was allowed to Prince Edward
Island when she entered confederation in
order to put her in the same position as the
other provinces, she was charged every dollar
expended in the construction of her own
railway. Now in regard to that matter I
have some complaint to make. I find that
in the report of the Minister of Railways
for the past year a tabulated statement
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showing the capital expended on all the
railways of Canada, and in that statement I
find Dominion aid to Prince Edward Island
Railway is charged at $3,750,565.38. That
is under the head of Dominion Govern-
ment aid, and Provincial Government aid
is blank. I have a complaint to make
of that statement. I do not know that
this table is exactly fair to other pro-
vinces as well as Prince Edward Island, but
I suppose the errors arose from inadvertence.
They are, however, calculated to create a wrong
impression, because the entire amount ex-
pended on the Prince Edward Island Rail-
way in construction in the first instance
and charged to capital since that time up to
the present time is entered in that tabulated
statement by the hon. Minister of Railways
as being aid by the Government of Canada
on the Prince Edward Island Railway. Now
I think I have made myself clear to hon.
gentlemen that there were only three large
expenditures of public works provided for
when Prince Edward Island entered into
confederation, and that these three were the
Canadian Pacific Railway, the Intercolonial
Railway, and the widening and improving
of the canals; and the amounts to be ex-
pended on these works was fixed by the
terms of confederation, and Prince Edward
Island was allowed for them. Atthattimethe
Government Ôf Canada had not adopted the
policy of subsidizing branch railways or con-
structing any other railways than those great
public works, but I find that a system has
been adopted as hon. gentlemen know very
well by which very large bonuses and grants
have been made to railways and canals in all
the provinces of Canada, with the exception
of Prince Edward Island. I have here a
list of them which includes as well the Gov-
ernment aid to the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, Intercolonial Railway, and the canals
since 1873, which I have made up carefully
from the public accounts. Some of these
items which this account contains have not
yet been paid, they are voted, they are in the
form of subsidies for a number of years.

Railroad expenditures authorized by
Canada since 1873:
Subsidies granted to railways

under contract (see Public Ac-
counts, page LXXXIX, Minis.
ter's Report.................. $ 41,609,901 00

Subsidies (not under contract) per
Minister's Report ............ 3,442,600 00

Subsidies for 20 years to Short
Line ........................ 3,732,000 001

Interest paid to Government, Que-
bec, for North Shore Railway.. $

Subsidy to Quebec Government
for North Shore Railway.

SubsidytoChignecto Ship Railway
do do Kingston and Smith's

Falls Railway....... . .. ...
Subsidy to Quebec Central Rail-

way Company................
Subsidy to St. Catharines and

Niagara Railway Company....
Subsidy to St. Albert Railway

Company.................
Loan to Fredericton and St.

Mary's Bridge Company ......
Loan to St. John Bridge Company
Subsidies to various railways in

used iron rails........ .......
Subsidies to Calgary and Edmon-

ton Railway..............
Subsidies to Regina and Prince

Albert Railway Company.....
Subsidy to Hudson Bay Railway

Company.....................
Expenditure on Intercolonial

Railway.....................
Expenditure on Annapolis and

Digby Railway...............
Expenditure on portions of Can-

adian Pacific Railway trans-
ferred to company...........

Expenditure on explorations, sur-
veys, St. Francis Lock, &c., on
the Canadian Pacific Railway..

Capital expenditure on Prince Ed-
ward Island Railway.........

Annual subsidy to Prince Edward
Island, under 50-51 Vic., cap.
8, capitalized at 4 per cent....

Expenditure on canals, including
contracts on Soulanges and
Sault Ste. Marie...........

8]

1,017,450 00

2,394,000 00
3,412,000 00

250,660 00

423,830 00

75,600 00

15,000 00

300,000 00
500,00000

234,604 38

1,600,00000

1,600,000 00

1,600,000 00

29,079,314 34

616,979 89

30,818,414 14

5,558,186

596,693

500,000 00

45,218,221 93

174,595,526 08

I have taken the whole amount of the first
item there as $41,609,901, which may be
found in the report of the Hon. the Finance
Minister, subsidies granted to railways un-
der contracts, and that includes the twentY-
five million subsidy to the Canadian Pacific
Railway, and then there is another amount
-$3,442,600-that has been voted to rail-
ways that are not up to the present tille
under contract, and then there are a large
number of items, some of which are, as I
said before, in the form of bonuses and
grants over a period of years, and others
of which have been paid. This stateient
that I have in my hand includes the whole
expense òf the Canadian Pacific RailwaY,
and the whole expense of the Intercolonial
Railway since 1873 which latter amount
is $29,079,364. I may say I do not include
in this statement at all the expenditure by
the Dominioki on the Intercolonial Railway
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before Prince Edward Island went in. That
mnatter was settled with us, as I have said,
and was settled with us fairly. I do not in-
clude in it the amount spent by the old pro-
Vinces of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia
onL the Intercolonial Railway. That was also
Settled and covered at that time, but I take
the expenditure upon the Intercolonial Rail-
'Way since Prince Edward Island went into
Confederation, and I find that total is
$29,079,364.

lHon. Mr. POIRIER-Is that over the
20 millions'i

Hlon. Mr. FERGUSON-No.

lon. Mr. POIRIER-Is that the whole
amount expended on the Intercolonial Rail-
Way.

lon. Mr. FERGUSON-Yes, since 1873.
There were only $4,552,148 of the 20 millions
'Unexpended when we went into confedera-
tion. What was previously expended was
included in the debt of Canada and that was
settled with us and we have no claim on it
and we have no claim on the $4,553,148,
wvhich is part of this $29,079,364, but which
1 will deduct hereafter. Then the total ex-
Pense of the Canadian Pacific Railway is
also included. All the Canadian Pacifie
Railway has cost the country since 1873 is
put in there, and that is very nearly the
Whole of it. There was one million, or
8omiething like it spent in surveys before
that, but the great expense has been since
that. Thirty millions was settled with us
and we have no complaint to make with
regard to the expenditure of that thirty
millions on the Canadian Pacific Railway.
1n the same way we will take the canais.
The total expenditure on canais including
the contracts on the Soulanges and the
Sault Ste. Marie is $45,218,221. That does
n1Ot include what was spent on the canals
before 1873 and was settled with us before
We entered into confederation, but it does
include $8,933,000, which was authorized
by Parliament as the expenditure on canais
when we went into confederation, but
I wil show you how I take it off. The total
amount was $174,595,526, which had been
expended or authorized by Parliament to be
exPended on public works from 1873 up to
the present time. As I have already ex-
Plained, this has not all been paid. A very

considerable part of it is in bonuses
which will cover a number of years. I will
explain my reason for including the total
amount. I know very well that if the gov-
ernment of this country, sustained by this
House and by the representatives of the
people in the House of Commons, does un-
dertake to build some great public work
for Prince Edward Island, such as a tunnel
under the Straits of Northumberland; we
will not expect them to rush into it head-
long. We know that there is a great deal
to be considered. Great care must be shown
in undertaking a work of that kind. I know
it would be a considerable time before a
great deal of money could be expended upon
it, and it would take a long time in its con-
struction. It would be many years before
a sum of money which a tunnel would ulti-
mately cost the Government of Canada would
be expended, and putting that on the other
side of the account, would fully justify me
in including in this statement that I have
made the entire amount voted to be
paid to railways and canals and those
great public works, and not simply the
amounts already paid. I will just proceed
one step further with this part of my sub-
ject. Deducting the $30,000,000 for the
Canadian Pacific Railway that was guaran-
teed when we went into confederation, the
$8,933,333 for canais, $4,552,148 (the un-
expended portion of the $20,000,000 for the
Intercolonial Railway), deducting these
amounts from this gross amount of what
has been paid or what is now authorized,
and it leaves a difference of $131.110.045.08.

Total amount expended or authorized for
railways and canals since 1873:

For railways....................$129,370,305 15
For canals (including Soulanges and

Sault Ste. Marie).............. 45,218,221 93

Total for railways and canals. .$174,595,526 08
Estimated expenditure on rail-

ways and canals in 1873:-
Canadian P a c i fi c

Railway ........ $30,000,000 0
Enlargement of can-

als . .......... 8,933,333 00
Estimated cost of I.

C.R.Ry. 20,000,-
000, unexpended. 4,552,148 57

43,485,481 00

Being in excess of estimate.. . .$131,110,045 08

There is a further deduction to be made
from that. The island share of the $131,-
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110,045.08 would have been $3,277,511.
That is taking Prince Edward Island as a one-
fortieth part of confederation. Th-re has been
expended for us in the same ine as was done
for the other provinces, a capital expenditure
on the Prince Edward Island Railway of
$596,633. That item in the Minister's report
is put down rather differently because some
payments that were made since 1873 and
charged to our capital account are put
down by the Minister of Railways and
Canals as expenditure on the railway since
1873. I do not find any fault with it.
It is right enough, because these
payments were not matured and were not
made till later years and have a perfect right
to be put down in that way. Neverthe-
less,in the comparison I am making, they are
sonmewhat misleading, as they have been
charged against the province of Prince Ed-
ward Island. The actual amount charged
to the Dominion for railways in Prince
Edward Island is $596,693.09. The Gov-
ernment of Canada on representations which
were made to them took this matter into
consideration and agreed to give Prince
Edward Island a subsidy of $20,000 a year in
perpetuity whieh admitted the principleof the
contention which I am making now
to this honourable House, and the
contention which the island has
put forward for many years. I will
farther on read the minute of council on
which this $20,000 a year was voted, and I
put this $20,000 down on the other side of
the account, representing at 4 per cent one-
half a million dollars. Then there is a sub-
sidy voted but not yetpaid to a branch railway
of three miles near Summerside in Prince
Edward Island which will amount to $9,600.
Adding up these items it makes $1,106,
293.09, and deducting that amount from the
island's share, $3,277, 511 leaves $2,171,318
as due ,to Prince Edward Island in regard to
public works, as shown hy the following state-
ment.

Expended or authorized on railways and
canals by the Dominion, in excess of amount
estimated in 1873, $131,110,045.08:
Prince Edward Island being one-

fortieth of Canada, shoul< have
received such proportion of thisex-
penditure, viz....... ........... $ 3,277,511 27

The proportion actually received
or authorized for Prince Ed-
ward Island is as follows:-

Expended on capital ac-
count P. E. I. railway. $596,693 09

Under 50-51 Vie., cap.
8, $20,000 per annum,
capitalized at 4 per
cent................$500,000 0

Subsidy Summerside
and Richmond Bay
Railway...... ...... 9,600 00

-- s 1,106,293 09
Due P.E.I. .............. $ 2,171,318 18

I hope I have made myself plain. I have
tried to do so. The ground I take, hon.
gentlemen, is that there was an amount
authorized to be expended on public works
in the Dominion in addition to the actual
debt of Canada at that time, and that Prince
Edward Island was allowed for that amount,
but the large public expenditures which
were not then contemplated, which it was
not then the policy of the Dominion to incur,
were ineurred after that, and that the island
should be conpensated for these amounts.
I dare say, perhaps, I will be met in this
discussion, as the representatives of Prince
Edward Island have sometimes been met
before by the statement, " Oh, though you
have not great public works in Prince Edward
Island, the Dominion Government has run for
you a railway for 19 years and at a very heavY
loss. I have found in my intercourse with re-
presentatives of the other provinces that a
good many of them seem to think that such
was a good and sufficient answer to all that we
havesaid. If they will look at thematter care-
fully with me for a very few minutes they
will see that it is no answer at all. Let Us
make a comparison. Take the Intercolonial
railway, and I hope I am understood in the
remarks I am making as not finding anY
fault with the policy which has built the In-
tercolonial railway, whieh has built the
Canadian Pacifie railway, and enlarged the
great canals of Canada. I have never raised
my voice in the way of fault-finding with
this, because I believe it to be in the in-
terest of Canada; but the ground I take '
the ground I have always taken, that Prince
Edward Island should be treated in precisely
the same manner as the other provinces are
treated. Look at the Intercolonial RailwaY.
There has been expended on the constructiOn
of the road since 1873, $29,079,364, and I
have calculated interest on this amount at
4 per cent compounded and find that that
would make $19,689,000 more. I find that
the working expenses of the Intercolonial
railway have been since 1873 $48,908,244,
or a total expenditure of $97,677,000. D'
ducting from this the earnings of the road,
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$42,389,541, we find a loss to Canada since
1873 of over $55,000,000. Or to put it
exactly:

Cost of construction......$29,079,364 34
Interest on above at 4 p.c. 19,689,695 81
Working expenses........ 48,908,244 09

897,677,304 24
Receipts................. 42,389,541 86

Loss to Canada....... $55,287,762 38

an not now including any expenditure
Prior to 1873-nothing that was expended
hefore Prince Edward Island entered into
the Union. I am dealing with the question
el-nce the 30th June, 1873, and I there find
that by computing the interest at 4 per cent
On the cost of the construction, and adding
the difference between the working expenses
and receipts the country has lost $55,287,762:
38. Then take the canals. The capital ex-
penaditure since 1873 on the canais has been
$37,988,041. That does not include the
Unlexpended votes on the Sault Ste. MarieC

building it up and unifying it and giving it
a standing, I believe we have a return for
the whole of it, but I am looking at the debit
side and I find that on the Canadian Pacifie
Railway the country has lost over a hundred
millions dollars; on the Intercolonial Rail-
way over $55,000,000 and on the canais
$66,488,620.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-How do you
arrive at $100,000,000 for the Canadian
Pacifie Railway i .

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-The cost
of construction of the Canadian Pacifie Rail-
way since 1873 has beet $61,376,600. In-
terest at 4 per cent compounded added to that
makes $100,215,055.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I think interest
ought to be left off in order to make a clear
statement. If you compute compound inter-
est we will never get a fair statement.

anal and the other canais now in course of Hon. Mr. FERGUSON(P.E.L)-Thegen-
construction and enlargement, nor does it eral staterent that I submitted to thellouse
inclUde the expenditure on canais before atthebeginningof myremarksdid notinclude
Prinice Edward Island entered the confeder- a
ation a interest. I am now refuting the argumenton. that I meet so often, and hon. gentlemen

LOSS ON cANALs sINcE 1873. wiii excuse me for takiug this very formai
Capital expenditure since 1873.$37,988,041 Il means of meeting and rebutting the state
Interest on above at 4 per cent. 25,757,899 63 ment that the Prnce Edward Island Rail-
E]penses chargeable to income. 9,932,610 34 way is a heavy drain on Canada. I bave

eceipt............ne over the other publi works, and I a

7,189,9 9 g toapply th princpe
__________ Edward Island Raiiway. I arn not doing it

oss to the Dominion .. 8.... $66,488,620 59 forthepurpose of ragnifying the cost of these
So hatthe onworks. In the generai staternent which$6 that the loss on the canais has been I first subritted to the House and which$66,489,620 since 1873. Now take the answers the purpose I then intended, I have

Canadian Pacifie Railway and I find that not inciuded one cent for interest at ail, but
1e cst of construction of that road since in the statement that I ar now making I
873 has been $61,376,600. The interest at am deaiing with the Prince Edward Island

taPer cent compounded was $38,838,465 Raiiway and the other great public works in
taiking in ail $100,215,055. the same manner, to show that the Prince

THE cANADIAN PACIFIc RAILwAY. Edward Island Railway is not unduly bur-
densome to the tax bearers of Canada, I

Cost of construction since 1873.. .$ 61,376,600 will now take the Prince Edward Island
Ilterest on construction at 4 p.c. 38,838,455 Railway, and before doing s0 I will say that

$100,215,055 there has been $19,691,967 voted or paid forsubsidy to other roads be8ides those I have
Putting these three public works together named, and that an approximation of theand dealing with them since 1873 the loss amount of interet would be about $12,000,-

tO Canada has been what I have stated. Of 000. Theothercaiculations regarding theCan-
course it is not ail loss ; we know that every adian Pacific Raiiway, the Intercolonial Rail-
dollar has been well expended as far as the way, and the canais, which I have subritted,8vaIntagese to the country are concerned in have been carefuly worked out, and that is

[JUNE 14, 1894] 535



[SENATE]

the result. Coming to the Prince Edward
Island Railway, the Dominion of Canada
bas contributed $596,892 to its cost. Interest
on the above at 4 per cent, compounded, is
$480,132, and the working expenses of the
road have been $4,178,785.52. Being a
total on the debit side of $5,255,811.29. The
receipts on the other side have been $2,662,-
471.91, so that the loss to Canada on the
Prince Edward Island Railway has been
$2,593,339.48.
Lost on construction.......... ... . 596,892 99
Interest on above at 4 per cent .... 480,132 88
Working expenses............... 4,178,785 52

$ 5,255,811 39
Receipts ................... .2,662,471 91

Loss to Canada..............s 2,593,339 48

Loss on public works since 1873, exclusive
of the Prince Edward Island Railway, in-
cluding interest:-

Loss on Intercolonial Railway... . 55,287,762 38
do Canals ................. 66,488,620 00
do Canadian Pacific Railway. 100,215,055 00
do other railways(interest ap-

proximated)............... 31,691,967 00

Los to Canada ....... . ...... $253,683,404 38
P. E. Island's share, one-fortieth... 6,342,085 10

It will thus be seen that the pro rata bur-
den on the people of Prince Edward Island
for the construction and maintenance of the
great public works from which they derive
no benefit is nearly three times as great as
the burden which the Dominion taxpayer
on the mainland is called on to bear for the
Prince Edward Island Railway. In these
latter calculations I include the entire cost
to Canada since 1873.

My object in making up this calculation
was to show that there is no ground what-
ever for the statement that is so often made
that Prince Edward Island should abandon
her pretensions to the expenditure on public
works for her benefit and to consideration
from the Dominion of Canada on the ground
that there is a small deficit or loss in the work-
ing of the Prince Edward Island Railway.
That road from the fact that the original cost
was not charged to the Dominion of Canada
is not by any means so large a loser relatively
to the population of the island as the other
public works throughout the Dominion. I
would say further in regard to this matter
that thereis another consideration which hon.
gentlemen should bear in mind when they are
considering the matter of the Prince Edward

Island Railway not fully meeting its working
expenses, and it is this-I would be sorry tO
say, indeed I do not believe that any such
arrangement is intentional or with a view to
discriminating against the Prince Edward
Island road, but I have no hesitation in saY-
ing that I know f rom my own business that
the tariffs on the Government railways
are so arranged as to divert the natural
business that belongs to the Prince Edward
Island Railway to the Intercolonial RailwaY.
I make this statement that under the tarig
at present in existence $15 more Per
carload is charged for material shipped fro0
the west for Charlottetown if it goes over
the Intercolonial Railway to Pointe du Chêne
and over the Prince Edward Island Railway
to Charlottetown than if it goes to Charlotte-
town via Pictou some 80 miles further on
Government roads. That statement will
show that owing to the tariffs at present il'
existence the traffic which legitimately be-
longs to the Prince Edward Island RailrOad
is sent over the Intercolonial Railroad to
Pictou and the Prince Edward Island Rail-
road does not get the advantage of it in ito
earnings. This may be right from a
railway point of view-I am not taking
that ground but deal with the fact as
it exists, and I have not the slight-
est doubt that just such arrangements
have a great deal to do with the
deficit on the Prince Edward Island ]Rail
way. I take another ground in dealing
with the Prince Edward Island RailwaY'
The expenditure is nearly all charged tO
working expenses. During the last siX
years there has been only one entry in
the Minister of Railways report for cap-
ital account on the Prince Edward Island
Railway-an item of $8,300. For six years
there bas been but that one item, while we
find on the Intercolonial Railway in the same
period there was an expenditure of $2,339,'
693, and itseems to me that thePrince EdWard
Island Railway must have been an extremnely
well built road when it calls for little or
no capital expenditure of any kind for si,
years, and it seems strange that there should
be this great difference as shown by the
report of the Minister of Railways. Before
leaving this branch of my subject I want to
make another statement. I had the hon'
our in the winter of 1886 of visiting Lo-0l
don, in conjunction with the present chief
justice of the province of Prince Edward
Island, the Hon. Mr. Sullivan, and preset-
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ing on that occasion some of the claims of
Prince Edward Island. We had the honour
of meeting the High Commissioner of Can-
ada, Sir Charles Tupper, before Earl Gran-
Ville. We had several discussions on this
8ubject, and in one of those discussions I
remember distinctly in answer to a question
of rine, Sir Charles Tupper made this
statement, in fact I took the words down at
the time.

I have no hesitation in saying, from my know-
ledge of the province of Prince Edward Island ex-
tending over all my life, and from my experience
as Minister of Railways in Canada, that if the
Prince Edward Island Railway was connected with
the Intercolonial Railway, that the Prince Edward
Island Railway would be a paying road.

I quote Sir Charles Tupper's opinion
blecause sometimes our province is appar-
rently belittled by statements made about
the Prince Edward Island Railway not
meeting its working expenses. The island
railway owing to its isolation, not being
connected with the railway systerm of the
Dominion, has not a chance to get a through
traffic as it would if that opportunity were
given to it, while on the other hand the
acCOunts are made up so as to show for six
years past that only $8,000 has been charged
to the capital account, and the arrangement
Of tariffs is such as to draw traffic to the Inter-
colonial Railway, at the expense of the
Prince Edward Island road. In 1886 I
Was sent by my colleagues in conjunction
With the present Chief Justice, the Hon. Mr.
Sullivan, to confer with the government of
Canada with regard to the matters to which
I have now been referring. We presented a
memorandum on the 27th of September,
1886, which covers the ground that I have
been presenting to the Senate. I will read
it because the matter is concisely put and
Perhaps hon. gentlemen will get the informa-
tion on this point that I desire to supply
better from this than from anything I have
said :

The undersi ged having been deputed by the
GOvernment o Prince Edward Island to confer
With the Federal Ministry relative to the financial
arangement existing between that province and
the Dominion and referring to their interview of
to-day with tie Prime Minmster of Canada on the
subiject, desire to bring under the consideration of
the Privy Council, the justice and propriety of
augmenting the subsidy payable by Canada to
Prince Edward Island. These are the principal
gOunds upon which this application is based :-

• The expenditure by the Dominion upon great
ubie works, in the advantage of which Prince

Edward Island, owing to its situation, cannot par-
ticipate, has been greatly in excess of what at the
time the island joined the confederation, it was
estimated such outlay would reach.

2. The policy adopted by the Canadian Parlia-
ment, subsidizing lines of railway, of a local as
well as of a general character, has been extended to
every province of the confederation except Prince
Edward Island. The construction of eleven miles
of railway at Cape Traverse in the island, cannot
be regarded as embraced in this policy, such work
having been done in pursuance of that part of the
terms of union which provides for the maintenance
of continuous steain service between the island and
the mainland.

3. The island has been debited with the entire
cost of the construction of its railway under con-
tract when the union took place in 1873. The
undersigned therefore sublpit that the amount of
the expenditure for constructing the Prince Edward
Island Railway should be transferred to the credit
of that province in its account with the Dominion.

An hon. MEMBER-What about the
Cape Traverse Railway ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-In the
calculation I have submitted to this House I
charge every dollar of the expenditure on the
Traverse extension, and it is included in that
$596,000towhich I have referredand charged
to Prince Edward Island for railway con-
struction since confederation. In that memo-
randum reference is made to the interviews
we had with Sir John Macdonald, then
Premier of Canada. We had several inter-
views on that occasion and subsequently
when we returned to Ottawa to discuss the
question and the result of our discussion on
the question was the adoption by the Gov-
ernment of Canada of an order in council
dated 22nd March, 1887, which I will read
to this House :

lat. From the insular position of the province,
they (the Governor in Council) are of opinion that
the construction of the Pacific Railway and of the
Intercolonial Railway has not effected to the saine
extent that it has the other provinces, and the
island has not had the benefit of the advantages
which accrue to the other provinces from these
lines, and on this ground it is entitled to some con-
sideration.

2nd. The sub-committee think also that conside-
ration should be shown on account of expenditure
for the construction of the above-named railway
having been greater than was anticipated at the
time these works were taken into consideration
and the terms upon which Prince Edward Island
entered the union, having been in a eat measure
based upon the estimates thus forn for the con-
pletion of these roads.

3rd. The subsidies granted to the other provinces
up to the present time, in carrying out the railway
policy of the Government in the way of assistance
to local railways, have not as yet been made ap-
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plicable in any way to Prince Edward Island, and
that province has not received any benefit from the
carrying out of this policy, whereas on the con-
trary the other provinces forming the union, have
in this manner largely benefited.

Hon. members will bear in mind that I
am now reading the order of council of the
Government of Canada. This is from the
Canadian point of view-from the point of
view of Sir John Macdonald, the hon. leader
of this House, and other gentlemen associated
with him in the Government of the country.
This was the order in council adopted
by the Government of Canada. I may
in passing that the representatives
people of Prince Edward Island did not
agree at that time-they were not asked to
agree to accept that $20,000 per year, as a
complete and final settlement of the matter
which they were pressing on the Government
and we knew the Government had great
difficulties to contend with, that there
would be jealous eyes and petty critical
tongues directed against them from other
parts of the Dominion, by parties who did not
fully understand the matter and we fully
appreciated the spirit of fairness which in-
duced Sir John Macdonald to put that min-
ute on record as an instalment of justice to
Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Mr. MACDOINALD (B.C.)-Have
you the condition on which the $20,000 a
year was given.

parts of the Dominion. I will quote fron
the speech of Sir Charles Tupper which ap-
peared in the " Hansard of 1887," Vol. 2, p.
814:

The attention of the Government was called to
the fact that, in the arrangements for the admission
of Prince Edward Island in the union, they were
not in a position to derive the same amount of
advantage from the expenditure on the Intercolonial
Railway and the Canadian Pacific Railway, as the
other portions of the Dominion, which were on the
mainland, and which were in immediate railway
communication with those roads. The question was
raised that, as the expenditures on both these rail-
vays was so greatly in excess of what was estimated

at the time the island was brought into the union,
they ought to receive some corresponding considera-
tion on that account. Then there was the further
question that Parliament had adopted the policy of
subsidizing lines of railway in the other provinces-
that in Ontario and Quebec, Nova Scotia and New
Brunswick there had been considerable expenditures
in connection with , the construction of railways,
and the island had not received any corresponding
advantage. No subsidies had been granted for the
construction of railways in Prince Edward Island,
and on those two grounds it was claimed that there
should be additional consideration given to the
island. That matter having been carefully con-
sidered, the Government felt warranted in under-
taking to propose to Parliament a grant of $20,000
a year to meet the claims founded upon these tWO
causes. That is set forth in the Order in Council,
and the resolution is for the purpose of carrying it
into effect.

Sir Richard Cartwright spoke also on the
subject, and it was not certainly to be eX-
pected that Sir Richard would be warm and
genial in supporting a Government measure

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-I have of that sort. It was not to be expected that
just read it in the Order of Council. Imm- he would rise in his place and commend the
diately afterwards there was an Act passed. Government for what they had done, but Sir
The Act does not contain the grounds on Richard appeared to be in an unusualY
which it was granted, but simply enacts that good humour on that occasion and ho is
$20,000 per annum should be given. I have on record as saying:
read the order of council on which I have no intention of opposing the grant tO
the Act was based. I was very much Prince Edward Island on the principles I lay doWne
pleased, as we all were in Prince Ed- Very likely the demand made by that pro
ward - Island, when this matter came be- vince is quite justifiable and that it ray le that
fore Parliament, that the greatest spirit this vote is quite justifiable.
of fairness and justice seemed to pervade Mr. Davies, as might be expected being à
hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House. representative of the island, said
In presenting the bill to 'the House Sir
Charles Tupper, who was Finance Minister I need not say that 1 am thoroughly in sY'"
at the time, made a short speech which I pathywith the spirit of the hon. gentleman's resc>
will take the opportunity of reading, because
it throws great light on the attitude of the And the vote passed unanimouslY
Government at that day towards Prince the House of Gommons, with this differeuce,
Edward Island, and it may also be taken as however, the representatives of the island
showing the views of Sir Charles Tupper, clained that the anount was not largo
who, as we all know, is a statesman taking enough, and I may add that my friend Mr*
the broadeht views on questions affecting ail Davies and some other gentlemen on he
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,ide in politics censured myself and my
friends very strongly indeed because we ac-
'8pted $20,000 a year at that time. Mr.
bavies took that view of it in the House
When the discussion took place. I must
81y this for Mr. Davies, that although he
very generally complained of the treatment
that the island was receiving from the
borinion, yet up to that time I never

new him, or heard him put» on record aelan for the province of Prince Edward
Island, on the ground on which it was then
Put forward, and which was acceded to by
the Government, and while he was silent up
tO that time, yet as soon as he found what
'We were doing, and how far we had suc-
ceeded, he took the other side and denounced
118 for not having done more, and the Gov-
ernmient for not having done more. The
ground we took was that we had the prin-
ciple acknowledged, and had received a very
Substantial amount for the province. We

aimed, and it was generally admitted
at We had done good substantial service

for the province, and Mr. Davies's criticism
Wa8 Only because he had not the honour of
1liaugurating the claim or carrying it so far
towards a successful termination.

While I am dealing with this branch of
the subject hon. gentlemen will excuse
l'le if I say that while there was such
Perfect unanimity and harmony in the

Ouse of Commons, when this amount
being voted there, I have reason to
hnow in other places where some hon. gen-

tlelTen found it to suit their purpose to act
diserenitly the same harmony and unanimity
%'Id cordiality in regard to this matter was
YaOt expressed and I am now going to read
tO the HIouse an extract from a speech made
bY Sir Richard Cartwright at Ingersoll some
e"ven or eight months after he made the

8Peech which I have just read to the Rouse a
'W Moments ago, in which he said it was all

'ight and quite justifiable and that he would
upport it, as he did. He addressed his
na<ltituents at Ingersoll not in the presence

Of the representatives of Prince Edward
Island, not in the presence of the " Hansard "
'ePorters who would put his speech on re-
'ord, but in the presence of Ontario people
Where the facts were not understood by the
Ve'y fair-minded people of that province.
O" speech is reported in the "Globe," 14th
October, 1887:

Pwirther the Government had opened the door
*ide to all sorts of demande on the part of the

provinces by granting half a million dollars to the
province of Prince Edward Island in utter defiance
of the terms of the compact entered into between-
the several provinces at the time of confederation.
If the people of Canada, or a majority of
them, choose to condone these deliberate violations
of all sound constitutional principles and of the
formal agreement entered into by the provinces, it
will be idle to expect that confederation would
prove a success or could even be worked on any
terme, except those of gross and continuous bri-
bery.

I refer to this because it is just such
speeches as this-I might almost call them
incendiary speeches-made unfairly for the
purpose of attacking the Government with-
out the full facts before the people-which do
harm and prevent the petple of Canada from
understanding one another, not only on this
question but other questions which vitally
affect their best interests. Now, in the dis-
cussion of this and other questions similar to
this we have been met, in years gone by, with
a statement "Oh, but Prince Edward Islandis
a heavy drain on the Dominion of Canada."
Take up the Trade Returns they say and it
will be found that Prince Edward Island
only contributed a very small share of the
customs and excise revenue of the country as
compared with the other provinces, and it
has been our misfortune particularly to have
this argument, and this very unfair argument,
pressed against us on a great many occa-
sions. As far back as the year 1880 in the
House of Commons of Canada the Hon. Mr.
Blakemade aspeech whichwas not only unfair
to Prince EdwardIslandbut was alsounfair to
many other provinces. I think hon. gentle-
men in this House need not be told to-day
that the Trade and Navigation Returns afford
no indication in the world how the provinces
are contributing to the customs revenue. Ail
hon. gentlemen know very well that day by
day and year by year the great wholesale
trade of Canada is becoming centralized in
some of our larger cities and larger ports.
We know that the goods that are consumed
in Prince Edward Island to a very large ex-
tent, and also the goods that are consumed
in the North-west Territories, are entered in
the ports of other provinces and the customs
duties are paid and appear in the custom-
house returns to the credit of the other
provinces of Canada. Take the Trade and
Navigation Returns for the last year and you
will find in the whole North-west Territories
outside of Manitoba, that there has been
only something like $80,000 worth of goods
entered there, and that is simply in two
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places-Fort McLeod and Lethbridge. I
suppose that is because there is connection
with a railway in the United States at those
points, and it was convenient to receive the
goods there, but there is not a single entry
in all the other parts of the Territories, who
probably spend more money per head than
the older provinces. Goods are imported at
Montreal or some other large city and sent
from there to the other provinces. In the
old days before confederation we built in
Prince Edward Island a great many wooden
vessels, which kept up a direct trade between
our ports and the old country, and we had a
direct importing business at that time.
Since that time and the adoption of the pre-
sent tarif, the tendency has been to buy a
great deal more within the province of Can-
ada, both of goods manufactured in Canada
and of goods imported by the large whole-
sale houses in the great centres of trade, and
in consequence of this, hon. gentlemen, I
think need not be told to-day that the Trade
and Navigation Returns afford no indication
whatever of the contributions of each pro-
vince to the federal treasury; but in 1880
Mr. Blake made a speech in which he cal-
culated the contributions of the provinces
to the Dominion Treasury by these returns.
I will not take up the time of the
House by reading it. I am told in a
speech which has been published, which
he made in one of the western pro-
vinces before he left the political arena, he
corrected and took back what he said in 1880
and admitted, as every intelligent gentleman
in the country admits to-day, that the
Trade and Navigation Returns afford no
indication whatever of what any particular
province has been contributing to the
revenue of the country. In the year
1886, when Chief Justice Sullivan and
myself were in England, we had a dis-
cussion over this very subject with Sir
Charles Tupper and Lord Granville, and on
that occasion we went into a very elaborate
statement of what the contributions of
Prince Edward Island were to the federal
treasury. I think as the several reasons
which are perhaps almost local to Prince
Edward Island, are contained in this docu-
ment that I will crave the indulgence of the
House while I read this extract :

The difficulty of arriving at an absolutely cor-
rect calculation of the amount of dutiable goods
which the people of Prince Edward Island con-
sume cannot fall to be appreciated, yet the under-

signed submit that there are several methods by
which it may fairly be estimated. It must be
premised that the people of the island are very
large consumers of dutiable goods for the reason
that, being chiefly engaged in agriculture and fish-
ing, their manufactures are verv small as compared
with the rest of Canada, valuing, according to the
last census returns, only $31.33 per head to $72.63
per head of the other provinces.

In proof of the assertion that the people of the
island are principall3 engaged in agriculture and
fishing, the undersigi.ed would again advert to the
census returns of 1881, which show that (the
North-west Territories not being included) :

One-half the area of Prince Edward Island is
cultivated.

Only one-twenty-fifth of the other provinces is
cultivated.

Prince Edward Island bas a population of 51 to
the square mille.

The other provinces only 4-72.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Does the hon. gentl-
man include Manitoba and British Co-
lumbia? .

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-Yes, o1Y
excepting the North-west Territories. Of
course British Columbia pulls down the
average of the other provinces very materil-
ly, but not to an extent to make the difference
so great. Prince Edward Island is ]iOr
thickly populated than the other Pr'o-
vinces.

Prince Edward Island owns 55 live stock
for every 100 acres of improved land-the other
provinces only 38.

In field products Prince Edward Island raises to
the acre of improved land 108î bushels-the other
provinces 61¾ bushels.

From the fisheries Prince Edward Island pro-
duces $17.08 per head value-the other provinces
$3.55.

The people of the island are generally in corn
fortable circumstances, in proof of which may
adduced the amount of deposits per head in the
savings banks, which average $16.59 for the islnd
against $7.66 for the rest of the Dominion.

These figures clearl rove that the people 0
Prince Edward Islan , rom the fact of their not
being extensive manufacturers, are under the De«
cessity of using imported goods to a large extel*
while the fertility of their soil, the value of the
fisheries, and their general independence, delnon'
strate their ability to purchase. This beingunder-
stood, the undersigned submits the folloWll
calculations, designed to show that the import
dutiable goods into the island are very much large
than suggested by the committee of council, an
consequently the contributions to the revenue pro'
portionately greater.

We take three methods of ascertaining what the
contribution of Prince Edward Island was t th
revenue of Canada.

METHOD 1.

The average revenue of the DominiOn, froin
customis and excise, for the three years ended 30t
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ane, 1884, was $27,603,479. The population of
."riIce Edward Island to that of the whole Domi-

nion is in the proportion of 1 to 39-7. Upon this
ratio, the island's share of the customs and excise
revenue would amount to $595,301.

METHOD 2.

In 1882, the year before its admission
Uito the union, Prince Edward Island imported
direct from the countries beyond Canada,

oods valued at $1,372,581.
The duty on which amounted to $184,227.
And from Canada, goods the rowth and manu-

f&'ture of other countries, value approximately at
h429,354.

The duty on which amounted to $89,168.
This was from other countries outside of what is

noW embraced in the Dominion of Canada and the
aties collected were upon a revenue of 12J per

In 1861 the importa of the island amounted to
11021,669 ; in 1872 they had increased to $2,439,-
64, or at the rate of 138·9 per cent. At the same

rate its imports from countries beyond the Domi-
nion should have increased from $1,801,935 in
1872 to $4,304,824 in 1884, which at the present
aerage tariff (free and dutiable combined) of 18-64

eent, would give a customs revenue of $802,-419.

METHOD 3.
It is a well-established principle that the imports

aild exporte of a country bear a reasonable relation
each other. The imports of the island for the

va Years preceding confederation aggregated in
value £3,543,147 sterling. The exports in the same
Period £2,559,091 sterling, showing that the im-
trte exceeded the exporta by about £100,000 ster-

g, or $500,000 annually. The importe of theminion for the last seventeen years aggregated
1value 1,732,983,486; the exports in the same

Period, $1,390,946,803, showing that the imports
eeded the exports by about $20,000,000 annually

la the same proportion, according to the popu-
elotn, as the imports of Prince Edward Island ex-
eeded the exports in the years already quoted.

e exports of the island have steadily increased
ng the last 25 years. In 1861 it exported to
countries goods valued at $793,810, which had

iIcreased in 1872 to $1,497,058, or at the rate of88 per cent.
lih 1872 the island exported to countries beyond
erDominion goods valued at £722,333, which had

8 1 1 reared in 1884 to $1,310,039, or at the rate of
per cent. Apply this rate increased to theand's iinports from countries beyond the Domin-
in 1872, and we have as a result for 1884, im-

SButvaled gar,267 tained in the Dominion
trade and Navigation Returns, do not represent

thotal exports of the island to countries beyond
tion miynion, inasmuch as a considerable propor-
11r un shipped through Nova Scotia and New
thu eri ry, is credited te the exporte of
frore tprovinces. he annual export of horses
tho the island to the United States is not leas
retu 1,500, valued at $150,000. The Dominion
valu M for 1883-84 credit the island with only 256,

ad at $27,486. This is but one instance of
. A considerable part of the large trade

h the island does in eggs with the United

Stares, is credited to New Brunswick, while fish
and potatoes, which are largely exported to New-
foundland, St. Pierre, and the West Indies, are
much of them credited to Nova Scotia, being ship-
ped by way of Halifax. In view of these facts, it
would be within the mark to estimate, as indeed
the committee of council admit, that the island's
foreign export trade has doubled since 1872.
Apply the same rate of interest to its imports from
countries beyond the Dominion, as they stood in
1872, and we have as a result, for 1884, imports
valued at $,603,371, yielding under an 18%
per cent tariff, an annual revenue of $671,668.

The exports of Prince Edward Island, since
confederation, have increased in a much larger
ratio than have those of the Dominion, as the
following figures will show.

The total exports of the Dominion for 1871-72
were $82,939,683, for 1883-M4, exclusive of the
island, $90,066,437, or an increase of only 9

-g'

per cent as against 100 per cent, by which the
island's exports have increased in the saine time.
To recapitulate the results of the various methods:

Method 1.................... $695,301
Method 2.................... 802,419
Method 3 .................... 671,668

Average annual contribution by the island from
customs and excise, $713,129, to which add interest
on the sum claimed as island's share of fishery
award (less amount expended for fishing bounties,
$8,569) $41,430. This sum of $764,559, the under-
signed submit, should be accepted as closely approx-
imating the annual contributions of Prince Ed-
ward Island to the Dominion exchequer, and is
much more likely to be within than in exess of the
amount.

Now, hon. gentlemen, these figures were
prepared with the very greatest possible
care. I prepared them myself and can
vouch for their strict accuracy. Whatever
deduction may be drawn from them, the
figures in themselves are right, and they go
to prove that Prince Edward Island con-
tributed to the federal treasury in each of
these years, as I know it does in every
year, an amount equal, if not more, than
what it receives in the way of ordinary
public expenditure, to say nothing at al
about the great public works to which we
have been referring.

There is a second branch of this sub-
ject which has been presented to this
honourable House by hon. gentlemen
representimg our provnce in years gone
by. I refer to the terms of union
which provide for the efficient steam com-
munication winter and summer between
Prince Edward Island and the mainland of
Canada, and I want to say a few words up-
on the present aspect of that question, and
in doing so it will be necessary for me to be
somewhat historical and trace the history of
the subject. It is to us a matter of very
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great and vital importance, and the argu-
ments I have been presenting to the House
and the facts which I have been producing
so far are laying, as I might say, the ground-
work for what I am going to say with re-
gard to communication between the island
and the mainland and also with regard to
the public works in the province of Prince
Edward Island. The terms of union say
the Dominion Government shall :

Establish and maintain efficient stearn service
for the conveyance of mails and passengers between
the Island and the Dominion winter and summer,
thus placing the Island in continuous communica-
tion with the Intercolonial Railway and the rail-
way system of the Dominion.

I may say, as hon. gentlemen know very
well, that one of the strongest arguments
that were urged in Prince Edward Island
against that province going into confeder-
ation, was that we were isolated for four or
five or six months of the year, practically
isolated as far as trade and commerce were
concerned and almost isolated as far as social
intercourse was concerned, and that under
these circumstances it was impossible for the
people of Prince Edward Island to compete
on even terms with the people of the Dom-
inion of Canada in manufactures and other
things, that we would always behandicapped,
and that on that account it was not in our
interest ever to become a part of confeder-
ation. But at the time of the first offer of
confederation, just as in regard to the matter
of public works, there was not that know-
ledge possessed by Sir John Macdonald and
his colleagues of the wants and the parti-
cular circumstances of Prince Edward Is-
land which they did arrive at, at a later stage.
They did not understand the question as
well as they did later, and there was no pro-
vision in the Quebec resolutions for effici-
ent steam communication between the island
and the mainland in the winter season ; in
the original terms of confederation there was
no offer of this kind, and no provision that
Prince Edward Island should be indemnified
for the great public works being carried on
in other parts of Canada; but both these
points were embraced and contained in the
terms of confederation in 1873. Now in the
early part of confederation Canada did not
appear to understand the difficulties. The
old steamer called the " Albert " was placed
on that route; she was unfit for it-fit
only for carrying wood and totally unfit for
passenger service. She was on this service

for years to the extreme disgust Of
the people of the province. But later
on in 1875 or 1876, the Mackenzie Gov-
ernment then in power made an honest con-
tribution to the solution of this question by
putting the steamer "Northern Light " on1,
which was an experiment, an honest experl
ment, but she did not prove at all suitable
for that purpose. She was not the construC
tion or design of a very great genius, and the
result was that although she did more thal
many people believed to be possible under
some circumstances, she failed completely to
furnish that communication which the peO-
ple of the province had a right to expect.
Years passed on, and a change of govern-
ment took place and still the "Northerni
Light" ran for some time on that service
and it was not till the year 1886 that the
Provincial Government made very strong re-
presentations, both in Ottawa and London
on the subject,and the Dominion Government
took the iatter up in earnest and built the
steamer "Stanley" which has since beel
carrying on this communication. I feel it
is only right and proper that I should saY
in this place that the steamer " Stanley "iS
a wonderful boat. She is well constructed
and 'designed, and she has accomplished
a good deal and great credit is due
to the Government who put that
steamer "Stanley" on the route as a
fair and valuable contribution to the solution
of this great question. And I will say .
this place that the captain of that boat IS
as good a man as ever stood on a deck
anywhere-Captain Finlayson. He is a man
in whom the people there have the most un-
bounded confidence, and he has shown during
his long service that he is possessed of pru-
dence, coolness, care and an ability to
conduct that service which very few men are
possessed of, and I think I would be doing
wrong if Iallowed thisoccasiontopass withÔut
saying these words in favour of Capt. Finlay-
son of the steamer " Stanley " and I hope the
hon. leader of the House will bear what
I am saying in mind, which will be corrobo'-
rated by the people of Prince Edward Island
and the thousands of people who have availec
themselves of that means of communication
with Prince Edward Island and who have
learned the value of Capt. Finlayson's ser-
vices, and that ere long some recognition of
his services will be given in the way of an
increase of his very small salary, in con-
sideration of his long and valuable services.
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But notwithstanding the capacity of that
steamer " Stanley " and the fact that she was
Well-manned and that she has done all that
could reasonably be expected of her, it is
not a satisfactory service. There are cir-
curmstances attending that service which will
comle up almost regularly, difficulties
crop up and the communication isinterrupted
in so many ways and in so many I might
say annoying ways that the people of
Prince Edward Island are very far from being
8atisfied with the service. I will read a short
extract from the report of the deputy Minis-
ter of Marine and Fisheries for 1892, pages
50 and 51, speaking of the service of the
" Stanley " which shows how far the service
i8 from being continuous and efficient:

The continuity of the "Stanley " trips was broken
a't various periods during the season by heavy
drift ice in the Straits of Northumberland. On
the 5th of January, 1891, the vessel left George-
tOwn, but did not arrive at Pictou till the 7th. On
the 8th she left Pictou, but did not arrive at
Georgetown till the 10th. She left Pictou on the
16th February, but did not arrive at Georgetown
till the 28th, being 12 days fast in the ice, which
«Was the heaviest known for years. Arriving at
Georgetown on the 28th February the steamer was
laid up tili the 13th of March, for the purpose of
cleaning her boilers. From the 30th of March to,
the 3rd of April, the " Stanley " was prevented by
heavy ice from reaching Pictou. On the return
trip heavy ice again interfered, and the steamer
WVas two days reaching Georgetown. From the
6th to the 8th of April she was at port in George-
teWn, unable to proceed to Pictou owng to heavy
dif t ice. The total number of days lost during
the season from heavy packed ice and gales was
29 ; while 14 days were occupied in cleaning the

oilerS at a season when it is almost im posibe t o
keeP up continuous communication unless the
Winter be very mild.

1n the year 1891 the Government of the
Province of Prince Edward Island brought
this matter to the attention of the Govern-
Inent of Canada in another form, by the

10n. Judge McLeod and myself, and a
Merorial was presented in that year setting
forth the claims of the province to some ex-
tent as I have tried to present them this
afternoon, and the result of that was that
a Order in Council was passed on January
21st, 1891, which I will take the opportun-
ity of reading to this House. I might say
that during this time the matter had been
carried to England and that a despatch from.
tErl Granville had been received, an extract
from1 which I will read before I proceed any
further. Lord Granville after having re-
Ceived the deputation sent from the pro-

inces in the year 1886, and after having

received communications from the High
Commissioner on the subject and having had
many interviews and conferences with the
the delegates and Sir Charles Tupper
sent a despatch to the Marquis of
Lansdowne on the 30th March, 1886, wind-
ing up with the words:

The establishment of constant and speedy com-
munication by rail would be a great advantage
boih to the province and to the Dominion, and I
should suppose that the development of the traffic
on the island railroads and of the capabilities of
the province generally, would produce a large
direct and indirect return on the expenditure.

It would reflect great credit on the Dominion
Government if after conn#cting British Columbia
with the eastern provinces by the Canadian Pacific
Railway it should now be able to complete its sys-
tem of railway communication by an extension to
Prince Edward Island,

And it was after this despatch from Earl
Granville wasreceived that the "Stanley" was
put on, and after the long discussions which
had taken place upon the subject that the
Government of Sir John Macdonald, in the
year 1891, passed an Order in Council from
which I will read an extract. By this time
the tunnel question was brought to
the attention of the Government, and it
was in relation to the tunnel question and
such arguments as I have advanced that this
order was passed:

The sub-commnittee without going at this time
into the question as to whether the Dominion has
or has not fully carried out its obligations towards
Prince Edward Island in regard to maintaining con-
tinuous communication between it and the main-
land * * * * * recommend
that the memorialists be informed that the Govern-
ment will assume the cost of procuring the required
data and obtaining an estimate of cost of construc-
tion from Sir Douglas Fox, the whole not to exceed
$1,650 and that a sum be placed in the supplemen-
tary estimates for the current year to cover that
amount and that when that report is received the
memorialists should be invited to revisit Ottawa
and confer with the Government further ou the
subject.

As a result of this Order in Council the
matter was referred to Sir Douglas Fox, an
eminent engineer in England, and a very
careful examination was made by an engi-
neer in his employment, also aided by a
local geologist, Mr. Baine, a man of great
information in regard to the geology of the
Maritime Provinces. The result of this in-
quiry will be found in the report of Sir
Douglas Fox. That report is based as
regards the location of the tunnel, and
as regards the strata and the possibility
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of the tunnel penetrating ground under the
Straits of Northumberland, to a very great
extent on Mr. Baine's reports, and these
reports have the endorsation of Sir William
Dawson, than whom we have not a greater
authority in Canada on subjects of this kind.
In this report, which Ihavesaid was the result
of a very careful examination of the straits
by an engineer in the employment of Sir
Douglas Fox, by a very careful examination
by Mr. Baine, corroborated and sustained in
his conclusion by Sir William Dawson we
haveestimates made of thecost of this tunnel,
and the result of these inquiries as far as
they go is that there is under the Straits of
Northumberland a kind of material which is
admirably adapted for the purpose of tunnel-
ling and the tunnel need not go so far down
as to touch the great carboniferous deposit
at the bottom of the red sandstone formation
at all which was understood to be dangerous
if it should require to go so far down. This
tunnel can penetrate the Straits of North-
umberland passing through beds of shale and
nothing is understood to be better by scien-
tific men for purposes of tunnelling than
these beds of shale because they are imper-
vious to water and it is easy to bore through
them and with the exception of small leads
of red sandstone through these beds there is
nothing but shale from side to side. I will
here quote Sir William Dawson's words:

I beg to say that I have read and examined the
report and section prepared by Mr. Baine with refer-
ence to the proposed tunnel from Carleton Head to
Cape Touriniain which yon were kind enough to
show me, and that, from my knowledge of the
geological structure of the locality, I have no
hesitation in stating that I believe the report and
section fairly represent the character of the beds to
be penetrated by the proposed tunnel and that these
will not present any serious difficulty, the ground
being in fact as favourable as could be desired for
such a work.

The opinion of Mr. Baine corroborated by
Sir William Dawson is that there will be no
difficulty of a serious nature in constructing
a tunnel under the straits, and Sir Douglas
Fox is of the same opinion. Sir Douglas
Fox is the engineer who achieved the Mersey
tunnel in England, and he received the
honour of knighthood on account of the
great service he had rendered in building
that Mersey tunnel. Sir Douglas Fox has
also had very great experience in other
works of a similar nature, and the result of
his examination is that he estimates (allow-
ing for contingencies) that a tunnel of a

limited gauge of Il feet-suitable, however,
for the purpose of admitting cars of a 3 feet
6 inchgauge railway suchas thePrinceEdward
Island Railway is, but with rolling stock of a
somewhat different form from that now in
use can be constructed at a cost of $5,376,-
000. This tunnel would not of course
put the island railway in communication
with the railways of the Dominion without
transferring freight, as the island railway
has a 3 feet 6 gauge and the capacity of this
tunnel would be such as to allow only cars
of that gauge to pass through it. There
would of course have to be a transfer at
Cape Tormentine which would be a consider-
able disadvantage. I think a tunnel of that
gauge would fairly meet the requirements of
Prince Edward Island. Sir Douglas Fox esti-
mated that a 16 foot tunnel which would be
sufficient to accommodate the rolling stock
of the continental gauge of 4 feet 8
inches would cost $8,895,000, and he made
a further estimate that a tunnel of 18
foot diameter would cost $11,262,500.
I will admit fairly and candidly that all
of these amounts are considerable ones.
Even the smallest is a very considerable
one and it cannot be expected that the
Government would enter upon this work
without having taken very great care and
precautions to ascertain what they were
doing, the full cost of the work and the
prospect of its ultimate success. But
I think the information that has been
obtained on this question up to the present
time is of such a nature as would warrant
the Government in going further and carry-
ing out some of the other suggestions Of
Sir Douglas Fox. One suggestion has indeed
already been acted upon. Mr. Baine and Sir
Douglasintheirreportssaythatboringsshould
be had in order to test the accuracy of the
calculations as to the nature of the strata
and the absence of danger from percolatiOn
of water from these seams of red sandstone
that are found to run through the shale beds
of the Straits of Northumberland. The Gov-
ernment very fairly have undertaken these
borings. They have not been successful 'in
completing them as we had hoped they
would by this time but we have the answer
of the leader of the House that the borings
will be completed and the additional sut Of
money will be voted this session that will
carry out those borings and when that is
accomplished it will be fairly known whether
Mr. Baine's opinion as regards the strate'
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Will be fully sustained or not. When that
is ascertained as will be observed by perusal
of Sir Douglas Fox's report he recommends
another step-the sinking of a ventilating
Shaft for this tunnel. He proposes to place
it On the island side near Carleton Head
and his proposition was that after the borings
were effected a shaft should be sunk at
that place which would secure a face for
the tunnel and test some scientific questions
necessary to be solved in the construction of
this work. The Government have fairly
carried out their promise with regard to the
borings. They will have the result of these
borings at their disposal this present sum-
1'er and the people of Prince Edward Island
will then expect if these results are
found to be entirely satisfactory and corro-
borative of Sir Wm. Dawson's, Mr. Baine's
and Sir Douglas Fox's opinions that it will be

.n order to take one step further and sink
this trial shaft at Cape Carleton as suggest-
ed in -Sir Douglas Fox's report. Before
taking my leave of the subject, perhaps hon.
gentlemen will permit me to say that I have
noticed with some concern that Sir Douglas

oX's report was not ordered to be printed
by the Committee on Printing of Parliament.
It as laid before the House of Commons.
I think it must have been an oversight or
Perhaps a difficulty arose from the fact that
there were plans and maps connected

t it that it would be almost impossible
OPut on the sessional papers of the House.

0 dOnIbt the difficulty of placing these on
record influenced the committee against
Publishing the report, but I feel that it is a

eat pity and places every' gentleman
Who takes an interest in this subject at a
'Very great disadvantage that this report
cannot be used for reference. In order to
get this report-and it is not very long and
the Plans connected with it are not at all
SlPortant to the ordinary student of the
nestion, while the body of the report itself

taa matter of the greatest importance to
tl ]Iouse-I will read it to the House, or
"et it be accepted as read, and let it appearhe debates. The subject is of very great
inPortance to the people of Prince EdwardIsland , and to the people of the Dominion

a.whole. They have been carefully look-
g into and considering it and for the pur-

Pose of facilitating future discussions and

Par.ting the Government and members of
rectiament and the people generally to cor-

conclusions upon it it is desirable that
35

this report of Sir Douglas Fox, which has
cost the Government of Canada $1,660,
should appear in our debates and be on
record for the purpose of reference.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I should. think the
Printing Committee would order it to be
printed.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I)-This re-
port has never been presented to the Senate,
but ithas beenpresented tothe Houseof Com-
mons. I suppose I could ask thehon. leader to
present it to the House and for that purpose
put a notice on the paper and it should be
brought up regularly.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This document
having been laid on the Table of the House
of Commons has probably been referred to
the Printing Committee and dealt with by
them or will be dealt with by them before
the end of the session.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-If the printing of it
has not been sanctioned very likely it is on
account of the expensive character of the
maps, but if the hon. gentleman thinks the
report without the maps would be sufficient
I have no doubt as a member of the Print-
ing Committee that they would recommend
it to be printed.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If it were laid be-
fore the House of Commons it was referred
to the Printing Committee and they declined
to print it. If the hon. gentleman will put
a notice on the paper asking to have it laid
on the Table then it can be produced and re-
ferreft to the Printing Committee to be
printed.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-I will
take the hon. leader's suggestion. We will be
perfectly satisfied to-have it printed without
the maps. I wish now to say a few words on
the advantages which the tunnel would
confer on the people of Prince Edward
Island and also on the neighbouring provin-
ces of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. In
fact a work of such magnitude could not
help being of some interest at least to the
people of Canada whether they live on the
Pacific Coast, in the central part of the
country or down in the Maritime Provinces.
The tunnel, if carried out, would vastly
stimulate the commerce and material
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prosperity of Prince Edward Island. I
would just take one article which we ex-
port in very considerable quantities-to
illustrate the advantages which this tunnel
would be to us. I find, by referring to the
custom-house returns covering a period of
seven years, that the farmers of Nova Scotia,
by the sworn valuations that are made at the
customs, received over 58 cents per bushel
for their potatoes and the farmers of New
Brunswick, taking the customs valuations as
my guide, received 42 cents per bushel for their
potatoes while during the same seven years
the average price in Prince Edward Island
during the same period was less than 25
cents per bushel. It will be .found that the
farmers of Prince Edward Island received
less than half for their potatoes that the
farmers of Nova Scotia received for theirs
and very much less than the farmers of New
Brunswick received for theirs.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It may be that the
potatoes are not quite so good.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-I think
as a native of the Maritime Provinces my hon.
friend knows very well that the potatoes of
Prince Edward Island are famous for their
good quality. Prince Edward Island pos-
sesses a soil in which they can be grown in
very great abundance and at a cheaper cost
than in any other portion of the Dominion.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Why do they
not ship them to Nova Scotia ?

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-Because they
would be frozen at that time of the year.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-We do
ship them to Nova Scotia. The state ofmat-
ters is this-the western counties of Nova
Scotia ship their potatoes abroad and we
supply the eastern part of Nova Scotia with
potatoes and I believe we supply a great
deal more potatoes to Nova Scotia than
Nova Scotia exports to other countries.
But owing to the geographical situa-
tion and other circumstances, we are na-
turally the suppliers of the eastern part
of Nova Scotia including Cape Breton
and Halifax, while the western coun-
ties of Nova Scotia from their proximity
to Boston and the West Indies send their
potatoes there. But whatever country the
potatoes find their way to ultimately,
whether the West Indies or the. United

States, the average price in Nova Scotia has
been over 58 cents a bushel while the aver-
age price in Prince Edward Island was 25
cents a bushel. I am free to admit that the
difference is not all to be accounted for by
difficulty of winter communication. The west-
ern ports of Nova Scotia are nearer to Boston
and the West Indies and have better facili-
ties to reach those markets, but the great
difficulty that arises is that we have
to put our products all on the market
within three or four weeks. Our season
of harvesting potatoes extended from,
the 1st to the 15th October, and from that
to the period of severe frost and frozen har-
bours is a very short one indeed and our
potatoes have to be sent to the market very
often in an immature condition, and the
only markets available to us are glutted at
that season of the year mainly owing to the
fact that we have to send all our potatoes
at that time. Another reason is that pota-
toes having to be sent mostly by sailing ves-
sels freight is very high in the fall and We
have to pay sometimes 20 cents a bushel on
freight to American ports. The fact that we
have to ship all our potatoes in a hurry at one
time of the year and in a state not suitable
for marketing at all, that insurance and
freight run very high at that time of the
year, the net price which we get for Our
potatoes is very small compared with whast
the other provinces receive. The census
returns show that Prince Edward Island
raised in 1881 over six millions of bushels
of potatoes. The figures for 1891 are not
yet available. I may say further that the
quantity that is sent abroad for nmarket
depends entirely on the price. When the
price falls much below 20 cents a bushel these
potatoes are consumed at home. They are
not a very profitable article for food on the
farm but as a matter of necessity they are col-
sumed at home and it is only when the price
rises high enough to send them abroad that
a large portion of our crop goes abroad at all.
In 1883 it was found that nearly tWO ml'-
lions of bushels of potatoes were sent from
the island to the United States and to Nova
Scotia. Even by the Trade and Navigation
Returns it will be found that in many years
the exportation of potatoes from the island
to the United States was from one milliolfive
hundred thousand to one million seven hun-
dred thousand bushels, and from the fact
that in 1881 no less than six millions
bushels of potatoes were produced in the
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island if the price were equal to the prices
in other provinces, the production of potatoes
in the province would very largely increase
and the necessity of shipping potatoes in the
fall of the year under unfavourable circum-
stances would pass away and our potatoes
would go to market as the potatoes of the
other provinces do gradually as the
market calls for them. I would not take
up the time of hon. gentlemen in argu-
ing the advantages of a tunnel to the
business of the country. Those advantages
are so self-evident that there can be only
one opinion on that point. I will pass for a
few minutes to another point-what would
it cost the Dominion of Canada to undertake
the construction of this tunnel ? What
would be the cost to the Dominion in the
end ? My contention, as I have already put
it forward, is, supported as I am
by the opinion of Sir Charles Tupper
and other eminent men who have in-
formation on this subject-if the tunnel
Were built the loss on the operation of the
Prince Edward Island Railway would be
Wiped out, and material gain would be made
in the earnings of the Intercolonial Railway
as well, because a vast amount of the trade
of Prince Edward Island that now goes by
vessels to the United States and St. John
and Halifax and a number of other places
Would then go by this tunnel. An enhanced
trade would result and the wiping out of
the loss on the Prince Edward Island Rail-
Way might be considered as one of the
advantages to the tax-payers of the whole
Dominion. The average loss on the' oper-
ation of the Prince Edward Island Railway
has been $79,896 per annum. There is
another item we might consider in con-
nection with that-the expense to the Gov-
ernment of Canada in maintaining the pre-
sent ice boat service and the steamer
" Stanley." That would be saved. It is
not easy to get very exact figures on this
subject, because the " Stanley " is used in
the summer season for the fisheries protec-
tion service, and the accounts are not kept
separate to show what portion of
the expense can be charged to main-
taining communication with the main-
land. This information may be in the
Public Acoeunts, but I have not been able
to get it. I have made a liberal allowance,
aud I think $15,000 would represent the
cOrrect amount which would be saved to the
revenue of Canada. This steamer, which was
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bought for the service, and which, in all the
discussions which have taken place, is fairly
charged to this service could be used for
other purposes, and the interest on
the cost would represent a saving of
$5,438. We lose through depreciation,
which I have put down at 10 per
cent, about $14,359 a year. Of course,
the Government does not insure the steamer
at all, but that does not make any differ-
ence-they are carrying the risk, and any
business man will tell you that if you are
carrying a risk, you have a right to put
down an item for insurance, because you do
not know how sooq you will be overtaken by
a loss. I put down 10 per cent for insur-
ance, which is not too much, as the vessel has
to undertake a particularly hazardous service,
that represents another amount of $14,359.
Calculations which were made by the Hon.
Judge McLeod and myself some three years
ago on the subject show that the net earnings
of the tunnel would be probably not less
than $100,000 yearly. I made an inquiry in
the year 1883 in order to throw light on a
subject which at that time we were discuss-
ing between the Government of Canada
and the Local Government of the province
to ascertain what the actual trade of the
island with all the world was that year and
found that without including goods that
came in small craft from the other
provinces, in boats of dimensions that
did not call for an entry at the
custom-house at all (and there is
considerable trade of this kind on all the
south side of the island) we found that
$3,470,000 worth of goods of all kinds were
imported to Prince Edward Island that year.
I estimate that an equal quantity would be
exported. Now that was 10 or 11 years ago
and the trade of the province has increased
greatly since then. With the progress made
in the interval and we may set down that un-
der the influence of this tunnel there would be
a very large increase in the exports of Prince
Edward Island and I think it is not too
much to say that the earnings of this tunnel
would be at least $100,000 a year.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Net earnings?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P. E.I.)--Yes, be-
cause the working expenses of the tunnel
would not be much at all. It was proposed
by Sir Douglas Fox that communication
through the tunnel should be made
by electricity and it was thought
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that the working expenses would not be
very great, but after making a liberal allow-
ance for the working expenses it was esti-
mated that $100,000 a year which the people
of the island would willingly pay in tolls
would represent the earnings of this tunnel
and would go towards the expense of its
construction. We place interest on the
amount of $2,171,318.18, which I have shown
hon. gentlemen is due Prince Edward Island,
in a matter ofpublic works without including
allowance for interest. Hon. gentlemen
will remember that the conclusion I arrived
at in the early part of my speech was that
in order to put Prince Edward Island on an
equality with other provinces $2,171,318.18
might properly be expended on public works
in Prince Edward Island. Interest on that
at 4 per cent would be over $86,000 a year,
so that all these items added together amount
to $315,814.

Losson Prince Edward Island
railway, average since 1873 $ 79,806

Excess of expense over in-
come in winter service.... 15,000

Interest on cost of tunnel... 5,438
For depreciation, 10 p.c.... 14,459
For insurance, 10 p.c....... .14,359
Net earnings of " Stanley".. 100,000
Interest on $1,796,826.22 at

4 p.c.................... 86,852

$315,814

This at 3½ per cent would represent a
capital of $10,000,000. These figures may be
opento criticism, but I think they are accurate
and the result of those calculations is that
Canada might construct a tunnel even at a
cost of $10,000,000, and in doing so, there
would be no loss to the people of Canada
beyond putting Prince Edward Island in a
matter of public works in a position of
equality with that which the other provin-
ces of Canada occupy from the Atlantic to
the Pacific at the present time. In con-
nection with this and before taking my
leave of it I might say this : I am
not sanguine enough nor am I unrea-
sonable enough to say that that tun-
nel should spring into existence like Alad-
din's palace, and that the people of the
island should wake up one of these fine
mornings and find it completed from one
side to the other, as if by magic. We do
not expect anything of the kind. We ex-
pect the work shall be approached as it has
been approached in a reasonable manner by
the Government, that the best information
available shall be got on it, and that step

by step it should be advanced just as it is
found to be practical and no further. But I
would take this ground in connection with
that position that all this will necessarily
involve considerable time. Time has already
been spent in the discussion of it, not lost I
will say nor thrown away. There will be
more time taken and that time will not be
lost or thrown away, but while that is going
on I would ask my hon. friend the leader of
the House, and ny hon. friend the Minister
of Agriculture to remember Prince Edward
Island during those years we may reason-
ably expect to pass before this tunnel is
completed, seeing it will take five or six
years to build it from the time the machi-
nery starts. During these years I trust the
hon. gentlemen will remember Prince Edwa rd
Island (because eight or ten or twelve years
is a considerable period in the lif e of a
country as it is in the life of an individual)
that during that time they will do something
for Prince Edward Island in regard to
putting ber in an even position with the
other provinces in regard to public works.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-What about the
subway ?

Hon. Mr.FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-Why the
tunnel is only a child of larger growth. It is
only an evolution of the subway. To my
friend, Governor Howlan great credit is due
for the long assiduous labours lie devoted to
the discussion and elaboration of this ques-
tion. At first he could only see men as trees
walking as was natural with a man beginning
the consideration of so great a questionas that.
He could not be expected to have the end en-
tirely in view from the start. At the outset lie
proposed a subway which was then engaging
a great deal of the attention of engineers
all over the world, but after the matter was
reported to Sir Douglas Fox and Sir John
Code, another very eminent engineer in
England, with whom I had the honour of
interviews, further light was thrown upon
it, and afterwards the shield system of
tunnelling, or what is called sub-aqueous
tunnelling, was found to be almost as cheap
as the plan Senator Howlan proposed in the
first place, which was a cast iron or inetallic
subway laying upon the foundation of the
straits.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-They
are now proposing to carry a subway be-
tween England and France.
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Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-It may
be, notwithstanding all these eminent author-
ities, as my hon. friend says, they are proposing
now to adopt the subway principle between
England and France, but this is a little
misleading, because these terms subway and
tunnel are sometimes interchangeable terms.
They are called subways where they are
built of iron, although they are entirely
under the earth. My hon. friend says that
in the proposed tunnel between England
and France they are going on the plan
where the metallic tube rests on the bottom
of the sea, and where the earth is not pene
trated at all. However, that nay be, these
are questions for engineers and Govern-
ments to deal with, and we are not wedded
to one plan or another. All we want
is that something practical should be
done, and that the right way to solve the
question be arrived at whether it is by
neans of a subway or tunnel, but I was

just saying when I was asked, and
very pertinently, by my hon. friend here
(Mr. Poirier), to explain about the subway,
I was pointing out to my hon. friends, the
members of the Government in this House
the importance of considering in the mean-
time the claims of Prince Edward Island
in the matter of public works. There is a
very large section of Prince Edward Island
extending from Charlottetown southward
through what is known as the Belfast and
Murray Harbour Districts, about 55 miles
of an extent of country that is not benefited
or penetrated in any way by the Prince
Edward Island Railway. I thinkI am within
the bounds of truth when I say that there is
not a better tract of country in the whole
Dominion than that district. Every inch of
land is occupied by a thrifty, hardy industri-
Ous class of settlers and they have very poor
harbours on the greater part of their coast,
and it would be a comparatively small mat-
ter in the years that will necessarily elapse
before the Government takes up this mat-
ter (as I hope it will take it up) will be called
Upon for any large expenditure in connection
with it, and hon. gentlemen know that in
those many years that table of expenditure
ln other parts of Canada as presented to the
llouse will go on increasing year to
year. We know to-day there is a very ex-
tensive proposition to connect Ottawa with
Georgian Bay. We know there are many
canal improvements which are desired to be
carried out. I have no fault to find with

them, but during the years that must neces-
sarily elapse before this tunnel question
could be finally dealt with the Government
should consider the claim of Prince Edward
Island to the construction of a railway in
that province, inasmuch as Prince Edward
Island has not received any benefit or ad-
vantage from the railway policy of the Gov-
ernment. I find no fault with the Govern-
ment in building a railway in Cape Breton.
I have never had an opportunity of setting
my foot in the Island of Cape Breton, al-
though I have been all over the rest of Can-
ada and very much through the other pro-
vinces, but 1 was proud and pleased
when the Domikion Government took
the responsibility of building that Cape
Breton Railway and putting our sister
island in the position which she ought to
be placed in. I know that Cape Breton
had not received railway benefits and justly
complained, and although the railway policy
of the Dominion had benefited Nova Scotia,
as a whole Cape Breton had not received
fair consideration. But you can take down
this fact that in Prince Edward Island which
is at least equal in fertility to Cape Breton
although not possessed of the same mining
resources (but take it all round we com-
pare favourably with them) that we have a
railway which has been paid for by
our own money while Cape Breton has
a railway built by the Government
its entire length of equal cost with our
railway. I am not finding fault. Cape
Breton bas received nothing but what is
right and fair and I only ask that Prince
Edward Island should be treated in the
same fair and liberal manner. With regard
to the moral and political advantages of a
tunnel I might say that although I have
been myself strongly favourable to keeping
up the political autonomy of our province as
a member of this confederation, I am
always proud that Prince Edward Is-
land is a part of the great confederation of
Canada. I have always taken that view but
I will go further and say that if a tunnel
were built Prince Edward Island would cease
to be an island at once. It would become
practically a part of the main land of the
Dominion-there would then be no object in
keeping up political distinctions and it would
pave the way to the union of the Maritime
Provinces and also would be very advan-
tageous to the good government of Canada
as a whole. I have to thank you, hon.
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gentlemen, for the attention you have
given me. I know I have spoken at too
great length but you will excuse me. I feel
warmly,and I know the people I represent feel
warmly on this question and I would not have
done my duty if J had not gone over the
ground and presented these views to you on
this occasion.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (77) ".An Act to incorporate the
Dominion Gas and Electrie Company."-
(Mr. Bernier.)

Bill (74) " An Act to incorporate the
Ottawa Electric Company."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (75) " An Act respecting the Chau-
dière Electric Light and Power Company
(Limited)," as amended.-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (125) " An Act further to amend the
General Inspection Act," as amended.-(Mr.
Bowell.)

INSOLVENCY BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The Order of the Day being called,

The House again in Committee of the Whole
on Bill (C) " An Act respecting Insolvency."

Hon. Mr. BOWLLL said : In moving
that the Speaker do now leave the Chair
and the House resolve itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on the Insolvency Bill,
I wish to take advantage of this opportunity
to set myself right on a m'atter which
occurred the other day, I have felt some-
what keenly about the very idea that any
hon. gentleman of the Senate should have
supposed for a moment that I would have
insisted upon violating any arrangement into
which we had mutually entered in connec-
tion with the discussion of this bill. When
I called the attention of the House to the
rule in reference to the discussion of the
principle of the bill in committee, I
had not the slightest intention of attempting
to prevent any hon. senator discussing the
principle of the. bill at the proper time,
which would be in going into committee on
the reception of a report, or on the third
reading, or at any other stage of the measure.
My only object was, while we were discussing
a particular clause of the bill then before the
House in Committee of the Whole, that we

should confine ourselves to the clause and
whatever principle might be involved in it.
That was the only intention I had, and my
remark was not made with any view of
preventing the fullest and widest discussion
that could possibly take place upon the great
principle involved in the Insolvency Act. If
you read the remarks made by the hon.
gentleman f rom Albert and note the position
that he took, while reserving to himself the
right hereafter to take such course as he
might think best in accord with his own
individual opinion as to the effect of the
bill upon the community, that it will bear
out exactly the position I have held. The
hon. gentleman said:

I take it to be understood, after the expression of
my hon. friend from Amherst, which has not been
dissented from, that we may go on and pass the
second reading, and after that discuss the letails
of the measure without being absolutely committed
to its principle. The importance of a Bankruptcy
Act seems to be acknowledged.

In reference to that point the same course
was indicated by my hon. f riend from Monck
in his remark, where he said:

I hope the leader of the Government will not
push the bill through the House too rapidly.

And then he went on to indicate what he
thought ought to be done and what course
he himself would pursue hereafter. Then
again in reference to a remark made by my
hon. friend from Alberta:

I see nothing in the rule to which my hon.
friend refers that binds any member of the Senate
to the principle of the bill. He does not say that
in passing the second reading you even affirm the
principle. The rule says the principle of the bill
is usually adopted on the second reading. That is
what you have done to-day and many of you have
expressed strong opinions against the principle of
the bill, but I hope when we come into committee
that the House will accept it and will let it become
law.

Taking the whole debate together, I think
the House will come to the conclusion that
I did not interpose-and I assure the House
I had no intention of interposing-any
obstacle in the way of discussing the bill
upon its merits, whenever it reached the
stage at which that could be properly done
within the meaning of the rules of the
House. I noticed, that some hon. gentle-
men were under the impression that an un-
derstanding had been come to and that the
remark that I made in reference to the rules
of the House applied to the hon. member
from Monck and was an attempt to prevent
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further discussion on the question, and I
think it only right that I should make this
explanation in justice to myself andin the
hope that no member of the House should
think that I would take advantage of a
technicality in order to prevent a full
discussion of the measure.

lion. Mr. DICKEY-I am disposed to,
accept the explanation which has been made
by the hon. leaderofthe House thathe had not
11ntended to violate any understanding that
Was arrived at, but what struck me was the
Position which he laid down when the hon.
Member proposed to discuss the principle of
the bill. The hon. member had gone so far
as tO say that he was willing to reject it,
When he was brought up with a round turn
by the leader of the House who said that
this w as not the proper time to discuss the
Principle of the bill. Then it became neces-
sary for us to refer back to what had been
agreed upon at the second reading. If the
"itention of my hon. f riend, in the course that
.he took then, was merely to say that we
Were at liberty to discuss the principle of
the bill at any future stage and not in com-

ittee, he was making no concession at all, be-
cause the rules of the House permit us, with-
Out any consent on the part of the person in
charge of the bill, to discuss the bill at any
stage whatever. At the second reading, in
Order to carry out the views of the promoters
'f the bill and to get it advanced a stage, I
t0ok the responsibility of suggesting, and I
induced others who were opposed to the
Principle of the bill, not to take any steps
against it at that stage, and on what ground?
That the bill was to be referred to a special
ceTnxmittee in order to report an amended bill.
We have been told repeatedly, and I need not
go into detail to show it, that we have got a
very different bill now from the one that
Went to that committee, and therefore I
could have arrived at no other conclùsion
than that we were at liberty at any stage of
that bill which was reported from the com-
raittee to discuss it, and if we were not so
at liberty, the understanding arrived atWhen the bill was read the second time

py amounted to nothing at all. The
neasure as it stands now was not subject to
the second reading, but was brought intofullWittee of the whole with a view to a
the bdiscussion, and on that occasion, when
friebil was before the committee, My hon.end, as I understand him, objected to any

question being raised as to the principle of
the bill. I was surprised at that, because
we had postponed that discussion on the
principle of the bill in order to get the bill
advanced a stage. When I say we, I mean
those who are opposed to the principle of the
bill. Although opposed to the principle of
the bill, I was willing to give my very best
assistance, humble as it is, to make it as
perfect as possible. Under those circum-
stances, I felt that I was placed in a
very awkward position, because I had in-
duced my friends and some gentlemen
who certainly were not political allies of
mine, to take a course entirely the reverse
to that they intend9d to take. I allude
now to the hon. member from Albert. He
was as much astonished as I was, be-
cause immediately after I asked the House
to agree with that course, the House con-
sented. He said that, in consequence of
that suggestion of mine and in accordance
with the understanding that he was to be at
liberty to discuss the principle of the bill at
any stage he felt himself brought up. He
was in an awkward position, because
if he was not at liberty to discuss the
principle of the bill it was hardly worth
while to talk about it; but besides that, I
should like to call the attention of my hon.
friend to this, that even in committee we
are at liberty to discuss the principle of a
bill, and the very best and most crucial
proof of that is that any member of the
committee, when the bill is before them, can
move that the committee rise without re-
porting and the bill would be rejected. That
is done often and it can be done on this
occasion, and if so why was any hon. gentle-
man prevented f rom discussing the principle
of any part of the bill i But besides all that,
I must say that I was very much gratified
the other day at the admission which
the hon. leader of the House made, when
in his usual courteous manner he said : " I
am sorry this misunderstanding has taken
place. There was no intention on my part
to violate it, and I am now willing that the
principle of the bill shall be discussed in
committee." That is the position the hon.
gentleman took the other day, and I do not
know why it was necessary that we should
get up a discussion on that point at the pre-
sent occasion. At the same time, I freely
say that I hope nothing that ever fell from
me would induce any person to think that
my hon. friend knowingly violated the under-
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standing as he understood the arrangement
on that occasion. I am quite sure he is in-
capable of doing anything of that kind, and
I for one was incapable of believing he would
do so. At the sane time, I was surprised at
the course that was taken, for I thought
possibly my hon. friend had forgotten the
arrangement. It is quite evident that he
had, because he said inmediately after: " I
am sorry for this misunderstanding, and I
am now perfectly willing that the principle
of the bill should be discussed." I hope
this little incident will create no further
trouble, and that every hon. gentleman will
have the opportunity of discussing the bill.
The sooner we get at it, the better, because
if the sense of the committee requires the
principle of the bill to be changed, it is bet-
ter the Government should know it. I do
not know that I should say anything further
except that the arrangement was made in
perfect good faith. It was well understood
all round the House, and the action that I
took the other day in speaking on the spur
of the moment was not suggested by any
idea that the lion. gentleman would violate
openly any understanding on such a subject.

It being Six o'clock the Speaker left the
Chair.

After Recess.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (C) " An Act
respecting Insolvency."

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-When I moved
the first amendment to subsection a of
clause 2, I was actuated by a desire not
to have the farmers included in the bill as
it then stood. It was suggested by the hon.
gentleman from Halifax, and I think by the
hon. gentleman from Richmond as well, that
my motion would more properly apply to
clause 3. I have considered the matter
since, and with the consent of the House I
beg to withdraw my motion with a view
to submitting a more comprehensive clause
when clause 3 is considered. In doing so I as-
sume that the hon. gentlemen from Ricli-
mond and Halifax will also withdraw their
motions and let us commence on clause 3 as
suggested.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should be very
glad to do so.

The amendments were all withdrawn and
the clause was adopted.

On the 3rd clause,

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-I wish tomake
some explanation as to the position Iassumed
when I made my former motion. At that
time I stated distinctly that I was not in
harmony with the view that farmers should
be included in the Insolvency law at all, and
therefore when the bill was changed in the
committee from traders and farmers and
graziers to simply "debtors," I thought it
was my duty then to try and make a change.
Under this clause every debtor comes under
the Insolvency law in a compulsory way. I
felt it my duty as far as I could, to correct
what I considered a bad feature of the bill.
After considering the matter more fully, I
have come to the conclusion, in order to
meet the views of hon. gentlemen of this
House who have expressed themselves on
that subject that farmers should be included
provided it was a voluntary act on their
part. As f ar as the compulsion is cou-
cerned, I was then and now opposed to it,
but if the farming community can be brought
in so that insolvency on their part shall
be voluntary, I have no objection, and
for this reason, that 99 out of every 100
farmers in the country will not require
this legislation at all. I feel sure that the
99 will not oppose a bill of this kind which
is intended to give relief to the one. A
very honest farmer nay possibly, by having
his farm buildings burnt with all his
crops, as has occurred in Ontario many a
time to my knowledge, or through sicknes
of himself or members of his family, becoie
so embarrassed that it might be important
that he should get relief and every one says
that a farmer in such a case should have the
benefit of the Insolvency Act in order tO
relieve him. Under the circumstances, I
have come to the conclusion that the few
farmers in the country who may be compell'
ed to take advantage of this bill should have
the opportunity of doing so if they think
proper. Another view of this matter is
that the insolvency law is made, not for the
prosperous, but to relieve those who have
become embarrassed. They may have had
losses under peculiar circunistances and be-
corne insolvent, while perfectly honest in al'
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their transactions. It would be a pity to
keep those people out, especially as it is
lntended for such people and not for the
prosperous members of the community. I
aIn satisfied that we all want this bill to be
mlade law and our object should be to try
and make it as satisfactory to the people of
the country as possible. I therefore move
that section 3 of the bill be struck out and
the following substituted therefor :
. For the purposes of this Act debtors are divided
inito two classes as hereinafter detined, namely,
classes A and B, and the receiving order under this
Act shall not be made in respect of the estate of a
debtor included in class A on the application of
such debtor, and the receiving order shall not be
.inade in respect of the estate of a debtor included

class B on the application of a creditor of such
dbtor.

lion. Mr. iMILLER-That is as the bill
Was introduced.

lion. Mr. McKINDSEY-That is an
almendment to clause 3. I intend to follow
that up with a classification of who shall
eoUstitute classes A and B. It will be clause
four of the bill. Class A is defined to
lnclude persons engaged in trade, and class

such persons as farmers, graziers, etc.
?ersons included in class A, if in debt, may

Put into insolvency, but persons included
ln class B shall only go into insolvency by
their own voluntary action.

lion. Mr. MILLER-This is a very impor-
tant motion indeed. It completely undoes
the work of the committee to which the bill

as referred, and I think it is too important
tO take a vote upon it until it is printed and

febers are allowed an opportunity to con-
"e' it. For my own part, I am not pre-

Pared to vote upon it.

lion. Mr. DEVER-I do not think the
(;overnrment would accept an amendment
ike this without an opportunity to consider
t carefully.

IOn. Mr. DICKEY-This resolution isery well as an expression of opinion, a sort

a tract resolution intended to be put in
takoncrete form, but it would be better to
take Up this clause with a view to practically
dlide whom you will make this bill ap-
Plicable to. This clause says that the Act
orih apply to all debtors. The bill as
trlginally introduced was applicable to
raders-that is the obligatory part. That

was an intelligible classification, and is fol-
lowed by provisions to carry out sub-
stantially the sanie view that has been ex-
pressed by my hon. friend who has moved
this amendment. That is to say certain
classes should not be put into insolvency
except upon their own application. There-
fore, this is a return to the principle of the
original bill as introduced, and so far as
that goes, I am entirely with my hon. friend.
The bill as originally introduced in that par-
ticular, in regard to the persons to whom it
was to apply, was a very much better bill
than the bill as reported by the committee.
I will therefore take the liberty of refer-
ring to what that 9ill was, and ask if
it will not be more practical and con-
venient to take it up in its original words.
The original bill was " This Act applies to
traders as hereinafter defined." That is the
first principle of it, and if we are going to
make a clause, would it not be better to
follow that and state that it shall be made
applicable to " traders as hereinafter de-
fined," and then define what those traders
are, because the teri traders will include
exactly what we choose to say by a defini-
tion clause it shall be. That definition
clause is given in clause five of the bill as
introduced. The advantage of taking it up
in that way will be this: there is a certain
portion of this House, I do not say a major-
ity who think this bill should be confined to
traders only. Let us take a vote on that
principle first, and then on the part "as
hereinafter defined," and then we can make
a definition which will include all that my
hon. friend proposes to include, and if there
are any persons left out of that definition
they can be added by other hon. gentlemen
or the persons who are opposed can be
struck out. Then, with regard to the
farming class and others of that character,
they are provided for in this way:

. But no receiving order under this Act shall be
made on the petition of a creditor in respect of the
estate of a farmer, grazier or rancher, or of a debtor
not being a trader.

That would test the question whether the
comnittee is disposed to include the fariner
at all. If that point is settled, then you
can settle the other point whether that shall
be compulsory or only voluntary. I think
we ought to learn something from the lesson
of history, and as regards this Dominion I
venture there never has been an insolvency
law which included a farmer who was not a
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trader. The Act of 1864, which I am told
was the only Insolvency Act in Old Canada,
did not include the farmers but applied only
to traders. The Act of 1869 did not only
not include the farmers but excluded them
expressly, because as it said, " this Act shall
apply to traders only." The Act of 1875,
which followed that, only went a step further
and included trade corporations and part-
nerships, which was all right, because they
could not escape the consequences of an In-
solvency Act by simply turning themselves
into a limited company, and therefore they
were included, but this is a new principle
altogether which has been imported into the
bill, which includes everybody. For con-
venience sake, instead of voting on an ab-
stract resolution, we should take the bill as
it is and amend it and make it applicable,
if we choose, to traders only as hereinafter
defined, and then take the fifth clause of the
original bill as a basis of that definition and
modify it as you like, and then you can
get the question settled, but if we get dif-
fering about " A " and " B " and who shall
be included in each class we will make no
progress. The Minister of Trade and Com-
merce has not yet stated what course he ispre-
pared to take, or what he would advise the
committee to do with regard to it. I should
like to hear whether there is any objection
to my view of the case.

Hon Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-I
am not quite clear what we are'considering,
whether it is the resolution that has been
placed in the hands of the chairman or the
suggestion made hy the hon. gentleman from
Amherst, but I take it that the question we
are considering now is the resolution which
has been handed to the chairman by the hon.
member from Milton. My own opinion,
after giving the matter a good deal of con-
sideration, is decidedly that we should have
no class legislation whatever-that the clas-.
sification should be debtors-everybody that
owes a debt. I do not see any reason why
the farmers should be excluded, and I have
not heard any good reason yet why they
should be. They are an intelligent class of
people and understand their own affairs as
well as anybody, and no class legislation is
required for them. If you are going to give
the farmer an option of availing himself of
this bill or not, that is class legislation, pure
and simple, which we should never counten-
ance in this House. In Ontario there is an

Insolvency Act which has been in operation
since 1877 and there is not a word in it about
farmers. They are not excluded, and I have
yet to know that a single farmer has suffered
hardship in consequence of the operation of
that Ontario Act. On the contrary, I be-
lieve that it has worked very satisfactorily.
I do not think it would be treating the
farmers fairly to exclude them. They are
entitled to the same privileges as all other
classes of the community. I have been a
long time in business and I have yet to learn
of a debtor being oppressed by his creditors.
On the contrary, they carry the debtor along
and help him, and it is futile to say that the
farmer is going to be ruined because he i
brought under the operation of this bill. i
do not think anything of the kind need be
feared. In the province of Quebec there is
an Insolvency Act, the operations of which
are very satisfactory to the community. I do
not know what the provisions of that Act are.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-Does that include
the farmers ?

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES-I do not know
about the Quebec Act, but in Ontario the
farmer is included. In the provinces of Nova
Scotia, New Brunswick and Prince EdWard
Island they are without insolvency legisla-
tion.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-There
is no insolvency law in Quebec.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-It is under the
common law.

Hon. Mr. MAINNES-In the province
of Manitoba, they have no Insolvency Act,
but they have a great many exemptiOnl5

such as are needed in a new country like
that. If this bill passes, I do not see any
reason why these exemptions should not re-
main untouched. Any which were unreas-
onable could be modified, but that is a nat-
ter of detail. I am decidedly opposed to
any class legislation whatever, and the
farmer has as much right to be brought under
the operation of this bill as any other class
of the community. They know perfectlY
well if they get into debt to a larger extent
than they are able to pay, they must suffer
the consequences. We have been told that
the farmer will be ruined by the operation
of this Act, that his farm will be taken awaY
from him. That is not an easy thing to do.
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It s nuch more difficult to take a man's
gi away from him than to sell his dry

100ds or groceries. There are some mem-r" of the committee who are entirely op-
j1sed to an Insolvency Act of any kind. My

O. friend from Monck, in his usual frank
andstraightforward manner, bas stated his
OeUon that there should be no Insolvency

t._ b am sorry to differ f rom my hon,
end, but my opinion is entirely opposed

th 8 .It is very desirable that the laws of
0 cOuntry should be uniform from one end
he Dominion to the other and that every-
Y should be treated alike.

lon. Mr. KAULBACH-My hon. friendWho
nakes this motion makes two classes

Persons, traders, and another class which
neludes al debtors, and the latter class can-
otbe put into insolvency-with them in-

ency is te be optional. That is contrary
e Principle of any law that has ever been

elaitence in this or any other country.
.vent law was slowly evolved out of the

frainal code and was directed against
1idulent debtors. Former bankruptcy
the applied to traders only, because
to circumstances of their business were
oth lY different from the circumstances of

bers. Creditors of traders were regarded
Partners in their speculations; all others,
ltraders, were considered wholly responsi-

or their debts. To bring in the others itext thought would only encourage fraud andetravagance. I do not see why you should
eri o Peop e who are not traders a prefer-

Sover those who are traders. Traders
aife suJect to contingencies which do not
to et Other classes of the community, and

a that more stringent rules should
trPly to them than to other debtors is con-
tea t the principles on which other insol-

ip aws have been passed. In England
traers, 1861, insolvency applied only to

p lon. Mr McKINDSEY-What does it
aPply to now î

Mr. KAULBACH-To every debt-
ive h it gives no preferences as you wouldoie here to other classes over the traders.

fa propose to give a preference to the
Or over the man to whom the bank-

Ply. law was originally intended to ap-
should annot see why an ordinary debtor

given a preference over a trader.

My hon. friend says that the farmer may
lose his buildings and crops, or sickness in
his family may cause him embarrassment,
but he is not more subject to those con-
tingencies than other members of the com-
munity. The farmer's occupation is more
healthy than others, and his buildings are
not more liable to destruction by fire. My
opinion is that this bill should be confined
strictly to traders only, then hereafter, if
the farmers desire to come in, let them say
so, but if they come they should be included
on the same terms as traders. Do not give
a common debtor a preference over the
trader, who is subject to vicissitudes in his
business. He may be iAdustrious, honest
and frugal in his habits, and yet become
insolvent through the failure of others who
owe him. When you are giving the fariner
a preference over the trader, you are giving
it to the wrong person. If any preference
is to be given it should be given to the trader.
One of the many imperfections in our last
Act was the want of an impartial and inde-
pendent examination into the causes of each
bankruptcy. Everything of that character
was thrown on the creditors, who did not
take the trouble to investigate matters.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-I thought I
had made myself understood when I moved
my resolution and stated that after the re-
solution was passed I intended to submit the
supplementary clauses which contained all
the persons who were entitled to take ad-
vantage of this Act, and on submitting that
the committee might strike out any persons
or class of persons that they thought should
not be entitled to it, or to add to the list.
If the committee would allow the resolution
to be read over and each item confirmed or
struck out, it would shorten the matter very
much. It is quite clear that my hon. friend
from Amherst did not comprehend the ob-
ject of this motion, because he refers to the
bill as originally introduced, and when as a
matter of fact the bill which is before us to-
day is the bill that came from the commit-
tee, and that simply includes all debtors.
What my hon.. friend from Burlington says,
about the laws in Ontario and Quebec, it
does not apply at al. In Ontario they have
a law for the equitable distribution of an
estate under an execution, and farmers and
all others have to come under the law alike.
The same proceeding bas to be taken in all
cases. The execution is put in the sheriffs

555



[SENATE]

hands, and after it remains there a certain
time he seizes the goods of the debtor and
gives a notice to the creditors to prove their
claims, and he makes an equitable distribu-
tion of the estate just as under the present
bill. The difficulty of the law in Ontario is
that there is no power to relieve a man after
you take every dollar he has got, and
there is where the necessity of this
law comes in. I would prefer if the
different provinces would adopt legislation
similar to Mowat's Act, and then we would
only have to pass a law here for the purpose
of giving a discharge to these people after
the distribution of their estates under the
provincial laws. That would simplify our
duties very much, but that has not been
done, and you cannot get the provinces to
do it. If it were done it would relieve this
House from having a cumbrous bill like
this, because it has ail the machinery that
they have to-day in Ontario up to a certain
limit. As far as the farmers are concerned
I am not distressed about them. Notwith-
standing what the hon. gentleman from
Lunenburg says, they are quite capable of
taking care of themselves, but the difliculty
with former insolvency laws was simply
this-that they did not go far enough-they
did not secure to the debtor a winding up
process which was in his interest, and the
law became obnoxious to people not only on
that ground but on other grounds as well.
The hon. member f rom Lunenburg says that
the bill of 1874 did not include the farmers.
I know it did not, but there was a feeling
among the farmers and small dealers
throughout the country that they should
have been included in that Act. Now.
when you are making a new Act, more
stringent, for the winding up of insolvent
estates in an economical way, I do not see
any reason why you should not include
everybody, but it is only proper and right
that a class of men like the farmers should
only be brought under the operation of that
law by their own free will.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-That applies
to all debtors though.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Notwithstand-
ing I have made this motion, if that is
changed so as to compel the farmers to go-
into insolyency, I would oppose it to the
bitter end, because I know it would be un-
satisfactory to that class of people. I can-
not shut my eyes to the fact that through

disaster the farmer may be brought into
difficulty, and he should be allowed to take
advantage of the Act as well as other classes
of the community. If the hon. gentleme"
would place the matter in such a shape th&t
I could put my second clause so that the
House might deal with it, we would get a
the matter in a business-like way.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I have bee
spoken of as opposing this legislation alto
gether. My hon. friend from Burlingthl
says this is class legislation. I agree With
him entirely, and when my hon. friend is.,
anxious to protect the farmers by allocag
them voluntarily to become insolvent, I Say

it is class legislation, and they do not van
it. When this bill was first introduced
said time would show whether I was rig
or wrong that the farmer was put in a
nake-weight in order to make the bill pP
lar in the country.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-When?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM -- When the
leader of the House introduced the bill-
When my hon. friend tells us about the
farmer, that he should be allowed to g 1
insolvency but not forced in, I say it 1s -.d
legislation. He says the poor farmer's bue
ings may be burnt. Well, we have insur s
companies in this country and the farine
insure their farm buildings. If the Peîe
of this country wanted such legislatiohe
this they would ask for it, but theY .te
not asked for it, and we are forcing it O

them and putting in the farmers as a a
weight to make the bill popular. Yo f
it will be a great blessing to the peop
this country if you give them an nsoîvelly
Jaw-give them a chance to pay 66Ï cen
the dollar and all expenses. Who is g
to be relieved under this billi

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-The lawyers.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Yes, but l

not our duty to come here to legislate Iist
interest of lawyers. I shall vote agCIh
every amendment and then vote again the
bill.

of
Hon. Mr. POWER.-The meqiber

this House may be divided intO this
classes with respect to their views 01 bol
measure. Some, represented by the
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Rentieman f rom Monck, think that we
%hould not have an insolvency law at all. I
to lot propose to say whether I belong to

aýt class oi. not just now, because I feel, to
D'certain extent, that by going into committee
th1 this bill we have committed ourselves to

e principle, and that an opportunity will
afforded later on, at another stage of the

1, for hon. gentlemen who are opposed to
,i Inlsolvency law altogether to bring their

ews before the House. That is one class
j-those who are opposed to any insolvent

1 at ail. There is another class who
ink that if we are to have an insolvency

it should be limited strictly to the class
have asked for it, that is, traders.

ýhere are a great many farmers in this
unltry, and a great many others besides
"fiers, who are not traders, and I have

lQot heard that there has been any one who
eII be supposed to represent any of those

O has asked for this legislation. We
Ve had requests from the boards of

t4e of certain cities asking, on behalf of
commercial men, that there should be

ilsolvency law. There is another class,
%4 of that class the majority of the commit-

e which had this bill under consideration
as apparently composed, who think that all

ses should come under the insolvency
S but that they should be all dealt with

the sarne manner. This bill contained a
»ision such as the hon. gentleman from
ton, now wishes to insert in it. When the

hatcame beforethecommittee they considered
à question fully and by a very large majority
uCided that they should follow the example

e trgland and make the law apply to all
ses in the saine way. Then there is the
r1'th class, hon. gentlemen like the hon.

"eiber from Milton, who think that the
DOple who have asked for this bill should

Put in a worse position than any
other section of the community. The hon.
Rentleman proposes that the traders, the
b 4iness men of this country, shall be
t in a worse position than any other

Some hon. gentlemen have talked a
9,at deal about farmers, but the hon.

n from Milton himself and other
. gentlemen know perfectly well, and

lot deny, that the number of farmers
Will in any case come under the opera-
of this law will be almost infinitesimal.

"e what class of people will come under
Speculators and persons who have been

gaged in promoting land booms and things

of that sort will come in by scores, and you
propose to place those men, who have under-
taken to do business without any capital,
and business not of a legitimate character,
in a better position than the regular
mercantile people of the country who
are doing legitimate business. That is the
practical working out of the hon. gentle-
man's proposition. As I said before, I feel
that we are committed to the principle, for
the time being at any rate, of having an in-
solvency law. We had better ascertain what
the feeling of the committee is with respect
to the distance that law shall go, and I pro-
pose to move an amendmpnt to test the
sense of the House, to see whether the House
feels that if we have the bill it shall apply
only to those who ask for it; and I shall move
in amendment to the resolution moved by
the hon. gentleman from Milton :

That this Act shall not apply to any persons
ofher than traders as hereinafter defined.

At a later stage, if we do not want the
bill at all we can vote it out.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHÔE-I heard the
hon. member from Amherst state that the
Act of 1864 was confined to traders only,
and that several measures afterwards passed
confined it in a like manner; but is that any
reason, when we come now to legislate, that
we should follow those Acts? We are legis-
lating here, I may say, out of whole cloth-
original legislation, and it seems to me fit and
proper that we should not follow the prece-
dent of legislation long since repealed by the
common consent of the representatives
of Canada. I can see no reason why
we should legislate for a class. Class
legislation is pernicious. I believe in
legislating for the whole community, and
that you should permit every man, no matter
what his calling, to take advantage of the
Insolvency Act, if his circunstances are such
as to justify it. Why should the farmer be
excluded ? What is the difference between
dealing in a thousand dollars worth of land
and a thousand dollars worth of goods, a
thousand dollars worth of cattle or a thous-
and dollars worth of sugar? What is the
difference in a man's labour or in anything
else that represents money? Is not one as
good as the other ? Is not the thousand
dollars worth of real estate which is trans-
ferred from hand to hand just as good as a
thousand dollars worth of merchandise, and
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if so why should the trader in land be ex-
cluded from the right? I see no reason, hon.
gentlemen, why this Act should not be made
broad and full and for the benefit of all. I
would make the Act to suit all, and none can
come under it excepting those who qualify
themselves under its provision. There should
be a limitation as to the amount that would
allow any person to come in under it. Saving
that limitation, as far as I am concerned, nmy
vote would go in favour of a bill that would
enable any man whose circumstances would
warrant it, under its provisions, to come in
and take advantage of it,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Before the question
is put, let us understand exactly how the
matter stands before the House. The pro-
position made by the hon. member from Mil-
ton was exactly in accord with the speech
made by the hon. member from Amherst.
The hon. member from Halifax shakes his
head. The proposition of the hon. member
fron Milton was to divide the classes who
could take advantage of this Act into two,
first, the traders, second, the non-traders, or
without using the word traders, defining
a debtor to be as in classes A and B. Then
the hon. gentleman read a definition of the
first class-that was traders, who came under
class A, and the second class B, others than
traders. Then in order to make the measure
consistent, he read certain clauses which it
would be necessary to embody in the Act to
carry it out. That is the position in which
it stands before the House under the motion
made by the hon. member from Milton.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-What I said was
that we should go step by step and define
what was necessary, and we should begin by
defining whether it should apply to traders,
and I recommended that it should be applied
to traders only as hereinafter defined, and
then afterwards we might follow the other
bill and take up that clause which made the
application of the Act to farmers a voluntary
act on their part if they choose to do it.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I understood that.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY--I did not wish to
be understood as going with him in that.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes, and that is
precisely what the hon. gentleman has done.
The only difference in this, instead of first
defining what class should be considered

traders, he first asked the House to affire
the principle that there should be tW0o
classes, and just as soon as you affirm that
principle, then the subsequent clauses to
which my hon. friend referred would carry
out the idea and the views advocated by the
hon. member from Amherst ; so that if Y0

pass this motion of the hon. member fron'
Milton you declare that there shall be tW*
classes, one who can be put into insolvenCe
by the creditor but cannot take advantage
of the law voluntarily ; and a second clas,
not included in the first, who could nOt b
put into bankruptcy, but could voluntardY
go into bankruptcy of their own me
motion. Then my hon. friend from IIalifa
moved to amend the Act so that it sha"
apply to traders only. That would cha'ge
the bill as presented to the House from11 the
committee in this respect ; the bill before
the committee now applies to all classes, 0o
matter who they may be. They MaYy
wholesale merchants or they may be chinefle 1
sweeps or any one else. It takes ina
classes of debtors owing above a certai
amount. The bill as it stands before us w
cludes every one. The hon. gentlemlns
motion would include only traders herei
after to be defined, and I presume he WOn
take, if this be aflirmed, the definition giN eu
in the original bill.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-Yes, substantially-

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Now these are
three propositions, as I understand the13 '
before the House.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I have beenl e'
witness to all the disasters that came UI th
the late bankruptcy law which we had in
Dominion, and I think we are bound t
very careful in what we are doing. For ml
part I feel bound to express my views agauite
applying this law to the farmers. 1 q"
understand that the traders come in an O
for a bankruptcy law. They are de
from one end of the confederation tO
other, and although some of the pro-vl.h
have the requisite laws, perhaps, to deal
insolvents, other provinces have not, and

quite understand the desire of tradelh le
have a uniform law throughout the
Dominion. Hence I am in favour O
Insolvency Bill, provided the farmert Îbe
excluded. I say the farmers should no
included. They are in a very different Ch
tion from traders. A trader has to deal WI
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a number of persons, some living near him
and others at a distance, and the wholesale
trade have to deal, not only with those
around them, but also with all the provinces
of the Dominion, and then they are not able
to follow their debtors as the farmer can.
The farmer is dealing with very few people
and can take care of his own business. In
fact, he does not want an insolvency law.
The farmers have not petitioned this Parlia-
inent fer an insolvency law. Not only have
they not petitioned for such a law, but I
have had an opportunity of talking over
the matter with almost every class of the
COmmunity during the last few weeks.
and I have not met one person who
Wished the insolvency law to apply to
the farmers. The representatives of the
boards of trade and the bankers who were
here in very large numbers made suggestions
to US, and what did they say i I asked them
Whether they would like the insolvency bill
to apply to the farmers. They were very
relctant to answer, in fact they did not
anslwer plainly, but from their words we can
lnply that they were against the application
Of the insolvent law to the farmers. So we
have in fact expressions of opinion, one
Which is negative, in this sense, that the
farmers have not petitioned for an insolvent
law, and we have the expressed opinion of
the boards of trade and bankers that it
Would be better that the insolvent law
should not apply to the farmers. I think
these expressions of opinion are plain enough
to be considered by this House. I look to
the farrning community as the basis of the
Publie credit. I say that in applying this
insolvency law to the farming community you
Will ruin the public credit, not of one class
0nlY, but you will expose the public credit
of the whole Dominion to ruin. I explain
myself in this way: if you make the insol-
vency law apply to the farmers, it will en-
courage them to go in debt and extravagance
andoncetheyenteron that paththey will go to,
extremes knowing that there is an insolvency
aw Protecting them. And what is the posi-

tion at present in some of the provinces ? In
O Own province there are exemptions which

go to such anextent that the farmer is practi-
c'Y beyond the reach of his creditors, and

You add to that this insolvency law giving
hii the power of going into insolvency,what
W'11 be the result? The result will be a gen-
eral crisis. The farmers, already exempted,
W'11 take advantage of this bill and go into

bankruptcy, and them the retailers will not
be able to collect their money. If the re-
tailers of the community are ruined, what
will be the resulti The result will be that
the wholesale community will also be para-
lyzed, and if the wholesale men cannot carry
on business,the blow vill fall on the bankers
who will put the brakes on all their custom-
ers and then you will ruin the whole trade
of the country. If you have a law which
will produce such bad effects on the whole
community, what will be the result? Even
the credit of the Dominion-I am not speak-
ing of the Government, but of the trade of
the country-will be ruined, and I think
you should be very areful not to do such a
thing. In exempting farmers we are not
denying them a privilege; on the con-
trary we are paying them a high compli-
ment. We say to them " we rely upon you
as the basis of the public credit and of
the trade of the Dominion." I think that
all legislation should go to keep up
the fariner and to give him courage and
let him know that we rely upon him
more than upon any other class. The in-
solvency law is a legislation of an exceptional
character, and in my mind it should apply
only to cases of necessity. In most cases it
is not necessary that the farmer should go
into bankruptcy. If a fariner is unfortunate,
his misfortune will be considered by his
creditors and he will find a way to get out
of the difficulty. He does not require such
relief as an insolvent law to settle his busi-
ness. On the whole, we should not make
this law apply to farmers. This is my first
position. I shall vote to exclude the farm-
ing community entirely from the operation
of this law. Then, if I cannot get that, I
will vote to exclude them from the con-
pulsory operation of the law so that they
cannot be put into insolvency, because if the
farmer can be put into insolvency by any
creditor, some day an unfair creditor will go
and put into insolvency a fariner who in
fact is not an insolvent and would other-
wise be able to get out of his temporary
embarrassment. Sometimes the fariner can-
not realize on his crops and has to wait for
months; he cannot reap the benefit of his
sowing at once-he has to wait until the
fall, and a harsh creditor would perhaps
use his power as a creditor in an unfair way.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I could not give a
silent vote on this question. I quite agree
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with a good deal of what has been said by the
hon. member from Milton and the hon.
member from Manitoba in reference to the
farmers being the backbone of our country,
and the importance of having an honest
farming community, and that they should
not be encouraged to do anything which
would tend to lessen the confidence and re-
spect the whole community has for them.
It is equally important that our trading
community should be a respectable class,
should be an honest class, should be relieved
as much as possible f rom the speculator or
the adventurer, the swindler and the black-
mailer. It is a degradation, coming down
the grade, and if this bill becomes law it is
calculated to encourage a dishonest class of
traders as well as a dishonest farming com-
munity. I quite agree with the hon. gentle-
men when they say that some legislation is
required, but we might have legislation of a
much simpler kind. We might have an Act
to prevent preferential assignments, previous
toassignments for the benefit of creditors, and
then have a clause embodying the principle
that where four-fifths or five-sixths or seven-
eighths of the creditors are willing and
anxious to relieve a debtor, the creditors
representing a very small percentage of his
indebtedness should not have the power to
keep him under the harrow for all time.
A provision of that kind is all the bank-
ruptcy law that we require in this com-
munity. It appears to me from what I have
learned of law-and some of it came out
before the committee on this bill-that
the great danger and trouble with our
trading community really commences with
the banks. They are men possessed of a
large amount of money, their officials are
trained from boyhood up to the prac-
tice of banking, and they, like lawyers,
as many of them are, are sure to secure
the bank ; they are not disposed to take a
private individual's paper unless it is well
endorsed. They must have good security,
and I was surprised a short time ago to learn
that some of these banks actually take
assignments of debts that are not yet con-
tracted. I take it, that is a wrong principle
in trade, it is encouraging a dishonest trans-
action, and such a transaction, in my mind,
should be made illegal. A law should be
passed preventing any bank taking, or
any man from giving an assignment of
debts which he has not yet contracted. I
do not think that is in the bill ; how-

ever it may come out. The banks taking
that step hamper to too great an extent
the trading comimunity. The tendency of
the age just now is for monied men to with-
draw their capital from business and place
it in banks, and they allow the business of
the country to be carried on by kite-flyers,
speculators who have no means of thieir own,
who are prepared to carry on business in a
flighty way. They go into heavy specula-
tions and run them for all it is worth; if
they succeed they make a fortune, if there
is any loss they have nothing to lose.
The bank will give them money as long as
they furnish security, upon their own credit
or the credit of their friends or neighbours,
and in that way an undesirable and doubt-
ful class of the community is led into large
speculations. These large speculators draw-
ing upon the moneys advanced are compet-
ing with the hard-working, plodding, honest
merchants and business men, and the result
is that the honest man in many cases is
forced out of business by dishonest competi-
tion, I look upon it that this bankruptcY
law will only encourage that sort of thing.
If we include the farmers, a host of men
will rush into the bankruptcy court to take
advantage of it. Will not the same princi-
ple apply to doctors and traders as well 1
Just as soon as we have the law passed
there will be men springing up with any
amount of cheek and impudence and charac-
teristics of that kind, who will go in a
plausible way and get credit in the countrY
and go into bankruptcy.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The bankrupt inust
pay 66 cents on the dollar to get through.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-No, he need not
pay one cent on the dollar and he can get
through all right if his creditors allow hilu
to go through, but he cannot get a discharge
under an offer of composition unless he PaYs
66 cents on the dollar. The creditors can
relieve him and will relieve him if they are
sure that everything is all right. I feel like
voting against the proposition of th&Ion-
gentleman from Milton, and the propositiOl
made by the hon. member from Halifax. If
this bill becomes law every man should be
served alike. We want no class legislation.
The farmers and everybody else must have
the same race to run, and the Act will cure
itself in a very short time; it will not be
long before the people will ask to have it re-
pealed. I do not think it would be fair or
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Wise to say that one class of the community
should go into bankruptcy whenever they
Please, when they have made all the arrange-
1flents and made all their preferences three
'lOlths beforehand in order to go into bank-
r'Ptcy with a clean sheet. The trader can

Put into bankruptcy under this bill by his
ereditors at any time. For my part, I am

Posed to oppose the bill all through, but
if t is to become law, I would say that every

'ean should stand upon the same footing.

IIon. Mr. PERLEY-After the renarks
Of the hon. member f rom St. Boniface, I
thought it right to say a word or two. As
far as I am concerned, I would vote against
the bill entirely. do not believe it is in

e interest of the country at the present
tiX1e. I believe it will do more harni, and
"Jure the credit of the country more than
nY bill we have passed or are likely to pass
ts session, but if we are to have an in-

sOlvency law, I am in favour of applying it
d every man who is in an embarrassed con-
doinl0 . I believe the farmer has just as
good a right and claim to have the benefit
of this law as any other man, and J shall
fght for that. My hon. friends are very
!"xiOus about the honest farmer, but I say
'i 1s the truth that the farmer is the back-
bone of Canada. He is of all men the man
Whom the credit of the country is depending
UPon. Re is the man whom the business of
the country is largely depending upon, and

e 1s no part of Canada that that applies
n'ore than the North-west Territories

and Manitoba. My hon. friend desires to
e'P the farmer under the hatch. He is

verY Well aware that owing to the bad crops
which the farmers of Manitoba have had,
ad from want of experien ce, men who have
gone in, there have had to suffer under very
ad and grievous misfortunes in respect to

'Osirig their crops and getting badly in debt.
The farmers in that country have a law
Passed to exempt them f rom paying the
debt9 which he claims are honest debts.
There is no place to-day where there is an

teneption law to the extent of the one that
e"its in Manitoba. And why? Because these
b't eo there, not dishonest men,

not understanding the climate and the
soi They went on in the best way to till the
' and make a success of it, and the result

th they have failed, through no cause of
theirs ; but the hon. gentleman wishes to

eep these men under the hatch-these men

whose crops are mortgaged for two years
ahead. He would give them no chance to
get out. If we make an insolvent law I
say we should apply it to the farmers of the
country as well as to others and give these
men, who have been trying to make it a suc-
cess and who have been unfortunate and got
themselves in debt, the benefit of the law.
They have got so much in debt that they
have lost their credit ; their creditors will
not give them any opportunity to market
their grain for two years to come. These men
are justified in trying to get out of that con-
dition if there is a law to relieve them. I
would be unfair to the pioneer farmer3
of that country, who hîve got into debt in
that way, to hamper them and say that they
must remain serfs to the banks and traders
in that country. To-day there is only one
class adding to the wealth of the country in
the North-west, and that class is the farmers.
The success of every man in that country
depends on the success of the farmer. The
fariner is tilling the soil and out of the raw
material is making the grain and corn and
beef and all the other articles which the
country is making money on.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Have not the
farmers an exemption amounting to $2,000?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-The very fact that
they have an exemption of two thousand
dollars means that they require this law.
You have clinched the argument. The
Manitoba legislature felt that it was in the
interests of the farmers to exempt them. It
shows the necessity of giving them the
advantage of this law if they desire to take
it. I am a fariner, and I am not in debt,
but if I were a farmer in Manitoba and had
my farn and crop and implements mortgaged
what could I do? Stop and work on there
and be a slave for all time to come ? I say
no. These men have been unfortunate and
their misfortunes consist in the large prices
they have been charged by traders who
have not a cent at stake in the country and
can pack up and go across the line at any
time ; but the farmer who has his farm and
buildings cannot pack up and leave the
country. He is there a permanent fixture,
and I say this law should apply to the
farmers of Manitoba more than to any class
in the country. If so he could'make terms
with his creditors. As it is now he has to
remain in the embarrassed condition or leave
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the country. If the bill is made to apply Hon. Mr. BOWELL-As that amend
to the farmers, I shall vote for it, but if not ment is carried, I wish to ask the C003-
I shall oppose it. mittee to allow clause 3 to stand in order

that we can prepare clauses to carry Out
Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-It seems to me the wishes and intentions to the Senate, and

there is a good argument that has not yet proceed at once with part II.-Procee4

been put before the House. It bas been ings in case of Insolvency.
said that the word " debtor " is the word
that should be used and the reason given is The 3rd clause was alowed to stand.
that all debtors are the saine. Now, I re-
cognize a great difference between debtors. On clause 6, subsection a,
There are two classes of debtors-the man Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-A erson whO
who is in trade and the farmer. Now, why

is~~~~~~~~~~ exetoa eiitonrqie tal ecame insolvent after the expiration of theis exceptional legislation required at all la f17?an osbyps ho9
It is for business men. As a general rule,

busiessmenhav norealestte ut nîythe insolvency court now, hecause the fbusiness men have no real estate but onîy solvency ad arisen more than three monthsordinary assets, movables, so it is only peiu otepsigo hsbl.Po
right that the wholesale merchant, who sells p t
to the retail merchant, should keep an eye v ie for an peso bo made
on him and if necessary seize the stock of the rea o hect o ha e f
the business before the whole of the assets a is estate for the benetit O
disappear. I believe that is only right, so but unless hie bas made an assignment for'that the creditor can have a portion of his the berefit of bis creditors between the date
claim paid, but supposing the farmer owes a
merchant, I should think the best thing for f the repeal of tie Act of 1875 and three
him is to have nothing to do with the bank- months before the passing of tbis bil,
ru ptcy l aw, but give a nortgage and wait until cannot.
his property can be sold to advantage. The Hon. Mr. B)WELL---You mean a debtor
House should consider that there is a great who bas not made an assignment canloe
difference between the two classes of debtors
and recognize the necessity of an insolvency
law for traders which does not exist in the
case of the fariner. If you give the farmers
the right to go into insolvency many of them
will exercise the option to their own dis- by subsection d of clause 4? If he bas
advantage, but most of them would prefer made an assigument under the 53rd clause,
to give a mortgage to secure their creditors, there is provision for obtaining bis discharge,
while it would give the farmer an opportunity but supposing be has made no assicnivei'e
to improve his position and pay his debt. c d o
That is a consideration which I think should lae ca l bis creditors o e s a
influence this House to exclude farmers from, cIarn islvent" and tak e an f t
the operation of this bill. I am against any
insolvency law, if we could have uniforn
legislation. If we could have a law such as H ard iNDS tbink it is
there is in the province of Quebec in each of I am not satisfied at ail that such a case is
the provinces, there would be no necessity
for it. While I am opposed to any insolvency
law for the Dominion, I am willing, for
the sake of uniformity, to support this H co M r teLL-Ter i no be
measure, but I do not believe in allowingo y

the egiiaton o g futhe thn ay hgîs found necessary to change eitber of thesethe legislation to go further than any legis- scin ome h iwo h in ifi
lation on the subject that we have had before. sectio to et be ve oe.
I believe it should be made applicable to the
trading classes only.

The committee divided on the amend- Hon. Mr.
ment to the amendment which was adopted.

Contents, 23; Non-contents, 16. The clause was adopted.
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On clause 35,
lion. Mr. McKINDSEY-That is the

nIost important clause in the bill and one
that I take exception to. I will move that
66é cents be changed to 33J cents.

lion. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)-I
111ove that it be 60.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL--I think we had
better let it stand, but I protest against de-
laying motions because senators have gone
away.

ion. Mr. MAcDONALD-I object to
Proceeding further with this bill until the
amount to be paid by the insolvent is fixed.
I shall oppose the bill proceeding any fur-
ther until that is fixed. I think it would
be very much better to leave the bill with-
out stating any particular percentage that
the creditor is required to pay.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentle-
'fan will have an opportunity first thing to-
Morrow, or just as soon as we reach that
clause, to move his amendment, and if he
Will allow us to go on until we reach the
clauses relating to the discharge of insolvents
Without the consent of creditors, we might
adjourn.

Clause 35 was allowed to stand.

lion. Mr. BOWELL moved that the com-
mIittee rise and report progress, and asked
leave to sit again to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

lon. Mr. READ, from the committee,
reported progress and asked leave to sit
&gai to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned at 10.10 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, 15th June, 1894.

THE SPEAKEP took the Chair at Three
o'Clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LATE SENATOR FLINT.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-Before the Orders
of the Day are called, the very painful duty

d6½

devolves upon me to announce to the House
the death of one of our brother senators.
The Hon. Mr. Flint, who has been connected
with this chamber since confederation, at
the ripe old age of 89 years 4 months and 6
days, has departed this life. I need scarcely
say that the death of one with whom I have
been so long acquainted, is a most painful
event to me. Nearly 60 years ago he was
superintendent of the Sabbath school which
my departed wife and I attended as children.
He taught, also, in the same capacity and
exercised Sunday school supervision over
my own children. I cannot but ex-
press my deep sorrow at the loss of a
valued friend. In> times past he was,
perhaps, one of my most bitter oppon-
ents,-I am speaking now in a political sense
-but for the last 25 years he has been one
of the most devoted and earnest supporters
that I have had during the period in which
I have been in public life. The hon. gentle-
man was what was known in the old times
as a Baldwin Reformer. He was devoted to
that great man, an earnest supporter of him
when he sat in Parliament with him in the
old days, and I do not think tilt the day of
his death that he ever departed from the
principles lie then held. It is true, when a
division took place in the party, when
the old party lines were broken down
he associated himself with that section of
the Liberal party known in Ontario as the
Baldwin Reformers, but his views were and
have been since that period in accord with
what is now known as the Liberal-Con-
servative party, although he always delighted
to call himself a Liberal in politics. He
occupied a very prominent position in all
that was in the interests of religion, and
was connected with every enterprise in the
section of the country in which he lived.
He was the first president of the old board of
police (which would be well understood by
senators from Ontario) of the town of
Be lleville, and was mayor of that town. He
was reeve of the town, and reeve of the
township, in which be had mills, and in
which he carried on various enterprises for
no less than twenty-one years consecutively.
He was elected to the old Parliament of
Canada, in 1817, and to the Legislative
Council in 1863, when they were elected,
and he remained a member of that body
until confederation, and, as those who have
been his confrères, and associated with him
since that period know, he held his seat in
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this House since Confederatioâ. He was a course of nature few of us may hope to
man of great energy, and strong feeling, no attain to such a ripe age and to be in the
matter which side he took, whether in full possession of the faculties that God bas
politics, social life, or religious questions. given us.
He was a man of strong will and strong
convictions, but a very warm and con- Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté-I cannot ai-
sistent friend of those to whom he once low this occasion to pass without a word. 1
became attached. I do not know that I bave known the late Senator Flint since
can say more than that he was in every 1836. 1 was with him most of the tine,
sense of the word one of the nost enter-a
prising men we had in our part of the hir in ail matters, still I regarded hirn as a
county. He bas been a benefit to bis fel- nodol man, one who set an example to his
low men in religious circles, as a pulcmanlowmein elgius irles a apublic a fellowmen, a most consistent tomperance
and as a ierchant. He bas been a public worker, and a devoted mai to bis church in
benefactor to every one, except bimself. In 1 support of vhich ho neyer sparo( hinself or
his latter days I know he bas felt deeply bis money. His example was one that we
and keenly the interests of Canada, the aIl migbt emulate and ho proud to see others
place of bis birth, and I can only add, that C
with all his faults he was a good man in olw 1cantd ayhgt htbs

witbailhis auls hewasa god mn ~been said by the hon. leader of this flouse.
every sense of the word, and it will be 1
a long time before the Senate of Canada len is remars The lat

bas a more devoted Hon.Mr. READa(Quinté)-Iwasnnt al-tmsponucdi

bw this opinions. In anything that be said ho
was sincere, and he neyer failed to express

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am sure that 1 bims1lf in a manner that could not be mis-

voice the opinions of every mernber of understood. m saw hIm yesterday, and an

I say that we. warm- glad to say tbat he seemed to be conscious
tischbe wh hep of ail that was passing about bir. I nevor
y symathi itb tbadeof etio in saw him look better, and his cheerfulness Of
bthe hnbe. en sd b e h. l r of ts H spirit was remarkabHe.

su su Z u jec% o our nov ce'. s
the severance, as he tells us, of a tie of over
half a century and we all must realize that
it must be a very keen blow to him who
bas been so long associated with so excel-
lent a man as the late Senator Flint. It
bas been my good fortune to know him for
a great many years, and I can only confirm
ail that my bon. friend bas said in reference
to those excellent qualities that the late
deceased senator possessed. He was a man
that always regarded everything from the
standpoint of morality and religion. He
always endeavoured on our committees and
in giving votes in this House to voice the
promptings of bis own conscience. He was
a man of the strictest honour and integrity,
as we all know, and although he lived to a
good old age yet we were all glad to notice
he was able up to a very recent period to
take part in the deliberations in this
chamber, I can only add that the judgments
that he expressed on all occasions were
those prompted by a desire to serve his
fellow-men and to do the greatest good to
the largest number. We all greatly grieve
at this death, although in the ordinary

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-We must all feel
that a gloom bas been cast over the proceed-
ings of this day by the melancholy intelh-
gence that we have just received. You
have listened with deep interest, no doubt,
as I did, to the tribute which has been paid
to our deceased friend by one who knew
himmuch better than, and valuedhimequallY
with, myself. Personally I have been asso-
ciated with Senator Flint since the earlY
days of confederation and the more I knew
and saw of the man, the more I valued hin
for bis strong common sense and integritY.
He was eminently a fair man and, as I hap-
pen to know, looked on all occasions at
questions on their merits without regard tO
the quarter from where they sprung. I arn
quite sure that we shall all miss his cheerful
countenance and the cordial greeting with
which he was wont to meet us when he was
attending to his duties in bis place in this
House. We shall miss him, and we shall
never forget the characteristics which We
all saw in him and we all, I hope, admire and
will endeavour to imitate.
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SECOND READING.

Bill (78) " An Act to incorporate the
MIetis, Matane and Gaspé Railway Com-
Pany."-(Mr. Pelletier.)

WIONTREAL 1SLAND BELT
RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

LINE

SECOND READING.

lion. Mr. TASSÉ moved the second
reading of Bill (59) " An Act respecting the
holtreal Island Belt Line Railway Com-
pany."

lion. Mr. McCALLUM-I understand
there has been a great deal of opposition to
this bill. Would it not be better to put it
off until we have a fuller House ?

ion. Mr. DESJARDINS-I think it
Would be better to fight it out in committee
'f any one is opposed to it.

lon. Mr. BELLEROSE-Those who are
OPposed to the bill said they had no in-
tenltion of opposing the -econd reading.
They would make their objections in com-
raittee.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
,s read the second time.

CIUSTODY OF JUVENILE OFFEN-
DERS IN N.B. BILL.

THIRD READING.

.The House resolved itself into a Com-
rittee of the whole on Bill (GG) '' An Act
to amend the Act relating to the custody of
juvenile offenders in New Brunswick."

(In the Committee.)

ion. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Does
the hon. Minister in charge of the bill think
that it would be wise to increase the age
from 15 to 17 years? Lads of 17 are just
at the age to learn a trade and be taken in
hand and redeemed if they have been guilty
Of any offence.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-What was the age
il the bill introduced by the hon. memberf roa York I

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-At the suggestion
of the Government I made the age 17 years,
but I would rather have had it 16.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The bill was intro-
duced in its entirety, as it was given to me
by the Minister of Justice. When you
come to consider a boy of 17 years of age is
approaching manhood and he ought to be
able to realize the enormity of any offence
he may have committed. The intention of
this bill is to try and rescue, as far as pos-
sible, children while of a tender age, and
take them from those who are hardened
criminals, and with whom they would have
to associate if they 4 ere put in jail. I hope
my hon. friend will allow the bill to pass as
it is. I will call the attention of the
Minister of Justice to the suggestion and if
he approves of it the change can be made in
the Commons.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The hon. gentleman
will remember that the age of seventeen was
fixed in the bill which I had here as regards
the separate confinement of juvenile offend-
ers, but there was a clause in that bill which
fixed the particular age at which children,
instead of being sent for trial, should be
sent to a foster home or to the children's aid
society or an industrial home, and as I pre-
sume that is partly the object of the bill
before the House now, of course I think that
makes all the difference in the world. The
earliest age at which you can deal with chil-
dren with that object in view, the better.

Hon. Mr. DEVER, from the committee,
reported the bill without amendment.

The bill was read the third time and
passed.

OBSERVANCE OF THE LORD'S DAY
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN moved the second
reading of Bill (2) " An Act to secure the
better observance of the Lord's day, com-
monly called Sunday." He said : This is
a bill whiçh, as all hon, gentlemen are aware,
has been before the other House of Parlia-
ment, I think, for more than two sessions.
Ithasbeen verythoroughlydiscussedthere and
has been amended and altered to a very
great extent, so thatit comes to us with most
of its original provisions cut out, and, in-

565



deed, I may say, in such an emasculated con- for the purpose of making the Senate a
ditionthat I do notthink it can provokemuch laughing-stock. What is the punishment
opposition f roui any one. At the same time, to be inflicted on the little bare-footed boy
I may say that all who desire the preserva- who is guilty of the offence of selling a news-
tion of the seventh day as a day of rest as an paper on Sunday 1 His entire stock in trade
essential part of Christian civilization, will consists, perhaps, of six pence, with which he
be thankful for even this small measure of buys seven newspapers and makes a profit of
protection that the bill affords. There are an odd cent or two on the transaction. He
only two clauses to which J may call atten- is brought before the judge, who, with this
tion, one which enacts that the sale of papers law before him, says " What have you done I
shall not take place on Sunday, and the You have broken the law introduced by Mr.
other which provides that canals shall be Charlton, who is a great observer of the Sab-
closed on Sunday, except between the hours bath, and J fine you $50." " Good God,"
of midnight on Saturday and 6 o'clock on the boy says, "$ 50. I never heard of such
the morning of Sunday, and from and after a sum of money in my life." Then the
the hour of nine o'clock at night on Sunday, judge adds, " What is more, if I find you
making provision for urgent necessity arising running about and selling papers on Sunday
from the state of traffic or business caused agatin I shall fine you $100." Now is
by the interruption of traffic or by the that a thing to be introduced in this
approach of the close of navigation to have House? Instead of calling this a bill
these enactments suspended by order of the for the better observance of the Sabbath,
Governor in Council. These are really the I call it a fraud. I do not know if
only two things which the bill provides for, Toronto is as well governed as Halifax.
as far as regards the observance of the Lord's In Halifax, where we are supposed tO
day. J do not think J need say very much be very slow, the post office is open a
more about it than that. I shall be pre- couple of hours on Sunday, so that people
pared to answer any objections or give any can get their letters and papers, and I do not
further explanations as the discussion goes, think we are any worse for it. Moses Was
on. supposed to know sonething more about the

Sabbath than the hon. member froim North
Hon. Mr. ALMON-When this bill was Oxford in another place knows, and Moses

introduced into this House and J noticed said that the Sabbath should be 24 hours,
the way in which the hon. gentleman fron but Mr. Charlton says that it shall be 15
York took it up and immediately moved hours, taking away from the Sabbath of
that it be read the second time the follow- Moses 9 hours. Is this a bill for the better
ing day, I thought there must be something[ observance of the Sabbath -No, only for
terrible aboutit, that the laws of Moses which the observance of a portion of it. What
directed that the people who violated the want to know is this-are the lavs of &od to
Sabbath Day should be stoned to death, or be altered in this buse, and by whom theY
the blue laws of Massachusetts which pun- are to be altered ? As this is a rehigioli.
ished a man for kissing his wife on Sunday, bil I will quote Seripture-" the tree is
were to be enacted, and I gave notice that I known by its fruits: Do men gather figs froil
would move the six months hoist. Since thorns or grapes from brambles?" Now, h
then I have exanined the bill and what do s the man ho introduced this bihh-hoOk 9t

I find? Instead of a bill it is a burlesque. the fruit which the tree bears If a mal
The only thing about it that calls for com- cores into this country and takes an oath of
ment is a clause prohibiting the sale of news- allegiance and then writes to his friend Car
papers on Sunday. Now that is not done lisle at Washington asking him to put heavY
in any of the Maritime Provinces and I an duties on Canadian goods and disguises the
told it is not done in Quebec, nor in Ottawa, fact, and it is only brought to the notice of the
nor in Montreal. It must be in that wicked Canadian people througb Mr. Carlisle pub
city of Toronto, where my hon. friend f rom lishing bis letter. What do you think of hifl
York has been scandalized by little boys I think it was Philip of Macedon who 5aid
running about and selling papers on Sunday. "The treason I like, but the traitor J hate,"
Now, I do not believe even in Toronto, and Mr. Carlisle, after getting out of 3r.
bad as it is, they do that and this bill is a Charlton all he couhd, has published bi&
burlesque and a humbug, introduced here letters to the worhd. Does that tree bear
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fgs 1 Let us look again and see what the Our late assistant clerk, Mr. Adamson, used
ramJble produces. In this Canada of ours to tell about one time he went fishing with

We have two forms of religion, Catholie and an official of this House, and stopped at a
'rotestant, and we have two races, French neighbouring village. He was awakened
a'Id English speaking. It has been our hope in the morning by his companion rushing
and our prayer that these two races shall be into his room with a hair brush in his hand
Ulnded into one, what says the author of this marked " the Senate " and exclaiming:
]ill for the better observance of the Lord's " The Lord be magnified, has it got down
day? He writes that the reason the Liberals here?" The like chance may have happened

ave nlot got into power again is because they to our Debates. I move that this bill be
have chosen a Catholic and a Frenchman as not now read a second time, but that it be

their leader. Does this vine bear grapes? read a second time this day six months.
s that tend to blend the two races into

one ? In my opinion Mr. Laurier is a Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I am certainly
gentleman and, for a Liberal politician, an not against such legislation as this. If there
honest man, and the reason his party has is one thing we ought to sanction by law it
rlot got into power is because his lieutenants, certainly is the proper observance of the
'f Whom the hon. inember for North Oxford Lord's day. But it seems to me that this
clans to be one, are so inferior to their legislation ought to come from the Provin-
teader. I should not be surprised if they cial Legislatures. Let every province do

eated him as they did their former leader, what they think best on this subject. I do
r, Mackenzie. You do not get grapes not see why the legislation should be the
den that bramble, and as the tree is rotten same in every province. Each province

the 'ot like to have anything to do with thinks for itself, and if in New Brunswick
Is villunow before us. Now, consistency they wish certain provisions as to Sunday

a8 virtue. The author of this bill, which observance, let them enact them ; and if the
be enintroduced here by the hon. mem- province of Quebec feel that they may do a
from York, is the owner of a steam tug, certain thing on Sunday, why should the

ard that tug leaves tbe wharf on Sunday, province of British Columbia come and say:
its screeching sounds in the ears of the "We don't believe in it, you must not do it."

P le going to church. If this tug were a Certainly such legislation should be left to
enger boat, there might be an excuse the provinces. This bill makes it an offencefor it
0f or if it were going out on an errand to sell one newspaper on Sunday. We know

erae ercy to save human life, one night tol- that the hon. gentleman who has charge of
ed the Sunday work, but to go out on the bill here is not the author of it, and it

Aday to tow rafts and lumber on the seems to nie it is not in accordance with our
Alerican side is an unnecessary violation legislation. A fine of $50 or $30, or even
0f the Sabbath. Some hon. inembers speak $20, is considered a heavy fine, but in this
0f Our bills being distributed. I do not be- case, for selling one newspaper on Sunday,
heve they are. We send some to our friends a boy can be fined $50, and double that for
a there is an end of nost of them, but a second offence. I do not think this is such
hDPIose by chance a copy of this bill, that a legislation as we ought to have on our

ber een introduced here by the hon. mem- Statute-book. Now, in a case of assault and
the r York, fell into the hands of one of battery, which may be a grave assault, but

en employed on Mr. Charltonî's tug with no intention to do bodily harni, the law
ba after looking it through he would say: says that at the utmost the costs and fine

ere was a clause left out here which I shall not be over $20. I should think that,
wie tO God had been put in-a clause to considering the consequences that bothpreve. nt
look tugs going out on Sunday." He may have as to public peace and order,

by f roin the deck of the tug as he passes an assault is a more serious offence thanbhtre village where his family lives, and the selling a newspaper on Sunday morning.

fact th bells ringing bring to his mind the Look at the difference between the two.
i th ath ttle children, who have been That is the reason why I say that this bill

usthe habit of going to church with him, was never intended to become law, because
da iss their father. It is not likely our it could not be expected that such meagre

"t', Would get on board Mr. Charlton's provisions would be accepted by Par-
g, hut stranger things have happened. liament. I am surprised that the Commona
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have passed this· bill. I know they have United States. 1 do fot think any ho".
amended it, but they ought to have looked gentleman is desirous that that conditiou
into all our legislation of the past and sent of things should prevail in Canada As a
us something better than this bill. It seems rule Sunday is observed in Canadaas el,
to me they have shut their eyes and paid no probably, as in any country in the world,
attention to the matter. For all those but at the saine time 1 can quite recognîze
reasons I decided that I could not support that it may be desirable that we shouîd
such legislation, and, consequently, I shall even place upon our statutes our approval
vote in favour of the amendment, ready as I of having Sunday observed in the quiet WaY
was to vote against the bill if no amend-'it has been in the past. The bil as jntroe
ment had been made. duced, made it a punishable offence that

newspapers should be printed or pub1ishe'
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In reference to the in addition to the delivery on Sunday. I

constitutional question, there can be no vas pointed out that that would p.obablY
doubt whatever as to the prerogative of this affect the morning issue of the MofdaY
House to enact a bill of this kind. We paper, that the printers were in the habit
have control of the criminal law, and it is of going to vork at 10 or il o'clock
very desirable that if we are to iiake the that technically that they would be breaking
sale of newspapers on Sunday an offence in the Sunday by working an hour or two
any part of the Dominion, it should be an fore midnight, and therefore the clause Wes
offence in all. changed to suit circumstances, but the sel"

ing of the newspapers on SundayWS
Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I did not say intended to do away with what it professe

anything as to the constitutional part. I to abolish, and not the case of a single
only said that we should leave it to the pro- newspaper.
vnces. Hon Mr ALMON Do o know a"Y

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The bill as first in-
troduced was, in my judgment, a very good already provided for that, making the sel
measure. It aimed at the observance of a n
day that all Christian bodies recognize Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am not aware thSt
should be devoted to religious exercises and it is punishable.
at all events not spent in amusement. We
cannot but have noticed that in countries Hon. Mr. ALMON-Certainly in sov,
where religious observance on Sundays is Scotia it is.
not prescribed in some way by statute, the Hon. Mr. SCOTT-J am ver gad that
great tendency is to serious abuses.
hon. gentlemen have talked about the enor- he province of Nova Scotia is a
mity of providing a penalty of 850 for a Provinc a aCs
little boy in his bare feet selling a paper on whe npnr are so on unaY
Sunday. The bill is really pointed at the thine prn e sed by the was

practice of selling newspapers on Sundays; the othe;roce wspaperston wuersYO
that is what it proposes to stop, and certain-
ly any of us who have been in the city of Then another clause provided that theIe
New York, on our way to church on a Sun- should be no hoading of trains on Sunday

day morning, must have been shocked to hear That clause was struck out.
boys crying on the streets, " Herald," Hon. Mr. MILLER-That is not i th'$
"Times," and "Tribune," and mentioning bil.
some murder or suicide, an account of which on. Mr. SCOTT-Reference was iiade
was to be found in the columns of the papers. t t 1

It certainly was rather shocking to me. It explaining why it is a skelebonl becaand
was not alone the sale of the news- eclauses wer s t i n oe tha
papers, but it was accompanied with
the sale of other things, cigars and the bih could get through the Commofl5

in many instances liquor, and so Hon. Mr. MILLER-The bil
moved on until you had Sunday absolutely something when it was introduced, but 09t
broken as it is in very many parts of the wnow.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The Government con-
sented that if certain clauses, essentially
these relating to canals, were struck out
and modified, the lill should go through.
I do not think we should take this bill in an
alarming spirit. There is no hon. gentle-
Man in the chamber who would say he
would like to see a news stand on Sparks or
Wellington street, on Sunday. It is not
the selling of one paper on Sunday that was
the objection, but it is what it leads to. It
is the commencement of Sunday traffic, and
it is with a view of showing our disapproval
of that at the outset that this bill is intro-
duced. I therefore hope that it will re-
ceive the approval of the nienbers of this
Hlouse.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-It appears tome
that a very severe penalty is imposed for sell-
Ing a newspaper on Sunday. If the people of
Canada keep the Sabbath-and I believe they
do-as well in this country as in any other
country in the world-why the necessity of
this bill? What a crime it is to get a news-
Paper and read it on Sunday. Are vou to
Punish a man for that? Änd then, hon.
gentlemen speak of the canals of this country.
Why this is the law now as far as the Wel-
liand Canal is concerned. They do not run
there on Sunday at all, but I question myself
Whether that is beneficial, as far as keeping
the Sabbath is concerned, because formerly
When vessels were lying up in the canal the
sailers congregated together and what did
they do? Did they go to church?

ion. Mr. ANGERS-They drank.

lon. Mr. McCALLUM-Yes, and boxed
and wrestled and ran foot races and jumped.
Perhaps it is good exercise, but I think it
would be just as well for then if they were
taking the vessels through the canals. I be-
hieve that no man should work on what is
called the Lord's day, and we would get along
better 'if people did not work on the Lord's
day. It would be better for a man if he did
not work on the Lord's day, and I am sure
it would be better for him when he comes to
hi last day, I do not want to vote for any
such bill as this before the House now. I
consider it is nothing at all ; it is a blank.
A gentleman in the other House has been
Working on it for years, and lie wants to show
the country that he has been doing some-
thing to keep the newsboys from selling

papers on Sunday. As to the canals, the reg-
ulation now prohibits Sunday traffic. By this
bill you are going to punish a youngster if he
sells a paper on Sunday-fine him $50, and
if lie has not the money to pay it send him
to jail. Away with such a bill.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-In the first place, I
beg to say that I am not responsible for the
shape in which this bill comes before this
House. I do not think I am in the habit of
introducing measures which are of such a
nature as to be treated with the apparent
contempt and sneers with which this
House has greeted this bill to-day, and I
do not know how far it is in order for any
hon. gentleman to take the course which the
hon. member f rom Halifax has pursued when
speaking of this bill in referring to the
gentleman who had charge of it in the other
House. I do not suppose I shall be accused
of any particular sympathy with that gentle-
man in politics, or in any other way, and I
cannot, of course, shut my eyes to the fact-
because it is a fact and in that respect I may
be even then going beyond what is the pro-
per rule of order in saying it-that there is
no question about it that the bill and its
treatment for the last two years in the House
of Commons has been very materially
affected by the unpopularity of the gentle-
man who had cha-ge of the bill there; but
when the bill came up to this House it was
impossible for me to decline to take charge
of it and to urge that this House should
treat it on its merits looking to the objects
at all events which it seeks to secure, and
for which it was originally introduced in
the Commons, and not treat the bill as lion.
gentlemen now seem disposed to treat it by
moving the six months' hoist. The bill was
initiated in the Commons in consequence of
the very strong representations made by
almost every religious body throughout
the country, almost every synod of the
Church of England, the General Assembly
of the Presbyterian Church, and the Gen-
eral Conference of the great Methodist
Church, had all united time and again in the
last two or three years in pressing on the
legislature of this country by their petitions
that some steps should be taken to minimize
as far as possible labour on the Sabbathand
especially to minimize as far as possible
the amount of labour performed on any
public works over which this Parliament
might be supposed to have control. This was
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the object which was had in view, and it has Hon. Mr. MILLER-How far does this
been very strongly urged upon this House, bil do that ?
even within the last year by innumerable
petitions which have been presented to them Hon. Mr. ALLAN-As 1 have already
for the better observance of the Lord's day. reminded the bouse 1 am not responsible for
The feeling, I think, is general amongst al] the shape in which this bi cores down to
classes. We had no division, as bas been us. I regret very mucb that it bas been
hinted at by my hon. friend from behind, as cut down to such proportions as it stands
between the different races or the different now before the buse. There is much
religions. I know of no one who was a more which bas been left out which it was origin-
eloquent and pressing advocate of observance ally proposed should be introduced and
in every way and the cutting down of ail pos- which would have been very glad to have
sible work on the one day in the week than a seen in this bil, but, as t said before, o feel
man whose nie is he]d in reverence by ah it is my bounden duty, having taken an
wbo beiong to bis churcb, the late Cardinal active part in this question on various occa-
Manning, and it is,; very striking that steps sions, having presented petitions w'itbout
should be taken now al over the continent end on the subject of the better observance of
of Europe to carry out tbis very object. 1 the Lord's day, bowever I imight regret
bave before me in a book familiar to ail, that this bil moas not hat J wouid wish it
elThe Review of Reviews," a short to be, to present it to the Senate, and 1 ear
memorandum on the subject, part of whic estly hope that the use will sbow, at al
I sha take the opportunity of reading to events, its sympathy with the movement
the bouse. Lt is headed the "Struggles and the obJects wch the bil seeks to ob-
for Sunday rest," and it goes on to show tain, by refusing the amendent of the hon.
what progress this movement bras rade on gentleman from lifax. Lt wouid be very
the continent of Europe. That in Austria unfortunate I think if it shouid go foth that,
a la now probibits omen and minors f rom sliwhc t as as the reform that was sougt,
Sunday work. Postal deiveries are limited the Senate refused to give it, and rather pro-
to one. Sunday evening and Sunday morn- posed to reject the bi in toto. I know per-
ing newspapers are provibited. fectly well that there is already leonisation

h Belgiun work on ail the state railways upon this subject in the different provinces.
bas been greatly reduced. Even in France There are Acts standing on their Statute-
the ciosing of shops is becoming more and books whih provide specially for the obser
more common, and railway goods and parcel vance ofthe Lord's day, but we ail know that,
offices have been closed at 10 a.m. instead in the case of the raiiways and the canais,
of later hours. In Germany a labour law the subject comes within the JurisdictiOfl
protecting the Lord's day bas been passed. of this Parliament only, and cannôt be
The second delivery of letters bas been sup- legisiated upon by the legisiatures of the
pressed through the whole Empire. In Hol- provinces. With regard to this bil now be
land goods trains do not run any longer, and fore the bouse, L niust confess wben 1 read
one of the most influential newspapers bas its provisions, although they did not give me
closed its offices on Sunday in agreement the same subject for bilarity as tbey seem to
with the general movement for Sunday rest. have afforded the hon. gentleman behind me
And in Switzerland a very remarkable in- (Mr. Airon), L was rather surprised at their
stance of the progress of the inovement is ever having been passed by the Common,
shown by the fact that a railway in course and if the bouse in its wisdom tbinks it iS
of construction which connects Yverdun and desirabie to alter them in any way I shah
Ste. Croix, Canton de Vaud, is by the provi- be prepared to accept any reasonable amend
sions of the charter to be free from all Sun- ments, but 1 take it for granted that the fine
day traffic for at least 25 years. about which so much bas been said Was

I merely mention these particulars to directed, not at the unfortunate barefooted
show you how, in all countries, and with- boys, but intended to be levied against the
out distinction of religion, the feeling is publishers of the newspapers. That is the
growing stronger and stronger that for the object of the clause, I take it, and L do not
social and moral good of the citizens every suppose if it contempiated any other obJect
effort should be made to preserve the weekly that the bouse of Commons would ever have
day of rest. passed it. With regard to that partiular
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thing, the sale of Sunday newspapers, I am most of them-you can hardly tell the differ-
"ery sorry that I have to confess in answer ence between the Lord's day and any other
twO what was said by the hon. gentleman day of the week. In Paris, a stranger going
behind me, that in Toronto newspapers were there not knowing the day of the week could
for a short time attempted to be sold on Sun- not detect any difference. It is the same
day, but I am glad to say it was speedily in almost every other city in Europe. If
dlscontinued. I think every body will this bill is intended to make a change in the
agree with what the hon. gentleman from management of the canals of the country, I
.ttawa said, that it would be very unde- am told that the regulations are such as to

sirable if we had that state of affairs in all prevent any unnecessary use of the canals
Our cities, and papers were sold on the streets, on the Lord's day. Then, so far as that
on Sunday. Of course that is a matter goes, there is no necessity for the bill. It
Which every gentleman can settle with his proves to me that the author of the bill is
On conscience. I do not put this bill not guided by principles of Christianity,
hefore the Senate in any degree on a but wishes to get some notoriety by pro-
religious ground. I have myself strong fessing to be a gseat Christian Endea-
convictions on that subject, but I do vour man, whereas his conduct, as has been
'lot desire to put them before the House shown by the hon. member from Halifax, is

cQause the question of Sunday observance inconsistent with his professions. However,
On religious grounds is a natter which I do not care to deal with that. I ask what
every hon. gentleman must decide ac- will this bill do? It sanctions or suggests
cording to his own conscience. I am the desecration of the Lord's day by postal
Putting it on the ground alone of the delivery. Any one may have a person
riesirableness of keeping the one day deliver his papers to his house-the post-
of rest everv week, so that no man, be he master can do that, but a poor boy cannot
Who he may, down to the humblest labourer, sell a newspaper to anybody on the street.

4aY ever be compelled to make his choice A traveller, or a man who is not accustom-
elther to give up his Sunday's rest or ed to have his paper delivered at his house,
d. lose his situation. That is the one car- cannot buy a paper of any kind, whether
dinal point whiçh I desire to put before the religious or secular, on the street on a Sun-

.ouse. While I have no objection to my hon. day. I cannot understand why such a
friendmaking himselfmerry overthebill, still clause should be enacted. Even if the

mn My part, I am very much in earnest object of the bill is to strike at the publish-
ut it and I ask the House, if the gene- ers of the papers, it is better to mention

rai feehing is that even the bill is not all it them directly and not deprive the poor boys

iould be, that they will not refuse to let on the street of the right of selling a news-
go its second reading and be afterwards paper. The bill provides that the proceed-

P 1t in proper shape in comnittee. ings shall be by indictment. The expense
lion. Mr. KAULBACH-I have looked in nine cases out of ten would only be a tax

for some reasons for presenting this bill, and on the municipality where the trial is held.
none have been shown why it should pass. Where is the fine to go? Half to the in-

amn glad to find, as I know it is the case, former? Any person who brings up a poor
that the Lord's day is observed with greater boy for selling newspapers on the street is
propriety and reverence in Canada than to get half of the fine inflicted. If some
'11 any other country I have been in, not society were to undertake to do this for the
Ulerely bodily rest, but mental and spiritual purpose of putting a stop to the sale of
rest; flot in close, stuffy tenements, but rest newspapers on the Lord's day, there might
1i the pure and open air. This bill seems be something in it, but to authorize a de-
an attempt to revive the blue laws of Con- tective to catch a poor newsboy on the
necticut, and, therefore, is repugnant to street and have him fined and get half the

e sPirit of our f ree institutions. My fine, is something which should not be tol-
gon. friend referred to the observance of erated. The bill is unworkable in its pres-
8Uniday on the continent of Europe, and the ent shape and can have no result but to
great change that there has been in that re- create expense without any solitary bene-
"Pect. I'n most of the cities in Europe that ficial effect in the way of preventing the

have travelled in-and I have been in sale of Sunday newspapers.
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Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE'-It means the because I believe a little differently from1
imprisonment of the boy, because no news- my neighbour, why I should compel him to
boy could pay any such fine. take a certain book and sit down in a corner

and read it and nothing else on Sunday.
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Yes, to de- That would be too much hardship to inflict

grade a poor boy who wishes to earn an upon Her Majesty's subjects in a free coun-
honest penny. It proves to me that try like ours, and I hope the day will never
the Lord's day is so well observed that come when a small portion of the people will
there is no possibility of finding any bring hardship on the great mass of the
reason to interfere with it. There is no nec- population by refusing to let them pursue
essity for the bill, because it is futile-there little innocent amusements and hold neet-
is nothing to operate upon. There is nothing ings that they bave been in the habit Of
objectionable in the way the Sabbath attending in many portions of this Doiflnu-
day is observed in Canada-nothing which ion. I arn not speaking of Ontario alone,
requires legislation. The bill is puerile in but the whole Dominion and I arn prepared
every respect and is not one which should for one, to vote for the amendment of imy
receive the consideration of Parliament, hon. friend from Halifax.
and there is too much Pharisaism about it.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I did not expect
Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-I am sorry that the humorous remarks of my hon. friend

to see a bill of this nature come before the from Halifax would have provoked such a
Senate, even though it be as harmless as a very serious discussion on this bill. I amI1

number of its supporters say it is. Harmless half inclined to think that the hon. gentle
though it be, it may lead to the introduction man was justified to a very large extent in
of other measures which would be a hard- the remarks which he made when he noved
ship on the people in some parts of this the amendment. At the same time, I do not
Dominion where they are not accustomed to feel warranted in supporting it. I consider
such rigid observance of the Sabbath as we this an unnecessary bill to be brought before
are in this province. In no place in this Parliament in the present condition of the
country do I know of a newspaper being Dominion. I agree with the remarks made
sold on Sunday. I do not know if news- by the hon. gentleman that perhaps in "0
papers are sold in Montreal on Sunday, but part of the world is the day of rest m'ore
there is no such thing done in Toronto. Why strictly observed than in Canada. However,
should we bring in a bill to prevent people it looks to me as if this bill had been intro-
selling newspapers on Sunday when there is duced with the object of drawing a red her-
no such thing in the city to which I belong I ring across the track to divert public atten-

tion from some very important acts which
Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I have seen it with have lately transpired. If the resolution is

my own eyes. I saw it one year. carried, as proposed by the hon. member frn01 1

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-J arn sak- Halifax, it will obliterate to some extent the
on. Si FR NK MIT aspeak- impression, as no doubt it was intended to do-

ing of the present time. We should look at this bill as emanating, not
from one individual member of the Hlouse of

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-It is not done now Commons, but from a majority of that bodY,
because the thing was frowned down. and as an expression of public sentiment "

Hon. SirFRANK SMITH--I say no news- the majority of the Dominion. If we at th's

paper is sold in Toronto on Sunday. " The stage of the proceedings throw out this bil
World" is not sold on Sunday-it is delivered it will have a serious effect on the publie
Saturday night before 12 o'clock. I read it mind in regard to the morality of the Sent 8

every Saturday night before I go to bed. of Canada. If the bill had never been 11
Why should such a bill as this come before troduced we should never have been a

Whyshold ucha bll s tis omebefreupon to pass an opinion upon it. We "Il
us, leading the world to suppose we are im- o to t oa onis upon it
moral and encouraging the sale of news- ae no to throu th bi lie that
papers on Sunday, when no such thing is be practically declaring to the public .s On
done I It is our duty to set a good example we are n favour of the sale of newspapel
in every locality for the proper observance Sunday.
of the Lord's day, but there is no reason, Hon. Mr. ALMON-Oh no.
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lon. Mr. PROWSE-I think that is a
fair inference to be drawn-it is a declaration,
that we do not agree with the House of
Coinons that it is wrong to sell newspapers
on Sunday. I think,under the circumstances,
We ought to pass the bill and show that not
Ollly the House of Commons, but the Senate

Well, is in favour of maintaining a day of
rest as we have been doing up to the present
tijle

lion. Sir FRANK SMITH-Do it by ex-
ample, but do not force it upon the people.

lon. Mr. BOWELL-I am very sorry
that I cannot agree altogether with my hon.
friend be ide me (Sir Frank Smith) not upon
the Ierits of the bill, but upon the general
question, and I am very glad to hear the hon.
rflover of the bill disavow the intentions of
the author, if he had any, in placing it on
record. While I intend to vote against the
anlendment very much for the reasons given
bY the hon. member f rom Prince Edward Is-
land, I look upon the bill as unnecessary. If
it Were in order, I should be inclined to ex-
press my disapproval of the bill in even stron-
ger terms than the hon. member from Halifax
th used, but that has nothing to do with
the mferits of the question before the House.
'f the bill receives a second reading, I am
quite sure that its promoter in this House
Will see that its provisions are changed. To
rTly m1ind, reading it critically, it is about asstrange a conglomeration of the English
lagUage as I have ever read in the shape of
astatute.

lIon. M r. MILLE R-It was so amended
order that it might be rejected by the

ouse, I presume.

ROn. Mr. BOWELL-If that is the hon.
?entleman's interpretation of my language,
el s nlot my meaning. In reading the first
Clause it seens, in addition to the objection
Of rnaking such a heavy penalty for selling a
lingle newspaper, it actually authorizes and
begalizes the performance of certain duties
bY public officials on the Sabbath which they

not discharge now, and which, under the
otautes of Ontario, they could not do with-
raa Violating the law. The first clause
' akes the publication or sale of a newspaper
0" Sunday an indictable offence. That is
the Obly means by which the provisions of
th" bill are brought within the purview of

the Dominion Parliament, but among the
exceptions are the following -

But nothing in this section shall affect the dis-
tribution of newspapers and letters on the said
Lord's Day by any postmaster in the ordinary way.

What does that mean ? It must mean the
giving of authority and power to any post-
master on the Lord's day to send out all the
mail carriers from one end of the Dominion
to the other, which they do not do now, and
which under the statute which I have in my
hand would be contrary to law to-day.
Then there is this extraordinary exception:

Or shall revent the gratuitous distribution of
religious publications inchurches, Sunday schools
or religious meetings.

It is to prevent the distribution of litera-
ture of this kind in the streets, as many of
those who are engaged in religious work do
on Sunday, circulating religious papers of
this kind. Take the Salvation Army for
instance-I do not say that I am in accord
with their views and actions, but I do not
hesitate to say that they have done a great
deal of good in this country among many of
the worst portions of our population, and
they not only send out, but do themselves
circulate-I do know that they sell these
newspapers, if they can be called such, all*
through the country. The only exception
in this clause is the distribution of such lit-
erature in Sunday schools, churches or relig-
ious meetings. Another idea which suggests
itself to one is why, in a clause of this kind,
so absurd a provision should be made as to
say you exempt gratuitous circulation of
religious literature. Then another question
would arise, I am quite sure, in the common
law as to what constitutes a newspaper.
Take the dictionary for it, and you will see
this bill provides a penalty of $50-for
selling a newspaper containing a record of
the events of the day. There is a penalty
provided under this Act for a person who
sells anything in the shape of a newspaper,
but he could circulate in the shape
of a newspaper Paul de Koch's choice
literature and spread it all over
the country. There is nothing to
prevent that. Now, that is the kind of
literature that it is desirable to suppress
rather than the ordinary newspaper. I do
not know that there is any further
comment needed to show that this
must be the work of some half dozen
heads, each trying to amend it for the purpose
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either, as the hon. member from Richmond
says, of killing it or of turning it into ridicule
in order that it should really mean nothing.
It is contrary to the rule in either House to
refer to a member of the other, but if it
were in order, I would say that the latter
,clause contains a principle which the author
.of this bill has condemned in the most violent
manner possible-that is, the granting of
moieties for giving information on which
certain people could be punished. He has
laid it down as a very heinous crime, to give
the informer a moiety of the penalty imposed
for a violation of the Custoins Act, but in
this case he actually holds out an inducement
to any ruffian in any city or town to inform
upon a poor boy, or a newspaper vendor, in
order to get a part of the $50 or $100 fine,
as the case may be. It is only another
,evidence of what one might designate-if it
were at ail in order-arrant hypocrisy. I
shall not vote forthe six months' hoist, and for
this reason : if it goes into committee I shall
do my best to assist the hon. gentleman who
has moved the second reading to amend it in
such a way that it vill not be an absurdity.
However, before I sit down, let me read the
law of Ontario on Sabbath observance, to
show how unnecessary any measure of this
kind is, so far as the province in which I live
is concerned. It seems to me that the intro-
duction of this bill is a hypocritical attempt
to gain popularity. I will read you one of
the clauses of the law which provides for the
observance of the Sabbath in the province
of Ontario. I cannot speak for other pro.
vinces, because I have not their laws under
my hands. The Ontario Statute reads this
way:

It is not lawful for any merchant, tradesman,
artificer, mechanic, workman, labourer or other
person whatsoever, on the Lord's day to sell or
publicly show forth or expose or offer for sale cr
purchase any goods, chattels or other persoial
property or any real estate whatsoever or to (o or
exercise any worldly labour, business or work of
any ordinary calling, conveying travellers for Her
Majesty's mails by land or water, selling drugs
and* medicines or other works of necessity and
works of charity only excepted.

The next clause prevents the holding of
public meetings, public tippling, games and
amusements, hunting and shooting, fishing,
bathing in exposed places, etc., and provides
penalties for ail these offences. So far as
my provinoe is concerned, there is ample
provision to prevent the profanation of the
;Sabbath day. Viewing this, as my hon.

friend from Prince Edward Island does, I
shall record my vote against the six months'
hoist, for the reasons 1 have given. - Before
the people, the author of this bill, and those
who take his view of it, will never explain
to the people what its provisions are. TheY
will -simply hold the Senate up to contempt
by saying that you voted against a bill for
the better observance of the Lord's day,
That is ail they will say. Then explanations
will have to be made, or a wrong impressiOl
will have been produced. My hon. friend
laughs. It is not long ago since I had tO
go to the people, and I know thoroughlY
well how these clap-trap notions which
are made in the House of Commons are
used when you go to the people-
Mv desire in rising was to endorse the views
expressed by the hon. member from Prince
Edward Island, and at the same time to
point out what I considered to be the ridi-
culously absurd wording of the measure
itself. There can be no doubt the object Of
the gentleman promoting the bill must have
been to show to the world how good a Uianl
he was. My hon. friend from Monck has
stated the actual truth. The provision ia
the third clause is the principle upon which
the canals have been managed for years and
years. While I had the honour, for a feW
months, of acting in the capacity of Minister
Railways and Canais, application was iade
to me to allow the locks to be opened 0
Sundays in the afternoon, sometimes in the
fail of the year, when large fleets loaded
with grain and other products of thle North'
west were seeking an outlet to the sea, when
perhaps if the locks were closed the canals
would have been frozen up in a day or t'O
and the whole trade of the country wO
have been at a standstill. That being
case, what did they ask ' The necessitYwas
shown, for the reasons I have already indi'
cated, for placing the existing law upon the
Statute-book. I have a very great contenmPt
for hypocrisy I admit, but I am equaUy
strong in the conviction that everytlhilng
should be done that is possible to prevent
work and desecration of the Lord's day.
My hon. friend talked about Paris. I did
not know, when I got up in the morning i'
Paris, that it was Sunday. There was stone'
cutting going on, buildings being erec',
horse racing, banjo playing, and everything
else. I have been in a number of countr'es
in Europe, and I have been through a good
part of America, and I do not hesitate to

574



[JUNE 15, 1894]

say that, from my experience, the Sabbath
is better observed in Canada, as a whole,
than in any othe r part of the world.

lon. Mr. MACDONALD (B. C.)-The
hon. gentleman expressed the hope that this
bill would be amended before it passed the
1louse. Any one who followed the course of
the bill in the Commons will know how it
got kicked about in the Commons from pillar
to post. I have seconded the motion for
the second reading of the bill, as it is a step
in the right direction, although I am very
mnuch surprised that the promoter should
have accepted it in its present'shape; he
should have withdrawn it. There is nothing
in the bill that is worth anything except the
title. The clause of the bill which tries to
prevent Sunday work does not prevent it at
all. It does not prevent the carrying of
Papers or letters on Sunday, nor the printing
of papers on Sunday, and why the bill
should be aimed at the poor, helpless little
boy who carries round the paper, and leave
others untouched I cannot say. A inan may
go into his shop and do all he likes on Sun-
day and cannot be prosecuted, but this bill
attacks a poor little boy who carries round
the paper. I shall give my vote for the bill,
but ] consider it a perfectly useless measure.
It is a mere skeleton of a bill. The hon.
gentleman takes charge of it with the best
mOtives and J second it also with the best
motives. The hon. gentleman from Ottawa
Said he did not know what was done in the
Pacific province. J will tell him. The papers
are Printed in Victoria on Saturday night
and carried round by carriers Monday morn-
'flg. On Sunday there is no paper printed,
and if this bill had a clause preventing the
Printing of papers on Sunday it would be
more effective than the present clause. I
think the bill should have been withdrawn,
because it will not accomplish any of the
Objects for which it is intended, but I would
ay to any one opposed to the bill that it will

be harmless if passed.

1 on. Mr ALLAN-I hope the House
Wihl indulge me while J say a few words in
rePly, because hon. gentlemen who desire
fair Play will feel that I am placed in a very
iniPleasant position, to say the least of it, in
Presenting this bill to the House, and at the

mane tine I think that hon. gentlemen will
o appreciate the fact that, for the reasons

Which I have mentioned, I should be a very

great coward, and derelict in my duty as one
who had always advocated every measure
tending to the better observance of the
Lord's day if I hesitated to take charge of
the bill, bad as it is. I have told the
House frankly the reasons which make
it imperative upon me, no matter how the
bill is drawn up, to present it. I did
hope, however, that the spirit in which
the House would deal with this bill would
be this : that they would say, " here is a
bill with reference to a subject on which
this House bas been petitioned time and
again by large bodies of citizens, whose opin-
ions are entitled to some weight and respect.
We think the bill >is a very badly drawn up
one, but we desire to show, at all events, that
we are not indifferent to the wishes and views
of large bodies of the community, and if in
any way this bill can be put in such a shape
as really to conduce to the ends for which
the bill was nominally framed, we are will-
ing to give it a second reading, and cut it
up as much as we please in committee, and
if we find we cannot make a practicable bill
at the third reading, to throw it out." At
all events do not treat the bill as if the
matter invelved in it was of no consequence.
In moving the second reading of the bill,
hoping it might be thoroughly criticized in
committee, I did not think it would be my
duty to point out at this stage all its faults,
but I would again earnestly protest against
our treating it with any reference to the mer-
its or demerits of the member who had charge
of it in the other House. All I esk is that
we should show som- regard for the opinions
of our fellow-citizens as they have been ex-
pressed by the petitions addressed to this
House for such legislation as might
conduce to the better observance of
the Lord's day, by at all events allow-
ing the bill to go to a second reading, and
then amending it in whatever direction nay
be thought proper in Committee of the Whole.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-.I do not desire to
prolong the discussion and I have nothing
new to offer regarding the bill. The objec-
tions to it have been clearly stated by several
gentlemen who have spoken to-day. I have
no doubt the House fully sympathizes in the
position occupied by the hon. member from
York whom we all know to be in favour
of the principle of the bill and friendly to
any legislation tending towards the object
which the measure o4ght to have in view,
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but which it certainly wouild not accom- It may be said if we take that course it will
plish. We all understand the position the go broadcast over the country that we are
hon. gentleman occupies of having to as- against the proper observance of the Sab-
sume responsibility for a bill of which he bath, and against legislation to produce that
certainly cannot approve. It is not a bill effect. I am not af raid of anything of that
for the better observance of the Sabbath, kind, and if such a result were likely
but rather a bill for the desecration of the to occur, it should not deter us from
Sabbath, because it would make legal Sab- doing our duty. Those who are agitating
bath work in the mail service now unknown for legislation of this kind are an intelligent
in most of the provinces. It must be admit- class. They are amongst the most intelligent
ted by gentlemen well competent to speak, people of our country, and know as well as
who have travelled in Europe and through anybody else that this bill is a miserable
Canada, as I think it is admitted every- abortion as it comes up to us, and that if
where, that there is no country in the world placed on the Statute-book, it might
where the Lord's day is more properly ob- stand in the way of something better in
served than it is in the Dominion of Can- the future. I am not at all afraid
ada. I have travelled from Berlin in the that the slightest misapprehension as to the
north to Naples in the south of Europe, action of the Senate will get abroad in this
and I have spent many Sundays country by our giving the bil the six months'
in various countries, and I have never hoist. There is too much intelligence il
be en in any country where there was this country for us to have any such fear,
more strict observance of the Sabbath, where but whether we have or not, our duty
there was a greater absence of anything like is to act upon our convictions and reject
servile labour of any kind than in Can-Ithe bil, which bas not one single claifl
ada. Now an objection to a bill of this upon the attention of the House, and which
kind, especially when it accomplishes no would make the law upon the subject
good purpose even if we put it on our Sta- of Sabbatb observance worse than it iS
tute-book, is that it pr ýclaims to the world at the present time. This country does fot
that there is a necessity for legislation of require this legisiation. The opinion that
this character, and that there must be un- bas been expressec by every hon. men
usual desecration of the Sabbath in order to ber of the buse regarding the subject

justify such a measure being submitted to wiii be appreciated by the people and
Parliament. 1 (10 not want to nîake any prevent any misunderstanding. No meul-
personal reference to the introducer of this ber iho has addresed the use o
bill or to bis motives, for every one can formi this question bas said a word in oppositiOli
bis own opinions upon tbat score. What I to tbe proper observance of the Sabbath
contend is that the bil legalizes the practice The tone of the debate as been of the mot
of the distribution of tbe papers and letters suitable and proper kind, and the intelligent
from the mails on Sunday, which is not the electors of this country reading it eil Ser
case in any part of the country iow, and if that we have no anieus against Sabbty
that clause would bave any affect at ail, it observance in rejecting this wretched

'«ould be ten times worse than the selling of travesty of a bi. I shan l cheerfuly sUP-
a few newspapers by the small boy on Sun- port the amendment of the bon. gentleicn
day. Tbis bill 'vould give a greater chance from Hakifax.
to desecrate tbe Sabbawr than it will
restrict improper conduct upon that day, Hon. Mr. REESOR-It is pretty wel
and therefore it is not such a bith as understood in our part of the country that
should be sent to this House. If there a publisher in Toronto is very anxiou e
«as a gentleman in the Huse wbo start a Sunday paper. This bir d is opposed

would stand up and say be approved to the printing of papers on Sunday, but

of the bilI, or tbougt the passage of Sunday papers are usually printed on SatUr-
it might be a benefit, then we should con- day nigbt and distributed on Sunday mnorn-
sent to the second reading. But the send- ing. The provision of this bill, as I read

inll of such a bill to the Senate is sfmply them, a hlow a Sunday paper to be pubition
an insult whic p we can only resent properly and distributed in te ordinary way S h
by adopting the motion of the hon. gentie- the post office and througb the demiveroes

man from Haifax, wbicb I intend to vote for. the mail. Tbat is something wich we ilee
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uot allowed heretofore, something which has
lot been recognized on the statutes of
Ontario or the statutes of the Dominion,
and it seems to me that it has been over-
looked by the hon. gentleman who has had
charge of the bill in the other House, and
POSsibly by the hon. gentleman who intro-
duced it here. I arn satisfied the members
of this House desire a proper observance of
the Lord's day, but certainly it seems to me
if this bill is passed, matters are put in a
Worse shape than before, as far as the
observance of the Lord's day is concerned,
and it would be a strange thing if further
investigation shows that to be the case. I
have just read it hastily, and I have heard
the opinion of my hon. friend opposite, and
the opinion of the Minister of Trade and
Co1merce, and I quite agree with them that
it Would make matters worse than now, so
far as the observance of the Lord's day is
cOncerned, and it would be a strange thing
if this Senate has not enough strength of
"ind to throw out this bill, lest its action
should be misconstrued.

lion. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-It is
a1Y intention to vote for the motion of the
honr. gentleman from Halifax, because I do
nlot believe the bill is necessary. I agree
'with the hon. gentlemen who have already
already addressed this House, that Canada
stands equal, at least, to any country in the
Observance of the Lord's day. That being
so, I do not see any necessity for legislation
01n the subject, and certainly not for such
egislation as this bill proposes. Much stress
ba been laid by the hon. introducer of this
bil1 on the fact that a measure of this kind
has been called for by the different religious
bodies in the country. While I have the
greatest possible respect for the representa-
tives of the different religious bodies, and for
their views upon a great moral or religious
question such as this, yet I fear that in some
lstances they are induced by parties, who

perhaps have not altogether the saine
objects in view as they have to lend their
c0untenance or support to legislation, which
. ey have not very well, and properly con-

ered, I am quite certain that this has been
dlone in this instance, because the first clause
of the bill reads in this way:-

1. Whoever shall on the Lord's day, either as
Proprietor, publisher or manager, engage in the
prnting, publication or delivery of a newspaper,

nMal or periodical, and whoever shall on therd'8 day engage in the sale, distribution or cir-
37

culation of any newspaper, journal or periodical,
shall be deemed to be guilty of an indictable
offence.

In many churches in the province from
which I come missionary publications and
religious literature are received by the
clergyman and distributed through the pews
on Sunday to the subscribers to these publi-
cations. If I know anything at all about it,
this section in the bill would render the
people in the churches who distribute the
denominational literature subject to a fine.
The only exception to the rule is the
gratuitous distribution on the Lord's day,
and this distribution to which I refer is cer-
tainly not gratuitous. It would be an
extraordinary thing if we legislated to make
these people guilty of an indictable offence.
I take objection to the bill on that ground,
which has not been presented to the House,
as well as on many others which have been
presented by other hon. gentlemen. With re-
gard to the canals, I must say I do not think
the legislation is proper at all. I have passed
through the Sault Ste. Marie Canal on the
Lord's day on a steamer belonging to the
Canadian Pacific Railway. It might have
been at a season of the year when an order
in council would under this bill per-
mit it. There were thirteen steamers
ahead of us waitîng to go through
and I think about twenty behind us before
we got through. I am speaking of a canal
which this bill would not affect, but the prin-
ciple is the same. We are having a canal built
on our own side. The Almighty put the
lakes there to be used, and we recognize the
propriety of all this, and do not propose
to prohibit navigation on the Lord's
day, and yet by this bill we are
asked to say that what the Almighty
says is right we enact is wrong. I cannot
agree with any such legislation, and for
these reasons will vote for the amendment.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I yield to no gen-
tleman in this honourable House in my res-
pect for the Sabbath and would be willing to
go as far as any man here to insure its correct
observance, but I do not think the object of
the bill will be at all attained by the provi-
sion of this measure. In fact, as has been
said already, it actually defeats the objects
set forth in the title. It has been said here
that petitions have come in repeatedly from
the religious bodies in our Dominion asking
for a law of this character. I question very
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much if any one of those religious denomina-
tions would be disposed, had they the option
at the present moment, to accept that emas-
culated skeleton of a thing presented to us
to-day for consideration, as in any wise ex-
ponentof their views on this subject. Holding
theseopinionsI wish to say I shall support the
amendment of the hon. member from Halifax.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-Itappears to me weare
wasting a great deal of time in discussing de-
tails at this stage of this bill. The errors and
wrong expressions in the bill would all come
under consideration in committee and would
be either changed or struck out. We are
simply now considering the principle of the
bill. Is it right that we should have such a
bill I admit the force of the criticisms
made by hon. members and I have some
additional ones to make myself, but I attach
a great deal of importance to the action that
we may take with regard to the second read-
ing. I do not like the idea of the Senate
throwing out the bill in this brusque way
and saying we will have nothing to do with
it. There have been petitions to this House
by a large number of the best peo-
ple of this country asking for Sab-
bath observance legislation, and those
petitions should have some weight with us.
If we adopt the amendment what will go
forth to the world i That a bill for the better
observance of the Lord's day was passed by
the Commons, and the Senate threw it out
without looking at it. The conmunity
generally will not take the trouble of ascer-
taining the contents of the bill. They do
not wait to investigate and see that a bill
will actually secure what it proposes to
secure ; they will deal with the title of the
bill simply.. They will say that the Com-
mons passed a bill for the better observance
of the Lord's day in compliance with a
request from the wisest and best people of
our land, and that the Senate would not
give it a second reading. By such a
course we would lower ourselves in the
estimation of the country and occasion a very
unjust judgment to be formed against us. It
would be done because they were not present
to hear this discussion, and do not know the
points of objection; they would only deal
with the general question that such a bill was
passed by the Commons and sent to us and
rejected here. The least we can do is to let
the bill have its second reading and then in
committee, if we cannot get it in proper

shape, there are ways of rejecting it, but it
would be wrong for us to throw it out in this
brusque way. It is not an unimportant
question, now coming up for the first tine.
For years and years this question has been
before, not only Canada, but other countries
in the world, and any of you who have taken
note of what is going on in other countries
must have observed this fact, that for the last
few years there has been a tendency in all
civilized countries to have legislation of this
kind-countries which heretofore have paid
no regard to the protection of the rights Of
people to a day of rest, but have waked
up to the importance of it. Their eyes have
been opened to the fact that they are violat-
ing a law of that great Being who gave to
man that day of rest and taking away from
the people a privilege which has been given
to them from on high. All legislation should
be for the protection of the rights of the
pe>ple and especially a right of that kiind.
The necessity of it and the importance of it
are thoroughly established by recognizing
what has been taking place for some years
past-especially the facts which have been
noted by people whose attention has been
directed to the advantages of keeping of a
day of rest and the result of it in countries
where it is observed and countries where it
is disregarded. Investigation has established
the infinite wisdom which gave to man a
seventh day of rest. Even those who pay no
attention whatever to the divine authority
for it, which to my mind is the strongest
and highest consideration-I am quite
aware that it is not an argument to be
advanced here-regard the necessity of a
seventh day of rest. In guarding the civil
rights of the people it is right to point to the
fact that there is connected with our bodily
constitution a necessity for that seventh
day of rest. It was attempted to be set
aside at the time of the French revolution
when, in the anxiety to remove every vestige
of Christianity, every tenth day was nade
the day of rest, but it resulted only in evil,
and they returned to the seventh day of rest.
The experience of the whole civilized world
is to the effect that it is a great privilege and
right which belongs to the people and
especially the working classes to enjoy that
day of rest.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-We all agree to
that ; no one objects to it.
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lion. Mr. VIDAL-I am quite aware that
You agree with the general theory, but I con-
tend that this is a step in the right direction,
although a very small one. By dealing with
't ink the way that the hon. gentleman from
1ialifax proposes, we are, as it were, setting
Our faces against the principle--we are declar-
lag that the principle of the bill is not
Worth the consideration of this House. I
hope that the amendment will be rejected
and the bill will be allowed to go to the
second reading.

Slion. Mr. DEVER-The great objection
to this bill is its weakness-that it is not
sweeping enough-but in my opinion it is in
the right direction and I shall vote for the
Second reading.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
which was adopted by the following vote
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LNSOLVENCY BILL.

HOUSE AGAIN IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (C) " An Act
esPecting Insolvency."

At six o'clock the Speaker left the Chair.

After Recess.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (C) "An Act
repecting Insolvency."

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-In moving that the
chairman rise and report progress and ask
leave to sit again, I desire to call the atten-
tion of the committee to the clauses and the
subjects to which they refer, and propose
to have these different clauses printed, as it
is proposed to insert them in the bill, and
circulate them on Monday morning, so that
each member can have a copy and be better
able to judge as to their merits, and thus
be able to make suggestions after a little
thought and consideration. The third clause
stands, which deals with the definition
of traders as affirnied by the vote in the
House the other day. The 12th clause,
which also stands, bas reference to the
annulling of the order, which is somewhat
in its present shape, a little confused. The
35th has reference to the amount, 66î cents
on the dollar before any insolvent can ob-
tain his discharge.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I may say that I
intend to move the motion I made in com-
mittee on that, to reduce it to 50 cents.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-And the 61st
clause also stands, which has reference to
the dispute, you will remember, between the
banks and the boards of trade. I am
merely pointing out the reasons for allowing
these clauses to stand, and the subjects to
which they refer. My hon. friend on ny
right gives notice that he intends to make a
motion with regard to the 35th clause. I
know that the senator from Milton also in-
tends to deal with that. The opinions on
that point are as varied, perhaps, as there
are clauses. Some are in favour of striking
it out altogether upon the ground that if a
man is insolvent, and has become insolvent
honestly, there is no reason why he should
not have his discharge because he cannot
pay 66Î cents on the dollar. Others, again,
think there should be a stated sum of 33j,
while the majority of the select committee
decided it should be 66. These are the
changes in the first two. There is no ne-
cessity for changing the other, because that
involves a principle as to the ranking of
banks for voting at meetings of insolvents,
but the other two, which are the most im-
portant, we will have printed for your con-
sideration.
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Hon. Mr. DICKEY-I should like to
call the attention of the Minister to another
point of some importance connected with
this. I observe in this bill there is no scale
of fees whatever. I have a very strong let-
ter from the clerk of the county court in
one of the counties of Nova Scotia, who is
in a situation to know, because he was a
clerk of the court under the former dispen-
sation, and therefore he knows whether it is
convenient or not. He presses strongly
that there should be a scale of fees passed
by this Parliament and annexed to the bill, so
that every one on looking at the bill could
tell how much it would cost, and so on, and
that there should be no question about tax-
ation, as there would be by leaving it to the
scale of fees in the supreme court or any
other court. He also presses it strong-
ly on my notice that one of the great
objections to the operation of the old Act
was the enormous expense incurred in
carrying it out, and as in this as in
the other Act the court is called upon to
act in almost every case at one stage or an-
other of the proceedings, and then comes in
the court expenses, the fees of the attorneys
and the prothonotary and clerks and wit-
nesses. As to the witness fees, there can
be no difficulty, but with regard to the
functionaries it is necessary and expedient,
I think, that there should be some scale of
fees attached to the bill. I do not know
whether it would be necessary to do it now,
because we shall probably hear more of this
bill hereafter. We might do it hereafter,
but I thought it my duty, as the matter
was so strongly pressed upon me by one of
the functionaries of the court who has to
deal with it, to bring it to the attention of
the Minister so that he might consider it
and bring it to the attention of the House.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Does not the hon.
member from Amherst think that the 11 6th
clause, which provides for the very point to
which he refers, meets his case much better
than we can do it by attempting to set down
fees. The first part of the clause refers to
the province of Quebec and the subsections
two and three to the other provinces. That
gives the court the power to regulate
the fees. It seems to me it would be
somewhat difficult for us to attempt
to lay down a scale of fees for all
cases. However, it is a matter worth con-
sidering, if the hon. gentleman comes to a

conclusion, after reading the clauses care-
fully, that it does not cover it.

Hon. Mr. READ, from the committee,
reported progress and asked leave to sit
again on Tuesday next.

The Senate adjourned at 9.15 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 18th June, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (66) " An Act to empower the Niagara
Falls Suspension Bridge Company to issue
Debentures, and for other purposes.
McCallum.)

Bill (49) " An Act to incorporate the Wel-
land Power and Supply Canal CompanY
(Limited). "-(Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (58) " An Act to incorporate the Lake
Megantie Railway Company. "-(Mr. Mac-
Innes, Burlington.)

Bill (80) " An Act to revive and amend
the Act to incorporate the Rocky Mountain
Railway and Coal Company. "-(Mr. Mac-
Innes, Burlington.)

Bill (81) " An Act respecting the Erie and
Huron Railway Company. "-(Mr. Vidal.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (101) " An Act to incorporate the
AlbertaSouthern Railway Company."--(Mr
Perley.)

PUBLIC HARBOURS BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENT CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved concurrence-
in the amendments made by the House of
Commons to Bill (U) " An Act respecting9
public harbours." He said : The change 's
not very great, although it is somewhat ln-
portant. The third clause of the bill
struck out and instead of the word " al'
they have substituted " any." It takes
from the Government, in the case of the
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Ports of Quebec, Montreal, Three Rivers,
Toronto, Halifax, Pictou and St. John,

.B., the power to make any rules or regula-
tions affecting these harbours, which are
'1nanaged under special Acts of incorporation,
except they are asked for, or with the ap-
Proval of the harbour commissioners, or, in
as in the case of St. John, with the consent
of the harbour board of that city.

The motion was agreed to.

CALGARY IRRIGATION
PANY'S BILL.

COM-

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY moved concurrence
in the amendments made by the Standing

OAnittee on Private Bills to Bill (55)
l'An Act respecting the Calgary Irrigation
Company." He said: I have consulted the
promoters of this bill, and they are quite
Willing to accept the amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

JOINT STOCK COMPANY'S BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into
tee of the Whole on Bill (EE)
especting the incorporation and
'f Joint Stock Companies."

(In the Committee,)

a Commit-
" An Act
regulation

un section 1,
Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Sections 1 to 5,inclusive, are taken from the corresponding

eluses of the present Canadian Act, and
there are no changes.

On subsection 1,
Hon. Mr. POWER-Paragraph 1 pro-

Yides that " the expression company, meansaco orporated under this Act."
ne Ron. Minister of Trade and Commerce,

at the second reading, said that, if possible,
the Government would decide to have thisAct, as far as regards liquidation, apply to
001npanies already in existence-companies
iicorporated under chapter 119 of the
thevised Statutes-and I wish to suggest
that if the Government have not yet made
"P their minds not to do that, it would be
well to keep paragraph 1 open, so that we
Car insert something like this: " As to pur-
Poses of liquidation, any company which

7ay e put into liquidation under this Act"
Just to keep it open.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I have no objec-
tion. We desire however, as far as possible
in any amendments we may make, not to
interfere with existing corporations. The
suggestion made by the hon. member from
Halifax, only applies to companies that are
solvent and may desire to go into liquida-
tion under the provisions of this Act. I see
no particular objection to the suggestion of
the hon. gentleman nor does the department
whom I have consulted on this point, but in
order that we may have further time to con-
siderthis particular point, it may be lef t open.
We may leave the whole. interpretation
clause open until we finish the bill. Then,
if there should be any change which would
affect the interpretation clause, we could
change it accordingly.

The clause was allowed to stand-
On clause three,

Hon. Mr. POWER-A change is made
in the number. The existing law provides
that "any five persons, etc.," and unless
some evil consequences have arisen from
that interpretation, I do not see why we
should increase the number. If you can
get five persons who bona fide go into an
undertaking, I think that is sufficient.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It has been deemed
by the Finance Department better to in-
crease it to seven. It is greater evidence of
the bona fides of the company. It is more
difficult to get seven than five. I think it
is in the way of protection rather than other-
wise, and I should like to see it remain.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 5,
Hon. Mr. POWER-Speaking as a mem-

ber from a comparatively small province, I
think the provision as to the capital stock
in the latter part of paragraph b, of sub-
clause 4, is rather objectionable. The effect
of that is practically that you cannot have a
loan company with a less capital than about
two million dollars. It may be easy enough
to get a sun of that sort in Ontario or Que-
bec, but in the lower provinces it would be
very difficult to do chat, and if a company
can pay in $100,000 they should be allowed
to go into operation.. I do not think
there is a loan company in Nova Scotia now
-that is one recently established-which
has more than $100,000 paid in. It would
practically put an end to the establishing of
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further loan companies in the lower pro-
vinces.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-You can form com-
panies under the provincial law.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-That is the mini-
mum capital under the present law and it is
not deemed advisable to make it any less.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 50,
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Is not this somewhat

different from the existing Act i

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes, it is copied
from the English Act; it differs from ours
in this respect: in our law there is no
such liability, in the event of winding up
a company, as this bill provides. A share-
holder who receives information from a
director that a company is about to fail can
dispose of his stock, thereby relieving him-
self of his liability. This provision of the
bill holds a past member of the company
liable if the transfer has been made at any
time within twelve months of the winding up
of the company. This provision of the bill is
considered much safer.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 81,
Hon. Mr. POWER-There should be

some provision for serving process in the
several provinces. Under this clause, any
summons, notice or other such document to
be served upon the company, must be left
at the registered office of the company.
There should be a provision for serving such
documents upon any officer or agent of the
company.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-In the province of
Quebec there is a provision for serving notice
under such circumstances.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There should be
some means of serving the process without
having to go out of the province. Suppos-
ing a company is legally domiciled in Tor-
onto and does business in Nova Scotia, and
a liability is incurred in that province, under
the clause of this bill relating to the subject
the process must be served in Toronto.
There should be a clause to provide that the
process can be served on any recognized
agent of the company resident in the pro-
vince.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is provided for
already by the local legislatures.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The joint stock coin-
panies to be formed under this legislation
will come under the jurisdiction of this
Parliament, and clause 81 of this bill makes
provision as to the service of legal docu-
ments. No local legislature can make a pro-
vision other than this in clause 81.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--There are foreign
companies and federal companies that have
offices in the different provinces, and the
services on any of those offices is held bY
the court to be good.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That may be true as
to foreign companies, but not in the case Of
companies incorporated by the federal Par-
liament.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I am assured that
a clause such as the hon. gentleman wishes
to have added to this bill is wholly unne-
cessary, because each province has its own
regulations on the subject. However, 1
will call attention to it and, if necessary, We
can make the amendment suggested.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is a matter of
very great consequence and it would be
well to have the opinion of the Justice
Department on that point.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Even in the Division
Court there is a provision made for service
on the agents of any corporation whose
head office is in another province.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On clause 93,

Hon. Mr. POWER-Is there no
sion in the present Companies Act
inspection or this kind.

prov-
for an

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Does not the Minfs'
ter think these provisions 88-93 might very
well be made applicable to existing c0 0 -
pames.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh no.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It seems to me when
a company is incorporated it takes its charter
subject to any subsequent. amendients
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the law with respect to companies. These
provisions are in the public interest and I
do not think there would be any difficulty
Whatever in making them applicable to
existing companies.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-There are a great
infany family companies, the Massey-Harris
Conpany and so on, and it would be absurd
that they should be subject to this systein
Which they never contemplated. It would

e a foolish policy to adopt and could not
be done with fairness.

HIon. Mr. POWER-The Massey-Harris
COmapany is incorporated by an Act of Par-
liament and the provisions of this bill would
flot apply to it.

Ilon. Mr. CLEMOW-It would be unfair,
I think, to make companies at present exist-
ilg, come under a process which was never
contemplated at the time they received their
charter. I agree, however, with the pro-
vi8ion in its entirety, and think it a pity
that it was not in operation long ago.

The clause was adopted.
Oni clause 160,
.lion. Mr. POWER-There is a provision

in the beginning of the bill that a loan com-
Pany shall not go into operation until $200,-
000 of the capital stock is paid in, and in
clause 160, it is provided that companies

l not borrow noney unless at least
le100,000 of the capital stock has been
Paid up. I find the Minister was mis-
taken as to the provision in the ex-
l8ting law, which corresponds with clause
5 of the bill. In section 5 of the
Act, the amount is $100,000, and not
8200,000, as in the present bill. Why
ehould we double the present amount i The
Minister said the present law requires $200,-
000, but I find it only requires $100,000.

onl. Mr. BOWELL-I have no recollec-
tO' of giving any explanation of clause 5.
Clause 5 of the bill is founded on section 4
Of the Canadian Act. The underlined wordsare ne.

lon. Mr. POWER-The Minister said he
was under the impression that the present
Act required $200,000.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-Supposing we
Ch0ige each of the clauses and make it

,000 all through.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is the best way.

The suggestion was adopted.

On clause 195,
Hon. Mr. POWER-If it is intended to

bring existing corporations under the opera-
tion of this bill, this clause should be
amended.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I doubt the pro-
priety of doing so. The existing companies
know exactly the extent of their powers and
while there may be some reasons for adopt-
ing the suggestion, as a matter of principle
it would be mucp better not to make the
bill have a retroactive effect. It would be
better to leave the companies already incor-
porated to the operation of the existing law,
and let new ones come under this measure.
If we were to act on the hon. gentleman's
suggestion we would have to consider the
propriety not only of including companies
formed under the Joint Stock Companies
Act, but also those incorporated under
special charters. If it is an advantage to
existing companies, formed under the Joint
Stock Companies Act, it would be equally
advantageous to those that possess special
charters. It would be as well to leave
matters as they are and let the t xisting
companies come in if they like.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The position of com-
panies incorporated by special Acts is
altogether different from that of companies
incorporated under the Joint Stock Com-
panies Act. It is proposed to repeal all the
provisions of the existing Act with respect
to the formation of companies, and as we
are making provision for the liquidation of
companies, we could not be accused of pass-
ing retroactive legislation, because the liqui-
dation has not taken place. One would not
undertake to deal with liquidation which
had actually begun, but if we can find a
cheaper process of liquidating companies
than is furnished by the existing law, I do
not see why every company should not have
the advantage of it.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-Is the
proposition that liquidation only shall ap-
ply to existing companies i For instance,
would not the provisions with regard to
watering apply to existing co npanies ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No.

1
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I think they
should.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If it was understood
that hereafter every joint stock company
going into liquidation should come under the
provisions of this Act, there could be no
confusion whatever-any voluntary liqui-
dation must be under the provisions of this
bill. If we leave the law as it is now, com-
panies incorporated under this bill must be
liquidated in one way while companies in-
corporated before the passage of this bill
must be liquidated in another way, and
there is danger of confusion and doubt. The
subject is worthy of consideration and I
would suggest that the clause be allowed to
stand.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-There is no neces-
sity to let it stand. If it is advisable to
adopt the policy that the hon. gentleman
suggests, a new clause would be required to
provide that companies now in existence
might take advantage of it.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-They could do that
anyway, could they not I

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-With regard to this
question, it appears pretty clear that the
framers of this Act contemplated that the
winding up of companies already formed
should be left to the operation of this mea-
sure, because he said :

The Companies Act, chapter one hundred and
nineteen of the Revised Statutes of Canada is
hereby repealed so far as regards the formation or
incorporation hereafter of any company by virtue
of any of the provisions thereof, but every com-
pany incorporated by virtue of the said Act shal
so remain and no provision of the said Act shall,
as touching any such company be in any wise
affected by this Act.

This is as to the incorporation of the
company. Therefore, it is an apparent con-
tradiction. If you intend that the winding-
up part of the bill shall not a-pply, you must
alter that repealing clause, and make it ap-
plicable to the winding-np as well as the
formation or incorporation of every com-
pany.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If the hon. gentle-
man reads that carefully he will see that
this does not go so far as he says it does.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Does the hon. gentle-
man not think it worth while to consider
whether it may be advisable to give the
companies at present established the advan-
tage of the present provisions for winding
up?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I will bring the
matter under the notice of my colleagues
and see if they concur in the views taken by
hon. gentlemen; if they do, a special clause
will be drafted for that purpose.

The clause was adopted.

On table " B,"

Hon. Mr. POWER-What were the fees
formerly for registration of a company whose
capital does not exceed $20,000 i

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The old fees were
$40, and they are increased to $200. These
fees are not heavy, in proportion to what
is charged in England. It was thought
that the formation of these companies might
be made a source of revenue, and it would
be more likely to result in good solvent
companies being organized.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Forty dollars is a
very small fee, but $200 seemos to me to be
too much, and if the fees are made too large,
the Government really defeat their ownI
object, because it would be cheaper to go to
the Local Legislature, and about as cheap
to come to this Parliament. I think if the
fees were $100, the Government would get
more revenue.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If they come befoe
Parliament and employ a lawyer to draft
their Bill, I think by the time they get
through the committee, it would cost theul
just as much. $200 is little enough for a
company with a capital of $100,000. ,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am speaking of the
fee for the smallest company, where the
capital does not exceed $20,000. It may be
only $5,000.

On clause 2,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-This is the inter-
pretation clause, and it will not in any way
affect the suggestions made by the hon."
member from Halifax and the hon. meinber
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fromn York. A provision can be made by
"pecial clause, that notwithstanding anything
1n this Act, etc., etc.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 811,

HIon. Mr. BOWELL-I am going to
imaake a suggestion in reference to this clause,
that we should pass it and if it be found
that it does not carry out the suggestions
'nade by the hon. member from Halifax, I
will imove, upon its third reading, that it be
referred back to the committee for the pur-
pose of making such amendments as will
acoomplish the same object, and we will
gain a day in passing the bill should it be
found unnecessary to make the changes.
With regard to the other changes, I can
adopt the same course.

The clause was adopted.

Ron. Mr. VIDAL, from the comniteee,
rePorted the bill with amendmeuts, which
we.re concurred in.

The Senate adjourned at 5 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 19th June, 1894.

TRE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
clock-

Prayers and routine proceedings.

WINTER COMMUNICATION WITH
PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND.

MOTION.

lion. Mr. FERGUSON (Queen's, P.E.I.)
inoved:

That an humble address be presented to His Ex-cllency the Governor General : praying that His
a 'elencYY will cause to be laid before the Senate,
by of the report made on the 5th May, 1891,nel8 Douglas Fox, regarding the proposed tun-
nel under the Straits of Northumberland.

Ao, coies of reports on the same subject by
bee Francis Baine, dated the 9th and 18th of

iber, 1890, and the 14th of March, 1891.
e aid: I make this motion in accord-

ance With the understanding arrived at on

Thursday last at the suggestion of the hon.
leader of the House, with the object of
having the report brought down and print-
ed in the sessional papers. The understand-
ing was that the report alone should be
brought down, without the plans and maps
which are attached to it. If necessary, I
will have the motion amended so as to have
only the report brought down, as the publi-
cation of the plans and maps would be ex-
pensive.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I would ask the
hon. gentleman to modify the motion by
stating that the report should be brought
down without thé plans, because if the order
of the House is transmitted in this shape,
the officers will think that the plans are in-
cluded and they could not take it upon
themselves to leave them out.

The motion was amended accordingly and
agreed to.

JOINT STOCK COMPANIES INCOR-
PORATION BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the third
reading of Bill (EE) " An Act respecting the
incorporation and regnlation of Joint Stock
Companies." H1e said : The House will re-
member that when we were in committee
yesterday upon this bill 1 intimated I would
call the attention of the Justice Department
to the suggestions thrown out by the hon.
gentleman from Halifax in reference to the
clause which provides for the serving of pro-
cesses in certain cases. The law officers of
the Crown are under the'impression that
that is not necessary. In reference to that
provision of the bill which refers to solvent
companies going into liquidation, I had a
conference with the Minister of Justice and
he said that he could see no serious objection
to adopting the suggestion, but rhought it in-
advisable, without further consideration, to
make any of the provisions of the bill appli-
cable to companies already in existence and
working under another law, but that he
would give the matter further consideration
and if he deemed it necessary or advisable to
make those clauses applicable to companies
now working under the Joint Stodk Com-
panies Act, he would attend to it when it
reached the House of Commons.
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The motion was agreéd to and the bill was
read the third time and passed.

THIRD READING.

Bill (53) " An Act respecting the Calgary

Irrigation Co."-(Mr. Perley).

INSOLVENCY BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that the
House resolve intself into a committee of
the whole on Bill (C) " An Act respecting
Insolvency."

Hon. Mr. DICKEY-Before the Speaker
leaves the chair, I should like to make a
remark or two in reference to the bill
before the House, and in doing so I
may say, for the comfort of the House,
that I do not intend to discuss the bill at
large. It will be remembered at a former
stage of the bill, on the second reading, it
was suggested, and the suggestion was acted
'upon, that means should be taken to ascer-
tain the views of persons, as far as they
could, in the country upon the bill as then
proposed, and in accordance with that I
placed myself in communication with certain
persons in my own county by sending them
copies of the bill, expressing the wish that
they should return to me their opinions
thereon, and I perhaps may be excused for
again reminding the House that it was the
bill as originally introduced that was thus
distributed. In response to that, I received
several communications f rom the mayor and
the ex-mayor of the shiretown of my own
county, and from several leading merchants
and manufacturers of that district, and from
one who for a long time represented the
county in the local legislature. I will
trouble the House by reading extracts from
these replies unaccompanied by any remarks
of my own, but I think it is due to the
writers to give their opinions and due to
myself, when I took the trouble to send for
those opinions, that I should at all events
extend to them the courtesy of having their
opinions made known to the House and the
country. The first communication, after
stating several leading objections to the bill
with which I shall not trouble the House,
goes ,a to say :-

I have known large Upper Canadian firms give
credit to a class in our country villages that I
would certainly hesitate before granting. It in-

creases the number of insolvents, the creditors be-
ing removed from the neighbourhood, and not
being in sympathy with the debtor, conduct his
affairs on " business principles," become suspici-
ous of renewals, lighten his accounts, if possible
and force insolvency. It lessens the debtor s credit
at home, while temporarily improving it abroad.
When the time of difficulty comes he is unable tO
obtain the necessary assistance and failure follows.
During the recent hard times I believe there are
many persons in this province, who, by judicious
renewals and assistance of creditors have tided
over their difficulties, and are now solvent, where,
under an insolvency law, they would have been
forced into bankruptcy. Under the present law
the debtor is not subject to imprisonment for debt,
nor can he be unduly harassed by the creditor, and
I have never known a case where the honest but un-
fortunate debtor failed by mutual agreement to ob-
tain a fair compromise or settlement with his
creditors.

I may say that is entirely in accord with
my own experience.

The present method is inexpensive. Under it I
have compromised debts for fifty cents on the dollar,
when, under the proposed law I do not think an
estate could be made to pay ten cents. I do not see
any reason why it should embrace any but legiti-
mate dealers for the larger estates.

I need not read further because that is a1
consideration outside of the question--
whether it should be confined to traders.
Then he said finally:

I think no great 'disaster would happen to the
country at large if this matter were given another
year for further ventilation.

The next opinion is that of the gentleman
who, as I have already stated, represented
my own county for many years, and I suP
pose it will hardly alter the opinion of hon.
gentlemen on the subject to add that cer-
tainly his politics are not in accordance with
mine. He says:

It does not seem to be the opinion of our business
men that such an Act is needed. The majoritY of
those with whom I have spoken on the subject Were
of the opinion that the effect of the Act would be
to increase the foreign credit of traders, and de-
crease their local credit. I an using the wOrd
"foreign " here to include the credit which Our
traders receive fron Montreal and Toronto house

The next is from a practical man, being 1
officer of the court who is familiar with the
working of the law, and he says that-

The Act looks too cumbersome to be of general
utility.

As I understand it, a receiver is appointed wbo
takes charge of the estate until the creditors ap-
point an assignee. All these people have to be
paid, and in some estates the whole will be us
up in expenses.
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lie is a man who speaks from long practice,
an'd he adds:

.0 n general principles I think the trouble lies
With the wholesale men, who are so anxious to do
bnsiness that they credit any one and induce people
tO buy their goods before they are needed.

Hle thinks that is the source of the
trouble. Now there is another also f rom a
cautious man, who says:

I cannot reply intelligently to your request. I
notice many of the commercial papers, reviews and

rds of trade are unfavourable to the bill. Per-
sonally, I am of the opinion a good Insolvency Act
*ould be of advantage or beneficial, and, as far as

can judge from a hasty perusal of the bill, the
in features are good, but I agree with you that

thes best to make haste slowly, and by allowing
e bill to stand until next session would give

atnPle time t e t the views of business men in all
ections of thebominion.

There is only another, which comes from
one' of the most reliable authorities that we
bave in my own part of the Dominion :

p After your committee get through with it, if
.riament would have a large number of copies
prnted, ais amended in committee, have them sent

1 boards of trade, county and town councils, and
eadî commercial inen, requesting them to studya (le ate on the Act and report to next session,14hieve a much better Act would be the result.

tin that respect he follows out the sugges-
tiOU of the ex-mayor of the town.

.do not think the Act is needed at resent and
t"0 eve the request for it comes from aUiout one or

o hundred leading wholesale merchants, mostly
'1 Montreal and Toronto. My exrience is that
Ore than half the traders are e to be short ofrnOUey at some time in ever year, and have to be

accomodated with renewals on notes or postpone
aymnents, and if these people were forced to assign,he number of failures would be ever increasing.

Otfailure brings on another by the slaughter ofruP stocks, as well as by destroying confid-
e.cery few, however successful, but what

' look back to some period when they might
av been forced into insolvency under such an Act
1, this. I say that no one should assign or be al-get.d to assign so long as there is a possibility of
oetting on, and not then unless he is incompetent
O dishonest If the party is competent and only
crek capital it is much cheaper and better for
ae tors to compromise for a percentage of
'e ounts due. Referring to section 50, it seems toe that any creditor who is opposed to the debtor
a nig Placed in insolvency, and does not sigu off or
Scept any dividend should be allowed to take
ju4gment for the amount of debts. There are
raany People with little or no means and of thet&Me amount of brains, who would gladly become
trdersé if they knew they could pay their debts.

Further on he says :
ti 1 ar afraid it will be an injury to the Mari-
tir Provinces. I believe also it will be unpo-

I need offer no apology to the House for
reading these opinions. I have several
other communications, but it would only
weary the Huse to attempt to read them.
The general tenor of publicopinionI found to
be this: very few approve of the bill ; a some-
what larger percentage thought that the bill
might be improved by amendments so as to
work; but the overwhelming opinion was
against having the bill at all until at least it
was sent to the different parts of the country
so that the people miglit know exactly what
sort of a measure they would have. I do not
wish to take up time making observations of
my own ; I am merely communicating the
information whioh I have received from per-
sons in my own provinoe more competent to
judge than I am. Before resuming my seat
I ought to say in justice and fairness to the
Government that they have treated the
House and the committee very fairly in re-
gard to this bill. They adhered to their
bill as long as they could, and when they
found it necessary, in deference to the opin-
ion of the committee, they yielded, particu-
larly of late, on this question as to what
class of persons the bill shall apply to. They
have yielded not only to the opinion of the
committee but also, as it seems by these
letters, to the overwhelming opinion of peo-
ple in the country, that this bill in the first
instance should be, as the last bill was, con-
fined to traders, or persons whom you may
define as traders, and in regard to that I
think the Government have made a very
much better definition than it had in the
first bill. That was entirely too wide and
made it absurdly extensive, so that it in-
cluded persons that really it was not neces-
sary to legislate about, and I think that the
amended bill is a very great improvement.
The circular which has been submitted as to
the amendments to be made to the bill is
entirely in accordance with my own feeling,
and I think they would be a very great im-
provement.

The motion was agreed to.

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The House will
remember that the motion which was
carried at the sitting of the Senate, con-
fined the operation of the bill to traders,
and the third clause was consequently
left for the consideration of the committee
to-day. I therefore move that the 3rd
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clause of the bill be àtruck out and the
following substituted therefor:-

3. This Act applies only to traders as hereinafter
defined to incorporated companies, carrying on a
business which if carried on by a person would
make the person so carrying it on a trader within
the meaning of this Act, and the word " debtor " in
this Act means a trader or incorporated company
subject to its provisions.

2. The following are traders within the neaning
of this Act :--

(a.) Persons who as a means of livelihood buy or
otherwise acquire goods, wares. merchandise, or
commodities, ordinarily the subject of trade and
commerce, and who sell or otherwise dispose of the
saine to others ;

(b.) Commission merchants, whether they sell by
auction or otherwise ;

(c.) Manufacturers of goods, wares, merchandise,
or commodities, ordinarily the subject of trade and
commerce ;

(d.) Nillers of all kinds;
(e.) Builders and contractors for buildings or

other works ;
(J.) Common carriers and persons engaged in the

business of shippers, trans-shippers or forwarders of
goods ;

(g.) Underwriters or persons insuring vessels or
their freights against the perils of the seas.

3. If a debtor within the meaning of this Act
ceases to carry on the business which makes him
subject to the provisions of this Act, he shall never-
theless continue to be subject to the provisions of
this Act so long as lie has outstanding debts and
liabilities contracted or incurred in the course of
such business, which would under this Act be pro-
vable against his estate and which are not barred
or prescribed by any Statute of Limitations or
otherwise, but no proceedingé shall be instituted
against such debtor by a credikor under this Act
unless founded upon a debt or liability contracted
or incurred in the course of such business.

4. Nothing in this Act shall be construed to
make any of the provisions of this Act apply to
the following companies, societies or corporations,
or any of thein, that is to say, incorporated banks,
savings banks, insurance companies, loan con-
panies, building societies, railway companies (in-
cluding electric and street railway companies), tele-
graph or telephone companies, or municipal, school,
or other corporations of a public nature.

There may be some diversity of opinion
as to the definition of what is to be con-
sidered a trader, and I should be glad to
receive suggestions fron hon. gentlemen
with reference to this particular clause so as
to extend its operations, or restrict them if
it be deemed advisable to do so.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-As
I understand it, all classes of the community
are included excepting farmers.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No, it is confined to
persons in trade.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES-What are you
going to do with farmers who carry Ou
ranching operations?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Leave them out.

Hon. Mr. MÂcINNES-In these days a
farmer may be a trader. He niay run a
ranche, buy and sell cattle, etc.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If the court consider-
ed that that was his means of livelihood, I
presume the court might include him.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I think if the hon.
gentleman- reads clause a he will see that
it covers the case to which he refers. If a
man is a merchant and carries on a farn he
is included.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I presume my hon.
friend has satisfied himself that millers of ail
kinds do not come under the classification of
traders. They manufacture goods, wares,
merchandise and commodities. I am not
objecting particularly to the presence of this
paragraph, but I do not think it is necessarY.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-They Will
come under the classification of manuf&c-
turers. Some men have small portable mi Is
which would not bring them under the
operation of this bill.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-My attention was
called to this before and I came to the cOn-
clusion that they came within the meaing
of the clause, but in order to prevent anY
mistake or difficulty in the future I think it
would be as well to allow it to remain. It
can do no possible harm and makes it more
clear in its explanation.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-But unless a milleris
actually in the buying and selling busines
he should not come under this bill. Take
the case of a miller who collects tolls for
grinding grain.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM.-What does he
do with the tolls-does he not seil theIf

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-In our
province we have several small millers who
are merely customs millers, who grind gralmt
at a toll or a certain rate. I think subsec
tion a would allow them and farmers tO
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Come in-that is, farmers who buy and sell
cattle. I think it would be better that they
should come in, but I am only pointing it

Ilon. Mr. ANGERS-As to the definition
of what a farmer is, the exemption granted
"11der this bill applies only to a farimer who
Sells the produce of his farm. If a farmer

uys cattle from other farmers, for the pur-
pose of selling them, and not merely for the
purpose of stocking his own farm, he becomes
a trader. That is the delinition the courts
have always held. If a man claims the ad-
vantage of calling himself a farmer, you have
t' distinguish whether he sells more than
the produce of his own farm. If lie goes into
business beyond that, he becomes an ordin-
arY trader.

UiOn. Mr. POWER-When I made the
SUggestion which I did, it was not on the
8Iound taken by the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa, or the hon. gentleman from Marsh-
feld, but it was that paragraph d was

nllecessary because the millers were in-
eluded under c but if those millers who
'%"XPly take tolls are not included under c
1 think it is better that they should be omit-
ted. A miller who comes under the class of
]fanufacturers would come under clause c,
and if he is not a manufacturer I do not
thik he should come in.

fe 1 on. Mr. McCALLUM-There are very
'e 'Tillers of that kind in the province of

Ontario. If they do grind grain for a toll,
they sell the flour and with the proceeds

Wheat to grind. I think it is better to
leave the miller in. If it is better to go in-

Imnsolvency, why not give them all the
lnefit, if it is going to make them rich.

ion. Mr. REESOR-During the last 20
Or 30 years nearly 90 per cent of all the

,ers in the country have had to go out of

the less or into bankruptcy. Very few of
em but have made some sort of private

gettlemnent with their creditors. They have
gouight wheat when they thought flour was
egoig to sell at a good price and have lost
ha ey. Almost invariably the miller, who
he ben successful as a farmer and thought

would do a good deal better if he had a
1in addition, and, if he had a water

Pilege, built a mill and had a store
a&d carried on a fine business apparently

that promised great success, and in 10 or 15
years lost his mill his store and his farm.
That has been the case to such an extent
that in the old counties of York and Ont-
ario, where there were a great many millers,
they have nearly all gone out of business.
They have dwindled down to doing a little
grist for the neighbouring farmers or chop-
ping up stuff for stock. The milling is done
by the large establishments such as the
Ogilvie mills and others, and the St. Cath-
arines mills, where they have a very large
power at a small cost, and the products of
those mills are shipped to such places as the
county of York. All the little villages there
are supplied with flour from those large
mills. The manufacturing millers have
given up the business in the main. A few
still do what you may call a gristing
business and a few perhaps supply the bakers,
but the greater part of the work is being
done-by the large mills and a great deal of
the flour is shipped from Manitoba to the
neighbourhood of Toronto where formerly
a great deal of milling was done. I think
the fewer men in the country that venture
upon running a moderately large mill the
better, because they are almost sure to fail.
Many of our shrewdest men have failed in
the business. Not one in ten has succeeded
and in some sections of the country not that
inany. Where they fail they ought to have
the advantage of the Act. Many of these
men are good, honest, pushing men, and if
they happen to get into bankruptcy they
should not be left hopelessly in debt and it
would be a pity if they were obliged to leave
the country in order to start a new business.
There are even farmers in that condition.
We had supposed until recently that in
the counties of York and Ontario, in the
vicinity of a large growing manufacturing
and commercial city, there was no danger of
our farms going down in price, but we found
that we were mistaken. In a few cases,
where property was forced into the market,
we found that farms had gone down 50 per
cent in price, and parties who were supposed
up to four or five years ago to be worth
$25,000 or $30,000, owning three or four
large farms, energetic men, whose forefathers
had setled in that part of the country as
far back as the year 1800, are hopelessly
involved to-day. Some of them had ventured,
perhaps, a little too far in taking up lands in
Manitoba in the interest of their families,
and they invested so much that the fall in
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value of the real estate at home has utterly
ruined them, leaving them ten or fifteen
thousand dollars worse than nothing, not
through any dissipation or wild trading, but
through the decrease in values; and now,
according to this bill, there is no remedy for
these men but to leave the country. It is
hardly to be expected, if a man has had a
farm with two or three mortgages upon it
and he comes to sell the farm and it pays the
first mortgage only, leaving a second mort-
gage of ten or twelve thousand dollars, that
the mortgagee would be satisfied to lose all.
Yet such a case has occurred in the town-
ship of Markham, within twenty miles of the
city of Toronto.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-No one
should take a second mortgage. It is no
security.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-It is a very serious
matter to force a family of that kind to
leave the country in order to get free from
debt so that they can work again. They
were thoroughly good farmers, good stock-
raisers and good dealers, but the price of the
land went down, some of it about 60 per
cent, but most of it 50 per cent. Of course
these are exceptional cases.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The class of
millers to which my hon. friend refers would
certainly come under clause a or clause c.

The amendment was adopted.

On the 12th clause,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that the 12th
clause be struck out and the following sub-
stituted therefor :-

12. If on an application for a receiving order, or
on an application to annul a receiving order, the
court is satisfied that the debtor has not committed
the alleged act or acts of insolvenlcy, or that he is
not indebted to the creditor making the application,
or that he is not indebted in an amount sufficient
to entitle such creditor to make application for a
receiving order under this Act, or that the claim of
the creditor was procured in whole or in part to
enable him to take proceedings under this Act, or
if the act of insolvency or any one of the acts of
insolvency upon which the application is based is
an act of insolvency under subheadings (a).or (g) in
section four to this Act, that the debtor is able to
pay his debts and his ceasing to nieet his liabilities
or failing to satisfy the execution was only tem-
porary and was not done by the debtor with any
fraudulent intent or caused by any fraud or by the
insufficiency of the assets of the debtor to meet his
liabilities, the court nay refuse the application or

may annul the receiving order, and may nake such
order as to the costs of the proceedings as it thinks
just.

2. If it appears to the court on an application
for a receiving order that the proceedings were
taken by the creditor without reasonable grounds
and merely as a means of enforcing payment of the
debt due to him under colour of proceeding under
this Act, the court iay refuse the application and
may order the creditor, in addition to the paymient
of the costs of the proceedings, to pay to the
debtor such sui in the nature of damages as to the
court seeins just and reasonable.

3. The court inay at any time annul a receiving
order if it is satisfied that the debts of the insolvent
are paid in full, and a debt which is disputed bY
the insolvent is to be considered as paid in full if
the insolvent gives security to the satisfaction of
the court to pay the amount to be recovered inl
any proceeding for the recovery of or concerning
such debt, with costs, and any debt due to a
creditor who capnot be found or cannot be identi-
fied is to be considered as paid in full if paid int'
court.

The amendment was adopted.

On clause 35,
Hon. Mr. BOWELL-This clause Was

allowed to stand. A number of hon. gentle-
men think that 66ï cents in the dollar Ï9
too high, because very few could receive
advantage from it, and notices of amend-
ments were given with reference to the
clause.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-There was a good
deal of diversity of opinion with regard to
this clause, in the select committee. The bill,
asitoriginally stood,contained the words "One'
third," and in the committee I made a motiOn
to have the amount made one-half, which
was met by a motion of the hon. gentleanIg'
from Truro that the words "two-thirds " be
substituted for the one-third, which motiol
was carried. I now renew my motion, and
my reasons are that I consider an estate
which is able to pay 66î cents on the dollar
after all expenses, and after the shrinikage
in values and losses which must occur in
consequence of an act of insolvency, is au
estate that should not go into insolvency at
all-that it must be perfectly sol vent,
and under proper arrangements would doubt
less realize 100 cents on the dollar. The select
committee thought differently, however. A
fair view to take of a trader in embarrýasse
circumstances would be that until he coO-
ceives his estate is unable to pay, including
costs, to his creditors, in all 66* cents on1
the dollar, any honourable, courageous man
desiring to retain his reputation in business,
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maY continue his business and struggle against
diiculties with the reasonable hope of paying
hi8 creditors in full, and that he should have
the OPportunity of doing so; but I consider
that to pay fifty cents on the dollar on the
e8tate would require at the time of the act
Of insolvency that that estate should

Worth at least 66ï cents on the dollar
and that 161 cents would be little enough
to Pay the costs and losses which would
acrue on a trader going into insolvency.

nder those circumstances I think it would
be hard to prevent a man obtaining a dis-
Chrge who could pay over 50 cents on the
dollar and all expenses. I know there are
1any gentlemen in this House who differ
frm Me and think that the bill asit originally
stoodwas reallyfairer and juster than5O cents
on the dollar, and I am informed that there
"resomegentlemen who even believe it would

be botter to have no sum at all, and let any
honest debtor have the benefit of composition
Od discharge without the loss and expense
Of Complete liquidation proceedings, no
ratter how much his estate could pay, who
eould show a satisfactory account to the court,
and be allowed under the law to go free
f0tai the responsibilities of his debts con-
trated through misfortune in trade. The
8lbject is one which the committee and every
hL gentleman who listens to me under-
BtazIds as well as I do, and therefore it is
'lt necessary for me to occupy the attention
of the committee at any length upon it. I
l'ay say if my motion fails I shall be pre-
Paled to vote for any motion not below the
%'un fixed in the original bill. I shall,
33 1 am forced to a choice between 66î and

vote for the smaller sum, but I think I
a t , a juster medium in moving this
benament of 50 cents on the dollar, which

the advantage of being in accordance
'*th the English law on the subject. I
therefore move, that "two-thirds" in the
84id clause be stricken out and "one-half"
eubtituted therefor.

lion. Mr. PRIMROSE-I am thoroughly
accordance with the expressions which
e fallen from the last speaker, and I do

"ot think it worth while to recapitulate
What he has said on this section of the bill.

on. Mr. POWER-I think we ought to
aPerfectly clear as to the effect of the
gaetdment before we adopt it. The hon.

man from Richmond spoke as though

no insolvent had a chance to get a discharge
under this bill if it should become law, unless
he paid 66î cents on the dollar. If any hon.
gentleman will turn to section 43 he will
find that at or after the expiration of one
year from the date of insolvency, the insol-
vent may make an application, and he may
be discharged.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I am dealing with
clause 35 and the subject of it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Under clause 43, at
the expiration of a year, the debtor who may
have paid only 30 cents on the dollar, can
apply for a discharge without the consent of
his creditors. Nthat does clause 35 mean ?
It means this, that at the first meeting of his
creditors, before any considerable expense
has been incurred, if the insolvent submits a
proposition to pay 66ï cents, and his credi-
tors execute a deed of composition and dis-
charge, he goes on with his business, having
been relieved from one-third of his debts.
That is not too bad. It is desirable that we
should be a little strict. The bill now
applies to traders only, and a man who is
engaged in business should be made to keep
his books in such a condition that he can
tell when he is going behindhand, and that
as soon as he finds he has gone appreciably
behindhand and is not able to pay more than
two-thirds of his liabilities, he should take
the benefit of this Act and put himself in the
hands of his creditors. Why should he wait
until his estate has been frittered away to
50 cents on the dollar? Why should
the creditors be obliged to take 50 cents
on the dollar if by winding up his
affairs at the proper time, he could have
paid them 66* cents? In England there is a
provision that in the end the judge may
refuse the discharge to the debtor if he
does not pay 50 cents on the dollar. We
have no such provision in the latter part of
this bill, but clause 35 deals with the case
of debtor who practically gets a discharge
from his creditors without going through
the various processes of insolvency; he does
not go into liquidation at all, practically ;
and with all deference to the opinion of the
hon. gentleman from Richmond and those
who agree with him, I think the majority
of the committee were wise in fixing that
limit. Some of the boards of trade-and
the boards of trade represented the classes
who were anxious for this measure-sug-
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gested 75 cents. We h'ave not gone as far
as that, but any man who is conducting his
business in a businesslike way ought to
know when he has got into that position
that he cannot pay more than two-thirds of
his liabilities, and he ought to let his creditors
know the position he is in, and put himself
into their hands and allow them to give
him the discharge which they almost invari-
ably will do. It is a mistaken mercy or
consideration for the debtor to allow him to
go on from bad to worse. Hon. gentlemen
know how it is. A man gets into difficulties,
and he hopes against hope, may be year after
year, that he will be able to improve his
condition, and in 19 cases of 20 he is going
from bad to worse all the time. Is it not
better for himself and his creditors that as
soon as he gets seriously into difficulties he
should put himself in his creditors' hands
and let them have what he has ?

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-I think the
hon. gentleman from Halifax does not quite
understand the application of section 35.
Section 34 explains it, because he must be-
come an insolvent first, and then if he comes
to the conclusion that he can pay 66¾ cents
on the dollar, he has the short way of getting
his discharge by filing a deed of composition.
However, hon. gentlemen, I am opposed in
the first place to the whole of these clauses.
The bill itself, in the first place, simply
provides the machinery whereby, if a man
become insolvent, the assets of his estate
can be taken from him legally and placed in
the hands of his creditors. As far as that
part of the law is concerned, I am perfectly
satisfied, but this bill does not apply when
the estate is handed over to the creditors.
The creditors then take charge of it. They
appoint a liquidator, appoint their trustee,
dispose of the estate and wind it up. This
prqvision intervenes, as I understand it,
when the application is made, and the
receiver, who is the proper officer to transfer
the estate from the insolvent to the credi-
tors, hands them the assets. Then they
belong entirely to the creditors, and if the
creditors find, at the first meeting after the
estate has been estimated, that the whole
estate after it is wound up can only pay 30
cents, is there any reason why they, who
own the estate, should not accept the 30
cents without forcing the estate to a sale
and perhaps, after it is wound up, find that
it will only pay 20 cents?

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Of course the
creditor will accept it if it is all he can get.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-When the
estate is handed over to the creditors it has
to be divided amongst them, so much on the
dollar. This is to enable the debtor to
come in and say "I will give you 50 cents
on the dollar for that estate because that is
all there is in it," but this clause says you
oannot do that ; you have to let the liqui-
dator wind this up and declare the dividend,
notwithstanding the debtor had offered all it
was worth. What I mean to say is this,
that when the receiver has handed the estate
over to the creditors, that the creditors
should be possessed of the whole estate to
deal with it as they think best in their o'wn
interests and if the estate is only worth 20
or 30 cents let them accept the 20 or 30
cents and give him the discharge. There is
no reason why this law should step in and
say you cannot do that.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-But
agree to that it is all right.

if they

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-My argumelt
was that these clauses might be elini'
nated from the bill and when the estate
was handed over to the creditors they
would in their own interest make such
a composition as the estate would bear,
and we have no right to say whether
it shall be 66ï or 75 or 50. The propertY
belongs to the creditors and they should
have the disposition of it, and after
all, when the creditors accept the deed Of
composition, the unfortunate debtor has not
got his discharge, but must go to the court
for it. In my opinion the whole clauses
should be struck out. When it was 331
thought most of them would come with"'
that range, but when they got b'eyond that,
I think there is not an estate in 500 that
could take advantage of this law. It W'

1
1

be an encumbrance on the statutes. I hoPO
hon. gentlemen will consider these clauses,
because they are very embarrassing. I do
not think they can be utilized by the debtor,
and it appears to me to be that kind of leg'
lation which will enable parties who cen
evade the statute to come in and do so.
Assuming that an estate could only pay 40
cents on the dollar, there is no reason why ho
could not say to the party who is going h"3
security " John, buy that in at 40 cents aud
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We can carry on the business in my wife's name
or the name of somebody else." He can evade
that law as it stands to-day. I say this is
imuproper legislation. Our duty should be
tO muake the law so perfect that you could
lot do that. Under these clauses as they
stand now, there is no trouble in three or
four ways to evade the law which makes it an
absolute nullity, and there is no penalty at-
tached to it. I am opposed to the 50 cents and
1 propose now to move that section 35 be
amlended by striking out the word "two-
thirds " and substituting therefor "one-
third."3

HIon. Mr. McCALLUM-It is a very
Strange doctrine to me to say that if there
are half a dozen persons here and somebody
s. indebted to us that we cannot give him a

discharge. If the creditors clear him he
should be clear certainly, but here in the
Senate there appears to be a great deal of
5y"'pathy for the poor debtor. The debtor
.hî not ask you to pass this legislation. It
i8 the creditors of the country and not the
debtors. Before the bill is through I may
8Peak of these creditors, who they are and
y What authority they ask Parliament to

pass a bill of this nature and why Parliament
s doing it. I shall vote to keep the 662
cents in the bill.

lon. Mr. MILLER-I want to make a
Buggestion to the hon. mover of the amend-
"Ient. His purpose would be more likely
to be obtained by allowing my motion to be
Put Without amendment, and if it fails, then
be can put his motion as a first amendment
tO the clause. I stated myself that if my
arlendmt failed I would vote for the 331
ets. There may be others in the same
poition as myself who would prefer 50 cents

4t if defeated on that, would vote for 33½
eýents. He -would certainly lose my vote on
the amendment and perhaps the vote of

thers, and not get the sense of the com-
Inlittee 80 well.

.On. Mr. FERGUSON P.E.I.)-I agree
with the remarks of the hon. gentleman
fromu Halifax and I think the bill will be
mnuch better if it is allowed to stand as it is7oW at 66î cents. There seems to be a mis-
apprehension in the minds of some hon.
gentlemen in regard to this matter. Some
aPPear to think that no man can get the
belefit of this measure at all unless his estate
WW pay 66ï per cent.

38

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I do not think any
one thinks that.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P.E.I.)-I know
my hon. friend from Richmond does not
think so, but from remarks that I have
heard from other hon. gentlemen, they are
really under the impression that no man can
get the benefit. of this bill unless his estate
can pay that percentage. That is not the
case. It only provides that he can get his
discharge with the consent of the creditors,
without going into liquidation, if his estate
paid 662 per cent, but if his estate goes into
liquidation there is nothing to prevent his
getting a discharge at whatever his estate
will turn out, that is, if he has conducted
his business honestly and properly. Hon.
gentlemen will remember there was no point
put before the committee more strongly by
the bankers and boards of trade than that
we should fix the' amount high, and they
gave a reason that was entirely convincing
to me-that under the old Act men went
into insolvency and forced their creditors to
accept a very low composition rather than
have the estate melted away in liqui-
dation. It was pointed out to us by
the representatives of the boards of trade
that if we allowed that amount to be too
low the effect of it would be that we would
have a great many disreputable compositions.
A man would get some creditor to put him-
self into insolvency, and his creditors when
they met would reason this way-the mini-
mum is 331 per cent, and he offers that per
cent; we know the estate is worth a great
deal more than that, but it is better for us
to accept that amount than to allow the
estate to go into liquidation and be eaten up
with costs and expenses. It was clearly
pointed out to us that if we fixed the amount
too low there would be a great many of
these disreputable insolvencies and low com-
positions, and if it was fixed at 66î per cent
as being the amount for which an insolvent
can have a settlement with the consent of
his creditors, then if the insolvent were at
all doing a proper business, he would be able
to make that settlement, and if he were not,
then the estate would go into liquidation,
and it would pay what it could after costs
were taken out of it. I made up my mind
very clearly in the committee that it was
better to fix this amount high in order to
prevent these low compositions and this in-
timidation that insolvents could practise
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against their creditors by threatening to go
into liquidation. If you fix the amount low
in the bill, you will have a great majority
of the compositions very near that fixed rate.
If you put it at 25 per cent the majority of
the compositions will be about 25 per cent.
If you make it 33½ per cent, the majority
will be that, but if you make it high you
will get respectable compositions.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Why not make it
100 cents on the dollar then ?

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (P. E. I.)-My
hon. friend used that argument before. I
almost thought, when I heard him make
that statement, that he was under the im-
pression that no insolvency could be had at
all without 66è per cent was paid. My hon.
friend will remember that the part of the
bill in which this provision is, applies only
to insolvents who are obtaining their dis-
charge with the consent of the creditors
before any considerable expense is incurred.
As the hon. member from Halifax bas said,
and said very well, I think the creditor who
gets one-third of his obligation wiped out
fares extremely well, and it does not follow
because a man is able to pay 66ï per cent
that he is able to pay in full. It is a very
considerable reduction indeed, and it is a
reasonable percentage to pay.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-The hon. gen-
tleman from Prince Edward Island bas
forgotten that under the present law the
insolvent has to be put into insolvency by a
receiving order. An inventory of the estate
must be taken and handed over to the
creditors, and an estimate of what the insol-
vent is possessed of made before he can
apply for a deed of composition. Under the
old law there was no such provision as that.
The insolvent hawked around bis deed of
composition and told his creditors that he
could not pay more than a certain percentage,
and on that representation he obtained his
discharge. But under this bill the estate is
in the hands of the creditors before he makes
his application, and they know what it is
worth and no imposition can be practised on
them.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-So it was under
the old Act.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-This is differ-
ent altogether from the old Act. By placing

the percentage too high you will be placing
it beyond the creditors of the country to
carry out what would be a fair and reason-
able composition and discharge.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I quite agree
with what my hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island and my hon. friend froin
Halifax have said, and I would not repeat
anything they have already stated. In the
select committee my mind was made up,
from the discussion there, that the higher
the composition the better for the creditors
generally, and for the trade of the country
also. I came to the conclusion that I have
not heard anything since then to change MY
mind. Supposing you make it 50 per cent,
under this law a debtor can easily present
the position he is in and go into bankruptcy.
He gets his discharge and he- then bas bis
stock at a low price in competition with the
honest trader who is going on with bis busi-
ness and trying to pay 100 cents on the
dollar. The lower you make the amount
the greater will be the disadvantage to those
who are doing a legitimate business and
paying their honest debts. There is the
trouble. The lower you make it the greater
the injury it will have on the honest trader
who pays bis debts. That is the most i1m-
portant reason-the lower you make it the
longer a man will hold on and make repre-
sentations that bis estate is not worth sO
much, and bis creditors, rather than fight it
through, will accept almost every offer that
is made. If you put 50 per cent you Will
find nine times out of ten they will accept
the offer, and the goods will be sold in coLJ-
petition with the goods of the honest trader.
Therefore, I hold that it should be the
highest possible amount and 66î per cent il
a fair percentage. This law should be tO
guard and protect the honest trader againset
the dishonest one. It is only on account Of
dishonest traders that we require this la'w
Any trader that knows his business is aWare
of his position before he feels that he can
only pay two-thirds of his debts.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-From the
first I have held that the amount named '
the bill was altogether too high. I have bee"
in business for over 40 years on my OVI
responsibility, and have seldom seen any
estate wound up that would bring more than
50cents on the dollar-50cents with all Pre'
ferential claims, such as rents, clerks' wage
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and all those claims that have to be paid first.
Then after that, a certain percentage of the
estate is taken to wind it up and it is not
Ole estate out of ten that will pay more than
50 cents on the dollar. If it does pay more,
there is scarcely any necessity for that estate
going into bankruptcy. I have known a man
to take stock and show his creditors that he
'as worth only 80 cents on the dollar and
their advice was asked, and they told him to
go On, and I have known that estate to come
out Worth money. Had the creditors advised
that man to make an assignment, the estate
Would not have paid more than 50 cents on
the dollar, if that much. I say there is no
flecessity whatever for a mangoing into bank-
ruptcy when he has an estate, over and
above all expenses, worth 66ï cents on the
dollar. It has been said here by many hon.
gentlemen who perhaps have not been in
business, that the rate should be high. No
ran knows more about that subject than
those who have passed through the mill. I
have had experience of a great number
of failures and I have always tried to get
therm to settle. Frequently in my time men
have come to me and asked my advice. I have
advised them to go home and look after
their business, and theircreditors would
help them through, and frequently they have
colne out al] right and have paid 100 per
cent on the dollar. I say there is no neces-
sity of keeping it at 66î per cent. It has
46n said that the banks want it. I have
done some banking myself, and 1, as one of
them, say it is too high altogether, and I
told the representative of the bankers here
that it was a mistake. I say that it is a
hlistake now, and that 50 cents on the dollar
i8 a fair amount to place there. Of course,
if the creditors are willing a man that does
'lot pay 50 cents on the dollar can get relief,
but it is hard to get all the creditors to
agree, and it is better to place a moderate
ur inthe bill thanto make it toohigh. More-

over, supposing a man has an estate and has
Worked, all his life and fails through bad
doraes, fire or some misfortune, you surely

lot want to take the last five cents from
that man if you do make a settlement with

•'. If he wants to go on, leave him 5 or 10
cents on the dollar to make a foundation for
his business and give him a chance to sup-

t his family. That is the course I have
Ways advised when I was in business, and

that is the course I would like to see every
a ow follow. My first advice would be
38½

not to go into bankrt.ptcy at all if it is in
your power to keep out, unless somebody
drives you there. I said 50 cents at the
beginning and I would have much pleasure
in supporting my honourable friend from
Richmond that it be 50 cents on the dollar.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I have been at as
many meeting of creditors as almost any
man of my age. I waded through the old
Insolvency Act and I never knew a case
where the creditors were not disposed to be
friendly to the debtor. It is a great libel
to assert that creditors, as a general thing,
are disposed to be very severe on the debtor.
There may be one or two at a meeting, but
I have always ¥found that a great majority
of the creditors were disposed to be liberal
and kind to the debtor. It is a false argu-
ment to state that the poor debtor is at the
mercy of his creditors and is going to be
wiped out of existence and left without any-
thing in the future. L feel that this bill is
intended to operate upon two classes of peo-
ple, apparently one section of the House
thinks the bill is intended wholly for the
regulation of the unfortunate debtors. It is
well to bear in mind that there is such a
thing as an unfortunate creditor, a creditor
who gives out his goods, possibly gives his
note and lends his money without even hav-
ing the promise of interest, in many cases,
for his money. L have known such cases,
and very shortly afterwards he is notified to
attend a meeting of creditors and he is com-
pelled to take whatever his debtors choose to
give him, which may be from 5 to 15
cents on the dollar. In many cases
L have known traders, forty or sixty
hours after getting all they could from
their friends and creditors and neighbours
in the way of borrowing, take advantage of
the insolvency law. Some of those debtors
may owe their creditors from $500 to $6000.
I would ask any hon. gentleman, is it not
quite enough for the debtor to propose to such
a creditor where he owed $6,000 that he
give him $2,000 of a discount i That
amount off a debt of $6,000 would be
quite enough for a creditor to lose. View-
ing the bill from this standpoint, I hold it
is wiser and better, in fact it is in conson-
ance with the experience of the best
business men of the country who took
the trouble to meet us at the com-
mitteeand give us their opinion in fram-
ing this bill, that where a man wanted
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to take advantage of the Act himself,
not where he has been forced into in-
solvency, and is prepared to pay 66' cents
on the dollar that he should get the benefit
of the Act. I do not think any creditor
would resist it, and it would be quite enough
for any creditor to loose one-third of his claim.
We know that it is better for us to have
business men in this conntry that are dis-
posed to pay their debts and act honestly
and honourably and meet their creditors like
men. We should educate a class of men in
this country who would look upon business
in this light, instead of another class of men
that go into business with a full intention
of having a good time, getting all the goods
they can from everybody, borrowing money
and immediately afterwards taking advan-
tage of the bankruptcy law. Then they snap
theirfingersattheircreditors, and very shortly
afterwards (I have known it to occur) they
start business again and drive their pair of
horses and become the biggest men in the
community. Not long ago a party asked
me to lend him my note for $400. I said I
was not in business and did not care to lend
a note, but he said "it is all right; you will
never see it again." I gave him the note
for $400. Shortly afterwards I got a
notice to attend a meeting of creditors.
I went and found that they were prepared
to give 20 cents on the dollar. I said, "that is
pretty hard," but they said they could do
no better, and if I would sign off they would
make it all right. I said, "if I sign off that
will be theend of it." Theysettled for 20 cents
on the dollar, and when I went home I ex-
pected to get my 20 per cent, but the fact
is I never have seen a cent of it from that
day to this. Now, are we going to have a
law to sanction a transaction like that? I
think it is the worst thing we can do for the
people of this country, and therefore I shall
vote for the bill as it came from the com-
mittee, a bill which was framed under the
advice of the most experienced men in the
country. Their opinion was that this per-
centage should be made as high as possible,
but at the same time it should be left in the
hands of the creditors to be fairly liberal.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (P..I.)-The
class of people who have been referred to are
not those likely to be affected by the insol-
vency law. I do not know that we have
heard any representatives from the different
provinces of the small traders, the persons

who will be most affected by this bill, but we
have heard at great length from bankers,
money-lenders, manufacturers and lawyers
in their own interest. I do not agree with the
remarks made by the hon. gentleman froi
Marshfield or the hon. gentleman fron Lunen-
burg with respect to the clause under consid-
eration, that we should confine the amount Of
composition to 66' cents on the dollar. We
know very well that a debtor cannot obtain
the benefit of the provisions of the law unless
he has traded in a proper and honest way and
conducted his business in an economical
manner, and even if his estate could pay 66t
cents on the dollar, if there was any fraud
connected with his business, he could not get
the benefit of the Act. We must bear in
mind that it is not the debtor himself that
is fixing the amount; he hands over the
whole of the estate to the receiver and the
creditors obtain the amount that the estate
realizes. It is in their hands and even if the
estate realizes 80 cents on the dollar, the
debtor is entitled to his discharge, and
it is in their power to say whether he
bas conducted his business properly and to
realize as much as they can from the
estate for their own benefit. If they
realize only 50 cents on the dollar, that
man is entitled to a discharge if he bas
conducted his business properly. My opinion
was in the first place that we should not fie
any particular amount, but that it should
be left to the court to say whether the manl
had conducted his business properly and if
he had not squandered his property but had
lost it by means over which he had no con-
trol, that he should be entitled to his dis-
charge whatever amount bis estate paid.
There was another point with respect to the
question, that he should be entitled to bis
discharge under any circumstances, even if
he did not pay the 66Î cents or 50 cents on
the dollar, if it should be fixed at that, under
the clause referred to he would be 12 months
without doing anything; he could not
apply for a discharge from the time bis estate
went into insolvency until twelve months
elapsed, and during that time he could do
nothing to support his family. I consider,
under all the circumstances, if we fix the
amount at 50 cents, we are putting it at a
fair and proper medium between the debtor
and creditor.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-
wish to point out a misapprehension which
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has arisen. It bas been stated by a number
of members that the expenses have to be
Paid first. A debtor goes to his creditors
and says " here is a statement of my affairs.
I think I can pay 66î cents on the dollar."
If the creditors agree to relieve him of one-
third of his liabilities, it appears to me, if he
bas conducted his business fairly, they leave
him a good margin for carrying on his busi-
ness afterwards. Therefore, I am in favour
of leaving it at 66ï cents, but it has been
lost sight of by a number of speakers that
the preferred claims and expenses will not
have been incurred at all under a deed of
cOmposition and discharge and there will be
n0 preferential claim. He gets his estate
back for 66*--one-third of his liabilities are
thrown off.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Deducting the pre-
ferred claims.

lion. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-
They have to be paid of course. They are
generally very trifling. It appears to me

you allow a debtor to continue his
business and throw off one-third of his
Indebtedness, you are leaving him a fair
raargin for carrying on his business.

lon. Mr. FERGUSON (Welland)-The
imlpression I have gathered through this dis-
cussion is that there is too much solicitude
for what is known as the debtor. As a
rle, the debtor is not that honest man that
wants the sole attenition and benefit of this
b•ll The object of this legislation ought to

to protect the honest trader, and the
lOwer you make this composition the more
failures there will be, the more goods thrown
"Poli the market to the disadvantage of the
cometing merchant next door, who will be

iged to go into insolvency in order to buy
goods at the same price as the insolvent.

You reduce this to 33J cents on the dollar,
You Will have any number of insolvents inthis
country within a few years. The only way
hi to keep composition in the first place
high. That does not prevent the honest

ebtor from getting a discharge ultimately.
take his composition high in order to pro-

e the honest trader who lives alongside
Of biln, but if you let B buy his goods at 50
Cents on the dollar while A bas to pay 100
cents On the dollar, you will force A into
iolvency in order to be able to compete

his neighbour. Tiierefore you must
1ake the rate of composition high in order

to protect the honest man, who is generally
dealing alongside the dishonest trader. The
honest trader, as a rule, does not have to go
into insolvency, but can carry through his
business. The class of men who fail in the
majority of cases are men who spend their
evenings in saloons, who spend their days
at horse races and in idleness. I do not
mean to say that all insolvents are dis-
honest, but I mean to say that they are
careless and indifferent traders. Youmust not
devote the whole of this bill to protecting
that class of people. Protect the man who
is doing an honest business alongside of him.
That should be the object of this House, and
in order to do Kthat you must prevent low
composition. You must prevent the man
buying his goods at 33J cents or 50 cents on
the dollar. If not, you will have reckless
and dishonest traders all over the land,
because they must do that in order to get
their goods at the same rate as the dishonest
traders who are selling alongside of them. I
entirely agree with the opinions of the bon.
gentleman from Lunenburg. I have had a
good deal of experience and knowledge of
such matter, and I have noticed widely what
the effect of an insolvency law is. I have
known men-and I could name them-not
one but a dozen, who made a business of
compounding with their creditors, buying
their goods at 50 cents on the dollar every
three or four years, and then slaughtering
them on the market. I have known honest
traders alongside who have had to pull up
Etakes and leave the place. What you want
to do is to protect the honest man. The
object of this House ought to be-and I am
sure it is-to encourage honesty and not
dishonesty in trade; therefore you must
make the first composition as high as possi-
ble. It does not prevent the honest man
from getting his discharge. Creditors as a
rule are magnanimous ; creditors as a rule
deal generously and munificently with honest
debtors. Even if they do not, one year
afterwards, under clause 44, as the hon.
gentleman from Halifax pointed out, a
debtor can go to the court, and if not opposed,
the court will, upon a fair showing of his
integrity, give him a discharge. Even if it
is opposed, the court, if satisfied that he bas
been an honest dealer, dan give him his
discharge; but I say that the first settlement
upon the inception of the man's going into-
insolvency, ought to be kept high, and ulti-
mately he can get his discharge.
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It does not prevent
a man being put into insolvency whether he
pays ten cents or seventy-five cents.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (Welland)-I am
referring to the deed of composition. As a
rule the creditors are too fond of entering into
a deed of composition, and what is the effect
of that if it is done largely 1 The effect is
that if creditors lose 50 cents on the dollar
with A they must make it up with B and C,
and the country ultimately loses. Make
the first composition high. I wish to impress
my own view on the House, that the object
of this legislation from beginning to end
should be to encourage honest trade and
punish dishonest trade.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I have listened
with a great deal of interest to the state-
ments and arguments of the bon. gentle-
man who has just spoken. I would be led
to the conclusion, if bis arguments were
correct, that this bill was solely for the
purpose of conpelling a man to pay 66' per
cent of ail debts before he could be put into
insolvency or get a discharge from bis
debts.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (Welland)-Com-
position I refer to.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-And if the argu-
ments of my bon. friend from Burlington
be correct, the inference to be drawn
is that if a man becomes indebted to such
an extent that it is impossible for him to
pay bis debts and he is placed in bank-
ruptcy, and is given one-third of that
which he owes, it ought to be suffi.
cient to enable him to go on with bis busi
ness afterwards. That would imply that
this debtor had 100 cents with which to pay
bis debts, and that bis creditors, in the
magnanimity of their souls, gave him 331
per cent of what he owed, to allow him to
go on and do business.

Hon. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)-
That is what he agrees to do.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No, I differ fron
that statement ; he makes no such agree
ment. The man is put into insolvency an
the creditors are permitted under this Act t
give him a discharge of ail bis debts if h
can afford, or will secure, the payment o:

66î per cent of his indebtedness. Now, if
he has 100 cents he ought not to be given
anything at ail. If he could show that bis
estate is worth only 66 per cent then he can-
not obtain a discharge under this clause,
because his estate will not pay 662.; hence
he is put through the whole bankruptcy law,
and if I did not desire not to be personal or
apply motives, I would say that the clause
as it stands was a clause specially for the
benefit of the lawyers, who put the balance
of the money into their own pockets. Let us
suppose a case ; a man becomes indebted
to a certain extent, he cannot or he does not
pay his debts or bring himself within the
meaning of the clause which declares what
bankruptcy shall be. He then says to his
creditors, " I do not care about my estate
being frittered away in courts of law, or in
costs which would be incurred in going
through the bankruptcy court and obtaining
a discharge, " whether that discharge be ob-
tained immediately after the examination of
bis accounts and the distribution of ail his
assets, or whether it be at the end of twelve
months during which time the hon. gentle-
men from Prince Edward Island very pro-
perly said, he is unable to go on with bus'-
ness, he bas no discharge, and therefore
bis creditors can come upon him or enter
an action against hin for any goods he
might have earned in the meantime. The cro-
ditors investigate this whole case-J al
speaking of an honest man now, I do
not presume to argue in favour of the rogue
who goes into bankruptcy prepared tocommit
jury in order to get rid of his debts, be-

*cause that occurs and will occur I suppose
to the end of time-the c'-editors investigatO

*the whole case and if the (lebtor can shoW«
*that bis estate will pay 66 cents on the
dollar by bis giving up everytbing, they s8Y
we are willing to accept that, but tbc la.w
will not permit us, we must only obtaI
wbat we can get out of your estate by the
process of law as provided in this JnsolvelcY
Act." That is the position tley are in, and
then you argue the higlier that is put the

-better for the creditor and tbe better for the
bonest debtor. If a discharge under the
Act cannot be obtained by the debtor Ufl-

Sless lie pays that a-nount, tben lie niust go
-into, bankruptcy or thie creditors must allo'w
Ihim togo on with the risk of losing a Stili

larger amount. N ow that is the view I take
of it. I may be wrong. My lion. friend or,

fmy left (Sir Frank Smithi) as we ail ktiow,
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has carried on as large a business as any
man in the province of Ontario. There is
not a man in the whole province who has
had more experience in the official position
Which he held during the existence of the
last Insolvency Act than my hon. friend
from Milton, and hence he speaks
from a practical knowledge of the
law. My own view would be that the pro-
vision should not be there at all. I am
Speaking my own individual opinion; I
know that is not in accord with the views
of the boards of trade and those who asked
for the bill. The hon. member from Welland
argued with a great deal of force, and he
argues from facts which are presenting
themselves to every man in the country who
is at all observant, every day, but I should
like to ask whether the cases to which he
has referred, of dishonest men carrying on
business alongside honest men and failing,
have not been occurring all the time with-
out a bankruptcy law? Has not the dis-
honest trader been making compositions
with his creditors without a Bankruptcy
Act and buying his goods back at 75, 50 and
even 30 cents on the dollar, as the case may
he, and throwing them upon the market ?
There is no Insolvency Act to prevent that,
and whether an Insolvency Act is upon the
Statute-book or not, that kind of dealing
Will be carried on just so long as there are
Men who will trust others with their goods.
There are plenty of men who go to work
deliberately to obtain goods for the purpose
of making compositions and swindling their
creditors as much as they can. These are
mien who are brought within the meaning
of the clause of this Act and pre-
vented from getting a discharge if dis-
honesty can beestablished. Wedeal withthis
law with two primary objects in view. The
first is - and that is the sole object of
the bill in the first place-to protect the
creditor against the fraudulent assignments
in different provinces where there is no
law providing for an equitable dis-
tribution of property. If the laws in
the different provinces were all the
same as they are in Ontario and Quebec I
dare say there would be no necessity for this
Act ; then we might carry out the very sim-
ple suggestion made by the hon. member
from Milton the other day, that where a
mran had made an honest settlement with
his creditors he could apply to the superior
court of the province in which he resided,

and obtain a discharge, provided there had
been an equitable distribution of his pro-
perty in the province in which he lived ;
but as this mode of distributing the estates
of insolvents does not exist, it is necessary
that there should be some law by which the
wholesaler, whether he be in England or in
Germany, or whether he be in the western,
the central or the eastern section of the
provinces, should in all cases have a fair
and equitable share of a man's estate when
he becomes insolvent. That was forcibly
impressed upon my mind when the hon.
member f rom Amherst read one of his letters.
He did not tell us by whom it was written,
but any one reading between the lines
could see that is was from some
one who was selling goods in that par-
ticular section of the country and was
jealous of what might be termed outsiders
coming from other parts of the world and
selling goods to them by nieans of his drum-
mers. I agree with my hon. friend on my
left on that point, that a good deal of the
trouble has arisen from departing from the
old system of selling-that is, people going
to buy from the merchants instead of the
merchants forcing the goods upon the re-
tailers. As long as credit is given, surely
there can be no reason why, if a man be-
comes insolvent, there should not be an
equitable distribution of his property among
those whom he owes, and that is the sole
object of this bill. This clause enables the
creditors to meet together and say, "If you
can pay us so much we will give you a dis-
charge. There is nothing to prevent the
creditors under this Act, any more than
there is without an Act, meeting together,
and if they find the man is honest, dealing
leniently and fairly with him. There is noth-
ing in this law to prevent that, but it
does not meet the case of a man who becomes
insolvent and one creditor gobbles up the
whole estate at the expense of the others. I
should judge probably the majority of those
who have spoken are in favour of 66î per
cent; some would like to go higher. My hon.
friend on my right says that if you edopt that
principle you had better say 100 cents at
once, and say that the creditor shall not un-
der any circumstances give a man a dis-
charge under this Act ; that two-thirds or
three-fourths of the creditors shall not have
the power to bind the others, but let thenf
go at once into the bankruptcy court, swal-
low as much of the estate as you possibly can
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in law costs and receiver's and auctioneer's
and various other fees. To prevent that we
should allow the clause to remain precisely
as it is the present moment, that is the credi-
tors to meet and give a discharge for thirty
or forty or fifty cents as they please. That
they can do now. The only difficulty I see
in this is that which I have pointed out. The
·clause prevents creditors from doing that
which in their judgment they believe to be
in their interest. If the man cannot pay
66î cents but can pay 50, surely it would
be better for them to accept that than to put
him in bankruptcy and have the balance ab-
sorbed in law costs, the creditor getting
but 30 cents on the dollar. That is not
in the interest of the creditor or the honest
debtor, I have no sympathy with the dis-
honest debtor, but we will have him as long
as human nature is what it is. I shall vote
for the motion of my hon. friend from Rich-
mond.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think the reason is
an obvious one why, in the opinion of a
good many gentlemen, the composition
ought to be fixed at a sum above 50 cents.
It is this, that it is the duty of every trader,
if he is falling behind, to at once take stock
and consider his position and see whether
he can go on with his business. If he can-
not go on with his business and pay 100
cents, it is his duty to stop and call a meet-
ing of his creditors, and if Parliament in
its wisdoni says that a man ought to get a
discharge if he can pay 50 cents on the dol-
lar, and he should be satisfied with that, do
you not think that human nature will not
prompt him to go on until he gets down to
50 cents and then call a meeting, and the
creditors have lost one-third of the estate.
It is perfectly clear why the principle should
be adopted of keeping the figure at a higher
level. It must be remembered that the
trader is getting a year in which to pay this
amount. He continues his business and has
a year to pay 662. One hon. gentleman
said he could not go on with the business in
the inter.val, but the clause says that the
deed of composition and discharge shall be
confined to the 664 cents and he has a year
from the date on which the composition
takes place. One reason why it should be
kept high is that it is an intimation to com-
mercial men and the courts of this country
that if a man can only pay 50 cents he is
entitled to a discharge. He ought to wind

up his estate before its gets lower than 66½,
and I think there is strong reason in that
more particularly where he gets a year
within which to pay that amount.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-I will with-
draw my motion.

The Committee divided on the amend-
ment, which was carried by the following
vote: yeas 19, nays 18.

The clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 61,

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The point in reference
to that clause is that the holder of negoti-
able paper, after he ranks, has to fix the
value of the security that he holds. It more
particularly applies in the case of a bank
where a trader has an endorser and a line
of credit with the bank, and the bank dis-
counts the paper. The banks consider that
they have the maker for a dollar and the
endorser for a dollar, whereas under the law
as it now stands, the bank gets less than
100 cents in the dollar, not being allowed
to rank for the full amount of the note
against both parties. The objection I see
to that is this : the contrary proposal, as
contained in the clause as it stood originallY,
is in favour of the banks. I do not look at
it from that standpoint. It seems to me
that it will embarrass the trader because the
banks will say " in the event of the endorser,
the person who is negotiating the paper,
going into insolvency, the bank feel that
they cannot rank on his estate, and the
maker's estate for the full amount."
The bank therefore say "You must give
us another name or you must lodge
other security with us, otherwise you cannot
discount the paper." I think practicallY
that clause will be found to embarrass the
trader more than it will benefit the bank.
The committee came to the conclusion to
strike out the clause as it stood, which was
copied from the old law In 1877 it was
re-enacted and stood until the Act was
repealed, but it will be found that it will
hit the trader much more than it will hit
the bank, because the banks are masters of
the situation. The bank must negotiate the
customers' paper and it will place the bank
in a position to say to the trader ' Y01u
must transfer a certain amount of your
accounts to the bank as security for the line
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of discount we are giving you. We are
giving you a line of credit and you ought to
deposit with us the customers' paper."
Presumably when you put a note in a bank
the bank has a right against the endorser
and the maker for 100 cents on the dollar,
and this clause steps in and says "If 50
cents is paid by the endorser, then the bank
can only rank for the balance due on the
Ilote, and if the maker only pays 50 cents
then the bank have only got 75 cents out of
it," and then the bank will take this posi-
tion : " As we cannot be protected for 100
cents on the dollar, the customer must place
with us additional security, either a portion
Of his accounts as standing security, or give
Is customers paper.

lion. Mr. CLEMOW-You are arguing
the event of both parties becoming insol-

'Vent.

ion. Mr. SCOTT-Yes; the bank is not
aliowed to rank after customer has gone into
'Insolvency and paid 50 cents on the dollar;
the bank would lose the difference.

lion. Mr. VIDAL-Does not the last line
Itake some provision for that.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-No.

lion. Mr. DRUMMOND-I wish you
Would put your objection in the shape of a mo-

1iOn, becauseI thinkit iswell-founded. There
1 n0 doubt that on a note for $100 with two
"aMes you could not get the full amount. A
418an would have to deposit $125 or $150 in
!iOtes in order to get $100. The banks are
l a very different position from traders.

T7here has been an impression that a bank
should set off one against another, that it
'naY collect 100 cents from each to make up
the amount. I think that would be highly
"tProper, but the getting of 100 cents on
the dollar is a thing which is in the interests
of trade itself.

lion. Mr. POWER-I do not think the
bankers are objects of very serious commise-
ration at the present time. I have noticed
frorm the reports in newspapers that nearly all
the banks of the country have been paying
Very large dividends at a time when every one
else in business finds it hard to make the

Oends meet. This matter was discussed

l1 1Y before the committee by able counsel
or both parties. The committee considered

it fully and decided by a large majority to
report the clause as it stands, and since that
time the matter has been discussed again.
Every memberof the House has been furnish-
ed with additional arguments on both sides
and it seems to me the last word on the sub-
ject spoken on behalf of the Boards of Trade
overthrows the arguments set up on behalf
of the banks. At any rate, I think we
had better take a vote upon it.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-I said before
that I differ very much on this clause as re-
gards banks from any hon. gentleman who
has spoken. It has been said by the hon.
gentleman from Halifax that the banks
should not be c&nsidered, because they are
paying such dividends. Is it not very much
better for the wealth of our country to have
institutions that can loan money to go on
with the enterprises of this country- is it
not better to have that money invested in
the country than to take it away to another
part of the world to earn interest? I look
on the banks in this way : they are institu-
tions simply to do business on collateral
security. When a note is taken to a bank
for discount they do not buy that paper.
Al they ask is for you to give them colla-
teral security and they lend you a certain
sum of money and you endorse that note and
you are bound to take it up again.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-If you do not fail.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-Of course,
but if you do fail the bank should be allow-
ed to rank on the estate for the full amount.
That would be no preference, because once
they get all they agree to get, then the
balance goes to the estate. They have no
claim for anything more than they agree to.
If you put them in a false position, those
banks will not lend a man that money on
those notes without collateral security-ad-
ditional security, which will come out of the
estate, and you will be doing harm to the
estate instead of benefiting it. I say that
the banker is merely there like a broker to
take collateral security with the understand-
ing that the person who discounts it will lift
that paper. The bank takes the paper to
oblige the merchant, the merchant uses the
money to carry on his business and it does
good to the merchant.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-And to the
banker too.
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Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-Of course, to
the banker too. The banks do not work for
love, any more than my hon. friend does.
A banker stands'in a different position from
others. He does not buy the paper, but
simply makes an' agreement to lend the
money, with the understanding that the
endorser lifts the paper. All that is done
for the benefit of the estate, and why should
the banker lose on that ? If you put the
banks in this false position, it will cripple
trade. It will be very much harder for the
merchant to get security that will satisfy
the banks. They will not lend unless they
have good security, and if you do not let
them have this advantage, they will lend
their money elsewhere. The best thing you
could do would be to give the bankers the
right to rank in full for the amount of their
money.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I do not see
why we should favour the banks more than
any one else, because, when you sell goods to
anybody, the man agrees to pay for them
just the same as he agrees to repay to the
bank the money advanced on his note. I
do not see that the banks of this country
have been suffering very much. My hon.
friend says it will have the effect of requir-
ing additional security. That is what the
wholesale merchants prefer, and I do not
think we are here to favour the banks more
than any other people. They are the last
people in the country that need assistance.
When I look at the returns, I do not see
that they require aid. They can take care
of themselves. They take good care to have
the interest before they give you the inoney,
and if you do not pay your note to the day,
they are sure to protest it. As long as you
are prosperous in business, they will assist
you all right, but the moment you get in a
tight place, there is no sympathy for you.
It is their business; they have no sympathy
for anybody, and this Senate should not
legislate in favour of the bankers, and
against the interest of the people generally.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The hon. gentleman
from Toronto is very anxious to secure the
banks, but he voted for an amendment a
short time ago to rob the honest creditor of
50 cents on the dollar. Why should we
protect the bankers any more than we pro-
tect the ordinary creditors i Surely mer-
chaudise is as good as the money of the

banks. I do not mean to say that the banks
should not be paid, but I say the mer-
chants should be sustained also, and
no law should be placed on the statute book
that encourages the retail merchants to pay
50 cents on the dollar. This is going to
give us a bad reputation abroad, and will
curtail the business of the country. With
such a law on the Statute-1 ook, business
men, when they give out their merchandise
or advance their money as the case may be,
may be forced the next morning by legal
process to accept half of what they advanced
in settlement of their claims. Such a state
of affairs is calculated to do more injury to
this country than anything that I know Of-

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not see
why any preference should be given to the
banks over other creditors. My experience
is that banks generally take care of thel-
selves. The trouble in the country is that
they generally give too much credit. There
is too much money borrowed in an easy way
in the banks and they float paper too long
by renewals. You generally find if there is
a failure the bank comes in and gobbles the
biggest part of the estate. They seemfl al-
ways to have a better knowledge of their
customers and get a preference without Us
going out of the way to give it to them. A11

creditors should be treated alike.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-The 61st seo-
tion should be restored to its original fore
as it was in the original bill introduced by
the Government (in which it was numbered
62) and for the following reasons. In the
firt place, legislation in Canada shows that
the 61st clause as it stood in the original
bill is equitable.

The Act of 1877 was of about the sarne
nature as clause 62 of the original bill, and
which I propose to substitute for the present
clause 61. In the second place, a creditor
under our present law may sue every party
to a note for the full amount thereof, simul-
taneously, only deducting such sums as mnay
have been paid on account. Is it not right
and equitable that he should retain the
benefit of all his remedies so that lie maY
obtain the whole amount due to him? 7
the third place, I ask should the rights Of
any holder at any time be curtailed or
rendered uncertain ? Would it not greatll
injure the negotiability of the note itsel
since it becomes of less value in his hands 1
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Who knows when the drawer or endorser
Inay fail, leaving quite uncertain the value
of the note and at tne moment when the
Value ought to be preserved. In the fourth
Place, I find that the law of England is
8ubstantially the same in this respect as the
clause of the bill as introduced by the
Government. I therefore move that clause
61 be struck out and that clause 62 of the
original bill be substituted therfor. It is as
follows :

61. If a creditor holds a claim based upon a ne-
gotiable instrument upon which the insolvent is
0nly indirect-ly or secondarily liable and which has
not matured at the time of proving the claim, such
creditor in his proof of claim shall set a value upon
the liability of the person primarily liable thereon,
and the difference between such value and the
arnount of the claim shall until the instrument
Mhatures be the amount at which the claim shall be
calculated for the purpose of voting at meetings
and other purposes, except the payient of divid-
endsl th, ll ti i th di id d h t,4

can move his amendments at the third
reading to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 2dth June, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

ereon or co1 oca oni nà e v en sA ee ,

but after the maturity of such instrument the claim Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Select
8snall be calculated for all purposes at the full Committee on Railways, Telegraph and
amiount, less any sum paid on account thereof by Harbours, presented Bil (59) "An Act res-
the person primarily liable on such negotiable in- ectin the Montreal Island Belt Line Rail-
strumenit.p 8trtient.way." Hie said: The three amendments to

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is practically this bill, as reported by the committee, are
saying that the claim of a bank on an estate of importance and no doubt will be.duly con-
shall be a preferential claim. sidered at a future date when the report is

taken into consideration. The first of them
The committee divided on the amend- occurs in subsection 6 of section 3 of the

mIent, which was rejected, Contents, 11; Act, the compensation clause, which relates
Xon-contents, 19. to the elevated railway extending through

Hon. Mr. READ, from the committee, the city of Montreal east and west and alsoePorted thHough the adjacent towns of Ste.Cungondeand St. Henri. The amendment is in the

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that the compensation clause for injury doe to pro
allnendîents be concurred in. perty in consequence of the running through

the city and these two towns of the elevated
lon. Mr. POWER-Those amendments railway and it is therefore properly added at

are vital in their character, and unless it is the end of the clause. The next amendment
distinctîy understood that every opportunity is made in section 26 of the Act, which
3haal be given to-morrow at the third read- applies to the different lines of railway with
ing to take the sense of the House on those which this incorporated company May enter
amendments, I am not disposed to let con- into an agreement. Another is added to

ourrence take place now. those that are already named in the section,
the Montreal street railway and the Mont-

d on. Mr. BOWELL-There has been real Island and Park Railway Company.
she complaint that this bi has not been The 27th clause is the one which fixes the
8ent to the House of Commons sooner, but time for the construction and completion of
1l do not think any bill haq been watched the railway, and in order to make it, as it is
weith so, much care nor have the members intended, more extensive, in the 4th line of
given more consideration or displayed greater that clause, the 35th line of the page after
amiduity than they have in dealing with the word "the" it is proposed to insert
thio nil. M It can be forwarded to the whole of the." The clause reads "but if
lower House to-morrow if we concur in the the railway is not finished and put into opera
aiendments to-day. The hon. gentleman tion, etc.," and it is proposed make it read
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" if the whole of the railway is not finished,
etc." These amiendments are important and
I presume will be considered hereafter.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE moved that the
amendments to be taken into consideration
to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

THE INSOLVENCY BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the third
reading of Bill (C) " An Act respecting In
solvency."

Hon. Mr. POWER moved in amend-
ment :

That the said bill be not now read the third
time, but that it be anended by substituting two-
thirds for one-half in the 15th line of the 35th
section.

He said : I should not have moved a
resolution of that sort at the third reading
of the bill if the division in the committee
on this same question had been of a decisive
character, but hon. gentlemen who were
present at the committee yesterday will
remember that the provision of the bill as
reported by the select committee to which
it was referred was altered fromr two-thirds
to one-half by a vote the majority in favour

of which was only one, and it is clearly
desirable that the sense of the House
should be taken when a larger number are
present than there were in the committee,
so that it will be understood distinctly
what the feeling of the Senate is. The
opinion of the select committee was decidedly
in favour of the provision as originally re-
ported. I do not propose to trouble the
House for any length of time, but I wish to
state very briefly the arguments which
strike nie as urging us to inake the amend-
ment which I propose. In the first place,
it will compel a debtor to place his estate in
his creditors' hands as soon as he becomes
insolvent. This is a rost desirable thing,
instead of waiting until his estate is dissi-
pated which will be the case, if you make the
limit at one-half. Certain hon. gentlemen
have referred to the fact that there is no
such provision as this in the previous Insol-
vent Act. That is just one of the reasons
'why the previous Insolvent Act became so
unpopular. If we do not make this ainend-
ment, if we leave the limitation as it is now at

50 cents it is safe to say that in 99 cases out
of 100 not more than 50 cents will be paid.
Who is benefited by the loss of the 16¾ cents?
Certainly not the creditors of the insolvent.
They lose that much more of their money;
and the insolvent himself is not benefited,
because he is induced to continue in business
until his estate has dwindled down to a
lower figure. It does him no good and it
injures his creditors. Another collateral
benefit which will arise from the adoption
of this amendment is that it will tend to
prevent the throwing of insolvent stocks
upon the market. Every one knows that
during the operation of the previous Insol-
vency Act one of the things which made the
law unpopular was that the goods of insol-
vents were continually being thrown on the
market and sold at figures lower than those
at which such goods could be sold by the
solvent trader. I think we should discour-
age that, and if we retain the limit fixed by
the select committee, there will be very little
of that mischief done. That is a third rea-
son in favour of the amendment. The onlY
objection to the amendment which I heard
urged, and which struck me as having on
the face of it any weight, was that this pro-
vision would hinder the unfortunate debtor
who had without any dishonesty on his owl
part got into such a position that he could
not pay two-thirds, from getting a discharge.
As was pointed out in the course of the dis-
cussion yesterday, that is not a correct pre-
sentation of the fact, because that unfortun-
ate debtor can get a discharge under clause
43 of the bill after a lapse of twelve
months. If he does not find out in good tile
that his estate is dwindling, having to
wait for a year is not too heavy a penalty tO
pay for his neglect.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I do not intend tO
occupy the time of the House in repeating
arguments which have already been urged
at this stage of the bill. The questioni
which is now under consideration, the
amendment to the bill moved by the hon-
member from Halifax, I think was sO
thoroughly discussed in the select coni-
mittee, and also yesterday when the bill
was before the committee of the whole,
that it would be almost trying the patience
of the House too far to repeat what was
said on this side of the House in support of
the change that was yesterday made in the
bill. I do not agree in anything that the hon-
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gentlemen said in opposition to the bill as
it stands now and as presented to the House.
The assumption that by putting the figure
for composition and discharge at anything
lower than 662 cents-at 50 cents, for
example, as it is in the bill-would result
in having any composition and discharge
when estates would pay more than 50 cents
onl the dollar, is an assumption which, I
think, hon. gentledien are not warranted in
1baking. There is no reason for supposing,
if you put the figure at one-half, as the
35th clause now stands, that the honest
trader, when he finds he is hopelessly
inisolvent, and is unable to meet his creditors
and pay 100 cents on the dollar, will
hesitate, no matter what the sum may
be, in placing himself in the hands of
his creditors and asking for a composition
aid discharge. If the argument were good
i regard to 50 cents, it would be equally good
with regard to 100 cents, and it may be urged
yith some force that the debtor could go into
'n1olvency if he found affairs in an embarras-
"lng condition at the stage when 100 cents on
the dollar might be paid instead of 50 cents.
The question we have got to consider is whe-
ther, under all the circumstances in which the
Ordinary honest creditor seeks composition
and discharge, 50 cents would be a smaller
PaYment than he should be obliged to make.
Now it is admitted by business men that a
debtor would be perfectly justified in. con-
tinuing his business while the assets of his
e8tate really showed 66ï upon the debts. It
"s adrmitted also that the expenses consequent
"Pon the proceedings in insolvency up to this
composition and discharge would be consid-
erable, and it is not denied that the loss in
"alues, the shrinkage of assets, and other
causes would very likely reduce them 16j per
ent, leaving no more than a clear'dividend of

cents on the dollar. Now that being the
9Pinion of business men of the highest stand-
îtng in this country, I am fully disposed to
follow it, especially as it agrees with my
OWn convictions in the matter. The hon.
gentleman seems disposed to leave the
"1Pression on the House that those
Who argued for this figure in connection
With composition and discharge winked
Out Of sight the fact that the honest debtor
Conld, under the 43rd section of the Act,
get a release from his creditors, no matter
'hat sum he might be able to pay.

e did not desire to wink it out of
sight. Those circumstances would have

no reference to this clause at all, and if I
did not allude to it yesterday it was be-
cause I considered it unnecessary to do so,
and because I know every gentleman in the
House understands the distinction as well
as I do. The object in placing the figure
for composition and discharge at a reason-
able sum is this, that creditors may see the
wisdom of taking a fair composition instead
of casting the estate into all the expenses
incident to liquidation when double as much
may be lost in expenses, double as much in
shrinkage of value, double as much in losses
otherwise in connection with a long process
of insolvency in the hands of the liqui-
dator. These are reasons which induce nie
to desire a fair and reasonable amount to
be fixed in the 35th clause of the bill, and
I consider that one-half of all liabilities as
fixed by the clause is a reasonable sum. I
am not in love with an Insolvency Act at
all, if it could be avoided, and I would
not support this measure were it not for the
worse than imperfect legislation, the bad
legislation of the province to which I belong
in regard to preferential assignments. It
is only for this reason that I support the
bill, for I think until we get uniformity in
all of the provinces in reference to that
question, that the Dominion requires an In-
solvency Act. I support this compromise
too, between the original figure in the bill
and the figure fixed by the Select Committee,
because I fear the larger figure will have the
effect of inducing some persons on the third
reading, or on a motion for the six months'
hoist, to throw out the bill altogether,
and jeopardize the whole bill in that
event. I think nothing can be added,
no information can be given or light thrown
upon the subject which has not been given
and thrown upon it, and I do not, for my
own part, feel disposed to continue the dis-
cussion or weary the House with any further
remarks.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
predicates his remarks entirely upon the
position of the honest trader. If we re-
-quire an insolvency law at all it will be to
meet the dishonest trader. The necessity
of this bill has arisen from the dishonest
trader who makes preferential assignments
and disposes of his property so as not to pay
his debts. It is to guard against the dis-
honest trader, because the honest trader
gives no trouble at all, and he always gets
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his discharge. If he conducts his business
properly there will never be a necessity of
having his estate dwindle down to 50 cents
on the dollar before he gets into insolvency,
he will apply earlier than that. There is no
necessity under this bill that a man should
pay 50 cents on the dollar. There is a pro-
vision here that a man who has conducted
his business in a proper way can get his dis-
charge by paying a much less rate. We
must look at this matter entirely from the
point of view of the dishonest trader-the
man who f ritters away his estate and covers
it up in such a way that the creditors can-
not get at it, and who thinks that he can
pay his debts with 50 cents on the dollar.
The result of that is to paralyze the trade
of the country. In small transactions in
the country a man can cover up his business
so that it is difficult to find any fraud in his
transactions, and he thinkshe can pay his debts
with 50 centson the dollar insteadof 100cents.
The result is that bankrupt stock is thrown
on the market and ruins the honest trader
who pays 100 cents on the dollar for his stock.
I know from practical experience of the in-
solvency law-and I probably have had as
much to do with it in my province as any-
body-that the consequence of bankrupt
stock being thrown on the market is to ruin
every man in the trade who is trying to pay
100 cents on the dollar. Therefore, we should
guard well against fraudulent debtors.
Those are the parties who oblige us to bring
this bill before the House and not the honest
trader, because if traders were honest there
would be no necessity for an insolvency law
at all. It is a suggestion to the unscrupulous
trader that if he pays 50 cents on the dollar
he is all right.

Hon. Mr. FERGUSON (Welland)-Ex-
actly the same argument applies to 50 cents
on the dollar as applies to 62* cents. The
hon. gentleman from Richmond asks us to
fix a reasonable amount and he says that 50
cents on the dollar is recommended by the
highest authorities. The highest commercial
authorities in this country, the boards of
trade and the bankers, say that 661 cents is
a reasonable amount. I would not have
made this statement if the hon. gentleman
had not quoted authority for what he said,
and I maintain that the boards of trade in
Ontario, and the bankers, say that two-thirds
is reasonable. My own opinion is that there
ought to be no composition wha.tever. When,

a man is unable to pay his debts his goods
ought to be put up to public auction and let
the honest trader alongside of him have an
opportunity of buying them in and continu-
ing his business. But if there is to be a
composition, I say it should be kept at 66*
cents on the dollar, and I repeat that the
highest authorities in this country say that
is a reasonable amount.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-l
voted yesterday in favour of the 66- cents
being fixed, and my reasons for doing so are
these : In old times we had a good malY
people in business who succeeded in making
money out of their creditors instead of Out
of their customers. I voted for the two-thirds
out of consideration for the honest trader who
bought his goods and intended to pay for thein
at 100 cents on the dollar. If the man along-
side of him in the same business calls his cre-
ditors together under a deed of composition
and gets his goods back for 66î on the dol-
lar, he demoralizes the man alongside of him
who is struggling to pay his debts. These
were my reasons for voting for 66¾e.

Hon. Mr. CLEMO W-I have always con-
sidered, from the beginning of this discussion,
that it was in the interest of both debtor
and creditor that the rate of composition
should be put at 66ï ets. Whenever a n
knows that he is unable to meet his liabilh
ties, in full, he should let the fact be
known to his creditors and get a settlemaent·
It is far easier to get a settlement when his
·estate will bring 66* cents than when it has
dwindled down to 50 cents on the dollar.
When a man is aware of the provisions Of
this Act, he should keep proper accounts
and if he finds that he cannot pay 100 cents
on the dollar, he ought to make that fact
known to his creditors and say to them,
find that I arn behind hand and I ask your
commiseration in order that I may get a
discharge and follow my business." What
is the effect of that i He gets relieVed of
this loss that is honestly made, and he can
continue his business as if nothing had bap
pened. It is in the interest of the debtor
that that should take place. You may say
the same argument applies to 50 per Oenl
That is true. Supposing a man's estate '0
$10,000, the deficiency would be $1,600 t
the rate of 66* c., while it would be $2,500
as the bill now stands. It is far easier tO
make up the deficiency of $1,600 than$2,500,
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No man will care to make an assignment or
ask indulgence of his creditors until lie finds
by actual observation that lie is unable to
comply with the terms of the Act, and there-
fore it will not be, as it was in the past, when
inen went down to Montreal to find the cur-
rent rate of composition, and they generally
Stuck to that and offered no more and no less.
Let men know beforehand that they must keep
Proper books and have a, balance sheet and take
Stock and do everything tosatisfy themselves
at any rate that they are able to pay in full,
and if they cannot let them ask indulgence
of their creditors. Then the composition is
accomplished with little expense, business con-
tinues and nobody is hurt. He does not inter-
fere with the business community generally-
the insolvent prosecutes his business as if
rIothinghad appended. That is in all instances
the interest of the creditor as well as of the
debtor and a majority of the creditors prefer
that to having the old system. I have taken
this stand, because I know from personal
experience that that was the case in the past
Illen who were in business and kept no books
atid did not know how they stood until writs
were served upon them. Veryoften theywere
in a deplorable state of insolvency and did not
give satisfaction to anybody, and the result
Was ruin all round. By taking the course
that has been proposed, we are going to
serve a good object and the country will be
Perfectly well satisfied. The same argu-
'ient applies to any percentage, I admit.
My experience teaches me that no one will
one to a conclusion that lie has become

14solvent until the fact is forced upon them.
U1nfortunately, men are too fond of grasping
t straws, trusting to chances in the future

an1d that has been the cause of a great deal
of trouble in the past. The sooner a man

n1 ows that lie cannot meet his liabilities, the
better, and if lie will state his condition to
his creditors, they will give him his dis-
'harge with little expense, without dis-
turbing the trade and putting bankrupt
stock on the market.

lion. Mr. MACDONALD (P.E.I.)-The
?Ily argument adduced by those who believe
1i continuing the 66a per cent, that has any
Weight is that a lower rate will be the means
'of throwing a quantity of bankrupt stock
on the market. If they would just consider
fOr a moment they would find that the fact
Of placing composition at 66ï per cent would
have the effect of throwing much more

bankrupt stock on the market than if it was
placed at a lower rate, so that there is
nothing in that argument. The hon. mem-
ber from Lunenburg considered that this
bill should be made in the interests of the
dishonest bebtor-that honest debtors do
not require it. It has been my experience
that a great inany honest people get into
difficulties as well as dishonest people, and
when the honest man gets into difficulty lie
is disposed to do the very best he can for his
creditors. If he can pay 66ï or 50 centson the
dollar he is willing to pay it. But you must
remember, if this bill becomes law, there
will be a very great amount of expense con-
nected with winding up any estate. I have
the opinion of a legal gentle-man on this
matter: lie said the expense of winding up
an ordinary estate would be about $1,500.
Putting it at $1,000 even, that amount taken
out of an ordinary estate, would leave very
little for the creditors. It must reduce the
composition that lie could pay to a very small
amount. I believe that 50 cents is in the
interest of both debtor and creditor. The
lion. gentlemen who are opposed to a lower
amourt, are mainly the representatives of
the money lenders. These are the gentle-
men who are asking for a higher percentage.
If the composition is fixed at 66 cents, it
will be no advantage whatever to the poor
but honest trader who gets into difficulties.
He could make a much better arrangement
with his creditors without that at al], and
if the amendment of the lion. gentleman
from Halifax should be carried, so far as I
ain concerned, I shall oppose the passage of
the bill altogether. In the province from
which I come there is no request for such a
law, and I presume if there is any desire for
it I should have heard of it from the people
in trade. I know from people, not only in
our own province but in the neighbouring
provinces where there are manufacturing
establishments, that even there they have
not requested legislation of this kind. If
we are going to make the provisions of this
bill to be of no advantage to the honest
debtor who gets into difficulties, I do not see
any reason for having such legislation on
the statute-books. I shall support the clause
as it stands.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-The evil that some
hon. gentlemen see in allowing the bill to
remain as it now is at 50 cents instead if
66¾ is greatly exaggerated. Thay say that
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goods will be sold at a low rate and specula-
tors buying bankrupt stock at 50 cents on
the dollar, will throw it on the market,
doing an injury to the honest trader. It
must be remembered that in nine cases out
of ten the man who fails has a good deal of
old stock that is not worth more than 50
cents on the dollar, and sometimes is worth
much less than that. I think that that argu-
ment is worth very little. To leave it at 50
cents as the bill now stands before us, I
think is about the best thing we can
do under the circumstances. If it were put
back to the other figure, my preference
would be to throw out the bill altogether.

The House divided on the amendment,
which was lost by the following vote:

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Allan, McDonald (C.B.),
Boucherville, de McKay,
Clemow, McMillan,
Dever, MaclInnes (Burlington),
Dickey, Montplaisir,
Drumiond, Murphy,
Ferguson (Niagara), Pelletier,
Ferguson(Queen's,P. E.I.)Power,
Kaulbach, Prowse,
Landry, Scott,
McCallum, Tassé.-23.
McClelan,

NoN-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Almon,
Angers,
Armand,
Bernier,
Boulton,
Bowell,
Casgrain,
De Blois,
Glasier,
Kirchhoffer,
MeInnes (Victoria),
McKindsey,
McLaren,

Macdonald (Victoria),
Macdonald (P. E.I.),
Miller,
Perley,
Primrose,
Read (Quinté),
Reesor,
Reid (Cariboo),
Robitaille,
Smith (Sir Frank),
Sutherland,
Vidal,
Wark.-26.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have an amend-
ment which I venture to propose. J should
not have offered it if that amendment had
not been lost. The motion is as follows:

That the said bill be not now read a third time,
but that it be Resolved, That such legislation
should be adopted by this Parliament as to provide
for the granting of discharges to insolvents whose
assets are equitably divided amongst their creditors
or otherwise administered for the general benefit of
their creditors in accordance with the laws of the
provinces in which such insolvents reside.

The reason I move this amendment is
that I think the defeat of the last amend-

ment makes the bill much more objection-
able than it would otherwise have been.
We have this fact, the boards of trade
and the banks who represented the par-
ties who asked for this Insolvency Bill,
stated before the Select Committee in un-
equivocal terms that they were satisfied with
the law in existence in the province of Que-
bec, that they were also satisfied with the
law in existence in the province of Ontario,
and that their principal reason for asking
for the passing of this bill was that in cer-
tain of the outlying provinces, there
was no such provision as exists in the pro-
vinces of Ontario and Quebec for the equi-
table distribution of the assets of insolvent
traders. Since that date my hon. friend froim
Albert has learned that the government of
New Brunswick, will probably be prepared tO
introduce a measure similar tothe Ontario Act
at the next sitting of th*e legislature of New
Brunswick. I myself, during the late recess,
talked over the matter with the leader of
the Government of Nova Scotia, who intil-
ated that in all probability the legisla-
ture of that province would aISO
be prepared to deal with the matter
next year. I am not undertaking
to say that the legislatures of these
provinces have not been rather negli
gent in the performance of their duty here-
tofore, but we may be pretty well satisfied
that when we meet again next year the ne'
cessary legislation will have taken place il
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. Now the
question is whether, under these circum-
stances, it is worth while for this parliajent
to pass this bill which, with the exceptifl
of this 35th clause, I think is nearly as good
an insolvency bill as we could get through
this parliament, but is it worth our while tO
pass this bill which, with all its good qual-
ties, involves very considerable expense, anld
which is necessarily somewhat complicated
in its provisions, when resort can be had to
the comparatively simple legislation of the
provinces ? I do not think it is, and the gen-
eral line indicated by the amendment whicl
I am about moving is the proper one tO
adopt. I have been very much struck
by a short bill introduced in the
autumn of 1893 in the House of Repre-
sentatives at Washington by Mr. BaileY-
The position of affairs in the United
States with respect to insolvency in some-
thing like our own, and I think that the
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Principle of this bill of Mr. Bailey's is a very
good one. It provides as follows:

If any debtor owing $200 or more shall execute
an assignment or cession of his property, valid by
the laws of the state, territory, or district of
Columtibia, in which he may reside or be domiciled,
Or if he have property in any other jurisdiction,
then as to such property, valid according to the
laws thereof, and also in accordance with the
requirements of this Act, it shall have the effect
hereinafter provided for.
. Sec. 2. That such assignment shall be made
In accordance with the laws of the state where the
debtor resides, and shall convey all of the estate
of the debtor except such as is exempt by the law
of his domicile from execution and liability for his
debts, and shall be for the equal benefit of all his
creditors, subject to all valid liens, except with the
Preference hereinafter allowed. It shall contain a
18t of the names and residences of all his creditors

and the schedule of his property exempt and un-
exempt fron execution, and the amount due to
each creditor. It shall also contain a statement of
the liens or other encumbrances upon his property,
ail of which shall be verified by the oath of the
debtor to be correct, the property so assigned or
Surrendered shall be administered and distributedluong creditors according to the laws of the state
Where the debtor resides, subject to the provisions
of this Act.

Sec. 3. That such assignment may contain all or
any of the following preferences, namely : Debts
due the United States or any state in which any
Of the property of the debtor is situated, or to the
servants or labourers of the debtor.

Sec. 4. That any such debtor, after the expira-
tion of four months from the date of the execution
Of the deed of assignment and the acceptance of
the trust by the trustees, may file his petition in
the district court of United States for the district
I which he resides ; or, if he be a resident of the

district of Columbia, then in the Supreine court of
the said district or if he be a resident of a territory
then in the district court of such territory of the
district in which he resides, asking for a discharge
fror said debts. The petitions shall contain a

copy of the deed of assigiment, and shall be
'Verifled by the oath of the petitioner.

.Sec. 5. That the creditors of the debtor shall be
nlade parties defendant.

lon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-Is that
an1 Act of Congress ?

lion. Mr. POWER-No, it is not passed
but it has been introduced. It is just such
8-n Act as we need.

Upon hearing of the petition if it shall appear
that the debtor did make an assignment as auth or-
1Zed by this Act, and that the same contained a full
an1d complete conveyance of all his unexempt prop-
erty, and that within three months before the pas-
eage of this Act no creditor of such debtor had
ben preferred in any manner except as authorized
dy this Act, and during said time no other act was
.One or suffered to be one by such debtor respect-
ln his business or estate to prevent an equal dis-
tiution of his estate among his creditors or to,

39

give one creditor an advantage over another or to
defraud his creditors, and that no attachment has
been levied upon the property of such debtor with-
in three months before the passage of this bill:
Provided however, That if, within four months
after the levy of an attachment, the debtor shall
execute an assignment or cession and file a petition
for discharge as herein provided for, the execution
of such assignment and the filing of said petition
shall vacate the levy of such attachment, and such
debtor shall be then entitled to the benefit of the
provisions of this Act, the court shall order and
adjudge that such debtor be for ever discharged
from the payment of the debts mentioned and set
forth in the petition, and such order and adjudica-
tion shall be a full, complete, and final discharge
of such debtor fron the payment of the said debts:
Provided, That no person shall be discharged from
any debt or obligation which shall have been created
in consequence of a defalcation as a public officer,
or as executor, administrator, guardian, or trustee,
or while acting in any other judiciary capacity.

Sec. 6. That this Act shall continue in force two
years and no longer: Provided, That all actions
comnenced within that time shall not be affected
by its expiration, but the same shall be conducted
to a conclusion as if said Act were in full force and
effect.

Now, there is a bill which includes only
six sections, and it is my humble opinion
that if we adopted legislation similar to that
it would be preferable to this bill.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-Did it ever become
law ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-No. There are 155
sections in the bill before the House. A
bill something like that, providing that the
debtor'having made an assignment of his
estate for the general benefit of his creditors
under the provisions of the provincial law,
could apply to a judge and get a discharge
under the Dominion law, is really all we
want. I may say that my attention was
called to this measure by the bon. gentleman
from Hopewell who, I presume, has no
objection to seconding this motion.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-I do not
trouble the House with speeches, but I
trust I shall be pardoned on 'this occasion.
I had the honour of voting with the hon.
member from Halifax yesterday and to-day.
I share his objection to the clause which
has just been passed by the House, but I
consider it would be an altogether ignomini-
ous position for this House to be placed in
if it assented to the proposition which he
has just placed before us, and throw out the
bill on which we have bestowed so much
labour. I hold that the objections often
made to the functions and duties of the Sen-
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ate would be well founded, if at the end of
a three months' debate upon a measure
originating in our own House, we were to dis-
miss it as if we were unable or incompetent
to pass a measure which would bear examina-
tion. It would be confessing ourselves un-
equal to the task of legislating on our own
hook.

The confession which the hon, gentleman
has just made, that, with the exception of
the clause to which he makes objection and
on which we have taken a vote this after-
noon, the bill is on the whole, in his opinion,
a go6d one, shows that it is his duty to sup-
port it. The hon. gentleman was an active
and hard working member of the committee on
that bill, and no doubt a large portion of the
credit for the work that bas been done was
due to himself. That we should at the last
moment reject the bill, we have done our
very best to make a proper and sufficient
measure, and confess that we are unable or
incompetent to produce any legislation of
our own, is to stultify the very existence of
this body. The reproach has been addressed
to us again and again that we are not fit to
originate measures but only to polish them
up. Here is a measure which originated in
the Senate, and I desire and trust that we
will see more work introduced and passed in
this House. I trust that only a very small
fraction of this body will vote for the motion
of the hon. gentleman. There are more
clauses than that one to which he objects
that I object to also, but my duty is, I ap-
prehend, to accept with all the grace I can
the decision of the majority of this House
and say that they may be wiser than I am.
I must earnestly beseech the House not to
carry such a motion, but to pass the bill and
let it go before the country and prove to the
world that we are capable of originating and
completing legislation in this House.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I would pre-
fer not voting for the three months' hoist.
I do not think that we should vote in an
ticipation of what the provinces may do.
Had the provinces taken the line which my
hon. friend suggests now that they will take,
there probably would have been no necessity
for this bill. I have always regarded an in-
solvent law as a necessary evil. It is an in-
novation on the common law of our country,
which requires every man to pay his lawful
debts. This sort of legislation gradually
evolved from the criminal law, and was

mainly directed to apply against dishonest
men, fraudulent traders. I was reluctant
to take any part on this committee, pre-
ferring to reserve to myself the right to
support a motion for the three months'
hoist if it was not such a bill as I believe
would conduce to the general benefit of
Canada, but I do not feel disposed now to
vote against this bill. Probably no measure
has received so much attention in this House
as the bill which is before us. The members
of that select committee which was appoint-
ed, even those who were not in favour of an
insolvent law, did their utmost to make this
bill as perfect as possible. The hon. gentle-
man from Halifax was most industrious on
that committee, and notwithstanding his ob-
jection to an insolvent law, did what he
could to make it a perfect measure. I do
not believe that this bill can pass this session.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Or next ses-
sion either.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not think
the other House would have the time to
give the proper attention to this bill. It
can go to the country and we will have re-
presentations from those interested in the
measure as to whether they consider it a
good one or not. Then when we comne
again we will be in a better position tO
judge whether it is in the interest of the
country. Since this bill came before us I
have been in harmony with the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax until now, but I cannot
support his motion. We should pass this
bill and send it to the other House, and if
it does not pass there this year, the countrY
will have time to consider it and w e will
know next session what public opinion is on
the subject. Then, if it is thought th at such
legislation would not be in the interest Of
the country, we can reject the measure, or
amend it in such a way as will meet the
approval of those mainly interested in sus-
taining honest trading.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I have scarcelY
taken any part in the measure on this
bill now before the House. There were s0
many other gentlemen here who were so
much better qualified to express their opin-
ions from their connection with the bus-
iness affairs and trade of the country,
that I thought it would be out of place on
my part to take any prominent part in the
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debate, but I having been placed on the
special committee I endeavoured to do my
duty there, attending the meetings of the
Committee regularly and acting to the best of
111y judgment on the statements made to us
by the gentlemen who appeared before the
committee representing the various banking
and commercial interests throughout the
Country. In regard to the motion of the
hon. member for Halifax, I thoroughly
agree with all that has been said by the
hon, gentleman from Montreal as to
the miserable position that this House
would put itself in if, after having
appointed a special committee, composed of
Some of the leading members of the House
to consider the bill, that committee hav-
ing most carefully and patiently considered
the measure, for many weeks, and having
brought representative men from all parts
of the Dominion to consult with them and
have an expression of their views on the
bill-if after having done all that we should
at the last moment vote to throw the bill out,
it seems to me that we would merit the many
hard things that have been said from time to
time of the Senate. There would be a good
deal said and with great justice about the
absurdity of one having devoted nearly
two months to discussing an important
mIeasure of this kind and then at the last
,boment, because certain enactinents in it do
not happen to meet the views of all hon. gen-
tlemen, the bill should be rejected and the
labour of the greater part of the session
should be thrown away. I do earnestly
hope that my hon. f riend will not persevere
in his motion, because it would place the
Senate in a very false position.

lion. Mr. POWER-I ask leave, with
consent of the seðonder and the House, to
'ithdraw my motion.

The motion was withdrawn.

lon. Mr. SCOTT-I have a proposition,
Which I think may possibly meet the views
of the majority of this chamber. It would
be exceedingly unfortunate if Parliament
Should intimate to the trade of this country
and to all parties affected by this bill, and
the courts of this country, that in the judg-
inent of Parliament a composition of 50 cents
On the dollar is a reasonable and proper one
to be arrived at, because that is practically
'What we have decided to-day. We intimate

39à

to the courts, to creditors and debtors
throughout this country that in our judg-
ment 50 cents on the dollar is a reasonable
composition. Now that is very much to be
regretted because, as we all know from our
experience, no two estates, are exactly alike.
One trader who offers 75 cents may be
shown to be guilty of very great recklessness
and entirely responsible for the depreciation
of his property, while another who offers 25
cents may be able to show that it was due
to causes which he could not control. It
would be infinitely better, and I think
would meet the views of the hon. gentleman,
if we were to leave the amount to be fixed
by the parties directly interested-that is,
the creditors themselves. If when they
meet together and examine into all the cir-
cumstances, after hearing a statement of the
causes that led to his embarrassment, mutual
propositions are made, why should we not
leave it to them to decide the amount that
shall be accepted by the creditors.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Can they not
do that without this bill 1

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No, I think not.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I think the
creditors can give them a clearance if they
like.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes, if they all agree,
but this bill provides that a certain propor-
tion in number and value may agree upon
the composition and discharge. Without
that proportion, the proposal cannot be car-
ried out. My suggestion is to leave it to
the creditors to fix the amount. You can-
not lay down any bard and fast rule as to
what would be a just and honest sum. Each
case must depend entirely on its merits.
Our experience must have told us that. I
therefore move:

That the words in the 42nd and 43rd lines of
section 35, or at least one-half of the amount of the
claims provable against the estate, be struck out
and the following words substituted in lieu thereof,
in such a proportion or amount of such claim prov-
able against the estate as has been fixed and agreed
upon in the said deed of composition and discharge.

Then you leave it entirely for the creditors
to say what the debtor ought to pay.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I am opposed to that
proposition. I feel that if such a clause as
that were placed in this bill a debtor would



invariably prepare himself for a meeting of hon. gentlemen vill take some pride in main-
his creditors and have himself surrounded taining. 1 have done the best 1 could to
by confederates in such a manner that it assist in making this bil a good one. Several
would be utterly impossible to get any sort members of the committee have done like-
of a reasonable settlement. I had some wise, and with the information and assist-
hopes that we were going to have an honest ance we received from representative people
bill that would be a credit to Canada, that we from different parts of the Dominion, we re-
were going to have a bill for the protection ported a bil which would have been a (ood
of the banking institutions and the mer- one if it had been passed as reported, but it
chants of this country, who are at the mer- ba been mutilated. I consider we have lost
cy of men who appeal to them for credit the fruits of four or five weeks of the best
and capital. Instead of that, I find there work I have seen done in this country in
seems to be a large opinion here in favour of twenty-seven years. I shah not vote for
a measure, not for the protection of the this amendment.
bankers or merchants, but for the protec-
tion of men who have no standing in Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I think that the
the community and whose whole aim is amendment is wrong. The hon. gentleman
to get as much credit as possible and im- should move that the bil be referred back
mediately afterwards settle with their cre- to a committee of the whole to make the
ditors for the least amount they can. Now amendment.
that is a bad state of affairs to exhibit to
the world. We are a new country here and Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I ar fohlowing the
I feel that instead of passing such wild practice of the buse. When the bil was
cat laws as this, we should put laws on our reported from the comnittee of the whohe
statute-books that would give protection to yesterday, it was agre d that the amend-
capital and to the merchants who are willing ments might be propose.[ at the third read-
to send their goods to this country. What ing of the bih.
compliment is it for a trader to pay 100 cents
on the dollar I The hon. gentleman from Rich- The amendment was declared lost on
mond seemed to think it was a wonderful division.
thing. Who eaver expects to get less than 100
cents on the dollar f rom his debtors a It Hon. Mr. McCALLagM-I said on the
is no compliment at ail to get that second reading of the bil that I was op-
amount. Lt should be an extreme case posed to it, not that I amn opposed to an in-
where you get less than that. How are solvent law altogether, but because the
the men who pay 100 cents on the dollar tof people of this country do not want it. They
get on at ail? I cannot conceive for the did not ask for it. Ninety-five per cent of
life of me that men who must have experi- the people of this co ntry do not want such
ence in commercial affairs should support a law. The other 5 per cent want it for

such a proposition. Our object should be, if what? Do you suppose for a minute that if
possible, to make this bilw in the interest of the peophe of this country wanted to have
the merchants and bankers of this country such a law as this they would not petition
instead of phacing it on a par with the Scott for it? Speaking of this on a former occa'-
Act. That is another law under which a sion I said who asked for it? My hon. friend
debtor who gets merchandisecan snap his from Amherst said "if you had been ith
fingers at you, and, remember, the goods af- me you would have known who asked for ibac

fected by the Scott Act pay the government I knewthatthebankers and wholesale traders
900 per cent duty. The government have of this country were looking for it. A gre&t

no compunction in taking 900 per cent, yet deal has been said here about the poor debtor.
they consent to a law going on the statute- Who wants this aw-the debtor or the
book to rob the merchant so that he h p no creditor? The creditors of the country wasl
chance of getting anything for the goods he this faw in order to further control the re-
advances. Such a law as this does no credit tail dealers of the country and enslave then.
to us as a people, and I hope the Senate will If they want to carry on business in a
reconsider the matter, and if we are going honest way, et them keep their drummers
to put a aw on the statute-book for the pro- at home. Go anywhere in this country no'e
tection of commerce, it will be such a one as and you wil find commercial traveihers 8.
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every railway station and hotel, on every
concession line and every cross road, trying
to force goods on the people. These
drummers work on a commission. The
mfore they sell the more money they make.
The wholesale dealers want this law, the
8peculators and gamblers want it, not the
people who earn an honest living, not the
People who are producing the wealth of this
country. Ail the honest labourers of the
country want is to be let alone. Honest
Men will pay their debts. While the whole
World is passing through a commercial crisis,
Canada's credit stands second to none. We
are told that the boards of trade of this
Country want this bill. Who compose the
boards of trade? No doubt they are able
gentlemen, but some boards of trade have
Petitioned against this bill, and some for it.

ow, how are the boards of trade consti-
tutedi? Are they people who can speak for
the public ? In some towns of this country
if you pay $1 you are a mcmber of the board
of trade, and you can speak with authority
for the people. Down at the seaside you
Pay $25 and then you can speak for the
People of this country. If you pass this
hill you let a man pay 50 cents on the
dollar in settlement of his debts. If you
Pass this bill a man who owes $250 can be
forced into bankruptcy. Three creditors
can join together and put a man into bank-
ruPtcy. Now, who wants this legislation ?
The people do not-you are forcing it on
them. The hon. gentleman from Mon-
treal said it would be too bad to stop
lOw-that our labour would be lost. In

'n Opinion it is lost labour as far as we
have gone. It-may do to show the handi-
Work of the Senate of Canada, but what
will be the fate of this bill? Supposing it
goes to the House of Commons, do you sup-
Pose they will pass it i I know the House
of Commons pretty well, and I can say that
they would not pass that bill, because if
they did, when they came before the people
afterwards they would put a club in the
PeoPle's hands. that would knock their
brains out. Take the honest dealer who
Wants to pay 100 cents on the dollar ; how
cal he do it when his neighbours around
him buy goods at 50 cents on the dollar,
and he has got to pay 100 cents? He is
COmpelled to go out of business. For that
reason, the people of this country do not
Want it. It is offering a premium for ras-
cality and wrong-doing, and the people will

not have it. We have two or three petitions
from the creditors of this country asking for
legislation to enslave the debtors. If the
people of the country want anything they
have their municipal council and farmers
institutes and they can address this House
through them. It is truly said that the
honest industry of the country is the wealth
of the country, and what are you going to
do by this bill? Are the people that are
asking for this legislation among those who
are producing the wealth of this country ?
No, they are not-they are schemers en-
deavouring to enrich themselves. For these
and other reasons I am opposed to this ini-
quitous law. A man may have enemies in
the country who will puthimintobankruptcy.
Therefore, I move that this bill be not now
read the third time, but that it be read the
third time this day six months.

The House divided on the amendment
which was lost on the following division:-

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Boucherville, de McK4y,
McCallum, Power,
McClelan, Prinrose,
McDonald (C.B.), Tassé.-9.
McInnes (Victoria),

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Allan,
Alinon,
Angers,
Arinand,
Bellerose,
Bernier,
Bowell,
Casgrain,
Clenow,
Cochrane,
DeBlois,
Dever,
Drummond,
Ferguson (Niagara),
Ferguson(Queen's,P. E.I.
Guévreinont,
Kaulbach,
Kirchhoffer,

Landry,
Macdonald (P.E.I.),
Macdonald (Victoria),
MacInnes (Burlington),
McKindsey,
McMiillan,
Niller,
Murphy,
Pelletier,
Perley,
Read (Quinté),
Reesor,
Reid (Cariboo),
Robitaille,
)Scott,
Sutherland,
Vidal,
Wark.-36.

The motion for the third reading
declared carried on a division.

was

THIRD READINGS.

Bill(78) "An Act to incorporate the Métis,
Matane and Gaspé Railway Company."-
(Mr. Dickey.)

Bill (31) "An Act respectingtheConsumers'
Cordage Company (Limited)."-(Mr. Allan.)
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Bill (38) " An Act respecting the Ontario
Loan and Debenture Company."-(Mr.
McKindsey.)

DILLON DIVORCE BILL.

CONSIDERATION OF REPORT OF COMMITTEE
POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day having been called,
Consideration of the Fourteenth Report of the

Standing Conimittee on Divorce on Bill (T) in-
tituled: "An Act for the relief of James St.
George Dillon," together with the minority Report
thereon.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW said: This matter
has been before the House a considerable
time, and we might as well dispose of it now.
I therefore move the adoption of the report
of the majority.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-This has been
delayed from day to day, and I asked my
hon. friend the mover, when the House was
meeting whether it would be brought up to-
day, and I inferred from what he said that
he had no instructions on the matter and
that it would not cone up. I think my hon.
friend might name some day on which this
matter would be brought up, and then those
who take an interest in it could be present.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The gentleman in
charge of the bill told me that if there was
time he would like it to go on.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH- You might
make it the first Order of the Day to-
morrow.

Hon. Mr. CLEXOW-I have no objec-
tions.

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I shall move that
the division be taken on it now, if it is
in my power. It has been standing long
enough.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-This is not
a new subject. It has been up for weeks,
and the quicker we dispose of it the better,
and I do not see why the hon. gentleman
asks to postpone it till to-morrow or any
other day. We should dispose of it now.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There happens to
be a thin House at the present time, and it
is just as well that the matter should be
disposed of when the House is full. It is
quite unprecedented, when a gentleman in

charge of a bill consents to a postponement,
that other members should insist on proceed-
ing with it. I undertake not to say a word
upon it, and I suppose hon. gentlemen whoe
take the same view that I do will do the
same thing.

The consideration of the report was post-
poned until to-morrow.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES REPRE-
SENTATION ACT.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on bill (5), "An Act
further to amend the North-west Repre-
sentation Act."

(In the Committee)

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have an amend-
ment to propose, the subject of which I have
already referred to on a previous occasion.
It is to make the law quite clear that a%
member of the legislative Assembly of the
Territories cannot be a candidate at a,
Dominion election without resigning his
seat in that Legislature. Under the statutes
now, by a strict interpretation of the law,
he is disqualified froin being a candidate,
but it has occurred on two occasions not-
withstanding that he offered himself as &
candidate and his nomination was received
by the returning officer. I want to improve
the law so that returning officers wilI be
able to read it without referring to one or
two sections, as you have now to do, of the
Revised Statutes of Canada, and therefore J
propose the following amendment:

Section 18 of the said Act is hereby anended
by adding thereto the following stbsection: " The
returning officer shall not receive the nomination
paper of any member of the Legislative Assembly
of the North-west Territories.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think that amend-
ment is a desirable and proper one, but I
would call the attention of the Minister tO
the fact that it may perhaps need something
further to make it clear. Suppose, for in-
stance, that a member of the North-west
Territory Legislative Assembly has resigned,
how is the returning officer to know that
he has resigned ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-There is a mOde
prescribed for a member to withdraw frOn'
the Legislative Assembly; he would
just have to produce evidence or a cer-
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tificate to that effect that he has handed in
a proper resignation signed as required by
the law of the Legislative Assembly.

Hon. Mr. POWER-You cannot dispose
Of the subject in that summary way by
saying that he shall furnish evidence. I
think the evidence should be prescribed, be-
cause there have been cases of the kind be-
fore. I am not sure but that the hon.
gentleman was in the House of Commons
at the time-at any rate he had been there
shortly before. A case came up from
Prince Edward Island about which there
was a long discussion, and the whole question
'was just how the fact that a member had
resigned his seat in the Local Legislature
Was to be established. The returning officer
in that case did accept the statement, but
there was a great deal of discussion in the
Ilouse as to whether the resignation had
been put in in the proper way, and duly
authenticated.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-Of course difficult-
les will always arise, but I have followed
the practice indicated by chapter 13 re-
specting the House of Conimons, which
doles not provide what shall be the nature
of the evidence. Section 1 says:

No person who, on the day of the nomination at
any election of the House of Commons, is a member

any legislative council or any legislative assem-
blY of any province iiow included, or which is
hereafter included, within the Dominion of Canada,
shae eligible as a mueinber of the House of

omnmois, or shall be capable of being nominated
Or voted for at such elections, or of being elected
Or of sitting or voting in the House of Commons,and if any one so declared inelligible, is neverthe-
lesa elected and retu rned as a member of the House
of Commons, his election shall be null and avoid.

NOw, there is no prescription in the
8tatute as to the other provinces indicating
w'hat evidence shall be given that you are
"0 'tore a member of a legislative body, but
1 take it that such evidence can be easily
rocured by handing in your resignation at
e proper time to the proper officer and

getting from him a proper acknowledg-
flleut of it because it can only be properly
handed in'to the Speaker of the Legislative
Assembly, the presiding officer, and a re-
eeipt under his hand and seal should and
would be sufficient evidence to certify t<,
the returning officer that such person is no
Ilore a member of the Legislative Assembly
of the province. I think that the amend-

ment will meet the case and do away with
the difficulty for the future.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Would it be
sufficient if there was proof of his having
mailed his resignation?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not know that
that would be sufficient evidence.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-There might
be delay or some uncertainty of the mail.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Let him resign in
good time.

The amendment was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DEVER, from the committee,
reported the bill with amendments.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (106) " An Act to further amend the
law relating to holidays."-(Mr. Bowell.)

Bill (104) " An Act to repeal the Home.
stead Exemption Act."-(Mr. Angers.)

REFORMED BAPTIST CHURCH AL-
LIANCE BILL.

REPORT FROM THE COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. DEVER, from the Committee
on Miscellaneous Private Bills, presented
Bill (84) " An Act to incorporate the Al-
liance of the Reformed Baptist Church of
Canada and the several churches connected
therewith, " with certain amendments.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN-This bill, which
I have been asked to look after, comes from
the committee with the amendments which
are totally u important ; that is to say, they
are not conflicting in any way with the bill,
nor introducing any new pritnciple. The
principal amendment is an additional section
in the lines of the suggestion made by the
hon. Minister of Trade and Commerce
when the bill had the second reading.

The other amendments are simply altering
the tite for the first meeting and reducing
the number from absolutely being three to
two at any time in case of the death of one.
The promoters were agreeable to these am-
endments, and I beg leave to move that the
amendments be concurred in to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5.30 p. m.
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THE SENATE. Chaffers,
De Blois,
Desjardins,Ottawa, Thursday, 2st June, 1894. Kaulbac,

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DILLON DIVORCE BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the adoption
of the Fourteenth Report of the Standing
Committee on Divorce on Bill (T) " An Act
for the relief of James St. George Dillon."
He said : The subject of this resolution has
been already before the Senate for a con-
siderable time, and in deference to the
opinion of several hon. gentlemen yesterday,
I consented to dispose of it to-day. I hope
that we have come to a conclusion now to
allow the report to be adopted. A great
deal of discussion has taken place and I do
not know that anything more can be said
for or against it. The desire should be to
get rid of the question as soon as possible.
The petitioner is anxious to secure his divorce.
He has been to great expense and is endea-
vouring to get the bill through this session,
if possible. He is unable to bear the ex-
penses of an application another year, and
that is the primary reason why I wish to
dispose of it at the present time.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY moved:

That the said report of the majority be not con-
curred in now, but that the saine be referred to the
Standing Comittee on Divorce, with instructions
to the said committee to put to the petitioner,
James St. George Dillon, of the city of Montreal,
inerchant, the question nentioned in the report of
the minority, to wit, " have you been faithful to
your marriage vow, as far as adultery is concerned,
up to the time of your instituting proceeding for
divorce," and further questions on the su bject
which may be necessary to get at the truth, and
also all further questions which mnay be pertinent
in the premises.

The House divided on the amendment,
which was lost on the following division:

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.

Angers,
Armand,
Bellerose,
Bernier,
Boucherville, de
Casgrain,

Landry,
Montplaisir,
Murp1iy,
Pelletier,
Poirier,
Power,

Allen,
Boulton,
Bowell,
Clenow,
Cochrane,
Drumnond,
Glasier,
Kirchhoffer,
McClelan,
MeInnes (Victori
McKay,

Robitaille,
Ross (Speaker)
Scott,
Tassé.-20.

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
McKindsey,
McLaren,
MacInnes (Burlington),
Miller,
Prowse,
Read (Quinté),
Reesor,
Reid (Cariboo),
Siith (Sir Frank),

a), Sutherland,
Vidal.-22.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE moved

That the report be not now concurred in, but
that it be referred back to the Committee o
Divorce with instructions to strike out the second
clause of the bill and replace it by the folloWmig
clause :-

" Nothing in this Act shall be construed as giV
ing in any way power or authority to any of the
parties herein mentioned to marry again during
the lifetime of one or the other."

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Has the petitioner
agreed to that, or has any one in his behalf
agreed toit ?

Hon. Mr. BELLER OSE-No. The
father told me himself he was ready to give
up the second clause. I do not wish to be
told to-morrow that I said so and so. What I
say is that Mr. Dillon told me, in the presence
of Mr. Gemmill, that he was ready to giVd
up the second clause, but I said I wOuld
not give it up unless I could add the second
clause which I have done, as to adultery.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)--Do You
mean the petitioner or his father ?

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-The petitioner
is in France; I mean the brother. There .5
a letter from the lawyer of Mr. Dilloni 1
Montreal, Mr. McGibbon, agreeing to that.
I mentioned this because I have been
asked.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The father did nOe
have any hesitation in stating that he was
quite prepared to take the bill on those ternis

that his son did not wish to marry agan,
and of course we would not propose to au-'
thorize the woman to marry again.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-The evidence sub-

mitted to the Senate is scarcely that which
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Would be accepted in any court of law, and
if we are to pass a bill in the Senate on the
evidence we have just had from the hon,
gentleman from Ottawa, I think it would
be something extraordinary. I do not think
a parallel to this discussion can be found in
(ur records anywhere.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-It is usual to accept
the statements made by senators. The state-
mlients were made openly and repeatedly, and
the petitioner's lawyer was quite aware of it.
There was no secret about it.

lion. Mr. POWER-I may say I have
seein the same statements in writing from
àMr. Dillon, senior.

Hlon. Mr. BOWELL-I scarcely think
that ought to be accepted. No one doubts
the statement made by the hon. leader
of the Opposition and others with whom
the petitioner's brother or father had
colversation, but it strikes me as a most
singular procedure, on the report of a com-
riittee on so serious a subject as the one now
before us, to be asked to give a vote upon
What some persons other than those who are
directly interested may have said to some
senator, as to their wish or desire either one
Way or the other. What we have to deal
With is the question before the House, and
not what Mr. Dillon, the petitioner's father,
or.brother, may have said in connection with
this matter.

lion. Mr. SCOTT-Is it in the interest of
Publici morality that this Parliament should
graIt to this woman, who is now living in
ditedery with a man who has been extra-
dlt, the power to marry again? That is

t bIly what we are doing by passing

fore the Senate on other occasions, as to
the state in which it is said this woman's
father is living in Paris, nor have we
anything to do with what we have heard
about her other parent. That is not a ques-
tion which would actuate me in the vote I
should give, and more than that, we have no
positive evidence of the truth of the state-
ment made in reference to either of these
parents, except what has been told us by in-
dividuals. There was nothing of the kind
stated before the committee. If evidence
had been given that the father was living in
a state of immorality, and that the mother
is not what she should have been, had the
committee reported that, then we might
perhaps be prejudiced against Mr. Dillon on
account of his taking the daughter to the
father-the best protector, as I supposed
until my attention was called to these
rumours-that she could have had.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Tle hon. gentleman
did not catch the point that I took. It was
in reference to Mrs. Dillon, who isnow living
in adultery. The fact is shown in the report
before us. She is living in adultery with a
man who has now been extradited to France.
What I said was this: that I did not think
it was in the interests of public morality
that Parliament should declare (because
that is the effect of the bill as it stands) that
this woman should be perinitted to marry
again, because we all know that although
the bill is silent in reference to the one sup-
posed to be the guilty party, yet the effect
in law is to allow that woman to marry
again.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It may be quite
true, but that is not before the House.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)--Is it not
bete i h inxnres f m lit. th t. th

woman should marry and lead a correct life
lon. Mr. BOWELL-The whole question ithan to continue living in adultery ?resolves itself into what constitutes a ques-

t 0  of public morality. The hon. gentleman Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-No, certainly0 ?posite (Mr. Scott) and my colleague on my not. I believe it is offering a premium to
'ght (Mr. Angers) think it is improper and people to say that, simply because of want of

reloral, from their early teaching and early affinity between people, they can apply to
relogiOus convictions. While I respect their Parliament and obtain power to marry again.
ch ctions it does not follow that I may That provision should not be in any bill. It
pubinit is a question of public morality or is an inducement held out to people to get
ale c 1morality, in granting a divorce to divorced and marry again. My hon. friend,
p' People to marry again. I do not the leader of the House, must know that
PoPose to enter into a discussion upon from the beginning, this case has been preju-the question which has been brought be- diced by remarks made regarding the charac-
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ter of the respondent, which were not in
evidence. The whole debate here was con-
ducted to show the character of the respon-
dent, and therefore the leader of the House
might have refrained from making a remark
with reference to what has been stated by
another member of the House on the present
occasion.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-If there is
one thing more than another that shows the
necessity of having a divorce court instead
of compelling the Senate to deal with these
cases, it is the question before us now. We
are asked here now to accept the dictum of
an ordinary street report, which would never
be accepted by any court in which such an
action would be brought, and now, to-day,
although I do not mean to question the state-
ments that certain hon. gentlemen have
made as to the intention of the promoter of
this bill, it is a curious thing that all the
remarks as to the provision which the pro-
moter is said to be willing to accept here have
been made to those opposed to the bill. I do
not think that any such statementshavebeen
made to any member of the committee ; cer-
tainly none have been made to me, and I
have not heard it f rom any other member of
the committee. It is said now that the
lawyer for the petitioner is prepared toaccept
this bill with the second clause struck out.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I did not make that
statement.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER - It was
stated in the House.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think it was said
the petitioner's counsel was cognizant that
such statements were made. On the con-
trary, I think he refused.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-No state-
ments have been made, so far as I know, to
any member of the committee, or those who
have been assisting to carry the bill through
the House, to that effect.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I am sur-
prised that the hon. gentleman did not un-
derstand me, but I wIl try to make it plain.
I never mentioned the fact that the hon.
gentleman has alluded to.

Hon. Mr. PROWSE-I rise to the point
of order. The hon. gentleman cannot speak
the second time.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-He is explaining.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I hope
the hon. gentleman who leads the Govern-
ment in this House, from the small ex-
perience he has had in divorce matters il'
this Senate, will suggest to his colleagues
the advisability of having a court of divorce.
We have these illogical discussions brought
up in this House, and things of this kind
done, and whether this divorce carries or
not, is a matter of pure chance, and not a
maUer of justice or right. There is no fair
play or justice in it, and this will alwaY'
continue until a court of divorce is es-
tablished to try these cases. We have had
most disagreable scenes going on in this
House in divorce matters, and they still go
on, and to say that we cannot have a court
of divorce on account of the religious vieWS
of inembers of Parliament in both Houses,
I think is a mistake. I am of the opinion
that if the Government express the wish for
a court of this kind, it could be established,
and it is really very necessary.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I think n'y
hon. friend might take some other time to
bring up that matter. It is foreign to the
subject before us.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I canfnot
see why we should be asked to eliminate
the second clause in the bill. If it is omlit-
ted the petitioner will be in no better
position than he is at the present time. A
few months ago he applied to the courts O
his native province and got a judicial seP-
aration f rom hiq wife. Unless it is his In-
tention at some time to get married, I mu
confess I am at a loss to know why he
has applied for this bill of divorce6

at all, because, as I said before, I under-
stand the court of his native province
gave him all the rights and privileges
of a separation, and that she is not no
recognized by law, either in that province
or in any other part of the Dominion, as hi
wife. He cannot marry again, and if the
second clause is eliminated from this bil ho
cannot marry. It is quite evident tO e
therefore, that he must have had some ideaOs
marrying when he had that second clause
placed in the bill. I ask, hon. gentlefisen
why we should place any restriction on th
man other than all other applicants Who
have applied to this Parliament for relief
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under similar circumstances ? I cannot
liiderstand why an exception should be
Iade in this case. What has been stated
by the hon. gentleman from Ottawa is un-
doubtedly correct, that the father said that
such was not his son's intention, but I sub-
mIit that the father is not in a position to
speak for the son. If the son had made any
Such representation, J do not think that 1,
for one, would oppose the anlendment of
the hon. gentleman from De Lanaudière.
1 Would very much prefer to see the bill
reje-ted altogether than to see it muti-
lated as proposed by this amendment. I
certainly shall vote against the amendment,
a'Id J think the hon. gentleman from De
Lanaudièrè ought to withdraw it.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The Order of the
Day is consideration of the 14th report of
the Standing Committee on Divorce on
Bill (T). As J understand the amendment,
it iS to strike out a clause of the bill.

lion. Mr. BELLEROSE-My motion is
to refer back the report with instruction to
Strike out the 2nd clause of the bill, and to
substitute for it one in the negative form.

The amendment was declared lost on a
division.

lon. Mr. LANDRY moved that the
r'ePort be not now concurred in, but that it

concurred in this day six months.

The Senate divided dn the motion which
Was rejected by the following vote:

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
A4 gers Landry,
Arand, Montplaisir,

llerose, Murphy,
ruler, Pelletier,
uticherville, de Poirier,grain, Power,
affers, Robitaille,

e Ilois Ross (Speaker),
jardins, Scott,

Ulbach, Tassé. -20.

NON-CONTENTS:

Allal,
ulton,

Cleulo'
C0chrane,

runiond,

Hon. Messrs.
McKay,
McKindsey,
McLaren,
MacInnes (Burlington),
Prowse,
Read (Quinté),

Ferguson (Queen's,P.E.I)Reesor,
Glasier, Reid (Cariboo),
Kirchhoffer, Sutherland,
McClellan, Vidal.-21.
Mclnnes (Victoria),

The report was adopted on a division.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed, on a division.

THIRD READING.

Bill (101) "An Act to incorporate the
Alberta Southern Ry. Co."-(Mr. MacInnes,
Burlington.)

MONTREAL ISLAND RY. CO'S. BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ moved concurrence in
the amendments made by the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours to Bill
(59) " An Actrespecting the Montreal Island
Belt Line Railway Company."

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND moved:

After the word "the, " in section 27, line 35, the
word " railway" be struck out and the following
words inserted : " whole of the undertaking."

Also, that the word " railway, " in the same
section, in line 39, be struck out, and the wcrd
"undertaking " inserted in lieu thereof.

He said: The object of this amendment
is to make sure that clause 27, which fixes
the dates at which the railway shall be com-
menced and completed, shall apply to the
whole undertaking. It has been accepted
practically by the promoters of the bill, and
the object is to make the meaning clear.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-I accept the amend-
ments.

The motion was agreed to.

REFORMED BAPTIST CHURCH OF
CANADA BILL.

TIIIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. McCLELAN moved concur-
rence in the amendinents made by the Coin-
mittee on Private Bills to Bill (84) " An
Act to incorporate the Alliance of the Refor-
med Baptist Church of Canada, and the sev-
eral churches connected therewith. " He
said : As I explained yesterday, the amend-
ments do not change any principle of the
bill whatever. Some amendments have been
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made, which the þromoters of the bill ac-
cept.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was then read the third time and passed.

NORTH-WEST TERRITORY REPRE-
SENTATION BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved concurrence
in the amendments made in Committee of
the Whole to Bill (5) " An Act further to
amend the North-west Representation Act."

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was then read the third time and passed.

HOLIDAYS ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (106) " An Act further to
aiend the law relating to Holidays." He
said: This bill.requires very little explana-
tion. It is simply setting apart as Labour
day the first Monday of September. This
day is set apart as a holiday at the sugges-
tion and upon the petition of the labour
organizations of the Dominion. The holiday
has been established in other countries, and
it is deemed advisable that the sanie con-
cession should be made in Canada.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-I cannot con-
cur in this. Lately it has been found that
so many legal holidays existed that they had
to be dispensed with, and now we are getting
back to the old grievance and setting apart
Labour day, which really we do not want,
because Sunday is the day for labourers'
rest. Of course it has been asked for, but
I do not see the necessity for it.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that the bill
be read at length at the table.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the third time, under a suspension
of the rules, and passed.

HOMESTEAD EXEMPTION REPEAL
BILL.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (104) " An Act to repeal the
Homestead Exemption Act."

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is rather an
important change in the law. I simply ask
for some explanation in order to inform the
House as to the reasons for the bill. We
had a great many warm discussions a good
many years ago, when Sir David Macpher-
son was Minister of the Interior, over the
provisions of the Homestead Exemption Act,
which then became law.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The object of this
bill is to repeal the Dominion law on the.
subject, the Assembly of the Northýwest
Territories having passed this Act, which 1
chapter 45 of the Revised Ordinances of the
Territories, exempting certain property fron'
seizure and sale under execution. The Act
passed by the North-west Territories differ'
from the Dominion Act in sofar as real estate
is concerned., Under the ordinance, the
homestead of the defendant is exempted,
provided the sanie be not more than 160
acres ; in case it be more, the surplus maY
be sold, subject to any lien or incumbrance
thereon. Previous to that, it was only 80
acres. Now they have increased it to 160
acres, which is the ordinary lot possessed bY
farmers in the North-west Territories.
does away also with the dower, and reserves
to the wife what is called lier life estate, and
it also provides that the husband cannot
dispose of the real estate of the homeste
without the consent of the wife. As to the
other provisions of the ordinance, it is e%
actly what the Dominion statute was.

The motion was agreed to and the bill a
read the second time.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-As the Orders Of

the Day are finished, I desire to do soroe
thing which is very unusual on my part, rd
correct an error which has appeared in rega't
to our divisionof yesterday on the Insolvency
Bill in the Montreal Gazette of this mornng.
I do it, not so nuch on my own account as

on account of an hon. gentleman who h5
absent, and who, I know, will be very rauch
annoyed when he is deprived of what .e
considers the honour of having moved the siX

months' hoist to the Insolvency Bill yeste
day, the Hon. Mr. McCallum. The repo
of the Gazette reads as follows:-

Senator Miller then made a final effort to ki"
the bill by moving a six months'hoist, but he ony
got eight supporters, and the vote stood nine
the six months' hoist and forty-three against 't
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I know that the hon. member f rom Strom-
Iless stayed here in order to move the six
nlIOnths' hoist which he told me he was
Pledged to some of his constituents to do
'nd which he did in pursuance of that pledge,
1 know he will be displeased whèn he receives
this report to-day. I may say the Gazette is
generally correct in its reports of this House,
and I am surprised that such an error
should occur in its reports.

The Senate adjourned at 5.40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, June 22nd, 1894.

'cThe SPEAKER took the Chair
elock.

at three

Prayers and routine proceeding.

MONTREAL BELT LINE COMPANY'S
BILL.

THIRD READING.

lion. Mr. TASSÉ moved the third read-
g of Bill (59) " An Act respecting the
Ontreal Belt Line Railway," with amend-

ion. Mr. POWER-I rise to move the
ý1nendment of which I gave notice and I
Just wish to make the nature of the amend-
%ent clear. If hon. gentlemen will look at
he Bill and turn to the 2nd sub-clause of

elause 3, they will find that it is as follows :-

IeV2 ln the city of Montreal, and in order to tra-
se the said city from the east to the west, the

elnîY may lay out, construct and operate an
the ated railway,-the route of the said railway on

hie of any street or streets, or river front, to
Subject to the approval of the city council.

t Will be apparent, from the reading of
th15 clause, that it would be in the power ofthe company to construct an elevated rail-

through any of the streets in Montreal
ch were approved of by the City Council,
to run not only passenger trains such asS"In on the elevated railway in New York,

ft freight trains of all kinds, freight trains,
fvr ntance, carrying cattle, and I think

Ob .y One must see that it would be highly
thJectionble for such trains to run through

cIetre of a city like Montreal. I do not

think there is any other large city in North
America where freight trains of all kinds are
allowed to go through all parts of the city,
and particularly on an elevated railway.
One can see that, for instance, cattle trains
would be highly objectionable on an elevated
railway. The amendment which I propose
is that after the word " railway " on the
third line, the House shall insert " for
the carriage of passenger trains." Now,
passenger trains habitually carry light
freight ; they are not confined to the carriage
of passengers, but I may say if it is thought
that the amendment could possibly interfere
with the carriage of market-garden produce
and other things of that sort over the ele-
vated railway, I shall be quite prepared to
withdraw my amendment, if the promoters
of the bill will submit an amendnent,
which will guarantee that heavy freight
shall not be carried on this elevated railway.
I think that, for instance, the clause might
be allowed to stand as it is with this addition:

Provided that if the said elevated railway is
located elsewhere than on the river front it
shall be used onily for the transportation of passen-
gers and mails and of niarket produce and other
light freight.

J am not at all wedded to the language of
my amendient, but I think the interests of
the citizens of Montreal, who in very large
numbers petitioned against this measure,
should be protected. It might be said that
it is a matter which concerns the city of
Montreal exclusively, but, hon. gentlemen, I
do not think that that can be contended.
The Government of this country have this'
session undertaken to guarantee a loan of, I
think, $4,000,000, for the purpose of improv-
ing the port of Montreal. It is recognized
as the leading city of the Dominion, and I
do not think that we should allow anything
to be done there which would be calculated
to inflict serious injury on the city. As far
as I am aware, there is no city in North
America where an elevated railway is oper-
ated for the purpose of carrying freight
through the city. I am quite satisfied that
if the proposition were submitted to the
citizens of Montreal, that this company or
any other company should be allowed to
carry freight of all kinds through the city
on an elevated. railway, they would not
consent. In addition to the objections on
the ground of cleanliness and on the ground
of the obstruction of the streets and the in-
terference with other traffic, it must be borne
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in mind that freight trains as a rule do their
business largely at night, and the conse-
quence of permitting such traffic would -be
that people along the line of this railway
would have no chance of getting to sleep at
all. They would be annoyed by the whist-
lingand puffing of the locomotives all through
the night. At any rate, hon. gentlemen, I
feel that I am only doing my duty in sub-
mitting this amendment which was de-
feated by a small majority in the committee.
I therefore move :

That the said bill be not now read a third time,
but that it be amended by inserting after the word
" railway," in the third line of the second subsec-
tion of section 3, the words " for the carriage of
passenger trains."

Hon. Mr. MURPHY-I appeal to hon.
members living in large cities, namely,
Toronto, Hamilton, St. John, N.B., Quebec,
Halifax, etc., and ask would they submit
to have an elevated railway pass through
their streets carrying freight? Think of the
nuisance inseparable from carrying stock
overhead, and the inconvenience in the
streets, arising from the additional strength
required for the superstructure on which the
road would be built. It would be a very
serious matter. It is not permitted in New
York, or any other cities having elevated
railways, that I ever heard of. Freight, if
at all carried on the line, should be left out-
side the city limits.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-It may ap-
pear presunmptuous on my part to make
comments on this bill, not being a citizen
of Montreal. However, I know about as
much about the city and islands of Montreal
as anybody who is not a resident there. I
know the requirements of the island, and it
strikes me as a strange thing, that all the
northern and eastern parts of it have no
means of access to the city of Montreal ex-
cept the ordinary country roads. The fer-
tility of the island is great and it is
strange that the people have laboured so
long under the disadvantage of being with-
out railway facilities for disposing of the
products of the land, of dairy farms and
kitchen gardens. I need not dwell upon that
point, it mustbe obvious to all of us who have
looked at the plans. It will be a benefit,
not merely to the city of Montreal, but to
the whole of the surrounding country. This
belt railway, I believe, is to be about 70
miles in length around the island, and it

will be a great advantage to the people tO
have such communication with the city.
We know that this bill has passed the legis-
lature of the province of Quebec, that it has
had the sanction of the municipal council
of the city of'Montreal, and has passed the
House of Commons here. We know that it
is impossible for them to create any nuis-
ance of the character described by the hon-
gentleman from Montreal. The municipal
council of the city can at once intervene to
prevent any nuisance. If this were a citY
railway altogether and not a belt lino
with branches crossing navigable wate
and railways having Dominion charters,
the hon. gentleman's objection might aP-
ply, but it is a railway for the benefit
of the larger portion of the island of
Montreal and therefore the objection
which has been raised has very little
weight. My hon. friend should withdraw
his motion. The people of Montreal thern-
selves are the best judges of their owi in-
terests. They have the whole thing under
their own control. The railway cannot Ps
through the city, or in front of the city,
without the consent of the municipal cOUIn
cil of the city of Montreal. It would 1)
unwise of us to attempt now to amend this
bill; any amendment of the character Pr"
posed, ta make it only a passenger rail
way, would have the effect of destroY
ing it altogether. The main advanta
of it is to give the people of the i5
land of Montreal the benefit of the 111at'
ket of the city of Montreal. It is nOt
likely that there will be any heavy freight
trains passing over the road; the lino s
simply for the benefit of the island and ifh
not like a general railway for carrying the
heavy traffic of the country. It is in the
interest of the people of the island that
they should have it, and as the whole thin
is to be under the control of the loc
authorities, who could prevent any nuisance
being created, or even prevent the railWSY
being constructed in any part of the city,
the matter rests in their own hands. I hoPe'
therefore, that the motion will be withdrawl,
or if not withdrawn, that it will be disPo8SO
of in a summary manner.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I hope the bon.
gentleman will not withdraw his m.tion.
is a very important and necessary anthe
ment to the bill. With reference tohe
remarks that have been made by the "
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'alemnber f rom Lunenburg, does he forget that
the only part of the railway to which this
restriction would apply is the part going
through the city of Montreal-that all the
sIXty or seventy miles outside of the city can
bring the freight to the very limit of the
City ? The objection is that this traffic should
be carried on through the streets of the city
and over people's heads, a thing that is not
Perritted in any city where elevated rail-
Ways exist. Even if the adoption of the
amendment had the effect of destroying the
bil, I for one should not regret it. It is a
h which should not pass this fIouse. Very

little attention has been paid to the remon-
strance sent to this House by the council of
the board of trade, a very influential body
1l1 the city of Montreal, composed of people
who are known to be greatly interested in
the city, men who have shown from their
business ability their fitness to judge of
the propriety of anything of this kind,
Or of the effect it might have upon
their city. That petition was presented
,nd read to the committee, but in my
Judgment the weight that that petition
8hould have had was not properly appreci-
ated. Was there not in the petition from
that council a very plain and direct state-
neat that the whole thing was simply
Sspeculation-that there is no bona fdes in

9 Was not that enough to arouse atten-
tiont and inake it the duty of the committee
O'nd of this House to ascertain whether it is a

a de transaction which should receive
the sanction of this House i

lion. Mr. TASSÉ-Has the hon. gentle-
an any evidence to that effecti

Ilon. Mr. VIDAL-The hon. gentleman
May remember that in the committee I made
aention of that statement,and that I required

evidence of the bona fides of that company,
44d asked those present if they were prepared
to give us a list of the stockholders showing
the amount they had subscribed, to give
"idence that any money had been paid in,
4 it was very plainly stated to the com-
utee, even by those who sought this legis-

on, that under the charter of the Pro-
vincial Legislature they were not able to

t bonds and obtain money, that they
'anted the sanction of the Dominion parlia-

ent in order that that sanction should give
eh-n a standing in the British market and
the endorsement of the Dominion Parlia-

ment they would be able to negotiate their
bonds. Is not that asking us to assume a
responsibility, as the protectors of those
who invest their money in this country and
look to this parliament to guarantee that
any corporation procuring a charter here
shall be a bona fide corporation enjoying
our confidence and under our protection and
guidance i We should be extremely cautious
in a matter of this kind. It will please
me very much if any gentleman will
move that this bill be not read a third time
now but that it be read a third time this
day six months. I do not feel that I can
make a motion of that kind, not being a resi-
dent of the city of Montreal, but I should give
it my support if it were introduced. In
the provincial charter under which that
company exists, there is this provision made,
that the directors may issue as paid up
stock shares in the company, whether sub-
scribed for or not, and without any payment
being made thereon and nay allot or hand
over such stock as paid up stock for certain
purposes, and also for services of employees
and contractors of the company. We know
what has been done under a clause of this
kind before. We have had experience of it
in cases brought before this House.
Under a clause of that kind, people
have shared a large amount of stock
among themselves without paying a single
dollar upon it. They then have gone into
the market and sold their charter and these
individuals, after making their two or three
hundred thousand dollars out of their shares,
have ceased their connection with the com-
pany.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-That is not an
unusual course.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-I do not know whether
it is unusual or not, but it is very improper,
and we should do everything in our power
to prevent such transactions. British in-
vestors are looking to this Parliament, and
if we give the imprimatur of the Dominion
Parliament to this bill, it gives the company
an opportunity of going to the British
market, saying that it is a bona fide
undertaking, one which the Dominion Par-
liament approves of, and it is like an endorse-
ment of their claim.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Is the hon. gentleman
reading from the local statute or the fed-
eral statute ?
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Hon. Mr. VIDAL- am reading from the
statute of Quebec incorporating the company,
and the present bill provides that all rights
that have been exercised under it are con-
firmed and guaranteed. The clause in the
present bill is :

Provided that nothing in this section shall affect
anything done, any right or privilege acquired, or
any liability incurred under the said Acts of the
province of Quebec at the time of the passing of
this Act,-to all of which rights and privileges the
company shall be entitled, and to all of which
liabilities the company shall be subject.

What does that accomplish? If these incor-
porators, not having paid a single dollar on
their stock, choose to appropriate to them-
selves one million or two million dollars of
stock,they get their certificateof paid upstock.
They do not require evento subscribe for it and
then they go into the market and when they
sell this charter they make a large sum out
of it, without having invested a single dollar.
That is not a bona fide transaction, and my
impression is that it is legislation that this
House ought not to sanction, more especially
when we have had a protest against the
bill, numerously signed, sent here from most
responsible parties in Montreal, men whose
naines no one will question as representing
largely its intelligence and wealth, who
understand the interests and requirements
of the city, and who are deeply interested
in its well-being and its having a good
character and reputation. I arn very glad
that my views will go on record if the bill
carries. I cordially support the amendment
of my hon. friend from Halifax.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-The last remarks
made by the hon. gentleman introduce a
new principle into our legislation. A great
deal of what he said one might be
inclined to agree with so far as the power is
granted to pay contracts for construction
with the stock, but that is not the question
before us at the present time. There was no
amendment on that question, as far as I
understand when the bill was before the
committee. The question at present is
whether freights shall be carried on this
railway or not. Now the way it presents
itself to my mind is this-the city of Mon-
treal has perfect control over that, they have
to go to the city of Montreal and ask them
whether they may go on such and such a
street, or whether they will have to go
round by the back of the mountain, or

whether they can take the river front. The
city of Montreal has perfect control over it,
and if they choose to say that they shall not
carry freight through the streets or any por-
tion of them, they have the right to do so.
It was distinctly mentioned in committee
that that was the position in which it stood.
We had a telephone bill here last session,
and the question arose whether they should
put into that bill that the telephone con-
pany should put all their wires under ground.
The answer made to that was, that the
town or municipality in which the bill was
to be put into operation had perfect power
to dictate terms with regard to that, and
this is something very similar. I do not
think that we should take that parental
position over Montreal or any other city tO
whom we have delegated powers to control
these matters. For that reason I support
the bill in its present shape.

Hon. Mr. DESJAR DINS-As a citizen
of Montreal I am very thankful to the
hon. senator who takes so much interest ln
anything that may relate to the prosperitY
and well-being of that city, but I cannot
fail to mark that the amendment made by
my hon. friend from Halifax has for
its object,if I understand the words plainlîY
the defeat of the bill and nothing else-
That seems to be the desire of my ho".
friend. I do not think the city of MoI'd
real would be thankful to him for that.
The hon. member from Victoria has
stated that the great objection he had was to
the transportation of cattle through the
streets in railway trains. It is stran
that he has not discovered that we are much
more inconvenienced now than we would be
if the cattle, instead of being driven through
the streets to the great inconvenience O
passers by, should be carried in closed cars.
We know very well now that to reach the
cattle market the cattle have to be driveu
through the dense parts of the city every
year. Does it not strike every one that 'e
would be better if, instead of being driven
that way they were carried by rai-
wayI I think this is a good ansWer
to the objection which has been m
by my hon. friend from Montreal, who
fears that the droppings on the street fr00

the cattle cars may be a nuisance. WeU
there is more of that when the cattle are
driven through the street. Now as regards
the hon. member from Sarnia, I think he
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has forgotten the main point made by those
who represent the Belt Line Railway. It
was never mentioned by them that their
Main object in coming here was to enable
the company to go to the London market by
them. That has been suggested by those
who are accusing them without any proof
of trying to secure a speculative charter,
The syndicate or company has never men-
tioned that it was for that object. It was
'mentioned in fact that they had to come
here in order to meet the requirements of the
federal statute which says that any line of
railway which has to cross other railways
uder federal jurisdiction must come under

federal laws, and it was for that reason
and no other, and I am surprised that the
hon. member from Sarnia should have attri-
buted to the promoters of the bill anything
which was only raised by the enemies of the
bill as an objection to it.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-If my memory serves
Me that was the argument advanced by the
solicitor who was there advocating the bill
ald distinctly stating it.

lon. Mr. DESJARDINS-Now as re-
gards the board of trade, of which mention
has been made several times, I repeat what
1 have said, that never at any moment have
the board of trade been called to pronounce
on the merits or demerits of this question.

Hion. Mr. VIDAL-I was careful to say
" the council."

Hlon. Mr. DESJARDINS-A few mem-
bers of the board of trade who do not
represent the one thousand members who
form the trade and commerce of Montreal,
but against that we have the resolution from
the Chambre de Commerce composed of 600
mIemnbers and not a hole and corner meeting,
bUt a meeting called of the members of the
Chambre de Commerce, who were called
together and pronounced in favour of that
ralway. Of course, hon. gentlemen, we are
"et surprised at any opposition which may
be directed against public enterprise in

ontreal. Some of those members are very
ike those who opposed another public under-

ing, who protested against the action of

hie late Sir George Etienne Cartier, when
is government decided to build the Victoria

bridge We saw them opposing the building
Of the Victoria bridge on the ground that it

40

would destroy the business of Montreal.
Men of another age have been opposing any-
thing that would promote the interests of
the city Fortunately for Montreal we have
always had public men opposed to those who
were against any progress, because they fear
their slumbers might be disturbed by night
trains, even at the expense of experienýcing
some difficulty in crossing after a certain
number of cattle had passed through the
streets.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
does not live on the line of the proposed
railway.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-I have enough
interest in Montreal to be willing to hear
the cars passing by for the sake of the pro-
gress of the city, and I do not object to have
my sleep disturbed if the interests of Mont-
real are dependent on that. My hon. friend
from De Salaberry (Mr. Tassé) tells me thatat
a public meeting in Montreal about this bill
only thirteen were found to oppose that bill.
It is very well for some millionaires, or sup-
posed representatives of millionaires, to come
here and say that it is a mere speculative
scheme. I should like if we had millions to
carry out those schemes for the benefit of
Montreal. We have had one or two who had
perhaps some competence when they began,
and risked it in the enterprise of building rail-
ways ; but we had the sorrow lately to learn
of the death of one who had become a mil-
lionaire, but who was not a millionaire when
he was entering on big enterprises for the
benefit of the country by the building of
railways. I think it is not paying a just
tribute to those who are willing to give any-
thing they possess, their intelligence, their
money, even if it is only a few hundred
dollars, to give their time and sacrifice every-
thing to promote public interests. I say
that we want that railway not for million-
aires but for the thousands of people who
want to be accommodated by it. The island
of Montreal has too long been considered far
remote from the city and not as easy of ac-
cess as other places fifty or sixty miles away
which have been served by railway. The
farmers of the island of Montreal want to
come freely to the market, and if we can
secure a line passing f rom one end of the
city to the other, which can serve the differ-
ent markets, we shall have done very much
not only for the population of Montreal but
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for the farming community around Montreal.
Now that we see that the object of this
amendment is admitted by its promoter to
be merely to defeat the bill, we should do
justice by voting against it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I did not say, and
do not mean, and do not believe that the
passing of this amendment would in any
sense result in defeating the bill. The pro-
moters of this bill have said that they hardly
expect to build this elevated road at all,
that they simply intend to use the power to
build this road to coerce certain other in-
terests into allowing them to build a surface
road. That has been stated to me by gentle-
inen who are supporting the measure.

Hon. Mr. PELLETIER-Would it not
have been better to have stated that in com-
mittee ?

upon it that the extraordinary provisions
of the bill respecting indemnity to be paid
to the owners of property will prevent any-
thing of the kind. The company will have
to buy every inch of property through which
their line would pass, not simply for the
line of railway, but any property that they
might damage, and we know what the
damages would be likely to be in a city like
Montreal. We know what the Canadian
Pacific Railway and the Grand Trunk Rail-
way had to pay for access to Montreal, and
the cost would be still greater in the case of
this railway. If this road is built it will
give the people outside the city of Montreal
an opportunity to dispose of their produce
in the city. I think an elevated road along
the wharfs would be a great advantage to
the city. It would not interfere with
traffic on the street, and it would benefit
all parties concerned.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I rather think it was
stated. I am not sure, but one cannot state Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The chief difficultY
everything in the committee. There were that I see in supporting the amendment is,
a good many statements made. Hon. gen- that while the hon. gentleman's argument
tlemen will see that this amendment does may be very good as far as certain streets of
not at all affect the belt line of railway, it Montreal are concerned, the amendment
simply refers to the elevated railway through applies to all streets, and we do not possess
the streets of Montreal. It would not ap. sufficient information to be able to designate
ply to the railway on the river front. the streets on which it would be reasonable

to run freight cars, and those on which it
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I question very would not be reasonable. At the present

much if the promoters of this bill would time I presume there are freight trains
undertake the building of a road through carrying heavy freight and cattle, running
the city that would be capable of carrying through the city of Montreal, both on the
heavy freight. When the horse railway Grand Trunk Railway and Canadian Pacific
was first constructed in Ottawa, it was in- Railway, and if my memory serves me, I saW
tended that it should be used for carrying some time ago a proposition at the instance
freight during certain portions of the day- of the city of Montreal that the lines of rail-
a couple of hours in the morning and a way, east and west of the city, should be
couple of hours in the evening-and power connected in order to avoid the cost and
to do this was incorporated in the charter. difficulty of transferring freight. This bill
But it was found to be impracticable, be- has received the sanction of the Local Legls-
cause of the curves and the heavy super- lature and has been very carefully examined
structure required. The carrying of freight by the committee in the other chamber. itle
was abandoned, and the line was used only comes to us now for the third reading,(and
for the transportation of passengers. I we should feel a great of hesitation in adoPt-
think, therefore, that there is no great ing any amendment of this character with-
danger of this Montreal railway company out having sufficient information before us
constructing an elevated railway for the on which to form a correct judgment. The
carrying of heavy freight. The cost would city council ought to be the guardians Of
be so enormous that they could not afford the interests of the city, and I cannot cO'-
to do so. On the other hand, if the pro- ceive that the council of Montreal would
jectors of the road think it would be, and consent to the use of this Une for heavY
the authorities of the city of Montreal do traffic through the city unless it was felt,
not object, they ought to have the manage- after the closest investigation, to be in the
ment of it themselves. You may depend public interest.
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The Senate divided on the amendment

Which was rejected by the following vote:

CONTENTS :

Hon. Messrs.
Allai, Murphy,
McKay, Power,
Macon(al( (P.E.I.) Vidal.-7.
MacInnes (Burlington,)

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Ahinon, Kirchhoffer,
Angers McDonald (C.B.)
Armand, McInnes (Victoria,)
Bellerose, McLaren,
Bernier Montplaisir,
Boucherville, de Perley,
lloulton, Poirier,

Bowei, Read (Quinté,)
Casgrain, Reesor,
Chaffers, Robitaille,Clemow, Scott,
)e Blois, Snith (Sir Frank,)

1ever Sutherland,erguson (Queen's, P. E.I)Tassé,
Xaulbach, W ark.-30.

JIOMESTEAD EXEMPTION
BILL.

THIRD READING.

REPEAL

The House resolved itself into Committee
Of the Whole on Bill (104) " An Act to re-
Peal the Homestead Exemption Act "

1Ion. Mr. DEVER, from the comamittee,
reported the bill without amendment.

The bill was then read the third time
&nd passed.

The Senate adjourned at 4.25 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 25th June, 1894.

TUE SPEAKER took the Chair
o'clock.

at Three

Prayers and routine proceedings.

TUST CORPORATION OF CANADA
BILL.

CONSIDERATION OF COMMONS AMENDMENTS

POSTPONED.
1 0n. Mr. LOUGHEED moved concur-

rence in the amendments made by the
House of Commons to Bill (D) " An Act to,

40j

incorporate the Trust Corporation of Can-
ada."

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think the
hon. gentleman from Calgary can have
scrutinized these amendments with the care
which he generally bestows upon matters
which are under his charge. I have not had
time to look over the whole of the changes
carefully, but I wish to call the attention of
the House to some of these amendments.
Some of them are f rivolous, some are errone-
ous, and the rest, perhaps, may be allowed to
pass. The first amendment is on page 1,
line 16, after the second "the" insert
" general." The title will be "The General
Trust Corporation of Canada." We thought
the title was rather too broad in this House,
and that it might be called " The Trust Cor-
poration of Alberta ", but the House of Com-
mons wished to make it more extensive and
have made it " TheGeneralTrust Corporation
of Canada." However, that is a matter for the
hon. gentleman from Calgary. If he thinks
it is not too extensive it can pass. The next
amendment is on page 3, line 6, leave out
from ".States " to the first " or " in line 7.
Now turning to page 3, line 6, I find the
change there is this: " the company are
authorized to make investment in the stocks,
funds and government securities of Canada,
or of any province or of the United
States of America." The amendment
is striking out the word "of America."
There are other United States besides
the United States adjoining us, and
the proper title of the neighbouring country
is the United States of America. I think
the amendment is clearly a mistake. - Then
the next amendment is where the company
were authorized to invest any funds in
Government securities in the United King-
dom of Great Britain and Ireland. The
Commons have amended that provision by
striking out "of Great Britain and Ireland."
That may pass, because everybody knows
what the United Kingdom means; but in
line 19 there is a manifest error, and I must
ask the hon. gentleman not to have the
House concur in it, what is clearly a mis-
take. Page 3, line 19, leave out " two" and
insert "four." It is a part of the subsec-
tion in section 5 ; and whoever undertook to
amend this bill in the Commons was misled.
He mistook paragraphs for subsections. The
first part of the clause says, " The corpora-
tion shall invest trust moneys as follows,
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and may manage, sell and dispose of such
investments as the terms of the trust re-
quire." Then it goes on (1) upon first mort-
gages." Then (2) in government securities,
and so on. These are all paragraphs of the
first subsection, and very properly the next
subsection is No. 2. " Nothing in this sec-
tion shall prevent the corporation," etc. My
hon. friend must see that the amendment is
clearly a mistake on the part of the Com-
mons. I shall not follow out the subject
any further, but I think these amendments
should not be agreed to. I suggest to the
hon. gentleman that he should go over these
amendments carefully. There are others of
the same character, and my hon. friend
might bring the matter up to-mòrrow. I
inquired of the law clerk of the Commons
if these amendments were made at his sug-
gestion and he said they were not.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I have to thank
my hon. friend for directing his attention to
this inatter ; but I felt confident in leaving
the matter with the promoter of the bill-
the one who would be most concerned in it,
-a lawyer of good standing in the city of
Toronto, and just before I left my home he
informed me that he had gone carefully
over the amendments, and was thoroughly
satisfied with the bill as it came from the
Commons. However, I will accept the sug-
ggestion made by my hon. friend and permit
the matter to stand until to-morrow, with
the consent of the House. A further inves-
tigation can be made in the meantime, as to
whether these amendments are really errors.

The Order of the Day was discharged and
fixed for to-morrow.

MONTREAL TIARBOUR
SIONERS' BILL.

COMMIS-

COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved concurrence
in the amendments made by the House of
Commons to Bill (S) " An Act to amend and
consolidate the Act relating to the Harbour
Commissioners of Montreal." He said :
The amendments are not many, but they are
somewhat important in their character. In
subsection 3 of clause 6 in the 6th and 7th
lines the word " high " is struck out and the
word "low " substituted therefor; so it will
read " the intersection with the low water
mark" instead of " high water mark." in

paragraph 2 of the same clause the word
" other " is struck out and in the 2nd line
after the words St. Helen's Island these
words are inserted " Nor over any part of
Ile Ronde or Mouton," so that the paragraph
will read as follows:

The corporation shall have no right in or juris-
diction over any part of St. Helen's island nor over
any part of Ile Ronde or Mouton except such as is
specially given it by the Governor in Council.

A subsection is added to clause 21 after
the word "amended " at the end of subsec-
tion 2 :

All lands not being within the limits of the har-
bour as defined by this Act but being within the
limits of the harbour as defined by the Acts pre-
vious to this Act, shall be deemed to have reverted
to and to be vested in Her Majesty in right of the
Dominion of Canada.

It will be noticed that subsection 2 says
"all the lands lying within the linits " and
this subsection says "all lands not lying
within the limits." In subsection " R " para-
graph 12 of clause 26 the following words
are struck out after the word " Montreal
in the third line:

Such by-laws may extend to any matter of pro-
cedure, or otherwise, not provided for by this Act;
but for which it is found necessary to provide for
the proper exercise of such power, and the better
attainment of the object of this Act.

After consideration it was thought this
was giving altogether too wide a power tO
the Harbour Commissioners. These are the
amendments which have been made by the
House of Commons and which I beg leave
to move concurrence in.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-In
winter when the river is frozen over, who
has the right to control the river-the
municipality or the commissioners i

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-That is a question
that has never been suggested to me, but I
should think the commissioners.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is under the
municipal code of the province of Quebec.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-That is in the cor-
poration.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-I think it i'
under the municipality, because there is the
road across the river, and it is alwaYs an
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agreement between the city of Montreal
and the municipality of Longueuil.

Hon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-If
they were to come into conflict, the munici-
Pal law, which is a local law, would have to
give way to the fede'ral law. There are

0rne cases in which the Harbour Commis-
Sioners might interfere.

Hlon. Mr. BOWELL-I cannot answer
that question positively, but I should think
Il a matter of that kind that the local law

Would have to give way in the interest of
the Dominion. It is simply a utilization
of the ice bridge for the time or during its
existence, and the river would come under
this Act again.

The motion was agreed to.

SAFETY OF SHIPS BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.
1.on. Mr. BOWELL moved concurrence
ainaendments made by the House of Com-

nflons to Bill (G) " An Act further to amend
the Revised Statutes, chapter 77, respecting
she safety of ships." He said: The amend-
1Xent is to sub section "f" of the lst clause,
9iving an interpretation to the expression

South America." It is carrying out the
suggestion made by the hon. member from
Lunenburg at the time the bill was under
'sussion here. It is after the words
French Guiana " in subsection "J":
The expression "South Anerica" means any part

or place on the main land or islands adjacent
tO the south-eastern extrenity of Frencli Guiana
and the Straits of Magellan.

In clause 23, line 17, these words are
fdded after the words landing place "who

as reason to expect the arrival of any ships
earrying passengers." The way it reads in
the Original bill makes it imperative on cer-
aiO Owners or occupiers of wharfs to do or

perform certain acts, and this leaves it a
little less restrictive.

The motion was agreed to.

ý'ANITOBA AND NORTH-WESTERN
RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

S 1 0n. Mr. PERLEY moved concurrence
the amendments made by the House of

Commons to Bill (X) " An Act respecting
the Manitoba and North-western Railway
Company."

The motion was agreed to.

LANDS IN THE TERRITORIES
AMENDMENT AND CONSOLIDA-

TION BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr.ANGERS introduced Bill (HH)
"An Act to consolidate and amend the Acts
respecting land in the Territories."

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Has this bill
been printed?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, but it will be
printed at once. Copies of the bill have
been sent to all the judges in the North-
west Territories, and they have made
comments upon and suggested amendments
to the measure. It is not new to the mem-
bers of this House. I shall not press the
second reading until the bill has been dis-
tributed.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I objected to
the second reading at this early stage,
because the judges of the North-west Terri-
tories did not approve of the first bill
introduced in this House. It was
afterwards referred to them, and they re-
commended the passage of a bill materially
different in its provisions, but their
suggestion was departed from so widely
that the bill was not recognized by them.
I believe that this bill contains largely the
suggestions made by the judges of the
Supreme Court of the Territories. I have
not had an opportunity, and I very much
doubt if the judges in the Territories have
had an opportunity, to inspect it since the
suggestions of the judges were acted upon,
and it is only a desire to see a proper bill
passed that I suggest that time be given for
the proper examination of the bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, June 26th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

A PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that when
this House adjourns on Wednesday next, it
do stand adjourned until Tuesday, the 3rd
July at 8 p.m. He said: Saturday and Sun-
day are not meeting days, nor is Monday,
which is Dominion Day and therefore a
holiday. It has been suggested to me that
it would be almost useless, considering the
small number of bills or the business that
there is to do, to meet on Friday, as the
notice on the paper calls for. I do not think
the adjournment will at all hinder the busi-
ness, unless we have more bills sent from
the Commons. With the understanding
that hon. gentlemen are prepared to sit till
12 o'clock if necessary and with the consent
of the House, I have changed the motion to
extend the adjournment until Tuesday next,
at 8 p.m.

The motion was agreed to.

TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADA
INCORPORATION BILL.

MOTION.

The Order of the Day having been called,
Consideration of amendments made by House of

Commons to Bill (1) " An Act to incorporate the
Trust Corporation of Canada."

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED said: I move
concurrence in the amendments with the
exception of the second and fourth amend-
ments. These are clerical errors which
have been introduced in the bill in the pro-
cess of passing through the Commons. I
shall afterwards place my reasons in writing
and leave them with the Clerk, so as to ap-
prise the Commons of the reasons why we
do not concur in these amendments. The
second amendment referred to strikes out
the words "of America" in the phrase
" United States of America" it will be
easily seen that this might possibly conflict
with other United States, such as the
United States of Colombia or the United

States of Mexico. Therefore the bill should
remain as it passed this House, leaving in
its integrity the designation used " United
States of America." The fourth amend-
ment made by the Commons appears to have
arisen from a misapprehension as to what
constituted a subsection ta section 5 of the
bill. They appear to have construed the
enumeration of a certain classification of
securities or investments as being subsec-
tions to the bill instead of subdivisions of
subsection one, and they appear to have
accordingly treated the classification by
numbers as subsections. This is evidently
an error arising from what was, apparently,
simply a casual observation of the bill. There-
fore I move concurrence in the amendments
with the exception of those two.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-You have to make
two distinct motions, a motion to accept
some of the amendments and a motion tO
reject the others.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-With the
liberty of the House I put it in that
shape, that we concur in all the amend-
ments except the second and the fourth.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The way would
be for the hon. gentleman to move the
amendments that he wishes the House to
concur in separately, and let the House
concur in them, and then to move that the
House do not concur in thore anendments,
and then send a message to the other House
with the reason.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I did not enu-
merate the amendments owing to the fact
that there are over a dozen and I thought
to embody those to be concurred in in one
resolution, and adding "except two and
four."

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is perfectlY
regular. I do not see any objection to the
motion of the hon. gentleman. He moves
that the House concur in all the Commons
amendments except two and four. Then he
goes on and moves the resolution about tWO
and four.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-I thought there
were only one or two amendments, and they
might be taken separately.
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Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I find there
are twenty. It will be quite manifest that
the more intelligent way of doing it will be
tO concur in all the amendments with the
exception of two and four, and reject two
and four.

Hlon. Mr. MILLER.-The proper course
Would be to make a distinct motion as to
'vhat amendments were accepted and then
a motion rejecting the others, stating the
reasons.

Hlon. Mr. DEBOUCHERVILLE-Ithink
the better way would be to refer it to com-
n'ittee, and the committee could accept cer-
tain amendments and reject the others. They
could report the bill to the House with the
proper amendments.

lion. Mr. POWER-If the course sug-
gested by the hon. gentleman were adopted,
We should have the House going into com-
nlittee and what would the report of the
conmittee be? It would be exactly what
the hon. gentleman moves now; the com-
Mittee would recommend that the House
concur in all the amendments except the
second and fourth, and then there would have
to be a motion that the report of the com-
41ittee on that be adopted, and then we would
have to move again that the second and
fourth amendments be not concurred in.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-I think the diffi-
enity would be got over if the member would
Put the motion in writing to the House, and
then they would know what they would have
tO deal with. The simplest way to reach it
18 tO move that the House concur in the
alendments made to such and such a bill,
aing it, with the exception of these other

amlendents, for certain reasons, stating
them, and then that a message be sent to
the louse of Commons to that effect.

lion. Mr. MILLER-As we are not very
'Ich pushed for time, I may suggest what

would do under similar circumstances. I
Would move that the House do concur in
certan amendments, mentioning them in
their order, without reference to the amend-
nients that are not to be concurred in, and
then I would make a separate motion as to
the other amendments in which the House
Was asked not to concur, and move that the
liOuse do not concur in these, and that a
rQessage be sent to the Commons to that

effect. Strictly speaking, each of the amend-
ments should be concurred in on separate
motion and not in block.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I move that
the Order of the Day be discharged and
placed upon the Order paper for to-morrow,
and then I shall have the resolution pre-
pared in accordance with the suggestions
made. It must be quite evident that had I
prepared the motion, it would have been a
superfluous task, inasmuch as I would have
had to depart from it, owing to the sugges-
tions that have been made.

The Order of the Day was discharged, and
placed on the Order paper for to-morrow.

REFUGE FOR FEMALES IN ONTARIO
BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS introduced Bill (II)
"An Act respecting Houses of Refuge for
Females, in Ontario." He said: The bill is
similar to the Ontario Act relative to offences
against Acts passed by the Legislature of
that province. The object is to enact the
same legislation in relation to offences com-
mitted against the Dominion laws. It pro-
vides that the magistrate may withdraw
from the common jail any female prisoner
confined there and send her for imprison-
ment to a house of refuge for females, Pro-
testants being sent to Protestant institutions
and Catholics to Catholic instutions.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Is that regard-
less of age or the character of the crime ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Regardless of age.
It deals with female offenders generally.

The bill was read the first time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (79) " An Act respecting the St.
Catharines and Niagara Central .Railway
Company."-(Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (121) "An Act to amend and con-
solidate the Acts respecting the North-west
Mounted Police Force."-(Mr. Bowell.)

Bill (99) " An Act respecting the St.
Lawrence Insurance Company."-(Mr. Cle-
mow.)

The Senate adjourned at 4 o'clock.
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 27th June, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (II) " An Act respecting Houses. of
Refuge for females in Ontario."-(Mr.
Angers.)

Bill (79) " An Act respecting the St.
Catharines and Niagara Central Railway
Company."-(Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (99) "An Act respecting the St.
Lawrence Insurance Company."-(Mr.
Clemow.)

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE
FORCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

ployed, of not exceeding 50 cents per day.
Eighteen is the minimum age of engagement
for service in the force. The authority of
Parliament is asked to engage not exceeding
twelve boys, between the ages of 14 and 18,
as buglers, at 40 cents per day. It is ex-
pected that under this authority the duty of
buglers, at present perforied by constables
at 75 cents per day, can be transferred te
boys at 40 cents per day, thus promoting
economy. Authority is also asked by section
19 of the amended Act to apply any paY
which may be due deserters at the time Of
desertion to what is known as the fine fund
of the force. This fund is applicable to the
payment of rewards for good conduct or
meritorious services. for the establishment
of libraries and recreation rooms, &c. The
amount forfeited by deserters during the
fiscal year 1892-93 was $194.09, and in the
past it has been customary to deposit such
forfeited pay to the credit of the Receiver-
General. The expenditure of this fund iS
made upon the recommendation of the co-fl
missioner of the force. - The average expen-
diture during the past five years has been

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second about $2,000 per annum, as follows
reading of Bill (121) " An Act to amend Per annU'u.
and consolidate the Acts respecting the Books, illustrated papers, periodicals and
North-west Mounted Police Force." He newspapers for the reading of the
said : This is not a new bill, although it has frce aotall................s for
been sent up from the House of Commons. recreation roons and billiard tables,
The changes are not very great. It is more An ns &c., about.................Oy An annual al]owance to each of the 10 div-
for the purpose of consolidating the different visions of the force towards the ex-
Acts which are .now upon the Statute-book, penses of their Christmas festivities 5W
and to make certain amendments to enable ewards for neritorious service, &c.,about...... .... ..... ......... 25
them to manage and govern the force better
than they have in the past. It has not $2,025
been printed and laid before us, but with All fines are deposited in the Dominion
the consent of the House, I shall move the Savings Bank. The amount now at the
second reading, and give a short explanation credit of the fund is $5,724.85. The fund
of its provisions. The present Police Act has been allowed to accumulate with the
limits the salary of veterinary surgeons to object cf establishing a library for thewhol6
$700 per annum. This rate was fixed when force, with hea lquarters at 'Regina, and a
the force numbered only 300 men and horses. system cf exchange between there and the
There are now about 800 horses, with two several divisional headquarters. It is Pr'
veterinary surgeons, but it is impossible te posed te have cases constructed which "i"
retain the services of competent men at that contain between 50 and 100 volumes, and
figure, authority is therefore asked to pay which, by removing the doors, cn
them not exceeding $1,000 per annum. be used as book shelves. The amend

Authority is asked to pay not exceeding ments te the bill are of the characte
four staff-sergeants $2 per day, the limit I have indicated, with this addition
under the existing Act being $1.50. It gives certain powers te the efficers and t
frequently happens that non-commissioned non-cemmissioned officers, when their s
officers are intrusted with onerous or very vices are required in the suppressien of netS
responsible duties, and it is proposed to pro- or the arrest ef criminals. One importan t

vide fer an extra alewance, while se em- amendment tb the biaeal, is te define p
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cIsely what the duty of the police is. Among
other things it is to be understood that they
are not to perform ordinary city and town
Police duty, and they are Dominion in
character. In the past the police have been
used in a very great extent in the place of
local police officers in the different towns
and villages that have grown up in the
North-west. In order to define that point
clearly, so that there will be no misunder-
8tanding upon it, this bill makes provision
that their duties are to be general rather
than of a local character. These are the
1Ost most important amendments; there are
a feW amendments that are verbal in their
character, and which, I think, if adopted
Will tend in a great measure to make the
force more effective and place it upon a
SOUnder basis, by which it can be controlled
and managed better in the future than it
has been in the past.

lion. Mr. LOUG HEED-I should like to
ask two questions in connection with this
bill, with a view to having an answer to
themn when the bill comes before committee.
1t the first place, is it the intention of the
overnment to fix the salary of veterinary

8urgeons arbitrarily at $1,000 a year, or to
R1ve Power to graduate the salaries of veter-
n4ary surgeons according to the merits of
their services between 8750 and $1,000?

.fld in the second place, have any represen-
t~19n been made to the Government aso the desirability of having a graduated

Îeale of salaries for inspectors ? I might
y that under- the present statutory pro-
11ons regarding the North-west Mounted

arbice, the salary of an inspector is

aiditrarily fixed at $1,000; so that out-
Fie en who are appointed, for instance,

graduates of any military school or those
who .may receive their appointinents through
Political channels, receive $1,000 and are
placd in quite as good a position as in-
fpectors who may have served in the force
or 10 or 15 years and who have not yet

received pronotion. Ithas been represented
bY those 'who are cdmpetent to judge of the
8Ytem, that it would be very much more
desirable that new inspectors should be
aPPointed at a lesser salary than is now paid
t.'d that the salary should be increased from
tirae to time as their services would warrant.
It Should appeal, I think, to the reason of
"""Y hon. gentleman present that an inspec-
tor being appointed to-day from the outside,

not having any knowledge of the duties ap-
pertaining to such an office, cannot be as
efficient an officer as one who may have
spent 10 or 20 years in the service of the
North-west Mounted Police, and it is unfair
to the men at present serving, who have
spent long periods of service in the perform-
ance of arduous duties, that they should
be placed in no better position than those
who have just received their appointments.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-To the first ques-
tion; I night say there is no arbitrary sum to
be paid to the veterinary surgeon; this fixes
the maximum. There is nothing to prevent
their employing them at $400 if they think
proper, but it gives power to the Govern-
ment, or the head of the departnent, to pay
a veterinary surgeon as high as $1,000, but
no higher. As to the other point raised in
question asked by the hon. gentleman, I do
not think there is any provision made for
what you might term graduated salaries for
either long or short service. It will be seen
when the bill is printed and in the hands of
members, that the 14th clause provides what
the salaries shall be. The commissioner is to
have $2,600 ; the assistant-commissioner,
$1,600; each superintendent, per annum,
$1,400; the inspectors, per annum, $1,000
each ; surgeon or assistant-surgeon, per
annum, $1,400 ; the veterinary surgeon, as
high as $1,000; the staff surgeon, $2 per
day; other surgeons, $1.50 ; the non-commis-
sioners, $1 ; constables, 75 cents ; buglers,
40 cents, and the working pay to artizans,
50 cents a day. There is no graduated scale
in the bill.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Except as to
veterinary surgeons.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Except as to veter-
inary surgeons, that portion of the bill is not
changed in any way.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-And I ask an
extension of that principle to the officers.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The question
asked by the hon. gentleman was as to
whether it was arbitrary. I say no, that is
the maximum sum. There is an increase to
the staff surgeon : those are the only changes.
Whether the principle suggested by my hon.
friend, that there should be a graduated
scale for inspectors who occupy a similar
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position to that of majors in the army, is a
question which I think could scarcely be
considered favourably by any one connected
with the force. There is no such graduated
scale of pay to lieutenants, captains, majors,
colonels, or generals in the army, and the
payment to these officers is based upon the
Queen's Regulations as to payment. The
man who occupies the position of commis-
sioner should be in the position, as my hon.
f riend knows, of the commander of the
force, and he gets a higher salary; the other
occupy positions analogous tocaptains, majors
and officers. I will bring the suggestion
under the notice of the head of the depart-
ment, but I do not promise him acquiescence
in the suggestion made, because it would be
subversive to all military discipline and con-
trary altogether to the regulations which
govern forces of this kind.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADA
BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved that the
House concur in the amendments made by
the House of Commons to Bill (D) " An
Act to incorporate the Trust Corporation
of Canada," from 1 to 20, excepting 2 and 4.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The regular way
would have been to move these amend-
ments one by one. This resolution may
answer the purpose at the present time,
because no one may take exception
to any of the various amendments in-
cluded in this motion, but should any
member object to any of the amendments,
he would have to move against the whole of
them, or move an amendment to the motion,
whereas if the hon. gentleman had put his
various amendments one by one, as is done
in the House of Commons always, each one
of them could be dealt with separately. The
truth is, we have got into a way of doing
business here that does not enable us to give
proper consideration to these amendments.
The hon. gentleman will find it difficult to
furnish a precedent in any work of authority
for moving concurrence in amendments,
as he bas done. The one class of amend-
ments should be accepted without any ex-
ception, and then non-concurrence should

be moved to two amendments which are
objected to, without any reference to the
others, with a message to the other House
stating our reasons therefor.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I must have
misunderstood my hon. friend from Rich-
mond. I laboured under the impression that
what he wanted was that I should mention
the number of amendments made by the
House of Commons, which I have accord-
ingly done. I should say that a statute
would be as strictly drawn as it is desirable
that any motion should be drawn, and in
framing a statute where several clauses are
to be mentioned, you do not enumerate each
clause separately, but say from such a clause
to such a clause. Surely the motion that I
have submitted answers all statutory require-
ments.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-There is no analogY
between the two cases. It would be as
regular, when a bill comes before a Committee
of this House, to move the adoption of the
clauses en bloc as to move concurrence in the
amendments as the hon. gentleman proposes
to do. It is a habit that we have fallen int>
in this House which is not justified by anY
authority ; it is done for convenience, and n0
exception has been taken to it. What I sug
gested yesterday was to make a motion speci-
fically mentioning the amendments which the
hon. gentleman desires us to accept, and then
another motion specifically mentioning the
amendments which he desires should nOt
receive the concurrence of the House. fHow
ever, strictly speaking, the proper way would
be to take up these amendments one by 0 e
and put them to the House and have the"'
concurred or not concurred in, and in tha
way disposed of.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I have n"e
doubt, strictly speaking, my hon. friend .1
correct. The object is to save language in
writing out a motion, although we are pro-
fuse in speaking it.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED moved:

Resolved, That this House do riot concur in
amendments nuinbers two and four to Bill (1»
"An Act to incorporate the Trust Corporation Of
Canada," on the following grounds:

That the second anendment purports to change
the name " United States of America " to " Unit"
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tates," thus creating uncertainty in the bill as tothe 'eaning of the naine thus adopted, there
being other " United States " than the " United
States of America."

That the fourth aniendment appears to have
teen made in error, inasnuch as there are only
tiO subsections to section 5. The bracket num-
bers (1) (2) (3) are not numbers of subsections to

ection 5, but are only subdivisions of subsectionOrle.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bil (124) " An Act further to amend the
cullers' Act."-(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (129) " An Act further to amend the
Revised Statute respecting Interest."-(Mr.
BOwell.)

Bill (34) "An Act to make further pro-
of tOn respecting grants of land to members
of the Militia Force on active service in the
NOrth-west."-(Mr. Bowell.)

Bill (127) An Act further to amend the
On1solidated Revenue and Audit Act."
Mr. Bowell.)

Bil (137) "An Act further to amend the
tealnboat Inspection Act."-(Mr. Bowell.)
Bill (71) " An Act to incorporate the New
ork New England and Canada Company."

Mr. Power.)
Bi (97) " An Act respecting the Seig-

olcry of Sault St. Louis."-(Mr. Angers.)
Bi (72) "An Act to consolidate and

'%aend certain Acts relating to the Ottawa
a'd Gatineau Valley Railway Company, and
O change the name of the Company to the
Ottawa and Gatineau Railway Company."

(Mr. Clenow.)
Bill (130) " An Act further to amend the

respecting Certificates to Masters and
ates Of Ships."-(Mr. Bowell.)
The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 3rd July, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at EightCclock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

TI1E LATE PRESIDENT OF FRANCE.

thThe SPEAKER announced to the Senate
hat he had received a telegram inviting the

bers of the Senate to attend the funeral

of the late President Carnot. He said: I
had to answer that the Senate being ad-
journed, I could not put myself in communi-
cation with the members, and that I re-
gretted very much that I was not able per-
sonally to leave the Capital and attend the
funeral.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I might add, for
the information of hon. gentlemen, that a
similar invitation was sent to the Cabinet,
and the Premier replied that, owing to the
pressure of business,it was utterly impossible
for them to leave the Capital but that they
expressed their deep sympathy with the
French Administration in the loss of their
President.

GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL
RAILWAY COMPANY.

INQUIRY.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY inquired,-

Whether theGovernment know if it is the inten-
tion of the Great North-west Central Railway Com-
pany to undertake the further construction of their
road during the present summer, and if so, how
many miles? And also, whether the company are
in a position, and whether they inteud to operate
the road this season, and if they do not further
construct the road, will the land grant lapse ?

Hfe said : I do not wish to make any re-
marks respecting the matter now, because
the answer might materially affect the re-
marks which I would make, and therefore I
wait for the answer.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I made inquiry of
the department and find that they have no
knowledge as to whether this company in-
tends to proceed during the present session
with the further construction of this road,
and the question as to whether the land
grant will lapse is now before the Depart-
ment of Justice for their opinion.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (124) " An Act further to amend the
Cullers' Act."-(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (HH) "An Act to consolidate and
amend the Act respecting land in the Terri-
tories."-(Mr. Angers.)

INTEREST ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (129) " An Act further to
amend the Revised Statutes respecting In-
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terest." He said: The object of this bill is
simply to set at rest differences of opinion
that exist as to the law in the province of
British Columbia. Some judgments have
been given in that province by which the
rate of interest in one case might be only
4 per cent and in others higher rates, and
in order to set the question at rest, it was
thought better to introduce this bill making
all judgments draw the one rate of interest
the saine as in the other provinces of the
Dominion.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The hon. gen-
tleman is not quite correct as to the rate of
interest in Nova Scotia. It is 6 per cent
unless there is a writing establishing a
different rate. If the judgment is by con-
fession, it may be any rate of interest that
you wish. It is only when judgments are
not by confession but by the order of the
court that the rate is fixed by statute.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-While this Parliament
has the legal right to fix the rate of interest
it seems to me that we have no power to
make the provision contained in this bill.
I do not see how we can interfere with the
procedure of the provinces. They have
their own statutes and very often it is a
matter entirely for the court or the judge
to decide whether interest shall be allowed
or not. Very often it is left to the jury.
In this bill we are asked to peremptorily de-
clare that in the province of British Colum-
bia interest shall run absolutely after the
rendering of the verdict. It seems to me
we are disturbing the rule which exists in
the provinces and that the legislation would
therefore be ultra vires.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If this were an in-
terference with the rules of the court or
anything affecting the court other than the
fixing of the rate of interest, the hon. gen-
tleman would be right in his contention. I
speak of course with all due deference, being
a layman, and speaking to a lawyer, but the
British North America Act gives full power
to this Parliament to legislate upon ques-
tions of interest, and no local legislature has
any such authority or power given it under
the statute. So long as we confine the bill,
as this does, simply to declaring what rate
of interest shall be calculated upon judg-
ments, we are not exceeding the powers of
Parliament.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not think it is
interfering with the rights of the provinces.
The only object of the bill is to tix the rate
of interest when interest is due. Of course,
if a contract stipulates that a certain rate of
interest shall be paid, whenever there is a
judgment that rate of interest cannot be
changed. The parties have made the law
for themselves, and if they have stipulated
that the interest shall be at a certain rate,
it must be that rate, but whenever it is an1
obligation which only bears interest after it
has accrued, the legal interest is 6 per cent,
and it is for this Parliament to deternline
that rate.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-In my province--
New Brunswick-when a debt is due, the
law fixes 6 per cent as the rate, but anY
other rate can be fixed by a written con-
tract. Therefore this bill would not inter-
fere with my province further than this-lt
present the Dominion statute regulates the
rate of interest where there is not a contract
made fixing a different rate.

Hion. Mr. POWER-It appears to Dle
these questions of detail can be better dealt
with in committee than here.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

A REPRESENTATIVE FRO'!
VICTORIA.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I should like to
call the attention of the Senate to the fact
that Sir Henry Wrixon, a member of the
Victoria Government, is in the Chamber,
and I should esteem it a pleasure if he be
invited to take a seat on the floor of the
House.

Sir Henry Wrixon was then introduced
to the Speaker by MLr. Bowell, and took a
seat near the Throne.

LAND GRANTS TO MEMBERS OF
MILITIA FORCE IN NORTH-

WEST BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (54) "An Act to ma
further provision respecting grants of land
to members of the Militia Force on actiV6

service in the North-west." He said : Tis
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18 simply providing for extending until 1896
the period during which scrip for lands can
be issued to those who served in the late
troubles in the North-west. It has been
found that some of them, from inadvertency
Or some other cause, have failed to take ad-
Vantage of the provisions of this law, and
sorne cases have been brought under the
ntice of the Minister of the Interior which
'nduce him to ask Parliament to extend the
tüine until January, 1896.

lion. Mr. LOUGHEED-May I suggest
to the leader of the House that before this
bill goes into Committee of the Whole,
luformation should be given to the House
as to the disposition of various applica-
eations made by parties in the North-
West for scrip in pursuance of the Act re-
lating to scrip. I am fully aware that a
great number of applications are on file
Which are not yet dealt with-at least so I
eI1 informed by the applicants, and for
Several sessions I have made a similar re-
quest for information on this point, and I
should like if the hon. leader of the House
WOuld bring down information to show what
Pplications have not been dealt with. I

klOw there were a number of corps organi-
ed during the rebellion, and the matter

atili appears to have been pending as to
'Whether those corps shall be recognized as
erltitled to scrip. It would be desirable
that this matter should be finally disposed
of at this session if possible.

IOn. Mr. BOWELL-Do I understand
the hon, gentleman to require the number
Of names of the applicants for scrip or for
land under the scrip I

hlon. Mr. LOUGHEED-No; those who
ave applied for scrip as considering them-

selves entitled to scrip in pursuance of the
statute in that behalf, but whose rights have
'lot yet been recognized to the issue of scrip.

lion. Mr. BOWELL-Yes; I will en-
ealvour to get that.

bilIon. Mr. POWER-I think before the
t s passed by this House that the Minis-

tr should give an undertaking that this is
he last time he will ask the House to pass'ch a 'bill. We have passed such bills six
ties, J think, and the Government might

endeavour to get the unpleasantness wound

up before the lapse of ten years from the
time of the occurrence.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The suggestion is
a good one, but I think it is never too late
to do what is right, and if there has been an
error on the part of those who have applied
we should not take advantage of it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I should not
want my hon. friend to think that I am tak-
ing objection to the extension of this legis-
lation. It is very desirable that it should
be extended as long as it is necessary.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read t'ie second time.

CONSOLIDATED REVENUE AND
AUDIT ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (127) " An Act to amend the
Consolidated Revenue and Audit Act." He
said: There is a clause to be added to the
present Audit Act, and it is in the interests
of the officials of the country against whom
actions may have been brought. It provides
a limitation of time in which actions against
revenue officers can be brought, and pro-
vides for a notice to the defendant ; and
also where there is a defence, tender of pay-
ment into court may be made. It provides
also, in case of a verdict, for the recovery of
costs, &c., as well as in cases of seizure. The
last clause is for the protection of officers
against vexatious actions.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-What is the present
limitation ? One year?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-In the Customs
Act it is one month. This is a new clause
to be added to the Consolidated Revenue
and Audit Act.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION
AMENDMENT BILL.

ACT

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (137) "An Act further to
amend the Steamboat Inspection Act." He
said: This is the bill we passed last year,
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but owing to the early prorogation of Par-
liament it did not pass the lower House
and the hon. Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries introduced it this year in the Com-
mons.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Have not
some of the clauses been passed in the pre-
vious Act this session?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Yes, slight amend-
ments which will be explained.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
read the second time.

SEIGNIORY OF SAULT ST. LOUIS
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (97) "An Act respecting the
seigniory of Sault St. Louis." He said : The
object of this bill is to authorize those
charged with the management of the Indian
lands and properties to accept a rebate in
the settlement of claims against the holders
of property in that seigniory. They have
been in litigation for many years without
any beneficial result for the Indians who
are interested as incumbents of this land,
and an agreement has been made that they
should pay promptly if rebate was granted.
It is thought advisable to accept this, and
accordingly we come to Parliament to be
authorized to do so.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

OTTAWA AND GATINEAU VALLEY
RAILWAY CO.'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (72) " An Act to consolidate
and amend certain Acts relating to the
Ottawa and Gatineau Valley Railway
Company, and to change the name of
the Company to the Ottawa and
Gatineau Railway Company." He said:
This is a bill to consolidate and amend
certain Acts passed some years ago re-
lating to this railway. I may say that
this road has been of great advantage'to the
country: it has developed a large trade and
extensive business is now being prosecuted
successfully. I believe in the future it will

be the high road to James Bay. It is re-
ported now that anthracite coal in large
quantities has been found at James Bay, and
if such is the case, it will enable the coal to
be brought to Canada by a shorter route
than the Pennsylvania route which will
enure to the benefit of the Dominion. I
believe also that a great many people have
taken advantage of this route as a sumnmer
resort, for which it is admirably situated,
possessing as it does all the elements re-
quired to render it attractive to the
pleasure seekers, and before long it Will
be studded with habitations by those parties
who formerly resorted to the sea shore. A
company is now being formed for the e%-
ploration of the territory north of this citY
andif it is found, as suggested by Professor
Bell of the Geological Survey, tocontain coal,
it will be of immense value to Canada.
which will make the route second only to
the Canadian Pacific Railway in general
commercial importance. Power is also asked
to construct a bridge over the Ottawa river
in the event of the Pontiac Pacific Railway
Company not proceeding with the work.
hope the Government will also subsidize tbe
road and also assist iii the construction Of
a bridge between the two provinces. I hope
the Government will subsidize this work,
and that they will also, in conjunction with
Ontario and Quebec, supplemept the liberaI
bonus of $150,000 granted by the city Of
Ottawa towards the construction of the inter-
provincial bridge to connect the great
provinces of Ontario and Quebec.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

CERTIFICATES TO MASTERS A5
MATES OF SHIPS AMENDMEr
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (130) "An Act further to
amend the Act respecting Certificates to
Masters and Mates of Ships."

He said : The principal object of this bil
is to give the same rights to British sailoIs
who are not Canadians, and who have not
served in Canadian ships for three years,
are given to foreigners. Under the pres1t
Act a sailor who has served three years i
the merchant service is entitled to his cert'
ficate on passing the examination, but
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llritish sailor is not entitled to the same pri-
vilege unless he has served three years in a
Canadian vessel.

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-Is it to extend
the limits for coasting vessels ?

lion. Mr. BOWELL-No, the coasting
trade is governed altogether by another Act,
and the coasting trade is not given to for-
eigners unless they have given the same
rights and privileges to Canada. The pro-
Vision of the law as it stands upontheStatute-
book to-day is that we have power by Order
I Council to grant the privilege of coasting

any country which extends it to us.

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read the second time.

A REPRESENTATIVE FROM VIC-
TORIA.

lion. Mr. BOWELL.-I call the attention
of the Senate to the fact that the Hon. Mr.
eitzgerald from Melbourne, Victoria, is in
the Chamber and I trust the same courtesy

behich we extended to Sir Henry Wrixon
fill be accorded him.

. The lion. Nicholas Fitzgerald was then
11troduced to the Speaker, and took a seat
bY the Throne.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

]Bill (131) "An Act to incorporate the
Ova Scotia Steel Company, Limited."-

-blr.McKay)

of Bill (117) " An Act respecting the units
electrical measure."-(Mr. Bowell.)

The Senate adjourned at 9 o'clock p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, July 4th, 1894.

o' o SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
OClock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

' 1 1E MUS0%nTTnnTC i-T 17 A T T

RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.
on. Mr. POWER rose to

Pro ire of the Government, whether or not theyoeoee to ask Parliament to aid, by subsidy or

otherwise the construction of the line of railway in
the province of Nova Scotia, commonly known as
the Musquodoboit Valley Railway?

He said : Perhaps before saying anything
further I had better briefly explain to the
House what the proposed railway is. It is
a line which would start from the waters of
Halifax Harbour, or from Windsor Junc-
tion, which is a point about thirteen miles
from Halifax, and run eastwardly through
the county of Halifax on the southern side
of the height of land which constitutes
what may be called the back-bone of the
province, and the road would be from fifty
to sixty miles long. If the views as to help
to provincial railways which prevailed in
Parliament up to the year 1882 were still in
the ascendant, I should expect a negative
answer to the question which I propose to
ask the Government, but a new policy was
introduced in the session of 1882 ; an Act
was passed that year giving subsidies to a
number of railways which did not extend
beyond the provinces in which they origin-
ated. Up to that time it had been held
that the Dominion Parliament was not sup-
posed to assist any railway which was purely
provincial in its character. It had to be
shown, up to that time, that the railway
connected two provinces together or passed.
through two or more provinces in order to
enable the promoters to receive subsidies
from the Dominion Parliament. By the
Act to which I have referred, that policy
was changed, and a new policy adopted of
helping from the Dominion treasury, by
way of subsidies and otherwise, rail-
ways which were purely provincial and
local in their character ; and that pol-
icy has been continuously followed since
that time. Nearly every session we
pass bills intended to provide subsidies for
local railways. It is now only necessary to
show that the railway is calculated to bene-
fit a considerable population, and sometimes
even that requisite has not been insisted
upon, and also that it cannot be constructed
without help from the Dominion Parliament.
If one looks at the railway map of the pro-
vince of Nova Scotia, he will see that while
railway facilities have been afforded to the
centre of the province-that is to the region
running north from Halifax city to the boun-
dary of New Brunswick, and also·to the
region lying along the Basin of Minas and
,he Bay of Fundy and Chignecto basin-
these are all to the west of the centre of the
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province-he will also see that railway
facilities have been extended to the Gulf
Shore or that part of the province which is
bounded by the Strait of Northumberland
and the Strait of Canso, and also to the
Island of Cape Breton. Including the rail-
ways to which subsidies have been recently
given and which are now under course of
construction, the island of Cape Breton will
in a very short time, be fully supplied with
railways. Practically all the country north
of the height of land is now supplied or in the
course of being supplied with railway facili-
ties, but south of the height of land the con-
dition is altogether different. There is hardly
a mile of railway constructed in all this
region between the Bay of Fundy at the one
end-the Bay of Fundy shore of Shelburne
county and the eastern shore of Guysborough
county which is bounded by the Strait of
Canso. The population which inhabits the
country extending from the Bay of Fundy
to the Strait of Canso are alinost altogether
without the blessings of railway communica-
tion. It is true that the Nova Scotia Cen-
tral Railway extends from the town of Lu-
nenburg north to Middleton, in the county
of Annapolis, and gives railway communica-
tion of a certain kind to a portion of the fine
county of Lunenburg. That railway, while
no doubt it is a great blessing to Lunen-
burg, does not give the county the railway
facilities which it ought to have. The line
runs across the county instead of through
its length. The Intercolonial Railway
also runs north from Halifax and gives
to the city of Halifax communication
with the continental railway system, but the
great bulk of Halifax county and of Lunen-
burg county and the whole of Shelburne
county, Queen's county, and practically the
whole of Guysboro' county are to-day with-
out railway facilities. I am rejoiced to know
that as a result of a subsidy granted by this
Parliament some years since and renewed last
session in an amended form, a railway is now
in course of construction from the town of
Shelburne eastwardly to the Nova Scotia
Central Railway. If the contractor who
has the work in hand completes that road to
the Nova Scotia Central, I have no doubt
that before very long it will be extended from
the Nova Scotia Central through Lunenburg
and Halifax counties to Windsor Junction, or
Halifaxcity, and when the road is completed,
as I hope it will be before long, the Interco-
onial Railway will practically extend to

Shelburne town and give all the western
portion of the Atlantic shore of the province
direct communication with the railway sys-
tem of North America, and then the DoD-
inion Parliament will have done prettY
nearly all for western Nova Scotia that that
part of the country has a right to expect.
Now as to the eastern portion of the Atlan-
tic slope of Nova Scotia, it will have no rail-
way facilities unless a road is constructed
either from Halifax Harbour or from wind-
sor Junction to Upper Musquodoboit. That is
che road to which my question refers. About
the claim of the people of eastern Halifae
and of the St. Mary's district of Guysboro
county to railway facilities, I think ther6

can be no doubt. In East Halifax there is a
population of 20,000 and in St. Mary's, dis-
trict of Guysboro', a population of somfe-
thing over 5,000 ; and ever since the union Of
the colonies-and of course for a long tilo
before that-the people of this region have
been paying their share of the customs and
other taxes ; and at the present time if it
were not for the small steamer which makes
weekly trips eastward and calls at one place
in East Halifax and one place in St,
Mary's district, those people would have "0

better communication with the outside world
than they had 50 years ago. Now, while
that is true of this region, which is comPar-
atively near the centre and capital of the
province, Sydney, in the eastern part Of
Cape Breton, and Yarmouth at the western
extremity of the province, are, for the per
poses of passenger traffic, very much better
off and nearer to Halifax city than the eas
ern part of Halifax county. As to freight
traffic, there is no comparison whatever; a
the advantages are on the side of the relOte
eastern and western points, while the disad-
vantages are with the nearer region. This con-
dition of things is clearly unfair to the travel
ling public and to the producers of eastero
Halifax and western Guysboro'. These
districts have great resources in the waY d
agricultural products, timber, minerals an
fish, but their development is hindered b7
the want of means of access to markets
where their produce can be sold to the bch
advantage, and where the supplies wh
they need can be most advantageouslY Phe
cured. I beg to call the attention Of the
House to one very melancholy consequen
of this condition of things. The fariers f
the Musquodoboit Valley, who are some
the most intelligent, enterprising and indue
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trious people in the lower provinces, have
been for years deserting that beautiful and
fertile country and carrying their enterprise
and energy and intelligence away out of the
provinces, chiefly, I regret to say, to the
Western states; and the population of this
country, which has been very much blessed
by nature, has not appreciably increased
during the past 20 years. Hon. gentle-
'en, I do not think that this condition
of things should be allowed to continue.
The farniers and other residents of Eastern
Ilalifax and Western Guysboro' should be
furnislhed with such means of communica-
tion as will enable them to transport and
dispose of their products to advantage. Th'e
construction of the Musquodoboit Valley
Railway would bring the farming population
Within a very few hours' ride of the capital.
it would give them ready access to market
and would enable any point on the coast of
East Halifax or St. Mary's District to be
reached by a traveller on the day on which
he left the city. In addition to serving
the rural districts, this railway would give
11alifax and Dartmouth the back country
frin the want of which they both suffer at
the present time. I nay mention casually
here that there has not been a mile of rail-
Way built in the county of which Halifax is
the capital since the year 1864. That cannot

e said of any other large city of the Domi-
ni0n and I may be allowed to remark, by way
of Parenthesis, that the Intercolonial Rail-
Way, for which Halifax is very often called
UPon to be grateful, is really, in a business
sense of greater advantage to Montreal,
Toronto and other business centres in

nltario and Quebec, than it is to the city of
halifax. The freights on that road areVery noderate, and the through rates
are lower than the local rates. The
consequence is that the business men of the
upper provinces are enabled to put down
their goods in the province of Nova Scotia

stas cheaply, or even at lower rates of
fright than are those of the city of Halifax
ai-d other towns in Nova Scotia. I believe

1ror8 a matter of fact that hay can be brought
rou other provinces to Halifax and otherplaces in Nova Scotia, where hay is largely
1, edat lower rates than it can le brought!

fro their own farming and grazing districts.
uave presented the facts in favour of a
sidy in a rather iniperfect way. I turnrw to tihe prospect of getting the road con-

tructed in case the Government decide to
41

give a subsidy for this undertaking. Lnder
a general Act which was passed by the Legis-
lature of Nova Scotia in 1886, the Provin-
cial Government would be obliged to give a
subsidy of $3,200 a mile to any company
which satisfied the Local Government of its
ability to construct the railway in question,
and there is hardly any doubt that a
grant of a like subsidy of $3,200 a mile,
by this Parliament, would secure the
construction of the road whose claims I
am now advocating. The line has been sur-
veyed, and it is apparent from the reports of
the engineers that the work of building
would be neither ditticult nor expensive
The length of the line would be be-
tween 50 and 60 miles. If we assume
the higher figure to be correct, then this
Parliament at the utmost would be called
upon to aid this undertaking to the ex-
tent of $192,000. Now I do not think,
hon. gentlemen, that this is too large a sum.
Nobody can reasonably say that that con-
tribution to this work would be too great to
secure its construction. I do not care to
trouble the House by citing precedents for
such grants. There are scores of them to be
found in the report of the Minister of Rail-
way and Canals for the past year. I fina
from that report that altogether there had
been paid out of the Dominion Treasury
up to the 31st December last by way of
subsidies to railways $10,871,573. By rail-
ways here I mean local railways. That
does not include the subsidies given to
the Canadian Pacific Railway and other
roads of that character. I may mention
three or four of the roads to which subsidies
have been granted. There is a road in the
province of Quebec known as the Baie des
Chaleurs Railway. To that subsidies have
been granted to an amount something
less than $600,000. There is a road known
as the Montreal and Western road, running
out of Montreal, which has already received
subsidies to the amount of $348,000. Then
there is in the province of Nova Scotia the
Nova Scotia Central Railway, which has re-
ceived subsidies to the amount of $240,000.
The road now in course of construction from
Shelburne to the Nova Scotia Central is to
receive subsidies to the amount of $240,000.
The Ottawa and Gatineau Valley Railway,
of whose claims and prospects the hon. gen-
tleman from Rideay division spoke so elo-
quently yesterday, had received, up to the
date mentioned, subsidies to the amount of
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$284,000. At page 207 of the appendices
to the Railway report will be found a long
list of railways which have received help
from the Dominion treasury. Several of
them are much smaller and much more local
in their character than the Musquodoboit
Valley Railway. Hon. gentlemen know that
any subsidy granted in aid of this line would
not be paid to the railway company unless for
work actually done, and the benefit conferred
on that section of the country by the expen-
diture of $192,000 would be great and last-
ing. An expenditure of that amount would
not be like other expenditures of which
nowadays we hear a good deal. For instance,
there has been a very considerable expendi-
ture on a bridge across a canal in the city
of Montreal. I am not going to discuss the
expenditure upon that bridge now further
than to say this, that from the evidence in
that case it appears that the bridge has cost
at least $240,000 more than it should have
cost. The excess of the costof that purelylocal
and comparatively unimportant work, over
what it should have been, is $50,000 more
than the amount the Government would
be called upon to pay to aid in the
construction of this important rAilway.
There is another matter of which a good
deal has been said during the present
session of Parliament-what are known as
the hard pan cases in connection with the
railway through Cape Breton. There has
been paid out in that case about $250,000
in addition to the amount to which the con-
tractors were strictly entitled-that is,
about $60,000 more than the Government
would be asked to contribute towards the
construction of this railway. Then there is
another public work-I have no doubt a
very valuable and meritorious one, but
still one which does not benefit a large po-
pulation-commonly known as the Tay
canal, which has cost sonething over $476,-
000, according to the report of the Minister
of Railways and Canals. Looking at these
expenditures which I have just mentioned,
there can at any rate be no scruple on the
part of the Government or Parliament in
giving the comparatively trifling assistance
which may be necessary to secure the con-
struction of the important public work
whose claims I am advocating. And the
claims of that railway are not set up by my-
self alone. Previous to the election of 1887,
the gentleman who is now High Commis-
sioner of Canada in England was a member

of the Government, and he was waited upon
by a deputation of gentlemen interested in
the construction of this railway. He does
not appear to have given them any pledge
because he deniedsubsequently in Parliament
that he had given them any pledge ; but I
know from conversation with some of the gen-
tlemen who waited upon him-and they were
not Liberals either-that he certainly left
thein under the impression that if the Conser-
vative candidates were successful in Halifax
county a subsidy would be almost certain tO
be granted to this railway ; and the present
members for the county have urged as one
of the reasons for their election by the
voters of Halifax, that if they were elected
this road would be constructed, and if they
were not elected, it would not. As an
opponent of the Government, and an oppo-
nent of the members for Halifax county, it
would perbaps be my best policy to say
nothing about the construction of this road,
but to be silent, so that when another elec-
tion came around we could point to the fact
that the promises made by these gentlemen
and the hopes which they had raised had not
been fulfilled. I do not look upon 'Y
duty in that light. I am anxious that the
county in which I was born and where 1
hope to live and die, may prosper, and
whether the Government secure political
strength from the construction of this road
or not, I am anxious to see the road con"
structed. The project is a feasible one. It
will serve a large population. It will do
the work of two or three immigration
agents in the way of keeping our own people
at home, instead of having them go to a
foreign country, and it will help to complete
the railway system of the province and of
the Dominion. I do not speak with the
utmost confidence, but I hope the Govern-
ment will inform the House that they Pro-
pose, when appropriating subsidies for other
railways, to provide a subsidy for the Mus-
quodoboit Valley Railway, and I now ask the
question which I placed on the paper.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-It is not Usual
for me to make any remark on a simiPle
question asked of the Government, and 1
would not do it in this instance were it no
that the question put by my hon. friend
affects the county of Lunenburg. A rail'
way to connect Shelburne with New Ger-
many and across the most fertile part of
the county of Lunenburg from New Ger-
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rnany to New Ross and from that on
to Windsor Junction and thence to the
valley of the Musquodoboit, would be
very beneficial to the larger part of Guys-
boro' as well as to Halifax and Lunenburg
counties, and that part of the province of
Nova Scotia is certainly deficient in rail-
roads. It has not received from either the
Local or the Dominion Government the con-
sideration to which its importance would
entitle it. \But the first step necessary is a
charter and a grant of money from the Pro-
vincial Government. I have always contended
for the construction of railways through the
cOuntry. I believe that money judiciously ex-
Pended on lines established in proper local-
ities is a permanent advantage to the coun-
try. It is a benefit for all time and
raises the whole status of the country,
the agricultural interests and the peo-
Ple themselves. It makes the people more
active, industrious and prosperous in the
localities in which they dwell, developes
industries, keeping the people at home and
attracting settlers, thus populating the
country. I perfectly agree with my hon.
friend in all that he has said with regard to
this railway, and the advisability of its con-
struction, but I cannot overlook the fact
that I think the position of this railway now
Is different from that of any other railway
tO which the Dominion Government has
given a subsidy. I do not know where
there is a company in existence in Nova
Scotia called the Musquodoboit Valley Rail-
"Vay Company. No survey lias been made,
O prospectus issued and no route deter-

lXined on, but it has been an election hobby,
1 have never known of a subsidy being
asked from the Dominion Government
for a local enterprise until such time as
there was a company in existence and
t had the sanction and assistance of the

Local Government. That is essential before
the Dominion Government can be asked to
Sbidize a local railway. My hon. friend

so takes a different view of these mattersfror,.that which his financial leader does.
That gentleman has often talked about the

aritime provinces as being mere shredsand patches and said that the money ex-
pended there for railway purposes had been

8ed for corrupting the constituences. That
We have had from him over and over again

that the lower provinces, especially Nova
totia, had been corrupted by thesesubsidies

he railways. I am glad that my hon.

41J

friend does not believe in the statement
or that the people of Nova Scotia can be
corrupted by such base means. They have
not been in the past, and I do not think
they will be in the future. My hon. friend
is correct in saying that at every election.
for the last ten years or more, whether local
or Dominion, in the county of Halifax the
Musquodoboit Valley railway has been an
issue in the election. Both parties have
tried to make capital out of it, and both
blamed each other for not having done,
something to further its construction.
But common sense must dictate to the
people that they nust first demand a
charter and money aid from the Pro-
vincial Government. I hope that in the
future that may be obviated by the rail-
way being built as all other railways of
a provincial character have been built.
The people ought to have it. But we must
have a company in existence and that
company must have the support of the
Local Government first. It must have the
earnest approval of the Local Government in
the shape of a subsidy. The general Act to
which my bon. friend refers would not of
necessity compel the Government to grant
any assistance to that railway, and therefore
I think that my hon. friend should use the
great influence that he possesses over the
local administration of Nova Scotia to have
a company formed and a line of railway
marked out that will extend by way of
Musquodoboit to Windsor Junction and
across the country through the fertile lands
of New Ross and New Germany. When
that is done, and the Local Government
grant the subsidy which I believe they ought
to grant, and would grant if they were pro-
perly approached, then I am prepared to co-
operate with my hon. friend in pressing
upon this Government the necessity and im-
portance of this line and the advantages
which would arise if it were constructed. I
am sorry that my lion. friend introduced the
question of excessive or improper expen-
diture elsewhere. It is foreign to the ques-
tion before us, and it might have been just
as well if he had not referred to it. Such hits
at the Government and odious comparisons
do not help to promote the object desired, but
my hon. friend will always find in meon a ques-
tion of this kind, a zealous co-operator with
him in impressing on the Dominion Govern-
ment the necessity of that railway, but I re-
peat there must first be a railway company
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in existence, we must know where it is to
run, and it must have the sanction and
approval of the Local Government. When
that is done, which ever party is in power the
Government should come to the assistance
of that road. In spite of the declaration of
his financial leader, that the maritine pro-
vinces are the shreds and patches of this
great Dominion, and that they have been
corrupted in consequence of subsidies being
granted in aid of railways of little or no
importance, I believe that a railway should be
built from the junction at New Germany to
Musquodoboit, that no public money could
be better expended in Nova Scotia, and that
this subsidy should and would be granted to
the railway in question.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The Government
are considering their railway policy, in rela-
tion to roads already begun as well as in
relation to new railways. The House will
get full information when the Government
bas decided, with the sanction of the Gover-
nor General, to bring down the resolutions
to be submitted for the consideration of the
House. The strong plea made by the bon.
gentleman from Halifax for assistance for
this road will receive due consideration. I
hope that the objection which bas been
made, that there is no incorporated èompany
to build this road, does not exist, and that
if there is such a company they have filed a
claim with the Government setting forth
the advantages to be derived from the
building of this road, and praying for
Government assistance.

Hon. Mr. POWER--The hon. gentleman
from Lunenburg seemed to think the ex-
istence of a company incorporated for the
purpose of building this road was a neces-
sary pre-requisite to the granting of the
subsidy. I think the hon. gentleman is
not correct in that view, and I regret that
the Minister seen»s to a certain extent to
share the views of the bon. gentleman
from Lunenburg. There was a company
incorporated some years ago for the pur-
pose of constructing the road, and that
company made an application to the
Government for a subsidy, which it did
not get. I am disposed to think it is not
at all improbable that the charter of that
company bas expired ; but, leaving the
company out of the question altogether, if
the road is a work which deserves Govern-

ment assistance, then if a grant is put in
the Subsidy Act to be given to any companY
which constructs the road, that is just as
good as if the company was in existence.
There will be no difficulty in having a coin-
pany organized, if there is not one now in
existence, to undertake the work, and I may
say, with respect to an objection raised
by the hon. -gentleman from Lunenburg,
that the local Act in Nova Scotia provides
that the Government shall give the assis-
tance to any company which can satisfy the
Government of their ability to construct the
road.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-To any cof-
panyl

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, any company,
and the company will be formed if it is nOt
now in existence. With regard to the road
now in course of construction from Shel-
burne to the Nova Scotia Central RailwaY,
the Local Government made a contract with
that company for its subsidy under the Gen-
eral Act to which I have referred. There
is no necessity for a special Act, because the
General Act authorizes and directs the Local
Government to give this assistance of 83,200
a mile to any railway which is of provincial
utility, and there is not the slightest doubt
that if the Dominion Government decide
to give the subsidy, the Local Governnllt
will make a contract with any company pre-
pared to go on with the work.

TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADAý
BILL.

AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I beg to OVe
that the resolution adopted by this flouse
on Wednesday, 23rd June last, with respect
to the amendments made by the House of
Commons to the Bill intituled " An Act to
incorporate the Trust Corporation of Ca-
nada," be rescinded in so far as Nos. 2 an
4 of the said amendments were disagreed to
and that the said amendments 2 and 4 be
now agreed to.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Strictly speaking
do not think that motion is quite in order.
The motion of which the hon. gentleinal
gave notice was one to rescind the resolution
of the previous day, and this is a different
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ulotion : it provides not only for rescinding
the resolution of the former meeting of this
Flouse, but to go further and agree to
amaendments made by the Commons. I am
lot going to raise any question of order
about the matter. I am sorry that the hon.
gentleman in the exercise of his own right to
do what he pleases in regard to the amend-
'aent, has thought fit to agree to an amend-
'lient which was clearly an error.

The motion was agreed to.

IIOJSES OF REFUGE FOR FEMALES
IN ONTARIO BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into Committee
of the Whole on Bill (II) " An act respect-
lig houses of refuge for females in Ontario."

(In the Committee.)

lion. Mr. SCOTT-This is the same as
the Ontario Act, I suppose?

Ion Mr. ANGERS- This is word for
Word the same as the Ontario statute. The
ol 1y alteration in it is to have the same ad-
yantage for females sent to jail embodied
la the laws of the Dominion.

lion. Mr. OGILVIE, from the committee,
reported the bill without amendment.

is done just as efficiently by them as by men.
As we go on with the bill I shall indicate
the other clauses which are new and what
explanations inay apply to them.

On clause 4,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I notice that one of
the differences between this clause and the
section in the existing law, the place of
which it takes, is an increase in the staff.
The old law runs this way-that the Gover-
nor General may from time to time appoint
a commissioner of police, assistant commis-
sioner, etc. This clause provides that the
Governor General may appoint an officer
who shall be calledacomptrollerof the North-
west Mounted Police-that is an officer not
mentioned in the old Act-and in addition
to that a commissioner of police and an as-
sistant commissioner, etc., so that we are to
have at the head of the force now an officer
who was not in existence originally. If we
are to have a comptroller, we might dis-
pense with one of the officers. It may be
said in reply that the force is larger now
than it was when this Act was passed in
1886. Still the force has been organized
and it does not require very muýh ability to
keep it going. When the police force was
first constituted, everything was new and
probably called for a good deal of skill to
manage and control it, but the force would,

The bli was then read the third tirne and I fancy, almost run itself now, and I cannot
Passed. see why the staff is to be increased.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE
FORCE AMENDMENT BILL.

IN CoMMITTEE.

The bouse resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole on Bill (121) " An Act to
a iend and consolidate the Act respecting the

orth-west Mounted Police Force."

(In the Committee.)

on. Mr. ANGERS-There is very little
this bill which is new except that the

eadary of the veterinary surgeon is increas-ed to $1,000. It was found impossible toProcure the right class of men at the lower
ary formerly paid. A certain number of

insPectors have been also added, and power
1" bien to employ a certain number of boys
a uuglers at a reduced rate of wages, being8 4 1ng on the former system, as the work

Hon. Mr. ALMON-I should be very
much more pleased with this bill if it in-
creased the pay of the common policeman.
I understand that the pay, when this force
was 'first originated, for a private was $1
per day and a grant of land after a certain
term of service. The grant has since been
taken away, and instead of receiving $1 he
receives half a dollar a day. That is snall
pay. The policeman has to go through all
the drill of a soldier, has to groom his horse,
and has to expose his life keeping off the
whisky smugglers from the border and
suppressing rows among the Indians. In-
stead of going to the expense of sending
troops to the North-west to suppress any
possible rebellion, it would be better that
the Mounted Police should attend to that
and put down any disturbance at once. It
is all very well to say that the British soldier
receives lower pay than half a dollar a day.
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That is a fact, but if a war breaks out the
British Government will find it a disadvan-
tage. When the civil war of the United
States broke out, it was found necessary to
increase the pay of the soldiers. One of
the things that Englishmen will learn when
a war breaks out is that they will have to
increase the pay of the soldiers and sailors.
I think the pay of the men in the North-
west Mounted Police should be increased,
and also, as we have great areas of public
lands, that each man should have a grant of
land after his term of service is over. You
may say that the land would not be worth
much, but certainly with such an induce-
ment held out to him, a young fellow would
be more likely to enter the service.

commissioner must have acted heretofore
as comptroller.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, there has been
a comptroller since 1880 when the police
force was formed.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In sub-clause 3 it is
provided that the commissioner of police
shall perform such duties as are assigned to
him and shall be subject to the control of
such persons as may be named for that pur-
pose by the Governor in Council. This force
has been in existence so long, that the duties
of the commissioner ought to be known and
set forth in the Act and not left to the dis-
cretion of the Governor in Council. There
is nothing like defining the duties of officers,

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I agree with the i ou can denne an tne auties ana you cal,
remarks made by the junior member of thensay Iand perform sucb other duties aS
Halifax, that the police are rendering
valuable services in the North-west. They Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This force is of -%
do customs duty, magistrates duty, and also semi-military nature. Is Ït possible to de-
look after cattle in quarantine, but as to fine in an Act ah the duties and powersof
the rate of their wages being raised it must
be considered that there are very few menwh onare n apstio to aver asw mech give the Governor in Council or the Minister,who are in a position to save as much âtoiyoe i.A cainia
money as these policemen can. Take the aurity or h. An ocasionea
case of ordirary labourers in the city of wouîd receive instructions f rom here to do
Ottawa. Are there many who can save and fulfil such and such a duty. If we
fifty cents a day after providing for their undertook to define in the law what are
clothing, lodging and sustenance? The bis duties we would find that perhaps We
men in the North-west Mounted Police force would be limiting our power and making the
are provided with lodgings, clothing and 'force useless.
board, and they can save all their wages.
Coming back to the main objection, that Hon. Mr. PQWER-Tbe bon. Minier

lth1 h, thi f, h0 i d th- f4V
aM oug s orce as ncrease, e o -
cers are increasing out of proportion to the
number of men, I may explain that this
is not really the creation of a new offl.cer.
It is giving him the proper name under the
law. The present occupant of the office of
comptroller has held the position since Jan-
uary, 1880-that is Mr. White in Ottawa.
He has also had the rank and pay of a
deputy head since July, 1883, under an
Order in Council. This bill is only confirm-
ing by statute what has been the practice
for the last fourteen years. The object of
it is to give him an acknowledgment under
the law and to give him socially the rank of
deputy head, but so far as creating a new
office is concerned this bill does not do so.

Hon. Mr. FOWER-My objection is not
to the appointment of comptroller, but to
the number of the staff under him. The

again misapprehlends the point of my obser
vation. The point that I took was this.
We know that after so many years we ought
to have a general idea of what the duties Of
the commissioner are. I have never been
in the North-west, and I do not kioW
what his duties are. What I suggest is
that we should define some of his duties, and
then add " to do and perform such other
duties as may be assigned to him." That
does not limit the power of the Governiment
to provide for any emergency. What are
the duties of a commissioner? I think the
House ought to know.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The duties of a
commissioner would correspond, I suppose,
with the duties of a colonel or the major of
a regiment. He is the head of the force.
With him rests all the authority for miaif
taining discipline and directing the force.
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lion. Mr. ALLAN-He would be like
the chief of police of a police force.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, but these
officers do more, they fulfil the duties of
magistrates over all the territory. Parties
charged with offences against the customs
or the license laws are tried by them, and
they discharge such duties besides being at
the head and in command of the whole force.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 5,

lion. Mr. SCOTT-Can the Minister tell
nie how many veterinary surgeons there are
in, the force ?

lion. Mr. ANGERS-I am not positive,
I do not think they exceed four, Formerly,
I think there were two, but it has been
found necessary to have more, because we
are using them also to attend upon the cattle
quarantined, and some of them have to leave
their stations to visit cattle in response to
requests from different districts.

Ilon. Mr. KAULBACH-What is the
strength of the Mounted Police force now ?

lon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not think it is
excess of 800 men.

The clause was adopted.

On the 6th clause,

lion. Mr. POWER-Could the Minister
gve the House any idea as to the probabi-
.ity of an early reduction of this force ? It
iS a large and expensive force and it does
lot seem to me that we should keep on pay-
Ilg these men for ever. The Indians are be-
conIing less numerous and dangerous and a
regular civilized government is taking the
place of the rule of the police force over large
tracts of the North-west. It seems to me that
the time has come when the Government
ought to be thinking of reducing the number
Of the force.

.ion. Mr. ANGERS-I do not think the
ttne has come to reduce the number of the
force. Every day those men are becoming
rnore useful and we are using them for various
services. Last year my own department
used the Mounted Police for the purpose of

hookling after cattle in quarantine. If I
ad not had the men, it would have cost

the country over $30,000 for the service that
I had them perform there. The whole of
that service was performed for about $5,000,
which will go from my department into the
department of the President of the Privy
Council, who is in charge of the force. It
has been said that the In'dians are diminish-
ing in number. I do not think that they
are decreasing. We are doing the best we
can to improve them, and perhaps as they
improve they become more exacting and
require more attention and more vigilance
on the part of the police. The Mounted
Police are doing a very great service and at
present the number is not in excess of what
it should be.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-The hon. gentle-
man f rom Halifax said he had not been in
the North-west and did not know much
about that force. I have been a great
many years intimately acquainted with the
movements of that force in the North-west
and have known a great many of their
officers and have been about with them
while they were discharging their duties. I
have seen them doing all kinds of work,
acting as collectors, of customs, as policemen,
quelling disturbances, keeping riots down
while the railway was being built-in fact
I can say without the slightest hesitation
(and I speak with connaissance de cause) I
doubt if there is any force in the world of
the same number that has ever done as
much good as our North-west Mounted
Police. The reason i3 this while there may
be some wild fellows among them, there is
more intelligence in that force than you will
find in any regiment anywhere else. When
they turn out they make a splendid appear-
ance. They have the respect of the white
people of the North-west and of the Indians
also. It is a rare exception when you hear
a bad word about any single man in the
Mounted Police Force. I have very little
interest in the North-west, but for the sake
of our own country I hope the Government
will think about a great many other things
before they think of reducing the force.
Instead of reducing it, I think the force
should have been raised to 1,000 men as
was spoken of a few years ago. There is
plenty of work for them to do and they
save sometimes in one year more than they
cost the country in ten years.

The clause was adopted.

647[JULY 4, 1894]



[SENATE]

On clause 9, forcing the customs laws. Before they

Hon. Mr. POWER- notice a little in-have to travel through

consistency in the language of the latter aniistra tion t nl at
part of this clause beginning at line 45 mn t mih happen t:at th

And every such comnmissioner, assistant coin- stable would requireto exercisehis fullpowers
missioner, superintendent, or other officer, is here- on bis way there. Other instances may
by further enpowered to exercise in any province occur going through the province of Quebec
oCanada adjacent to the sad Territories. he o as. o

treach the theawir a v totravelthough

That is, I presume, Manitoba and British
Columbia. One can understand that they
should exercise such power, but the clause
goes on:

And every constable is hereby enpowered to
exercise in every province of Canada, &c.

That would mean, literally interpreted,
that a member of the North-west Mounted
Police Force who happened to be taking his
holidays in Quebec or Nova Scotia might
undertake to exercise in those provinces the
extensive powers given him in the North-
west Territory. I fancy the word "such "
must have been omitted before the word
" province " in the last line, and I suggest
that the word "such " should be introduced
there to harmonize the language.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Theobject is that
constables should have the right to act-that
is constables-in every province of Canada,
but the power of the commissioner and other
officers is limited to the provinces adjoining
the North-west Territories. Therightdoesnot
extend to the commissioned officers to act
outside of those provinces.

Hon. Mr. POWER-But why should that
be sol

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It may be very
desirable to have those constables carry out
any of the duties assigned to theni in any
part of Canada.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-To follow criminals
into other provinces ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--If it is held
that there are duties to be performed by
those constables in British Columbia and
Manitoba, those duties are no so exceptional
that they should not be exercised in other
provinces as well.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Some of those con-
stables are now being used and sent up to
the Yukon District for the purpose of en-

constable not have that power extended to
him wherever he goes when he acts under
Dominion laws ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think it is highly
objectionable that he should.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Perhaps the Minister
would state to the House the number of
veterinary surgeons to be employed and
the number of stations before the bill is
read the third time. There must be at least
12 or 15 stations, and it is not proposed to
furnish a veterinary for each station. The
force happened to be under my administra-
tion for somne years and when an application
was made for an assistant, or an extra
veterinary, I called for the return of the
disabled horses and I found that at a
considerable number of points where there
were no veterinary surgeons the horses were
in good condition, and it was only where
there was a veterinary surgeon that the
horses were in the hospital.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Very likely all the
horses that wanted treatment were sent tO
the very place where there was a veterinary
surgeon. However, I will give the House
the information. My impression is that the
number is four, but there may be more.
There are many stations which consist Of
five or six men, and sometimes less, where it
is not necessary to have such an officer.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.), frOrn
the committee, reported the bill withoUt
amendment.

NEW YORK, NEW ENGLAND AND
CANADA COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved second reading
of Bill (7) " An Act to incorporate the New
York, New England and Canada CompanY.
He said: This is a bill to incorporate cer-
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taei gentlemen to enable them to carry on
the business of carrying passengers and for-
warding them.

Ilon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not much
like the titie of the bill I think it might
be changed.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
as read the second time.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF THE
SENATE.

CýosIDERATION OF THE REPORT OF THE
COMMITTEE.

The Order of the Day having been called,
onsideration of the third Report of the Standing

OnmIlIittee on the Internal Economy and Contingent
Aecounts of the Senate.

lion Mr. McKAY said: Before moving
r report I desire to make a few explana-

n1s regarding, it. The first three clauses
"f it have reference to the auditing of the
clerk's accounts and are in the usual phrase-

g0 0Y which I need not make any reference
. The next clause of the report is the

resalt of the work of a sub-committee thatas appointed to deal with the organizationof the staff, and clauses 4, 5, 6 and 7 arelargely declaratory as to the duties and
resPolsibilities of the clerk. It is perhaps

giving him any more powers than he
ad before, but it is specifying them more

SfIlitely. Then as to clause 8-in examin-
Ing into the duties of the different clerks it
was found that some clerks had more to dothan Was thought proper. They therefore
t'heve the clerk's assistant of the care of
the periodicals and newspapers, assigningthe duty to the clerk in charge of the sta-tioney. Then clause 9 recommends:

Pat a View to relieving the clerk assistant of a
proto his onerous work, and to provide for the
dea Pt and satisfactory translation of bills and
that rtental reports, your committee recommend
thi an additional French transiator qualified to doi, 'ork, be appointed, at a salary not exceedingap a ear. But that he be not permanently
have until his qualifications for the position
firste geen tested by the chief translator and of the

irrench translator and certified by thein.
It Will be remembered that during the pre-
Pl 'ess1on we had to give authority to em-

Gy assistant French translators, and it is a
te expensive matter to employ translators

uIPorarily. The committee also /found

that the two gentlemen who did this work,
the Clerk's assistant, and the first French
translator, had more work than they could
do, and in addition to all that, the com-
mittee found that in the case of illness of
either one of these gentlemen, or anything
worse than that, the Senate would be with-
out any French translator and it would be
a drawback to the work of the session.
They came to the conclusion that it would
be in the interests of the Senate that some
person should be employed who would be
coming forward to fill a gap in case of an
accident of that kind, and perform the duties
that were discharged this year by extra men
who had to be employed. Then we come to
Nos. 10 andl1 :

The clerk of private bills shall perforin also the
duties of clerk of the connittee on the restaur-
ant, and render the necessary assistance in the
supervision of the restaurant and in taking care of
the furnishings thereof.

Your committee recommend that the salary of
Mr. Alexander Soutter, clerk of private bills, be
increased from $1,500 to $1,650 a year, such in-
crease to take effect on and from lst July, 1894.

For a number of years past we have been
in the habit of giving authority to pay $100
to the committee on the restaurant for the
purpose of caretaking of the furnishings,
and it was thought better by the committee
that this should become the duty of the
clerk of private bills, so that we could
abolish that former way of doing it. We here
recommend that he shall perform those duties,
which he has been doing for a number of
years past, and that he shall receive an in-
crease of salary of $150, but I may explain
to the House that this, although it appears
like an increase of $150 is only an increase
of $50 because in future there will not be a
vote set aside for this purpose. Previous to
the last five or six years there was a
great loss of the material that be-
longed to the restaurant, and every session
it was found that a lot of articles were
stolen or lost. Since this system has been
originated we have had very little lost at
all-in fact, I do not think we have lost
anything, and the actual payment that has
been made in this way is a saving of
public money. Now we come to Nos. 12 and
13 and 14 :

Having regard to the long service of Messrs.
Alfred Garneau and Charles T. (ibbs, respectively
first French translator and accountant, and the
important character of their duties, your com-
mittee are of opinion that these gentlemen have
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equitable claims to an increase of salary, and your
committee accordingly recommend :

That the salary of Mr. Alfred Garneau, first
French translator, be increased fromn $1,900 to
$2,000 a year, such increase to take effect on and
fron the lst July, 1894.

That the salary of Mr. Charles T. Gibbs,
assistant accountant, be increased by $100, such
increase to take effect on and fromn the lst of July
1894, and the annual increase of $50 to which he
is now entitled, to continue until $1,5t0 is
reached.

That is that each of them receive $100.
Alfred Garneau has been in the ser-
vice 33 years and is a very efficient officer
and it was thought by the comnittee that
it was nothing but fair that he should
receive an additional $100. The accountant,
Mr. Gibbs, is performing a very important
duty, a duty that requires continued atten-
tion, and he has performed it I believe to
the satisfaction of everybody. His accounts
from year to year are found in excellent
condition, well kept, and the comnittee
were of opinion that he should have a slight
increase of salary. It 'is proposed to give
him an extra $100, and with the natural
increase which comes to him, he will reach
the total amount of $1,500. We next come
to paragraphs 15, 16 and 17:

With a view to improving the discipline in that
branch of the Senate service, your comnittee re-
commemnd that the door-keepers, miessengers and
pages be placed under the supervision of the
Serjeant-at-Arns, who shall havd power to suspend
any member of that portion of the staff for a fort-
night, any longer suspension to be by the Clerk.

The housekeeper or chief msessenger to continue
to direct the staff of messengers, subject to the
supervision and control of the Serjeant-at-Armns.

The staff of permanent msessengers is decidedly
larger than is necessary for the performance of the
work to be done out of session. Your committee
recomnmend that no further appointnents of per-
manent messengers be made until the number of
such inessengers is reduced below five (including
the keeper of the wardrobe, the bank imessenger
and the Speaker's iessenger), and that thereafter
the number of such nessengers shall not exceed
five.

The committee investigated the duties of
messengers and that sort of thing and
learned that they were in the habit of dis-
obeying, to a certain extent, the housekeeper
who had control over them, and that out of

supervision of the Serjeant-at-Arms, and
that the housekeeper should continue tO
direct the other messengers subject to the
supervision and control of the Sergeant-at-
Arns. This will be an experiment which
will, I think, be an improvement over the
past system.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Is the Serjeant-
at-Arms supposed to be here always ?

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I believe he is sUp-
posed to be present all the year. They aIsO
discovered that the staff of permanent mes-
sengers was much larger than there was anY
necessity for, and that there was nothing for
them to do out of the session. They reco"-
mend here that there shall be no more per-
nanent messengers employed until the stag
is reduced below five, and that in the future
they shall not exceed five.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-What is the.
number of permanent messengers I

Hon. Mr. McKAY-We have eight nOW

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-How many ses'
sional ?

Hon. Mr. McKAY-We have five, but 11
the case of a vacancy in the permanent stag
this does not prevent our appointing a ses'
sional messenger if the Senate thinks it
necessary for their accommodation while tley
are here. It simply reduces the permanenV
staff when death occurs. Then we cone tO
eighteen:

In consequence of the proposed reduction of the
staff of permanent messengers, it is recomielnte
that Moïse Gagnon, appointed provisionally at the
close of last session, be not placel upon the perrn
nent list, but that he be paid at the rate of er
year up to the 13th of June, 1894, and be thereaftee
a sessional messenger.

Finding that there were too many per-
manent messengers, we thought it Was out
of place for us to ratify the appointrnen t

that was made during the recess, and this
messenger will continue after the 30th June
as a sessional messenger. Then we have
No. 19 :

session tiiere was very little control or mai-
agement at all. They appear to have come It shah be the duty of every officer and exnploYj
and gone just to suit themselves, and with to obey and show respect to ail bis snperifrs Y

tisat knowledge before then thse committee it shall also be his duty to report any negligenor
or wrong-doing on the part of any other officer a

o nthat it would be better te employee, so that the sane nay be dealt Wita
place the direct management under the the case nay be.

(SENATE]650



[JULY 4,1894] 651

We have heard objections already to
the flrst part of it. It has been said that
the Second part of that clause was objection-
able, but I want to point out the meaning
of it, and it is this, that we have junior
clerks in this House, one of whom is an
ssistant to the Clerk of French Journals.We have a junior clerk who is general

assistant to everybody. If one of those
'tien should neglect bis duties, we believe
that one of those officers should report him
to the clerk who has charge of the whole
staff It has been objected that this is

s 8ystem of espionage, but I maintain that
'is not. It is simply a request of the

O$cer to report to the clerk if any officer is
'lot doing his duty.

lion. Mr. OGILVIE-As you read itthere it is just putting them as spies on each
other.

.ion. 'Mr. McKAY-No, I maintain it
rot. Then No. 20 is as follows :

t Your conunittee reconimend that the expendi-
oreof a sum not exceeding one hundred and fifty

eu ars($150) be authorized for the purpose of
pleting, as far as possible, the sets of Provincial

tuites assed before Confederation, required for
1in the Law Clerk's office.

he last clause will be the winding up of
that old state of things, the item of SI 00 tothe committee. This is the last time it will
4PPear if this report is adopted, but we had
thO. lake this provision in order to settle up
this last year.

lion. Mr. ALLAN-I should like to ask
the chairian of the committee the reasons
for that clause giving charge of the super-

of the messengers, etc., to the Ser-
Jealt-at-Arms ? I have no doubt whatever
that that gentleman would discharge anyuty of the kind very well indeed. It is
tIot Ont that ground that I object, but it

ems to me that it is passing over the
TSher of the Black Rod who, I understand,

a'Inks before the Serjeant-at-Arms as an
Ohcer of this House. Not only that but
the sher of the Black Rod is charged with
the direction of the arrangement of the
thatber, issuing tickets and everything of
thet kd both at the prorogation and at

opening of Parliament and it seems to
e that it would be veryinconvenient, inview

f the duties committed to him, that there
should be a divided authority of that kind.
Moreover, the Usher of the Black Rod is a

resident in the building-he is therefore on
the spot. With regard to the Serjeant-at-
Arms, I assume that he is not here generally
during the greater part of the summer, when
the House is not in session, and therefore
would not be in a position to carry out
those duties during the vacation. J desire
it to be distinctly understood that in bring-
ing this matter up I have no doubt what-
ever that the Serjeant-at-Arms would dis-
charge any such duties thoroughly and
efficiently, but it is due to the officer-I
think I am correct in that respect-who
ranks before him that some reason should be
given for passing him over and assigning a
duty to the Serjeant-at-Arms which should
be discharged by the Usher of the Black
Rod.

Hon. Mr. McKAY-I am not in a posi-
tion to go into the matter fully, but I may
mention that both the sub-committee and
the general committee consented to this
unanimously. There was no dissenting
voice.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The remarks
made by the hon. gentleman from Toronto
with regard to the Serjeant-at-Arms having
supervision over the messengers and other
employees, was a suggestion that I made to
the chairman myself. The Serjeant-at-
Arms is not supposed to be here during the
recess, and those duties more properly de-
volve on the Usher of the Black Rod,
whose functions renders it necessary that
he should have control of the messengers in
this House. If he would take upon him-
self the duty, I think it would be more con-
sistent with his office that he should have it
than the Serjeant-at-Arms. Although the
committee seem to have been unanimous in
the matter, that may not have occurred to
them, otherwise there might have been a
difference of opinion upon it. I am glad to
see the general staff of messengers is not
to be increased. It is important that the
committee should always with regard to the
sessional messengers and also the permanent
staff, consider the young men who come in
here as pages. Many of them are too am-
bitious to remain, but those who wish to
stay in the service are so thoroughly trained
to know the members of the House and the
duties and requirements of the position that
they are certainly the best men to make
sessional messengers and later, when we can
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further advance them, make permanent
messengers. V ery often we get men here
who are not properly trained for sessional
messengers. They are no doubt desirous of
doing all they can, but their training is not
such as would adapt them to the duties
they have to discharge. Hereafter 1 think
any page who becomes too large for the
duties of a page should be appointed first, as
they are better adapted for the position of
sessional messengers.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-
Although I am a member of the Committee
on Contingencies, I was not a inember of the
sub-committee where those changes alluded
to here were made and I think that
the remarks which have been made by the
hon. member from Toronto are very much
to the point. I an not aware that the Usher
of the Black Rod has neglected any of the
duties which have been assigned to him in
the past. I have not heard any complaint
against him--he may have beeni guilty of in-
discretions which I am not aware of, but I
think it is hardly fair, it is not in fact in ac-
cordance with our general course, to place
an inferior officer over one who is in a higher
position.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The report does not
recommend anything of the kind.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-You
assign duties to the Serjeant-at-Arms which
it appears to me should be assigned to the
Usher of the Black Rod.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is a different
thing altogether. We assign to him duties
which have been largely performed by the
housekeeper.

Hon. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)-The
Usher of the Black Rod lives in the House
and is always here on the spot. I am not
aware that the Serjeant-at-Arms does live
here. Therefore it appears to me that he
would not have the same opportunity in
maintaining discipline. I arn therefore sorry
thar. the duty has not been assigned to the
Ujsher of the Black Rod instead of the
Serjeant-at-Arms.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-As a member of
that committee, I wish to state what I be-
lieve to have been the intention of the con-
mittee in this matter. It was not intended

in any way to slight the Usher of the Black
Rod nor to override his powers or ignore him
in any way in this matter. He was looked
upon as an officer, appointed by His Excel-
lency by Order in Council, and not an oficer
over whom this House had full authoritY,
and as it was necessary that we should give
some person authority over the servants of
the House, we took one of our own servants
for that purpose. That is the reason that
determined the committee in giving M.r.
LeMoine charge over the messenzers in this
House. There was nobody before of his
standing and position and authority whO
had charge over the messengers and pages
in this House, and this change was thought
advisable. There is another paragraph il'
the report to which I do not wish to make
objection, but I must confess that when it
was adopted I did not give it sufficient
attention. It is giving the oficers directiOn
to report one another.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Hear, hear; I
object to that very much.

Hon. :U r. ANGERS-The officer who has
charge of a branch should report to the
Clerk of the House and the clerk to the
chairman of the committee any breaches of
duty on the part of those under him, but it
was not the intention that an officer belolg-
ing to one branch should be a spy or ha«Ve
supervision over an officer of another branch
to see whether he was doing his duty or not.
I believe it was not the intention of the
committee to do that. We did not intend
to excite jealousy or ill-feeling, but we
tended that the superior officer in charge o
a branch should report those under him who
might neglect their duty. As a member of
that conmmittee, and as I concurred in the
report, it would perhaps be unbecoming o
my part to withdraw my consent to it, bUt
if it is possible to improve the language O
it, I as a member of the committee, sha
accept the anendment very gracefully.

Hon. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)--The
direction in the report would have a ten-
dency to destroy the esprit de corps which
should exist in every service. It would be
a pity if a system of espionage were est-
blished which that clause would have a te-
dency to do. It is desirable that the lan-
guage of that clause should be changed.
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Ilon. Mr. BOLDUC-Before the report been dismissed. He was never properly ap-
adopted, I wish to call the attention pointed.

of the House to paragraph 18 which recom- 1
rnends the dismissal of Moïse Gagnon. I Hon. Mr. BOLDLC-All the appoint-
suPpose the committee has not decided to ments made by the Speaker were ratified by
Unake a reduction in the number of perma- the committee.
1nent inessengers without being advised by
the head officer of the House. I have no Hon. Mr. McJINES (B.C.)-I do not
objection to the redùction of the number of rise to find fault with anything the report
Ulessengers if it is found to be advisable, but contains, but to find some little fault be-
0ole thing to which I object, is that a man cause it does not contain more. Several
should be dismissed without any warning what- recommendations have been made by the
ever. If I am correctly informed, that man sub-committee and endorsed by the coin-
Gagnon was appointed on the 2nd day of mittee. The first recommendation is to in-
April last year by his honour the Speaker on crease the salary of Mr. Garneau, a gentle-
the death of Archambault. The appoint- man who has been in the service some 32
nent had to be ratified by the committee. years, a very good and efficient officer. The
b au informed that this man Gagnon has recommendation to increase his salary by
been employed during the whole year as a, $100 was unanimously accepted by the
Permanent messenger, and now, if he is dis- general committee. Then it was proposed

sed without an y warning a aal, I believe to increase the salary of Mr. Soutter by
.s not fair to the man. Gagnon, before $150, or more properly speaking by $50,

.elng employed by the Speaker, was a ses- because he had been receiving for several
sional messenger and there is a great differ- years $100 for taking care of the silverware
ence between the pay of a sessional messenger of the restaurant and other articles, but it
a'nd that of a permanent messenger. More- was thought advisable by the sub-committee,
Over, this man Gagnon, I am informed, was and the general committee endorsed their
Paid a salary of $600 a year during the time view, that his salary should be fixed at an
he has worked as a permanent messenger, increased rate of $150 a year. Then came

out of this he has had to pay $26.19 to Mr. Gibbs, the accountant, another worthy
the superannuation fund, which sum be and very estimable employee of the Senate.
Would not have been obliged to pay had it The recommendation is that his salary should
lot been for his appointment as a perma- be increased by $100. J am only sorry that

'lent miessenger. Now, if instead of being paid the recommendation was not to increase it
as a permanent messenger, Gagnon had been by $200, and even if it had been so in-
Paid as a sessional messenger, he would have creased his valuable and important services
received $100.13 more than he is receiving. would be underpaid. But there was another
f the House decide that the number of per- employee of this House whose merits

rluanent messengers must be reduced I have and interests are entirely overlooked, a
no objection, but I think it would be only gentleman who has been in the public ser-
fair to Gagnon that be should be employed vice of Canada for over 35 years. That
for some months longer. If he had known gentleman is our postmaster. He, I believe,
that he was to be dismissed, he might have was engaged in the old parliament of Canada
been able to look about for employment else- some eight or nine years before Confedera-
Where. It is too late to do that now. Ga- tion, and I am credibly informed that ever

on might have been employed until the since Confederation be has acted in a very
th day of March la st as a permanent mes- trustworthy and proper manner. He is

Senger, and during the present session of obliging and ready to give such assistance
Parliament as a sessional messenger; I believe and information to Senators as he possesses.
that Would be only just. If you are going I. felt so strongly on the matter that I took
to dismiss hin at the end of the session, he the liberty of moving in the committee that
should be entitled at least to the pay of a his salary be increased by $100, and my
.essionial messenger during this session motion was defeated by only two votes. I
'flstead of being paid at the rate of a per- inferred from the close division that the

rant messenger. feeling was largely in favour of an increase
of his salary, and that is why I propose to-

Ion. Mr. KAULBACH-He has not day to move that his salary be increased by
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at least by $100. In order to show the
reasons why I think it is only just and fair
that his salary should be increased, I will
draw the attention of hon. gentlemen to the
fact that in the House of Commons the
postmaster receives a salary of $1,700. Now
I see no good reason why this difference
should exist.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I rise to a question
of order. The matter now before the House
is the report of the Committee on Contin-
gent Accounts and Internal Economy. The
hon. gentleman has announced that he
proposes to move that an addition be made
to the salary of the postmaster. That
would not be an amendment to the report.
The report does not deal with the post-
master's salary at all, and therefore the
resolution which the hon. gentleman
proposes to move cannot be an amendment
to the report. His Honour the Speaker must
know that it is not an amendment, because
it does not in any way change the report.
The report stands entire even if this resolu-
tion does pass. The proper way for the hon.
gentleman, if he wishes to secure an increase
for the postmaster, is to move a separate
motion.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-The reason
why I have taken this position is this :
I was rather suspicious that my hon. friend
from Halifax would raise the question of
order, and I think I can establish to the
satisfaction of the Speaker that I am in
order. I would refer hon. gentlemen to the
Debates of last year, when a report of a
similar character was made by the Con-
tingent Accounts Committee, recommending
that the sessional messengers of the
Senate be paid $250, the amount they
generally receive. I find on page 454 of the
Debates of last year the following:

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Before adopting that
report I beg to call the attention of the Senate to
the 6th paragraph. Your connittee recomnend
that these sessional niessengers be paid the suni of
$250 for their services during the present session.
That is equal to paying messengers $125 per
nionth.

And the hon.gentleman concluded by moving
that the 6th paragraph of the report be
struck out. That amendment was discussed
.and a division was taken on it, and the motion
of the leader of the House was sustained.
Consequently I claim that if an hon. gentle-

man, whether he be the leader of the House
or a private member, can move that a certaill
portion of a report be eliminated or ex-
punged, it is just as competent for a me]I-
ber of the House to move that an additioh'
be made to the report.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Not at all: that
was an alteration of the report.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-It was eli-
minating an entire clause from the report.
I want to add a clause, and with the per-
mission of the House I will read it, and then
speak to the motion. It is as follows:

That the report be not now adopted, but that it
be amended hby adding the following clause : That
the salary of John B. Myrand, postniaster of the
Senate, be umcreased by S100, such increase to take
effect on and from the 1st July, 1894.

When I was interrupted I was proceeding
to show the great disparity between the
salary of the postmaster of the House of
Commons and the postmaster of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentlelian
can only speak to the question of order
until it is disposed of.

The SPEAKER-My opinion is that the
motion would be in a better form if it pro'
posed that the report be referred back tO
the conmittee with instructions to muake
the increase referred to. I do not see any
great objection to the ainendment as it th
but the form that I recommend is de
better one.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-It is within
my recollection and it must be within the
recollection of hon. gentlemen in this House
-that on several occasions reports colig
from the Contingent Accounts Committee
here have been dealt with in preciselY t.e
same manner as I propose to deal with this
one.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Is my hon
f riend objecting to the decision of the Chair

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-No.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Then it is not
the question before the House.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I do not see how nIl
hon. friend's motion can be considered i.'
order. It is referring to a matter which is
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'ot in any way in the report ; and if he
Iishes to bring that forward it seems to me

the Only correct way of doing it would be to
take the suggestion of his honour the
Ipeaker, and move that the report be re-
ferred back.

lon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I intend
doing so; but I was merely mentioning the
faet, before accepting the decision of his.
honour the Speaker, that I recollect several
Occasions in this House when the same
course was pursued. However, I will accept
the suggestion made, and amend my motion
'i that way. When interrupted I was calling
the attention of the Senate to the fact that
1n the Commons the postmaster has a salary
of $1,700 ; he has an assistant who receives
e900, and during the session he has six
extra clerks who receive no less than $4 per
day each. The sessions, as we are all aware,
generally average about four months, and at
30 days in the month, it would amount to
$480 that each of these extra clerks would
reeeive. The Senate pays its postmaster
$1,300. It may be stated-in fact I have
heard it suggested by some hon. gentlemen-
that the duties of the postmaster here are
certainly very limited compared with those
Of the postmaster in the Cominons. I want
to disabuse the minds of those hon. gentle-
ITien of that idea. The postmaster of the
Senate is here precisely the same number of
hours that the postmaster in the House of
Com3mons is.

Som1e Hon. MEMBERS-No, no.

1 on. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-During the
tine that this House is in session, the post-
Mllaster remains at his post until the House
adjourns. In the House of Commons after
10 O'clock there is only one man left in
charge ; all the others leave. They are free
from duty at 10 o'clock ; and I think it is
taxing the energy and the patience of our
Potmaster too much to require him to be
here f rom 6 in the morning until 10 oclock
at light, or later than that if we are in
session. Those are the principal reasons why
1 think in all fairness that his salary should

e increased at least by $100. There are
Other officials of the Senate who are paid
precisely the same amount that is paid to
corresponding officers in the other Chamber ;
Why should we make this great difference
between the postmaster of the Commons and

the postinaster of the Senate, when I venture
to say, without making any reflection what-
ever on the postmaster of the Commons.
that our official does twice or three times as
much work, the postmaster of the Commons
has the responsibility, but his labour is per-
formed by his assistant and by the extra
clerks. I therefore move that the report be
not now adopted but that it be referred
back to the comniittee with instructions to
increase the postmaster's salary by $100
from the 1st July, 1894.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not rise for the
purpose of questioning in any way the effi-
ciency of the Senate postmaster. I do not
think any one has questioned that. This
sub-committee was appointed for the purpose
of considering the organization of the Senate
staff; it was not appointed for the purpose
of dealing with the salaries of the officers of
the House generally. There were several
officers whose salaries we thought might be
increased if we were dealing specially with
that subject ; but in the course of our
investigations we came across one or two
cases-the case of Mr. Garneau for in-
stance-where it was quite clear that an offi-
cer had been under-paid for a long time,
and we recommended a trifling increase in
his pay. The increase in Mr. Soutter's pay
is only $50, and it is hardly worth speaking
of. Then, with respect to Mr. Gibbs, the
coinmittee were satisfied that he was doing
a great deal more work than was indicated
by his title. I believe that, with the ex-
ception of, perhaps, the Clerk's assistant,
Mr. Gibbs is the hardest worked officer in
the service of the Senate, and his health has
suffered from his application to his duty.
There were several other officers who
thought they had claims to increase of
salary, but neither the sub-committee nor the
committee thought this was the time to deal
with the question of salaries generally. The
feeling was that that question could stand
over until next session, and every case would
then be considered on its merits. I regret
that the hon. gentleman from British Col-
umbia has not thought well to allow the
matter to remain until then, when it could
be dealt with. My own impression is that
if the matter had been allowed to stand, the
claims of the postmaster would receive gen-
erous consideration in the House. I do not
think we need trouble our heads much with
these comparisons with the officers of the
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Commons. We do not know just what the
duties of the officers in the other House are,
and at any rate we are dealing with our own
officers, and we generally deal with them
independently of the practice of the Com-
mons. Our postmaster received an increase
of $200 in 1891. That is three years
ago. Up to that time he had not pro-
posed to resign because his salary was in-
sufficient. It was never understood that
his pay was insufficient previous to that
time. We gave him an increase then and he
was satisfied. Now inorder to'enable hon.gen-
tlemen to form some idea as to the onerous
nature of the duties of our postmaster, allow
me to call the attention of the House to this
fact, that up to a few months ago our post-
master lived in the city of Quebec. He
came here shortly before the opening of each
session, and he left two or three days after
the close of the session. He was practically
here about as long as we ourselves were
here.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-And paid
a substitute during the recess.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am very glad the
hon. gentleman has made the suggestion. I
do not think it is right to talk of things of
that sort. but as the hon. gentleman has
suggested it, I may say our postmaster paid
another officer to discharge his duties dur-
ing the whole of the recess. What did he
pay him? i He paid him 840 for the work
during the recess, and that gives us some
indication of the onerous character of the
duties of our postmaster during the recess.
It would have been much better for my hon.
friend and for the postmaster of the Senate
to have let this matter rest and let the Com-
mittee deal with it next year.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Why did
you deal with the other matters?

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is perfectly absurd
to compare our postmaster with Mr. Gibbs,
who is here all the year round discharg-
ing duties of an onerous character, requir-
ing great skill and knowledge, and discharg-
ing them in the most admirable way. You
can take any man off the street who can
read and write and he is able to discharge
the duties of postmaster; but it is not so
with the duties of accountant. The
bon. gentleman knows that Mr. Gibbs
discharges a great many other duties than

those in connection with the accounts, and
it is absurd to institute a comparisol
between those two officers. There is hardly
an instance where the Committee of In-
ternal Economy, having considered a matter
fully and reported it to this House, aid
any member has moved for an increase be-
yond what was proposed in the report. The
case to which the hon. gentlemal
from British Columbia referred, which
occurred last year, is not analogous. f n
that instance the leader of the Government
in this House moved to reduce the amounlt
recommended by the committee. Where the
committee have given the* matter their
consideration, and particularly where theY
have not rejected the proposal but have
decided to allow the matter to stand over
till next session, which will not be more
than six months hence, it is a mistake to
bring it up.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I should say, in
order to recognize the difference between
these two oflicers, that we had better
increase Mr. Gibbs's salary.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I did not
compare Mr. Gibbs with our postmaster
My comparison as with the postnastero
the Commons. It is said that our postmaster
lived in Quebec continuously until a few years
ago ; I would ask where is the postmnaster
of the Commons or his assistant during
the six or eight months when Parliament iS

not in session ?

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-I did not conJ'
plain of the motion to increase the postlas-
ter's salary, but if there is a discrepallcy
between his and Mr. Gibbs's salary. I thia
Mr. Gibbs's should be increased to $1,500.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It is a great pitY
that the committee did not deal generously
in the matter of salaries. f was a menfber
of that committee but was not present. If f
had been there, I should have endeavoured
to have this vexed question of salaries o
employees settled once and for ever.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We have settled i
once and for ever about fifty times, and fur
ther, the Committee on Contingencies passed
a resolution, which was adopted by the
House, to the effect that any application for
an increase of salary would be regarded as a
resignation.
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1Ion. Mr. CLEMOW-That may be true
ellough, but the hon. gentleman admits that
lext year he is willing to enter into the
Matter and consider it. That shows that he
believes there is some inequality or some
difference which should be recognized,
and remedied, and the sooner it is done
the better. We should go to work as
con]nercial men and establish a basis
and let the officers know what they
may expect, and there will be no difficulty.
It is a very unpleasant matter, and we do
nlot wish to cast a slur on one man or
arother. Some men may receive more than
You think they are worth, but that is part
of the system. It is also true that you
flight get men at the present time to per-
form:n the duties for a much less sum, but
that is not the way to look at the matter.
You should say the limit shall be $1,400 or
$,500 or whatever it may be, and keep it
there. With respect to this increase of $100,
the committee should be able to judge
Whether this man is worth $100 additional
salary or not, and when they arrive at a
certain limit it should rest there, and there
should be no further increase of any kind
Whatever. That would be the businesslike

ay of doing it, and you would save your-
8elves trouble and relieve yourselves of this
dificult task of contrasting one man's duties
With those of others each year. With
reference to the question raised by the hon.
gentleman from Toronto, there is a good
deal Of force in it. I do not wish to say
one disparaging word of the Serjeant-at-
abls. He is worthy of the position and
ble to carry out the duties imposed on him,
ut there is no question that the Usher of

thee Ilack Rod is constantly on the pre-

lon. Mr. POWER-I have to rise to a
question of order. The question is the
arnendment of the hon. gentleman from
Býritish Columbia.

lion. Mr. CLEMOW-You say eight
1e8sengers are employed now, but we are
going to reduce it to five. There is no busi-4ess about that. You should fix the num-
ber I ay say that I propose to move an

endmaent after the present one is voted on.

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-It would be
quite impossible to fix a salary which would

an We could not name a fixed salary
42

which would not be open to alteration or
amendment at any session of the House.
That has been tried and been violated. We
know that sometimes we cannot resist the
importunities of our employees. With
regard to our postmaster, I shall have to
support this motion, because I believe we
have not a better or more efficient officer or
one more desirous of doing all he can for the
accommodation of members. Still, it might
be as well to leave it over for another session.
I do not approve of comparisons between
officers of this House and officers of the other
Chamber. The hon. gentleman from Victoria
says the postmaster comes here at 6 o'clock
in the morning and remains till 8 at night.
The hon. gentleman is in error in that state-
ment, because I know the postmaster is not
here at six o'clock.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I do not rise to op-
pose any recommendation in this report. I
have no enemies about this House nor have
I any favourites ; but I cannot help saying,
from my observation of the results of the
actions of the Contingency Committee for
many years that I have been here, that
it is not satisfactory to me. I find that a
large percentage of the business done on
that committee hs been the result of favour-
itism. I do not refer to the present com-
mittee, but I have known of favouritism in
the past. Those who carried the most in-
fluence in that committee invariably got
such salaries and advantages for their friends
as caused dissatisfaction to others. I know
of one case where an application was made
for a junior clerk. The father of the clerk
was satisfied and arranged to take $1.50 a
day during the session. I happened to be at-
tending that committee at the time, and was
aware that both the father and the clerk were
well pleased with the salary, and it was said
it was a very handsome thing. The boy was
only here on his vacation, but when the ses-
sion came to be wound up and it was avery long
one-I was present in the committee and by
some means or other, instead of paying that
lad $1.50 it was ordered that he should get
$3 a day, which was paid to him. That ap-
peared to me a very bad system of doing
business, and although I do not oppose any
recommendation in this report, I think that
we should have some uniform system by
which justice should be done to everybody
and no favouritism should be shown to some-
at the expense of others. I shall support
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the amendment because I think the case of
our postmaster should be considered as well
as the cases of others if salaries are to be
dealt with, and J do not think the argument
of the hon. gentleman f rom Halifax is a
good one that this is only a partial and
temporary revision of salaries. If there is
to be any revision at all, it is the duty of
the committee to make it general. I would
like to ask who was the party who controlled
and directed the messengers about this
Senate since I came here 1 I am not aware
that there was ever any fault found with
the man who controlled them, and do J un-
derstand that there is a division of the
power of controlling them now.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The head messen-
ger was supposed to have control, but it
was found necessary to give him more
authority.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Is he going to have
more authority?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think the hon.
gentleman is quite out of order in referring
to this.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I never found any
fault with the housekeeper and always found
him obliging. I always found him a well-
disposed and honest man and I do not think
we should appoint any one over him without
just cause. I have no fault to find with the
recommendation, because our Serjeant-at-
Arms is a very proper person and entitled to
due respect in the matter, but I do not like
the idea of giving any preference. I know
from my observation of the way these mat-
ters have been conducted that these altera-
tions were not on a uniform basis, but
through the power and influence of influen-
tial members, and it would give me the
most complete satisfaction if a uniform sys-
tem, such as was suggested by the late
lamented Mr. Abbott, could be carried out.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I am a member of
the committee who dealt with these salaries,
and I must say that I concur in the report.
Hon. gentlemen speak about having these
appointments made on business principles,
with some fixed rule. I do not hesitate to
say that in my opinion, if the Bank of Eng-
land did their business on the principles we

follow here, they would break in six months.
I am willing to pay these men good salaries,
but nearly every one of them gets more than
he would in any other business. That is the
great fault of the country to-day. We are
complaining of hard times and yet we pay
our officials twice the amount they could
earn at anything else. I am here to do the
business of the country as I think it should
be done, regardless of fear and favour. Since
that report was made the postmaster bas not
smiled at me, and I want to tell the post-
master or any other official of the House
that I shall vote regardless of him or any
other person. I voted against that salary
being increased. I think it quite enough.
It is as much as any Senator in this House
gets. He can go home when the session is
over the same as I do.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-He cannot do that.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-He has the door-
keeper who can do the work for him for $40
for the recess, as he did before.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I did not
say he hired him for that.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-Well he did. fie
bas been in the habit of going to Quebec to'
reside and returning here in time to per-
form his duties during the session. I have
no fault to find with the way he performns
his duties, but we are the custodians of the
public money. It is not our duty to increase
salaries because men want to have them in-
creased. The other increases are proper to
be made. The officials are competent men>
it took years of study and scholarship to
qualify them for the duties they performued,
and they do their work in a manner that is
creditable to the country. It is nothing
but right that those men should have an in-
creased salary ; they could earn the sa%0e
money if they were pursuing their callifg
outside. But what special qualification is
required for the postmaster? Any conllon
man can fill that position. He has not had
to go through college ; he does not require a
superior education, and you are giving hir
for three or four months as much salary as
you would give a man who has a colleg
education. I want to do what is right, and
I want to do it above board, but I think
when we are paying this man $1,300 for the
duties he performs we are paying h'ffi
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'iough, and I think that we could get half
f len to do the work as well as it is done

Tr half the pay they are getting to-day.
hese messengers are getting $2.50 a day,

""'d it is too much, more than they can earn
at any other business. Public money should

e deait with as honestly and fairly as any
Other money, and I have no hesitation in
%ing that if any commercial institution in
his Country would undertake to do business

W we do it, they would undoubtedly fail.
e salaries we are paying are too much.

It being six o'clock, the Speaker left thechair.

After Recess.

lion. Mr. PERLEY resumed his speech.
e said: When the House rose I was

%Pfý4king about the proposed increases of
ary. I might say that whilst the duty,
sof me extent; is a disagreeable one to me

nd fii ault with, or opposing an increase
thj salary to any official, I nevertheless feel
iat it is my duty, and I have always made

a point, ever since I have been made a
emnber of Parliament, to give such votesa I believe to be in the interest of the

conUtry and do that which I thought was
8t and right. That is the principle which
actes me on this occasion. I could not
suatify myself in going back to the people if
'oted for an increase of salary to this

ocer. In fact if the question of salaries
e up again, I would not feel myself

oJutfed in voting for the salaries that some
ers get, because I think it is out of pro-

Portion to what they should receive. I
<lld take you down to the post office in
tri city and find you competent and well

1ed Men, who have passed the civil
I!r1ce examination, who work the whole
r round for $800. Yet we give a man

th,300 for working three or four months in
el, Year ; there is no equality in the business.
pa enate is no place to give exorbitant

fres for anything that is to be performed
b:.8 Everything should be conducted onUsines.4 Principles here as well as elsewhere.
a'y Own town, and on all the line of rail-

he from the eastern border of Manitoba to

er Western boundary of the territories,
eary pos8tmaster gets only $400 or $500 per
o - and he has to keep his office from

Cas ng to night the year round. Take a
mny own district. The postmaster in
42J

my own town, who does nothing else but
attend to the post office and furnishes the
post office himself, gets $400 per year. He
is not only postmaster, but he has the man-
agement of the post office savings bank and
money order office.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Has he any
other occupation ?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-No.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-Does he
keep store?

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-No. I have had
the greatest difficulty in inducing the Min-
ister of Agriculture to get a young man at
$40 a month to work all day long all the
year round. I find it is with great difficulty
that I can get any man's salary raised higher
than $40 or $50 per month for doing a
whole year's work. I say there is no equality
in it, and I do not think hon. gentlemen
who vote for this increase would do it if
they had to pay the bill out of their own
pockets. The amount is exorbitant-it is
beyond what is right and what lion. mem-
bers would do themselves in the management
of their own affairs. I do not think it is
right for us to handle the public money in
any different spirit from the way we would
handle our own money. I have no fault to
find with the officers for the manner in
which they discharge their duties, but how-
ever well they may discharge them the ratas
which we are paying are in excess of what
they are entitled to receive, and I do not
think the country would justify us in mak-
ing the increase that is proposed. There-
fore, I shall be justified in voting against
the amendment. I believe the report is a
fair and just one. The committee have
taken a great deal of trouble and exercised
a great deal of care in making these recom-
mendations. It would be improper to send
back the report to them. On another oc-
casion, when a report was presented recom-
mending that a certain bill pass, I voted
against the bill, but I also voted against
sending the report back to the committee. I
believe that after a committee exercises
proper care in making a report, it is not
right to send that report back to them.
Therefore I feel justified in voting against
the amendment, in the first place, because I
do not want the report to go back to the
committee, and in the next place because it
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is proposed to increase the salary of an official
who already receives sufficient remuneration.
If I voted for an increase of salary in that
case I would fail in discharging my duty to
the public.

The Senate divided on the amendment,
which was adopted by the following vote:

CONTENTS :

The Honourable Messieurs
Almon,
Angers,
Armand,
Bellerose,
Bernier,
Bolduc,
Boucherville, de
Casgrain,
DeBlois,
Dever,
Dobson,
Guévremont,
Kaulbach,
Landry,

Th
Lougheed,
McClelan,
McKay,

McCallum,
Mclnnes (Victoria),
McLaren,
MeMillan,
Macdonald (P.E.I.),
Merner,
O'Donohoe,
Primrose,
Robitaille,
Ross (Speaker),
Sullivan,
Thibaudeau,
Wark.-27.

NON-CONTENTS:

Honourable Messieurs
Perley,
Power,
Read (Quinté).-6.

INTEREST ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (139) " An Act
further to amend the Revised Statutes
respecting Interest."

(In the Committee.)

On the 4th clause,
Hon. Mr. POWER-I have some doubt

as to whether we have the right to pass this
clause. We have a right to say that a judg-
ment shall bear interest, but I do not think
we have a right to say that " every judg-
ment, decree, rule or order of- any court
whatsoever in any civil proceeding, etc."
shall have the effect of a judgment under
this Act. That is a matter for the court.
I have grave doubts as to our right to pre-
scribe that. It is for the court to say
whether the rule, order or decree, shall have
the effect of a judgment.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I think this clause
is within our power and is a consequence of
the second clause. It simply enacts that
every judgment, decree, rule or order shall
mean a judgment under the sense of the se-
cond clause, which says that every judgment
shall bear interest at the rate of six per

cent per annum. It means no more than
this-to define what a judgment is. Of
course if it is in a criminal court, if it is &
punishment it can only apply to a sum Of
money and it stipulates that if it is a sum of
money interest shall bear the date of the de-
cree.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN, from the col-
mittee, reported the bill without amend-
ments.

The bill was then read the third time
and passed.

CONSOLIDATED REVENUE ANP
AUDIT ACT AMENDENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Conimit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (127) "An Act to
amend the Consolidated Revenue and Audit
Act."

(In the Committee.)

On the first clause,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think the timne le
too short. It might .be that a plaintif
would not get the information on which tO
base his case until after six months from
the time the offence was committed. It
would be a denial of justice in many cases
to make the time so short. I think a year
ought to be the shortest.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-As the new la
now stands, with regard to the customs, the
time nay be even shorter than that.
think six months is ample. How can a 0an
receive such a serious injury and not know
it for six nionths ? I think six month Is
a reasonable limitation.

The clause was adopted.
On subsection 6 clause 1,

Hon. Mr. POWER-The subsection
which we have just adopted provides thati
a defendant succeed in his defence he sha
get all his costs. That is reasonable, and t
provides that although a verdict is givefl for

the plaintiff in any such action, such pla
tiff shall not be entitled to more than
cents damages. I think that is going quît
far enough in favour of the defendant, blIV
this sub-clause says:

If on any information or suit on account of
seizure made by any such officer or person judgmee
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given for the claimant and the court or judge

certifies that there was a probable cause for the
%izure the claimant shall not be entitled to costs
e1d the person who made the seizure shall not be
liable to any indictment, prosecution or suit on
'acUnt thereof.

It seems rather hard, if he gets a verdict
Of the jury, that he cannot get costs.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-I think it is in the
Public interest that an officer, who does not
exceed his duties should not be punished. If
a Person acts in a way to draw suspicion
0n him he should not recover and should
nOt be allowed any advantage. The clause
1s framed in the public interest. It is for the
execution of laws which a great number of
P*Ople try to evade with a view to defraud-
"'g the public treasury. When a man deals
OPenly and fairly, in the ordinary course of
trade and business, he is not liable to
suspicion. But if a man, on the contrary,
departs from the ordinary rule of business
and acts in such a way as to draw suspicion
on him, he should not get any protection.

lion. Mr. POWER-Remember we are
"lot dealing with the Customs Act now. We
hare all sorts of provisions in the Customs
Act to protect officers of the customs in the
discharge of their duty. This is a general
Provision with respect to all officers who
'lay be connected with the revenue. Every-
body knows that in connection with the
Collection of the revenue the officer who in-
forms is entitled to a share of the fine im-
posed upon a person who transgresses the
law. These oflicers have already quite

sufficient inducement to be suspicious of
People and inform on them and have men
accused of violating the revenue law, with-
Out prouiising them, in addition to that, in-
14ulity from any penalty whatever if they
hapPen to be mistaken. If it turns out on
the trial that the merchant whose goods
have been seized was perfectly innocent, and

he succeeds in his action against the re-
enue officer, why should you provide that
a iudge certifies there was probable cause

-and the officer would make it appear
that there was some probable cause-the
officer shall not even pay the costs. It is

by every one who has had anything
O do with our revenue laws, that the law is

Vaore like something we might expect in
tiussia than in a free country, and I do not
think we should extend the provisions of
that law any further than they extend at

the present time. The hon. gentleman may
say that it is in the public interest, but I do
not think it is. As it is now, men who are
carrying on the honest business of the coun-
try, the importers, are dealt with as though
they were one and all men who were doing
their best to defraud the revenue in every
way, and these officers who are on the qi
vive to make seizures are not deserving of
such very tender consideration.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-There is much
to be said in favour of what the hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax has said in reference
to the imposition of penalties under the
customs laws. I am thoroughly in accord
with what he says with regard to the un-
desirability of this particular section. It
appears to me the court is ousted from exer-
cising the usual discretion which it can
exercise in regard to costs, and arbitrary
limits are drawn in this particular case by
which the claimant is absolutely prohibited
from obtaining costs in the event of his suc-
cess, provided the court expresses itself that
there was probable cause. The difficulty I
see in the way is that there is no definition
as to what constitutes probable cause.

Hon. Mr. A NGERS-That is left to the
court.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend
may submit to the House that it is not so
much a question of a law as what the court
itself niay determine to be probable cause.
Let me, in order to demonstrate my point,
cite an illustration; for instance, a customs
officer is informed by a third party that the
claimant has been responsible for some con-
travention of the Customs Act. Now, the
claimant would be in no way responsible for
what the third party might have informed
the customs officer, and yet the court might
be bound to come to the conclusion that the
customs officer was justified in acting upon
the information given by a third party,
although he made no investigation into the
alleged contravention of the Act, except
obtaining the information from the third
party. Under such circumstances as these,
is the claiment to be damnified to the extent
of conducting a very expensive class of liti-
gation against a servant of the Crown by rea-
son of the information given to the customs
officer by the third party and not recover
his costs in the case? Why should the ser-
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vant of the Crown be placed in a better bable cause. Now, the hon. gentleman cited
position, under such circumstances as these one instance of information boing received
than any private individual in the commu- by a third party. He would liko the law W
nity I My observation and experience is say that that is not probable cause, but there
this, in regard to the phraseology of most of are many other instances that no one Cao,
those Customs Acts and the imposition of foresee to-day which may be looked upon as
penalties, that they are usually drawn out probable cause by the court, and it is left t»
from a departmental standpoint. The in- the discretion and the judgment of the cour
terests of the public are seldom considered, in every instance. There are many casee
but they having been drawn from a depart- whero the law provides that when a party
mental standpoint, and are made to operate acta with probable cause he shah not be held
as severely as they possibly can upon the responsible, and that under such circum'-
general public. I therefore think that, in stances he is not hable to damages or W
reference to this particular clause, that costs. I think it is safer, and it has a larger
there should be some qualification insert- scope, to leave it te the discretion of the
ed, and I would suggest to my hon. court, to men trained in appreciating the
friend who is leading the House on this circumstances and the facts and the law
occasion, that in the second line on page such a case, than te try and define it in the
1, that the probable cause should be one Act.
emanating from or for which the claimant
himself is responsible. I can very well Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I should like
appreciate the desirability of putting this te ask why has thero boon omitted frei thle
provision in, should the claimant himself bill the phraseology commen to all such bills;
be responsible for the probable cause narely, "reasonable and probable cause.
which has arisen which has led to the That is a term which is understeod in lae,
seizure. But if the claimant himself is but my hon. friend apparently has omitt9
not responsible in the matter, if he has thefirst part of that term, on which thero
nothing to do with the probable cause which are many authorities, and bas inserted here
has arisen in the mind of the customs a term entirely new.
officer, then why should the claimant be
damnified to the extent I have mentioned? Hon.,Mr. ANGERS-Probable cause i
I therefore suggest to the hon. member that not a term which is new; it is not accon'
he should limit it to that, by inserting after panied by the word "reasonable," but the
" probable cause " the words "for which the omission of one doos not tesson the other e
claimant is responsible." bit. When a thing is reasonable it give

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I believe the answer
to the objection made by the hon. gentle-
man from Calgary is easily found. He as-
sumes that the judge would hold there was
probable cause when a customs officer would
be informed by a third party, and thereupon
make a seizure. I do not know any judge
who would hold that to be probable cause,
and it is always held that if you take for
granted the information given to you by a
third party to be correct, and it turns out to
be untrue and unreliable, that it is not pro-
bable cause. The courts have always held
that you are bound to verify for yourself,
just in the same way that the hon. gentle-
man wishes to have it defined in the law;
and every decision upon what is a probable
cause goes that far, that you have to verify,
and if you fail in proving the truth of an
allegation received from a third party that
you cannot invoke the advantage of pro-

you a probable cause.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Not at all.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-When there is *
probable cause you are relieved from respon'
sibility to a certain extent in cases like the
present, when the public interest require
that you should be freed from responsibili t Y
in damages. Now, it is said that the c'is'
toms laws deal with traders in an unfjuSt
way. Well, I cannot admit that. True
they are rigorous laws, but they are the
same all over the world. They are not gjore
lenient in England, or France, or Germ3anY'
or anywhere else.

Hon. Mr. POWER-They are not as
rigorous in England.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Two wrongs do not
make a right.
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lon. Mr. ANGERS-There is no differ-
ence between the rigour of the Canadian
Statute of Customs and the English Statute.

lon. Mr. POWER-Oh, yes.

lon. Mr. ANGERS-The presumptions
are just the same as they are in England.

Hon. Mr. POWER-You borrow from
the United States.

lon. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentle-
Inan should not reproach us with that; his
Party give us so many examples to copy from
the States.

H0on. Mr. POWER-I never do.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-His friends in the
cOuntry propose that we should copy more
fron the States and especially as to tariff
and customs.

H0on. Mr. POWER-Your tariff is copied
froln the United States much more than
fron England.

lon. Mr. ANGERS-No, because the
Unhlited States have been enabled to make a
tariff so far. We are three months ahead
of them. Will they have a tariff this year?
I doubt it.

lon. Mr. POWER-I do not think the
success of the hon. gentleman's own Govern-
1nent tariff revision this session would justify
hi1f in throwing stones at any other Govern-11lent.

hlion. Mr. ANGERS-I appreciate the
thing very differently, and the members of
the House appreciate it differently, and I
suPPose before two years the public will ap-
preciate it still more. The tariff has been
frarned on very good, sound principles, to
raeet the exigencies of the present, accord-
"'g to the wish and opinion of the public.
t will bring relief in many cases, and it will
reate nio injustice anywhere. As to the

delay, it has taken a few months to do it,
but it was not the Government that took all
the time ; it was the Opposition who
Occupied the time, before they could take in
the tariff. However, I think this bill
rlight remain as it is. I think the words

probable cause " include reasonable cause.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In order to make
assurance doubly sure, would it not be bet-
ter to put in the other I

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentleman
has been complaining of a frivolous amend-
ment made by the House of Commons, and
this would be an amendment of the same
nature.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I do not often agree
with the hon. gentleman from Halifax in his
views, but I do agree with him now wholly
with reference to the customs laws in ex-
istence in the Dominion of Canada at the
present time. I do not think there can be
any more unjust and arbitrary law in the
world. I will mention an instance that will
satisfy you I am right in my assertion. A
short time ago an acquaintance of mine com-
menced to conduct the business of a mer-
chant who had died ; he succeeded to that
business, and he had a credit advanced to
him of from $10,000 to $15,000. The goods
he was dealing in were in a warehouse. He
was in the habit of paying from $100 to
$500 of duties per day into the Customs De-
partiient. He had ceased to be well; he
was his checker and bank clerk himself, and if
he happened to be away or unwell, goods
had to be borrowed out of the warehouse for
that day. There is a warehouse heeper or
locker who stands at the warehouse doors.
It is his business to see that no goods shall
go out until the duty is paid. I think the
merchant has to contribute to that man's
salary some $40 a year; consequent-
ly he is partly that man's servant or officer
just as well as he is the servant of the Gov-
ernment. At all events, this merchant was
absent for two days. Some goods had been
taken out of the warehouse, with the know-
ledge of the locker, on which there would
be $500 duties. Certain of the customs
house officers are very vigilant at present
because they get a share of the seizure, and
it would appear that a certain officer had
gone to the warehouse and found the defi-
ciency of goods. He reported the circum-
stances to his superior officer, and got orders
to have the duties paid or a seizure would
be made. At the time there were some
$10,000 or $15,000 worth of goods in the
warehouse. All the officer had to do
was to intimate to the gentleman that the
duties must be paid before 10 o'clock on the
following morning or else no goods could
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come out, and there was no danger of loss,
because there were $10,000 or $12,000
worth of goods in the warehouse, and every-
thing would go on well, because there was
nothing to be done but to pay the duty.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (Victoria)-
But the locker was wrong.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I think the man
who said we were living under laws as bad
as Russia was perfectly right. That man
was commencing business in the world; his
credit was ruined. Though the man paid
the duties next day, $500, it went round
town that he was robbing the warehouse,
and his creditors came down on him and
made a bankrupt of him and he was fined
$600. I am here at Ottawa for the pur-
pose of getting it back, and I have wasted
my time for two months, and have got
none of it back yet. They got $600 fine
and $500 duties, and lie is a ruined man
to-day. That is a bad state of affairs in
this country. In order that a customs
officer may get a portion of a fine, a mer-
chant must be ruined without redress. It
is costing him more than the fine to look
for redress, but from principle he is most
anxious to justify himself, to get back at
any rate what he conceives he did not owe,
and that is the fine. I have not got it back
yet.

* Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (Victoria)-
What became of the locker ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-He was dismissed,
or removed. There is an incentive given to
an official to get a share of that $600, or
perhaps the whole of it; and there was no
injustice could be done to the country or the
Government. No duty could be lost.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, because they
were found out.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-But there was the
warehouse. There is the position, and I ask
if that is not enough to make men curse their
country. No man who has been treated so
unjustly could love his country.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-There is no man in
that position that would try it again; that
is evident. The whole case lies here; if the
hon. member's friend had not infringed the
law, he would not have been fined, and if lie
had paid on the day lie should have paid, lie
would not have been called to pay the next
day, and there would have been no seizure
upon him. It is not the fault of the law,

but it is the fault of the party who infringed
the law.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not think
we can be too stringent in ou r customs laws.
There is an effort to evade the law in our
country, and unless you are stringent the law
will be a dead letter. It is not a question
of law ; it is a question of fact for the judge
who tries the case, whether there is probable
cause for him making the seizure ; and if the
facts sustain the charge to the satisfaction
of the court, I cannot see where the injus-
tice comes in. Our custoins officials are
timid about doing their work, and there is a
laxity in the district where I reside in hav-
ing the laws executed in the proper way. I
think we should make the law as rigorous
as it can be.

The subclause was agreed to.
Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté), from the coin-

mittee, reported the bill without amend-
ment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

SEIGNIORY OF SALLT
BILL. *

THIRD READING.

ST. LOUIS

The House resolved itself into Committee
of the Whole on Bill (97) " An Act respect-
ing the Seigniory of Sault St. Louis."

Hon. Mr. DEBLOIS, from the commlit-
tee, reported the bill without amendment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

NOVA SCOTIA STEEL CO'S BILL.
SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. McKAY moved the second
reading of Bill (131) "An Act to incor-
porate the Nova Scotia Steel Company, Li-
ited." He said: The object of this bill is to
amalgamate two corporations now working
under letters patent in the province of Nova
Scotia.

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read the second time.

BILLS INTRODUCED.
Bill (151) " An Act respecting the Coi-

mon School Fund."-(Mr. Angers.)
Bill (151) "An Act respecting certain

subsidies granted to the Government of the
province of Quebec by chapter 8 of the
statutes of 1884."-(Mr. Angers.)

The Senate adjourned at 9.07 p.m.

664 [SENATE]



LJULY 5,1894] 665

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, July 5th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
C'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (99) " An Act respecting the St. Law-
'5ence Insurance Company."-(Mr. Ogilvie.)

bill (79) " An Act respecting the St.
eatharines and Niagara Central Railway
Co1Ipany."-(Mr. McCallum.)

OTTAWA AND GATINEAU RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

'Ion. Mr. ALLAN, from the Committee
011 Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, re-
Ported Bill (72) "An Act to consolidate
elnd amend certain Acts relating to the
Ottawa and Gatineau Valley Railway Com-
Pany, and to change the name of the company
tO the Ottawa and Gatineau Railway Com-
PaIy," with an amendment. He said : The
Object of the amendment is this : by section
1, chap. 56 of the statutes of 1893, the
1Onltiac and Pacific Junction Railway Com-
PIny was authorized to construct a bridge
over the Ottawa River at or near the city
of Ottawa. The work was to be conmenced

y the 9th July, 1894. That was the date
In, the bill as introduced, and it was sup-

sed that the royal assent would be given
fore that date, but this bill cannot become

law until after that date, and as the con-
tract between the Ottawa and Gatineau

ailway Company and the Pontiac and
tacific Junction Railway Company provides

r the construction of a bridge, it is neces-
ary to extend the time, as is done by this
ýa1endment, not only for that purpose, but

prevent the Pontiac Pacific Junction
tailway's rights from lapsing.

lon. Mr. CLEMOW moved that the
aeIendment be concurred in.

The Motion was agreed to, and the bill
*as read the third time and passed.

THE FRENCH TREATY.
INQUIRY.

on. Mr. BOULTON rose to
Q11 attention to the provisions of the treaty withrance now before Pariament for ratification, and

ask the Government whether in their opinion the
ratification of tne said treaty would not preclude
the granting any advantages in respect of trade to
any of our sister colonies unless the same advan-
tages were granted to France and to all other coun-
tries with whom we have most favoured nation
treatment ?
He said : I gave notice of this question on
Tuesday last, and it is worth while to draw
public attention to the fact that the question
has practically been answered from the
British House of Commons as appears by a
cable published in to-day's paper. It shows
the intimate relations which already exists
between the various parts of this Empire
and which space cannot obliterate that the
utterances which go forth from the Parlia-
ment of Canada can find a ready reply on
the other side of the Atlantic, in the British
House of Commons, within two days. The
cable to which I refer is as follows :-

London, July 4.-Sir Wm. Vernon Harcourt
made the statement, in the debate on the estate
duties, that it had never been conceded, in connec-
tion with the " most-favoured nation " treatment
in commercial treaties, that the colonies were in-
cluded in the words " other nation or other coun-
try." If true this is most important. in view of
the Ottawa Conference, as showing the power of
all parts of the Empire to make what internal com-
mercial plans they choose wîthout reference to
foreign nations.

That is a practical reply, or perhaps I
might more correctly say, a partial reply to
the question of which I have given notice to
the Government, namely-whether, in their
opinion, the ratification of the said treaty
would not preclude the granting of any ad-
vantages in respect of trade to any of our
sister colonies. Of course that does not
answer the question fully, that has reference
to the most-favoured nations clause in the
treaties that Great Britain has with foreign
nations in which Canada is associated, and
the point that I wished to make was, whe-
ther the most-favoured nations clause as ap-
plied to all those countries would carry with
it the most-favoured nations treatment that
we were giving to France under the present
treaty. If it doe, of course it opens up a
much larger question than the subject of
the treaty itself. I will admit the subject
of the treaty is not as yet before the House,
but we know and presume that it is going to
be brought before us in consequence of the
bill that we find on our desks, which is a
bill prepared for the ratification of the
treaty.

Parliament is going to prorogue probably
next week, and we will be called upon to
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discuss this treaty in ail its bearing before
then, and the object that I have in bring-
ing forward this question is that we may
ascertain exactly what are ail the conditions
and what is the basis upon which we are
asked to give our votes in support of the
passage of this treaty. We are one and ahl
proud to say that there is sitting here in
Ottawa, to-day a conference which has met
for the purpose of devising ways and means
by which the unity of ail the colonies with
Great Britain can be consummated in a man-
ner that is satisfactory to one another and
that is capable of extending that valuable,
and powerful influence which the British
constitution bas been enabled to extend to,
ail parts of the world. There is a possibility
that very great and valuable results may
spring out from this conference, which is the
commencement probably of a series of con-
ferences, which may lead to more extended
trade relations and more extended benefits
which we as Canadians may enjoy as part of
the great whole which extends over the
whole world. Great Britain as a free trade
country has always acted upon the principle
-at least since 1846, when she abandoned
protection -that ail she required was a fair
field and no favour. She did not ask for
any favours from foreign nations ; she
did not ask for any reciprocity treaty from,
foreign nations; she merely wished to have
it understood that in her trade relations
with the rest of the world other foreign na-
tions would not give dîscriminatory benefit
to her commercial rivals as against ber indus-
trial population. In that spirit she bas ai-
ways sought to negotiate what is called most-
favoured nation treaties, that is to say in con-
sideration for certain concessions or advant-
ages, or possibly merely for an interchange
of that civility, she bas merelyasked thatthat
nation will enter into no negotiations with
other countries that will discriminate against
ber industrial population in their trade. In
consideration of those most-favoured nation
treaties she bas allowed ber markets to re-
main open without any fear or favour, to
foreign nations, and further any country
that came under a British protectorate or
was annexed by Great Britain or was part of
the British Empire she asked no advantages
from which were not fully accorded other na-
tions. The result of that policy bas been
remarkable aseverybody knowsin the growth
of ber trade, the accumulation of wealth in
ber centres and the advantage of ail concer-

ned. However, it is not the trade question
that I wish to impose upon the attention Of
the House at the present moment. It is how
far the treaty that we are now called upol
to discuss affects most-favoured nation trea-
ties and affects one of the questions that the
conference that is now met in Ottawa is cal-
led upon to deal with, and that is trade rela-
tion> among ourselves as component parts of
the British Empire. Sir Vernon Harcourt
has told us in those words that appear
to have corne over the cable that
where most-favoured nation treaties are
spoken of the word nation does not divide
up Canada and the Colonies from One
another, or from Great Britain, that it does
not interfere with a perfect intercommunica-
tion between one another for trade relations
so far as most-favoured nation clauses are
concerned, but there are two clauses as ho'-
ourable gentlemen know in the treaties Of
the Zollverein and Belgium which specify
particularly the colonies and British posses-
sions as separate from England ; that is tO
say, that any benefits that Canada or Aus-
tralia may give to one another or give tO
Great Britain, shall accrue to Belgium and the
Zollverein upon the same basis, and in con-
sequence of those two treaties all the nations
with whom we have most-favoured natiOn
treaties enjoy whatever benefits accrue to
Belgium and the Zollverein under those tWO
treaties. In consequence of that it has been
the policy of the Canadian Government tO
memorialize the British Government to de
nounce those two clauses, or those clauses il'
those two treaties that affect the power
the colonies and Great Britain to deal 'with
one another, as the colonies and states
other nations and other empires in this
world are permitted to deal with one another
and by the denouncement of those teo
clauses in these treaties the most-favoured l&a
tion'streatimentmay be confined merely tOthe
operation of the nations in which Great B13'
tain and the colonies are treated as 01e

nation. That, I think, is the positiOl i
which the matter stands.

Hon. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)j
think these favoured nation treaties 'oW"id
not affect any arrangement as between the
colonies themselves. The colonies theX"-

selves under the law could make treaties as
between themselves.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I will read the
clauses in order that we may see whethe
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You are right. It is quite possible that what
You have said is correct. The treaty with
Belgium says :

The produce or manufacture of Belgiun shall
11t be subject in the British colonies to other or

higber duties than those which are or may be
'Inposed upon simnilar articles of British origin.

.ion. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)-That
s lot the point: the point is as between the
colonies.

Ion. Mr. BOULTON-This is the treaty
With the Zollverein:

The stipulation of the preceding articles shall
als0o be applied to the Zollverein and foreign pos-
sessions of Her Britannic Majesty in those colonies
and possessions, the produce of the states of the

olîverein shall not be subject to any other or
higher duties than the produce of Great Britain or
Ireland or any other country pf like kind, nor
8hall the exportation from those colonies or posses-
Sions to the Zollverein be subject to any higher or
Other duties than the exportation to the United
Ring(lom of Great Britain and Ireland.

'Ion. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)-
That does not cover the case of the colonies.

11on. Mr. BOULTON-I see the point you
are desiring to make, but when the Canadian
Parliament memorialized the British Govern-
lient to denounce those two treaties, it was
with the view I have just expressed. It was
Outside our power to make any commercial
arrangement between Great Britain and
Canada, and also, I suppose, between Canada
and Australia.

1ion. Mr. SCOTT-Article 3 will explain
the Point.

1-on. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)-That is between Great Britain and the colo-nies, but not as hetween the colonies them-
selves,

YOn. Mr. BOULTON-That is a nice
Point, and I am not able to discriminate but
still it is a point well taken. The point I
wish to make with regard to this treaty is
that while it has been the policy of the Cana-
dian Government to ask for the denouncing
of the clauses in those two treaties which

ill Produce as we imagine that effect, that
ra are now entering into a treaty with

nerance which will perpetuate the same
result and practically the same effect as the
twO treaties with the Zollverein and Bel-
gii11 l- The treaty with France which wearenw negotiating gives certain preferen-
t'al rrangements with France mentioned in

the treaty. We have most-favoured nation
treaties with the following nations nego-
tiated by Great Britain in which we are
included: Argentine Republic, Austria
Corea, and Hungary, Belgium, Bolivia,
Chili, Costa Rica, Denmark, Egypt,
Germany, Madagascar, Mexico, Monte-
negro, Morocco, Persia, Russia, Sandwich
Islands, Siam, Norway and Sweden, Tunis,
Urugutay, Venezuela and Zanzibar. Eng-
land has favoured-nations treaties with a
large number of other nations, but Canada
is only included in those I have men-
tioned, some 31 in number. We have
entered into most-favoured nations treaties
with the nations I have mentioned here and
any concession that we give to France now
in our markets carries also with it, of course,
the imposition or benefit of most-favoured
nation treatment with all those nations.
We have to give most-favoured nations
treatment to all those nations to the extent
that we are now giving it to France. That
is the condition that I think the treaty
places us in, and that is the condition that
we have to consider in discussing the treaty.
Now, so far as our trade relations with Aus-
tralia are concerned, or with other colonies
of the British Empire, we are not affected
I will admit, so far as most-favour-
ed nation treatment is concerned. It
still leaves us perfectly free to trade with
Australia or the Cape of Good Hope or
New Zealand or any other colony so far as
this treaty is concerned, but we cannot
offer to Australia or the rest of the colo-
nies any better conditions than are con-
tained in the treaty with France, unless we
leave our markets absolutely free to them.
The chief articles that France has obtained
concessions in are light wines, champagne,
and one or two articles of that kind. Now,
one of the largest agricultural products of
Australia is wine. The largest agricultural
product of France is wine. Australia has a
climate which produces exactly the same
result as France. We cannot enter into
any arrangement that will give better rates
than we give to France, unless you lower
the duties to almost nothing. And, if a
revenue should be raised out of anything, it
should be raised out of luxuries. I quite
appreciate the value of providing light wines
and bringing them within the reach of all,
and encouraging the taste in preference to
stronger liquors, but still they must be
treated as luxuries, and duties imposed for
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the purpose of getting the largest' revenue our produce is an exceedingly valuable one
from them. It is no benefit to Australia to and anything that would interfere with
compete in Canada with France, and all the the purchasing power of the British market
other nations who produce the same products interferes witb the general prosperity of
and are admitted on the same terms under Canada, because we find in England the
most-favoured nation treaties ; it is n0 very largest power of a purchasing market
better for Australia. They would be in consequence of the enormous trade which
in no better position when we negotiated is centred there under ler policy of free
with them than they are to-day. They trade. Therefore and for that reaon I s&Y
have now the same opportunities and ad- we cannot complain too Ioudly if she lesi-
vantages as other nations in the Canadian tates and hesitates long before she interfere
market, and the fact of lowering our duties with two treaties that may in ber eyes
does not improve the position of Australia so be of such vast importance to her foreigfl
far as competing in our market is concerned. trade. If we were to imitate England under
That is one effect the treaty is having on our a free trade policy possibly we would view
interests so far as they are affected by any it in the same way, but we lad memorialized
intercolonial arrangement we might desire Great Britain possibly with a view of Our
to make, that whatever benefit we give to entering into arrangements with our sister
France, under this treaty, we are extending colonies, and now to-day a treaty is beifg
to every one of these nations that I have placed before this Parliament which Will
mentioned here, and we can offer very little urdo very mucl what we were asking Great
better advantages to Australia than con- Britain to do under those two treaties. We
tained in the treaty with France. There- are now negotiating a treaty with France
fore, we are to a certain extent reversing which extends the power to ail these inost
our policy that we enunciated three years favoured nations. Hon, gentlemen will re-
ago when we memorialized the British Gov- collect that we had a most-favoured nation
ernment to denounce the treaty of Zollverein treaty which was negotiated by Great Britain
and Belgium in order that we niight have in 1886 which gave Canada the freedom Of
the benefit of entering into whatever ar- the markets of Cuba and Porto Rico, verY
rangement we choose with the colonies valuable' markets, under the most-favoUre
theinselves in the British Empire-that is nation clauses-that is to Say, no foreig"
if we pass the French treaty. It is a study nation could trade with Cuba, and PortO
of the question that caused me to bring this Rico, and Spain, for that matter, under
matter up at the present moment in order better terms than was granted to Great
that we might understand what the effect Britain and her colonies, but the Unite
of the treaty might be on the interests of States under their McKinley law neg
Canada before it is brought into this House, tiated a reciprocity treaty, and it wo
perhaps at the last stages of the session. I held by Spain and the United States that
might say with regard to the most-favoured that reciprocity treatment did not corne
nation treatment that has been accorded to under the head of the most-favoured nation
Belgium and Zollverein that no doubt Great treatment. Whether that was the case or
Britain has a considerable amount of hesi- not, and to put ail doubt at an end, Spayi
tancy in interfering with those treaties. denounced the treaty that was negot1ae
England's policy is a free trade policy, a in 1886, and we now have no nost-favou1'
fair field and no favour asked from anybody. nation treatment in Spain with regard toour
Her foreign trade amounts to $3,700,000,- commerce. The United States under their
000 a year, the largest foreign trade of any reciprocity treaty enjoys what is called &
nation in the world. That foreign trade has minimum tarif, and we have a tarif which
been fostered and grown into those dimen- is higler than that of the United States.
sions under the most-favoured nation clauses believe that some arrangement has been DIaoô
of the various treaties she has negotiated. by which something below the MaXillu
It is very hard for us to ask England against tarif is accorded, but at any rate the IJite
her will to denounce those treaties with States are competitors for the sale of an '
Belgium and the Zollverein if it is going to tended list of articles which have botter ad'
interfere materially with that enormous vantages in Cuba, and Porto Rico, and Sp'
trade. We must all realize that the value of in consequence of the reciprocity treatY, thsu
Great Britain as a purchasing power for we in Canada have. I point this Out k
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Order to show the great benefit that does
exist in the most-favoured nations treatment,
but, of course, if by reciprocity treaties the
U.naited States or any other nation can under-
nuine us, it looses a certain amount of its
effect. The reciprocity treaties of the
TJnited States, however, are now being abro-
gated, at least so far as they interfere with
the tariff which they have just passed. The
reason I fancy that they are abrogating
these treaties is because foreign nations
found that by opening the markets of the
Uhnited States under reciprocity for sugar
and all those articles, they were competing
with one another in a restricted market
and developing an amount of competition in
the United States, and in order to protect
their own sugar producers, the United States
granted a bounty of 2 cents a pound on sugar,
aId in order to get rid of that bounty, which
18 an oppressive tax, Congress is now abrogat-
1ng their reciprocity treaties within the limits
confined to the tariff. With regard to the
treaty itself, we are introducing a new prin-
ciple into the most-favoured nation system
Un11der the treaty. As the correspondence
Shows,the Government differs from Sir Charles
Tupper, who negotiated and signed the treaty,
so far as the most-favoured nation treatment
was concerned. The treaty that has been
negotiated and signed gives to France the
benefit of the most-favoured nation treatment
in Canada upon all commerce that may be
developed by Canada ; but France only
extends to Canada most-favoured nation
treatment in the 20 articles mentioned in the
treaty. That is introducing a new principle
in the negotiating of treaties, which Canada
has entered upon, which I think should be
carefully considered and properly guarded
before we make it law. If we are going to
saY to France that we accord them that as a
Principle on which we are willing to trade,
can we refuse it to Spain or any other country
With whomwe maywantto enter into a treaty

0 cannot properly refuse it, we have ac-
knowledged it as a principle and we should
4ot refuse it to any other nation. Now,
What is the principle which applies at least
tO the minds of the French Government 1
It is a principle which also applies itself to
the Ininds of our neighbours in the United
8tates, that a market of 5,000,000 of people
8 not nearly so valuable as a market of38,00,000 of people, or a market of 65,000-

000 of people. That is where I think they
eake a mistake, because, after all, the sell-

ing power of 5,000,000 of people is no
greater than the purchasing power of 5,000,-
000 of people. Our purchasing power and
our selling power are co-equal and co-exist-
ant, and therefore there is an equality of
markets, and the market of 65,000,000 of
people next us or the 38,000,000 in France
is of no greater value to us than our 5,000,-
000 market is to our neighbours or our
treaty friends, because our power to use the
larger market is limited to our industrial
power to take advantage of it, and any in-
crease of our industrial power redounds to
their benefit as a market under the treaty,
while any increase in their industrial power
only redounds to our benefit in the sale of
the twenty articles mentioned in the treaty,
that is why I say the purchasing and selling
power of the population are about equal, as
the trade returns of the world show, except
in some cases, notably that of Great Britain
which enjoys free trade, where her purchas-
ing power is greater than her selling power.
There is no doubt that the lower the taxa-
tion you impose at your own borders the
greater your purchasing power is going to
be, and the lower the taxation you impose on
your borders the more economical is the
power of production, and therefore, probably,
the greater your selling power. But that is
apart from the question. The question I
am trying to come at at the present moment
is the principle that is involved of consider-
ing that we must give to France most-
favoured nation treatement in the whole of
our commerce, because we are only 5,000,000
of people, while France only accords to us
most-favoured nation treatment in the
twenty articles included in the treaty be-
cause she has 38,000,000 of people. There
is a difference apparently acknowledged
which does not exist, namely, the inequality
of the purchasing and selling power. From
my standpoint it is exactly equal and there-
fore, it seems to me, that the treaty should
be on equal terms. If we are going to enter
into the negotiation of treaties with other
nations on the same basis we are going to
find ourselves very badly left in competing
for commerce under any such conditions. Sir
Charles Tupper has told us in his corres-
pondence that the instruction from the Gov-
ernment to him was that there should be
most-favoured nation treatment accorded to
France in the articles mentioned in her
treaty, and most-favoured nation treatment
accorded to Canada in the articles mentioned
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in our treaty, but the conditions that have
been imposed by Sir Charles Tupper, without
the authority of the Government I will
acknowledge, have created the reverse. The
instructions I refer to are contained in the
cable of January 12th, 1893, from Hon. Mr.
Bowell to Sir Charles Tupper, as follows:
"Re French negotiations, Government cannot
accept conditions involved in clauses regard-
ing steamship subvention and reduction
duty French books, but agree to most-
favoured nation treatment so far as arti-
cles named in treaty are concerned, France
has the benefit of most-favoured nation
treatment in all Canadian commerce, while
we are limited to the 20 articles mentioned
in the treaty. That is I think a condition
that should not be'put in the treaty. That
is a condition that would justify parliament
in refusing to sanction the treaty in view of
the fact that the negotiations that were con-
cluded were concluded in direct opposition to
the instructions of the Government. That is
contained in the correspondence here given
to us by Sir Charles Tupper. He has said
that he thought the difference in his corres-
pondence did not amount to very much, and
that as the treaty was so far advanced, he
thought it was better to negotiate it on
those terms. I wish to show exactly the
difference between the diplonacy of the
British Government which has conducted
treaties upon a very large scale-the different
ground they take in regard to matters of
that . kind. In 1886, negotiations were
opened for a treaty between Spain and Great
Britain. The policy of the British Govern-
ment was that Spain should accord to the
colonies and possessions of Great Britain the
same advantages that were accorded to her
under the treaty. The British plenipoten-
tiary, Sir Francis Clare Ford, could not
induce the Spanish Government to include
the colonies in the trade with Cuba and
Porto Rica and Sir Clare Ford wrote to the
British Government and said :

We have negotiated a treaty which is the best
that is possible to be done and therefore I have
thought it better to conclude the treaty uipon this
basis in order that we may get a ratification.

He did not sign it because the treaty was
sent to Great Britain before 'its signature,
but this is the reply that the British Govern-
ment sent in response to that :

The instructions which have been given to your
predecessor and yourself have placed you in pos-
session of the views which are held in this country

with regard to the requirements of British com-
merce, and have shown the bases on which alone
Her Majesty's Government would be enabled to
negotiate for the conclusion of a commercial agree-
ment with Spain.

In return for any concession which may be
granted to Spain as regards the wine duties, it is
necessary that Her Majesty's Government should
obtain for British subjects in matters of trade and
navigation a treatment in Spain and the Spanish
colonies co-extensive both in amount of benefit and
in duration with that accorded to France and
Germany. * * * * *

These considerations, to which in the interests
not merely of the revenue, but also of British trade
much weight must be attached, deter Her Majesty's
Government fromn granting your authority to sign
the declaration which you have submitted for their
sanction. They have, however, arrived at this
conclusion with much regret, and tl:ey trust that
the time is not <listant when a more successful
effort may be made to obtain the object which they
have in view. It is, therefore, the wish of Her
Majesty's Government that, in the event of the
Spanish Government being willing to pursue them,
the negotiations should be continued by you on
the wider basis which the foregoing remarks indi-
cate : but having regard to the opinion expressed
in your despatch, that, owing to the necessitY
which would arise of a readjustment of valuations
and of a reduction of duties in the Spanish tariff,
the present moment is not opportune for negotiat-
ing a definite treaty such as the commercial classes
of this country would desire, Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment leave to your discretion the particular
action which it inay be desirable now to take.

That is the position the British Government
took when they could not get a treaty in
accordance with their pronounced policy.
The result was that they withdrew from any
action in regard to the treaty and informed
their plenipotentiary to that effect. Sir
Clare Ford reopened negotiations and nego-
tiated a treaty immediately afterwards with
Spain in accordance with the policy of the
British Government governing their treaties.
When a treaty has been negotiated such as
the one under discussion by the High Com-
missioner, but in opposition to the policy of the
Canadian Government, that is, that a partial
advantage should be given on one side as
opposed to a full advantage on the other-
I say for that reason alone it is desirable
that the treaty should be referred back, not
in any unfriendly spirit, not to say that we
do not wish to increase our trade relations
with France, but in order that a treaty may
be negotiated upon a fairer and less one-sided
basis than appears to have been negotiated
in the present instance. There is another
point in the treaty that is also worthy the
consideration of this House, and that is the
expectation on the part of the French
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Qovernment that a subsidy of $500,000
a Year shall be given to a steamship line
la order that direct communications with
?rance may be secured towards the de-
velopment of this trade. The policy of
the Government has been pronounced in the
Correspondence that they cannot accede to
that but there is in the minds of the

'rench statesmen a feeling that it is a ne-
cessity to secure the trade, in fact Sir Charles
TIpper assures them in his correspondence
that in order to take advantage of the treaty
it 'would be necessary to subsidize a steamer
tO establish that direct trade. In view of
the Possibility of that weighing in the minds
of the French statesmen, it is not desirable
that we should for the sake of the bene-
fitS that are likely to be derived from this
treaty, commit ourselves in any way to the
prospect of having to pay as much as $500,-

000 a year in order to secure the full bene-
fit 8 of the treaty. Sir Charles Tupper's
Words in regard to it are included in a letter
aiddressed to Mr. Hanotaux, chief of the
eustoms department of France, with whom
he negotiated the treaty.
ha Ince our meeting on the date mentioned, I

a occasion to refer to this subject in replying to
very influential dleputation which waited upon

ne to advance the interests of Milford Haven as aPoint of communication between Canada andPgland I inclose a copy of my speech in reply
.o the deputation in which you will see that I ex.

lalned to them that Canada attached a great dealunportance to that feature of the project which
Provided for direct communication with France.
son ou will also rçadily perceive that the conces-
whih f the minimum tarift on a number of articles

it is proposed to give Canada will be practi-11Y of no value unless direct communication
stwee, the two countries bc provided, as theCItaxe d'entrepôt would make it impossible fornada to dlerive any advantage therefrom.

1a the hope that this explanation will be satis-
rn ry to the French Government, and that we

be able to conclude our negotiations u pon the
1s concuiurred in by the Governinent of Canada.

hose are the words of Sir Charles Tupper
o negotiated the treaty that it will be of71O benefit in many articles to Canada unless

tiet neans are provided by Canada to give
'Irect communication between Canada and
t thce. In looking up this question I went

e Library and got the French tariff in
Order to see what effect the surtaxe d'entre-
p4t Would have. The original products out-
side of Europe imported through a country
?f turope are subjected to a specific surtaxe
In table C annexed to the present law. Now

tu1rn to the tables here in order to find out

what the surtaxe is. There are a number
of articles here. The surtaxe d'entrepôt
is a tax imposed. by France upon all
the articles that pass through another
country and find their market in France,
which surtaxe is prohibitory in its nature, and
therefore we can derive nobenefit from a num-
ber of the articles mentioned in this treaty
unless we provide direct communication.
The only article in this specified list of arti-
cles which is mentioned specifically is furni-
ture. The duty on that is 30 francs per hun-
dred kilogrammes about 200 lbs., so there
would be a surtaxe of 30 francs per two hund-
red pounds. All other merchandise we send
to France under this treaty that does not go
direct is subject to a tax of 3 francs and 60
centimes over and above the minimum
or maximum tariff. Let us see what the
effect of that would be under the tariff. On
rough and hewn timber the duty is 1½ and
24 francs per hundred kilogrammes, that
would be reduced to ¾ of a franc and a franc
and a quarter under the new treaty. Of
course, timber is likely to go in by sailing
vessels, and therefore, is not one of those
articles that would be affected by the surtaxe.
But, take an article not going in on sailing
vessels-take dried apples, for instance, the
maximum duty of which is 3 francs per 100
kilogrammes and the minimum duty on
which is two francs per hundred kilogram-
mes. That would be subject to a sur-
taxe of 3 francs and 60 centimes. Take
wood pulp-the minimum tax on that is
¾ franc, but if it did not go directly, it would
be subject to an additional tax of 3 francs
and 60 centimes. That is the effect of the
surtaxe d'entrepôt. Sir Charles Tupper very
properly says, a large number of articles,
such as canned lobsters, canned fish, wood
pulp, furniture, condensed milk, common
paper and articles of that kind, are virtually
and practically prohibited, unless we provide
the means of communication between Can-
ada and France, so that it takes away from
the value of the treaty an immense amount
if it does not absolutely make the treaty
virtually worthless, because it imposes upon
Canada the duty of subsidizing a steamer
for a very small trade indeed. In 1891 we
sent to France $239,000 worth of merchan-
dise. We purchased from France, that year,
$1,67 1,000 worth of merchandise, so that our
purchasing power from France underexisting
circumstances has been far greater than our
selling power to ber. France asks Canada
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to subsidize a steamer which would cost
$500,000, to develop direct trade. What for?
To add a little to the $239,000 worth that we
send to her, a quarter of a cargo every year,
while we are purchasing from France $1,-
671,000 worth of goods. But we have no

,surtaxe, and they can send their goods by
any line, but we cannot sell them $239,000
or half a million dollars worth, as Sir Charles
Tupper says it would be doubled, unless we
provide means of communication to take
that trade direct from Canada to France.
You can see plainly that the treaty as it is
presented to us is greatly reduced in value
and may impose an obligation which would
take away even such small advantage as does
exist in the treaty, the granting of a very
large subsidy, in order to provide that direct
communication. We send to Great Britain
50 or 60 million dollars worth of goods every
year, and import the same, and yet you
see how very difficult it appears to be
even with a subsidy of $750,000 to provide
a fast line. With $12,000,000 trade and
the enormous travel backward and forward,
we cannot secure a line with a subsidy of
three-quarters of a million dollars a year-
is it likely for so small a trade as that with
France we can afford to subsidize a vessel in
order that that direct trade may be
establishedi For these reasons I brought
this point before you, not only to show
the effect that this treaty may have upon the
most-favoured nation clause, but also what
it may have upon the obligations, honourably
entered into, between France and Canada.
There is resting in the minds of French
statesmen the fact that we cannot take
advantage of the treaty unless we provide
direct communication, and although they are
willing to forego putting it in the treaty, yet
that rests in their mind that we will provide
dire-zt conimunication. Although the Gov-
ernment have protected themselves by saying
that they have no intention to do so, is it
worth while passing the treaty in its present
form unless the French Government will re-
lease us from the surtaxe d'entrepôt and en-
able us to take advantage of the treaty with-
out the imposition of any subsidy for such a
small trade 1 The most-favoured nation treat-
ment should be started on a fair basis in so far
as regards any future treaties we may wish
to negotiate, and not in a partial way as it
has been laid down in this treaty.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Perhaps it would
have been proper for me to have called

to order the hon. gentleman who has ad-
dressed you with so much eloquence for the
last hour, although at this late period of the
session, when time is so precious, I might
have been supported in calling him to order
for discussing a bill, which is to be submit-
ted to this House on a future day, but
which is not yet before us: the ratifi-
cation of the French treaty. Such a speech
as the hon. gentleman has treated us to
might have been well accepted the first week
of the session when we were waiting for work
from the House of Commons. The papers
are not before us.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-It is laid on Our
table.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-When the bill
comes down the hon. gentleman will have
the opportunity of repeating his speech, if
he should still be here, but I am afraid lie
has made his speech in the hope of return-
ing home, perhaps before the close of the
session, but I hope that is not his inteutiol

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-No, I will keeP
to my post.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-As to the other
'point which has been discussed here, it .l
the subject which the conference of dis'
tinguished gentlemen from all parts of the
empire are discussing at present. When 1
could not prevent him from doing a thing
which was discourteous, the Rouse W11i
understand I am not bound to follow himl
upon that point, and that I shall not give
an answer upon that particular point. I
would be unbecoming for me, a member Of
the Government, to dwell upon the very
subject for which we have called those
representative gentlemen thousands and
thousands of miles away from their horme5

to discuss with us here. As to the anxietY
of the hon. gentleman to know whether the
most-favoured nation clause did prevent us
from dealing with the colonies as lie suggest'
I would only refer him to the very wordiPg
of the article itself in the French treaty.
is in the following words:

Any commercial advantage granted by Ca
nadian to any third power, especially in tari
matters, shall be enjoyed fully by France, Algeria
and the French colonies.

Now the hon. gentleman is too well inforr1-
ed not to know that the wording " any third
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POWer " could not mean Australia, New Zea-
land or the Cape of Good Hope, because that
1s part of one power-the British Empire. If
the hon. gentleman had read the clause he
Would have seen that it does not affect us,
because dealing between ourselves would not
he an infringement of this clause.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think the hon.
Minister is scarcely fair in the strictures he
has passed on the hon. gentleman who intro-
duced the subject to the Senate. The Gov-
errinment mentioned it in the speech from
the Throne, and it has been adverted to on
several occasions. It is very well known
that the measure is now before another
branch of Parliament, although it is quite
true it has not yet come before the Senate.
The natter is one which has been publicly
discussed by the newspapers of this country
ad the public men of this country, and I
arn lot aware that it is at all contrary to
the custom of Parliament for a member to
Put a question of this kind to the Govern-
'fent. Surely it cannot be called premature
for a member to inquire the effect of the
government's policy, if it is likely to disturb
relations that are now being made with
alother part of the Empire. I can see no

arM in the question, and it is quite proper,
.r "Y judgment, for the hon. gentleman to
'ftroduce it. It has been done in this
Chamber frequently with reference to mat-
ters that were not really before Parliament

questions that were not likely to come up
at all-but here is a question which is likely
o come before us. I think the House is very

ýaUch indebted to the hon. gentleman for the
'iformation he has furnished us; he has
given the matter a great deal of thouglit
and attention, and he has brought forward
10Portant points which will have their in-

fiuence when the bill comes to the Senate.
do not think it is quite courteous to reflect

UPon him and state that his question was
ouQt of order. I do not think it was out of
Order; on the contrary, it is perfectly

Per to put a question of that kind.
tf course the Government need not answerthe question ; they may say it is under con-

eieration, or they may give one of the many
the ve answers so often given by officers of
add Crown. The hon. gentleman did not

atreSs the House at all in a party spirit,
u n the contrary, he rather sheltered the

noramrnent in reference to many of the
Weal< Parts of that treaty, more particularly
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as to whether Sir Charles Tupper was pre-
mature in closing the treaty. It is well
known in the country that last session the
Government were divided upon it, some
members contending that Sir Charles was
not authorized to make such a treaty. The
matter was discussed by the press in the
country and admitted by the members of
the Government themselves, and there was
nothing confidential about it. The Govern-
ment have thought proper, in their wisdom,
to agree that the treaty shall be submitted
this session. It was laid over last session ;
the Government did not agree, and they
saw reasons for not accepting it, and they
now see reasons for taking the opposite
course. I have no doubt they will submit
the reasons to us when it comes before the
Senate. But to say it is improper for a
member of Parliament to discuss a matter
of that kind, when it is before the other
branch of Parliament, would be suppressing
that freedom of discussion and debate on all
those questions which has prevailed in the
past.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The leader of
the Opposition is not correct in this matter.
The reply of the leader of this House to the
question or motion is most appropriate-the
speech accompanying the question deserved
rebuke. Had the hon. gentleman whobrought
this motion before the House confined him-
self to the question which he asked, it might
have been worthy of consideration, but he
travelled beyond that and discussed the
merits of a measure which is not before the
House at present. He went into the merits,
and denounced it prematurely, and when
we have not got the facts before us to justify
us in coming to a conclusion upon the mat-
ter. Honourable members have too much
regard for propriety to be provoked or drawn
into a premature discussion of the merits of
the treaty bill. Myhon.friendmay thinkin his
wisdom that he is endeavouring to educate
the meeting of delegates upon this matter.
Article 2 of the treaty is plain to an ordi-
nary mind, yet the hon. gentleman may have
been prompted by a desire to enlighten us
or the conference now sitting on a subject
on whichwe have a right to suppose they. are
familiar. Thatmay behis object, but my bon.
friend might have taken another way to do
it. He has endeavoured to do that through
the press already ; he has endeavoured to
enunciate his views as to free trade through
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the press whenever lie possibly can, and
sometimes he does it out of his own personal
vanity.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I call the hon. gen-
tlenan to order. He is reflecting upon the
:motives of another member of this House.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I disregard
the call to order. I do not think it is
any reflection on his motives at all. But
ny hon. friend is sensitive in the mat-

ter and I will not ask for a ruling from the
Speaker. He had no right to go into the
treaty the way lie did, nor to question the
terms of the treaty, or its effect, until the
correspondence attached to it was before us.
Therefore I say my lion. friend was decidedly
out of order, and it is only through the in-
dulgence of the House that he bas been
allowed on this occasion, as he has on many
others, to ventilate his peculiar ideas on the
trade question. He opened up the whole
question of trade-tiresome to members-
the saine hobby he bas introduced many
times in this House.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I rise to make a
personal explanation. I did not object to
the question at all. The hon. leader of the
Opposition misunderstood me if lie thought I
objected to that. The question may have
been a proper one, but what I said was out
of order was the speech lie made upon his
question.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I think the
hon. gentleman has given us a good deal of
information and I had pleasure in listening
to him. This matter of a treaty lias been
before the country for over a year now, and
it has been a question in every man's mouth
in my part of the country whether we are
going to pass the treaty or not, and I was
very glad to hear his remarks. He gave me
information that I had not heard before.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I may be per-
mitted to say that I found the treaty on my
table here among the other bills. I did not
know whether it was introduced in the
House of Commons or how far it had gone,
but what I do now is that there is a confer-
ence sitting here in the hope that some trade
relations may be entered into between Aus-
tralia and the component parts of the Empire.
I sympathize with that a great deal, and I

think we all sympathize with it, and what
I wanted to know was whether in the future
the remission of duties we were according tO
France would also be accorded to other
countries with whom we had favored nation
treaties. I understood the bon. minister
to say that we were not a third party, that
Great Britain and the Colonies were one
party in which we were included. Great
Britain was entering into a treaty with
France and giving certain concessions tO
France, and I wanted to know whether
those concessions extended to all the various
nations with whom we had most-favoured
nations treaties, and I felt myself perfectlY
justified, not in moving any resolution with
regard to the treaty, but simply making the
inquiry I did, and giving my reasons for it.
So far as the bon. inember for Lunenberg is
concerned, I will not attempt to answer himl
until lie is willing to accord to his colleagues
in this House some higher motives for their
action than mere personal ambition or
vanity, the standard of value which lie
generally places his references to me at.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED
FORCE BILL.

POLICE

TIIIRID READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the third
reading of Bill (121) " An Act to amend
and consolidate the Acts respecting the
North-west Mounted Police Force." 1,
said: I was asked a question by the leader
of the Opposition as to the number Of
veterinary surgeons in the force. There
are two, and it is not proposed to augment
their number. They have six assistall
who get the ordinary pay of their rail;
and at present the number is sufficient.
is only in case of some very extraordinray
emergency, such as a great disease amongs'
cattle, or some accident in the territories,
that the number should be augmented.

The motion was agreed to, and the bil
was read the third time and passed.

LAND IN THE TERRITORIES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

IN COMMITEEE.

The House resolved itself into Committe
of the Whole on Bill (HH) " An Act tO
consolidate and amend the Act respectP5

land in the Territories."
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(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This bill has been
circulated through the territories and sent
to the judges who administer justice there.
They have suggested additions and amend-
'nents which have been incorporated in the
bill. This measure refers specially to the
registration of deeds and mortages and judg-
m»ents, prescribes what the duties of the
registrar shall be, what books he shall keep
for the public information, and what will be
the record of his office. It is a long bill. I
Propose as we go on to draw the attention
of the House to the clauses which may be
new and to the suggestions which have been
'made by the judges who administer justice
there.

On clause 2,

Ion. Mr. POWER-Paragraph a of this
section ; I notice that the term " land " is
tO include "mines, minerals and quarries."
I Wish to ask whether it is the settled policy
of the Government in dealing with the
North-west that grants of lands shall con-
Vey the mines and minerals in the lands.
That has not been the usual policy in the
Provinces.

lon. Mr. ANGERS-No.

lion. Mr. POWER-I think the better
Po.icy would be to exclude the mines,
'fiinerals and quarries ; if in an excep-
tional case the Government proposed to grant
the mines, minerals and quarries, it should

le entioned.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-The Government
have not changed their policy with regard
to that, and when lands are granted, the
gr.ant does not include the mines and
Inlierais unless they are specially stated.

. oin. Mr. LOUGHEED -The patents
i8ued by the Government some years ago
b d not include mines, minerals and quarries,
but afterwards the Government excluded
thern from the grant; in some cases they
'lcluded the quarries and in some not, and
ther'efore the certificate now issuing upon a
Patent would be governed under this Act,
and it would not do to omit the language
"sed in this section.

1Ion. Mr. ANGERS-The word "land " is
used in, the bill; that is the general expression.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-My point is, that
under this paragraph wherever in letters
patent lands are mentioned, then the letters
patent convey the mines, minerals and quar-
ries. I understand the Minister to say
that it is not the policy of the Govern-
ment in granting lands to grant the mines
and minerals underneath the soil.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Now, those mines
and minerals pass unless they are specially
excepted. As the intention is that they
shall not be granted unless specially men-
tioned, would it not be better to leave out
mines, minerals and quarries and allow the
grant to include them in the exceptional
cases where they are granted ?

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend
is in error for this reason-that any grant of
land, unless there is an exception in that
grant, includes all mines and minerals, except
the precious metals, and if there is an excep-
tion the patent will show it, and it will come
under this clause. There will be no other
way of dealing with the patent.

The clause was agreed to.

On clause 5,
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This is a repetition

of clause 7.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not quite
understand it.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Since the in-
troduction of the Real Property Act in the
Territories, real estate in its devolution is
much the same as personal estate. Where
an executor is appointed under a will, the
property does not vest in any of the legatees
until there is a transfer made by the
executor to the legatee or to the devisee, as
the case may be, or by the administrator
when lettersof administration are taken out.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It seems that it can-
not be considered as complete until that is
done.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I only ask for in-
formation. It reads:

No devise shall be valid or effectual as against
the personal representative of the testator, until
the land affected thereby is transferred to the
devisee thereof, by the personal representative of
the devisor.
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That is, the devise shall not be valid until
the executor has transferred it to the devi-
see. It just means that the executor, by
keeping the land in his possession, can hinder
the devise becoming valid against him for
an unlimited time.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is the law now
in Ontario. The executor for the time being
is the owner practically ; but he is a trustee,
and a conveyance by him would be a fraud
and would be estopped by the court.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I understand he is
seized of the property.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--An executor
might have to pay the debts of the testator,
and he must hold the land until he properly
winds up the estate, and then he transfers it
to the devisee.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The executor could
be forced to do it by the court.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 23,
Hon. Mr. POWER-As the whole ques-

tion of land titles is purely legal in its aspect,
the proper department to operate this bill,
when it becomes law, would be the Justice
Department. I cannot see how the Minister
who happens to be at the head of the De-
partment of the Interior, and who is not
necessarily a professional man, should be ex-
pected to be qualified to deal with questions
which would arise in construing this Act and
carrying on business under it. I think it
ought to be under the Department of Justice;
perhaps the Solicitor General would find
something to do if we gave him charge of
this land titles business.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This Act is under
the direction of the Minister of the Interior
for the reason that the concession of lands
belongs to his department. All the letters
patent have to be issued there. Of course,
when any question of law arises, he takes
the opinion of the Solicitor General or of the
Minister of Justice. It is under the direc-
tion of the Minister who has charge of the
land.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 56, subsection d,

shorter than three years need not be regis-
tered. A purchaser might acquire a pro-
perty without knowing that it was leased.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The reason for
registering long leases is for the protection
of creditors, but there is no necessity to
register short leases.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It would
hardship to require the lessee or the
to register any lease for over a year.
registration fee is only $1.

be no
lessor

The

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-There are other
expenses besides the registration fee. Often
it involves a long trip, and frequently leases
are made verbally which would have to be re-
duced to writing if registered.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY, from the committee,
reported that they had made some progress
witli the bill and asked to sit again.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (118) "An Act respecting the In-
spection of Electric Light."--(Mr. Bowell.)

Bill (134) "An Act respecting the utili-
zation of the waters of the North-west
Territories for irrigation and other pur-
poses."--(Mr. Angers.)

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, (th July, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

Bill (137) " An Act further to amend the
Steamboat Inspection Act."--(Mr. Angers.)

CERTIFICATES TO MASTERS AS
MATES OF SHIPS BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-This subsection The House resolved itself into a CoIn-
is objectionable. It provides that leases mittee of the Whole on Bill (130) " Ao
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Act further to amend the Act respecting
certificates to Masters and Mates of Ships."

(In the Committee.)

On the 8th clause,

lion. Mr. POWER-This clause increases
the fees that are now payable under the
Act for certificates to masters and mates of
ships. Under section 6 of the Act the fee
for a certificate of competency for a master
1s $10 ; that is increased by this bill to $15.
The fee for a mate's certificate under the
existing law is $5. That is increased by
this bill to 88. Inasmuch as those who are
aPPlying for certificates as masters and
Mates are not generally blessed with much
of this world's goods, the Minister should
show some substantial reason for increasing
the fees, particularly as these certificates
are required now for masters and mates of
vessels of over 100 tons burden. Formerly
they were only required for vessels over 150
tons.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-The increase is not
Very much, but it has become necessary. It
Was always anticipated that the fees should
Pay the service, and that rule had been laid
down. The expenditure for last year was
as follows :

Chairinan's salary .............. 1,800
Clerk's salary.................... 480
Printing, travelling expenses and

office expenses.............. 1,836

$4,116
The revenue was ................ 2,484

Deficit .................... $1,632

Under the circumstances the small increase
I fees is necessary, since it was always
uriderstood that this service should pay its
Own expenses.

lon. Mr. VIDAL-In the event of the
revenue greatly increasing, the Governor in

Council can reduce the fees.
The clause was adopted.

lion Mr. BOLDUC, from the committee,
reported the bill without amendment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

LANDS IN THE TERRITORIES BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (HH) "An

Act to consolidate and amend the Acts re-
specting land in the Territories."

(In the Committee.)

On clause 89,
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think this clause re-

quires an adjunct to fairly carry it out. The
clause vests in the executor the estate, both
real and personal. There may be a will in
which parts of the property have been speci-
fically devised, and if the administrator is
not diligent in his duty, or from any motive
he may desire to keep the estate in his hands,
it might be some considerable time before
those entitled to the various devises could
receive them. The law in Ontario limits the
time to one year. If the executor requires
a longer period to wind up the estate, he di-
vests himself of those parts of the property
which have been specifically devised; then
he must file a paper in the registry office that
he requires further time, and a year is given
to him. In this bill there is no limitation and
I fear it would be a temptation to an admin-
istrator to use the funds of the estate and not
exercise proper despatch in winding it up.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I think the sugges-
tion a good one and I will let the clause stand.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On clause 92,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not quite
understand the effect of that subsection 3.
It is new, I understand.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-This Act bas
not been made obligatory in reference to all
lands, and there are a great many lands for
which certificates of title have not been
issued, and they are not brought under the
Act. It is inequitable that a person should
be enabled thus to deal with those lands in
view of the fact that a writ issued against
such lands bas no operation, and that per-
sons who have not thus conformed to the
Act are placed in a better position than those
who have conformed. I think this clause
should be reconsidered. Its effect is very
doubtful.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On clause 94,
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Although the

registrar shall be entitled to receive a trans-
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fer yet he shall not have authority until the
expiration of four weeks to register the same.
In line 14 this is rather a peculiar position.
Is it understood that that instrument shall
lie in the office for four weeks before being
registered I

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-It may be to enable
the party who opposes the sale to apply to
the court to set it aside.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This corresponds
to section 96 of the old Act.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Section 96 provides
for immediate registration.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I see no reason ex-
cept to offer sufficient delay to contest the
sheriff's sale, if any irregularity bas been
committed, but I cannot say to the House
that that is the motive of the clause, but it
would have that effect. I shall ask that the
clause stand and obtain the information.

Hon. Mr. KIRCHHOFFER-It is evi-
dent that that is the intention from the,
concluding words of the clause.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-If that is the ob-
ject it is a very good one.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--I quite agree
that sufficient time should be given for the
redemption of the land.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is not so much
for the redemption of the land as contesting
the sale if it had been iinproperly carried on.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-If the transfer
is not to be registered for four weeks after its
presenta tion to the registrar, the book in
which the registrations are entered will not
show the dealings with the land. The princi-
ple is that the records in the Registry Office
should show the whole of the dealings with
the land so that a person examining those
books may acquaint himself with the record.
The public might be deceived by reason of
this provision.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The book will show
that there is an execution sin the oflice ; it
will also appear that the property was in the
sheriff's hand.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-This refers also
to tax sales, and is a departure from the old
law.

The clause was allowed to stand.

On clause 99,

Hon Mr. LOUGHEED-It will be ob-
served that in subsection 8 of section 99
once a caveat is filed, the caveator bas no
right after that date to file another, even
though he should withdraw the one he
originally filed. One could very well con-
ceive some error or mistake having arisen in
filing a caveat, and surely the rights of the
caveator should not be entirely wiped out
by his having filed his first caveat. It
appears to me that power should be given
to the judge, where a case of mistake or error
has arisen, on application to the judge to
grant the caveator a right to file another
caveat. A caveat is usually filed in a
very great hurry. The reason of filing a,
caveat is to cover some contingency which
unexpectedly happens; and they are invaria-
bly filed without very much attention being
given to their preparation, and on informa-
tion obtained hurriedly. Consequently, this
remedy given to the caveator should not be
entirely exhausted by his having filed a
caveat. I suggest that that additional
power should be given to the judge. If you
were to add at the end of the clause " unless
by leave of a judge " it would answer the
purpose, I think.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I accept that
amendment.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-In subsection
6 I desire to point out that there is a lirmi-
tation of three months which mtay not be
practicable. For instance, it makes it
arbitrary that the proceedings shall be
brought to a certain issue within three
months-that is to say the caveator shall,
by the expiration of three months, either
secure an injunction restraining the registrar
from granting a certificate of title or other-
wise dealing with the land.

Hon. Mr. POWER-He bas to brin-g
the proceedings within three months.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, they may be
pending.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-It appears to
me the construction would warrant the con-
clusion that he was bound to bring the pro-
ceedings to an issue, which issue shall be
the obtaining of an injunction or order.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The court is seized
With the case. He must proceed or the de-
fendant obtains release.

lon. Mr. LOUGHEED-He may have
Obtained his injunction.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The defendant can
force him to go on, or if he does not he will
get a release from the court.

lHon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The difficulty
1s where the courts sit at such long inter-
vals as they do in the North-west. It is a
question whether the order of the judge
could be obtained in time. However I an
not prepared to condemn it.

The clause as amended was agreed to.

On clause 100,

lon. Mr. LOUGHEED called attention
to the fact that under this clause an instru-
mýaent executed by a corporation through its
Properly authorized officers and with the
corporation seal, could not be accepted with-
out an affidavit. This gave rise to a great
deal of inconvenience at times, especially in
the case of documents sent out f rom England.

After discussion, the clause was allowed
to stand.

lion. Mr. LANDRY,from the committee,
reported progress and asked leave to sit
agamn.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (151) " An Act respecting the Com-
ronl School Fund."-(Mr. Angers.)

Bil (150) " An Act respecting certain
sfubsidies granted to the Government of the
Province of Quebec by Chapter eight of the
the Statutes of 1884.-(Mr. Angers.)

NORTH-WEST TERRITORY IRRIGA-
TION BILL.

SECOND READING.

ion. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (134) " An Act respecting
the utilization of waters of the North-west
Territories for irrigation and other pur-
poses." He said : The object of this bill
is to encourage and facilitate the formation
of companies in the North-west Territories
for the purpose of irrigation. It is im-
Possible that a single farmer now can find

the necessary funds or would be willing to
invest the necessary amount Io do such ex-
tensive works as are required in several
localities in the North-west Territories.
There is most valuable land whichcanbemade
fertile by irrigation. There are millions more
of acres of land which will be rendered most
productive by the joint action of the farmers
there, or by capital brought in, and it is
necessary that some legislation be made to
authorize and regulate these works, to pro-
vide for expropriation and for the proper
construction of dams where the water is to
be kept back, and so on, in the interests of
the public safety. This bill will provide for
those exigencies, and as we go on in Com-
mittee of the Whole I shall explain each
clause. I may say the legislation has been
copied from Acts passed in Australasia, and
in some of the neighbouring states of
Ainerica.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottau-a, Monday, July 9th, 1891.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LATE SENATOR GLAZIER.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Before proceeding
to business, it is my painful duty to record
the absence of one of the hon. members of
this House, who has been removed by Provi-
dence in the eighty-fifth year of his life.
The Hon. Mr. Glazier occupied in his
own province a prominent position as
a trader. He was the pioneer on the
River St. John of the most extensive
lumber trade that ever existed in New
Brunswick, and was at the head of a very
large business. His word, through the
whole of his province, was as good as his
bond and his note equal to the notes of a
chartered bank. He also occupied a seat in
the local legislature of his own province, and
as far back as 1868 he was called to this hon-
ourable House, where he has been known as
a most honourable and courteous member. It
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is with very great regret that we learn of
his death, and we are consoled only by the
thought that he has gone to a better world.
I must also add the expression of regret of
the whole House that we have been unable
to attend his funeral, as we should have
done in a body, by the fact that the death
occurred when the Senate was adjourned and
we had no opportunity of meeting before
to-day.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I join in the regrets
of the hon. gentlemen who now leads this
House. The late Senator Glazier for many
years past, owing to feeble health, took
apparently very little interest in the business
of the Chamber, but those who recollect him
as he was 20 years ago will remember him
as a kind-hearted, genial man, with a good
deal of force of character and sound sense,
and very much liked by those who knew him
intimately. Many of those, I am sorry to
say, are gone before him. lie lived to a fine
old age, and I join in the very great regret
that we are unable to pay that respect we
should have liked to his memory by attend-
ing his funeral owing to the circumstances
mentioned by the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture.

Hon. Mr. WARK-I Nas acquainted
with Senator Glazier for a great many years.
I can remember when lie was a member of
the New Brunswick Legislature. As has
been observed by the hon. leader of the
House, lie at one time was doing a very exten-
sive business in that province. At the time
of the difficulties about the Trent affair,
when a body of troops came out to St. John
as the nearest point in Canada, Mr. Glazier,
who vas then doing a large business and
employed a great many teams, undertook to
send the troops through, and lie did his
duty most satisfactorily. He at one time
carried on a very extensive business in what
was called the disputed territory when it
was open for operations. There was no man
that I have met who had such a memory of
the early history of the River St. John, as Mr.
Glazier. He was born on the river, brought
up on it, carried on business on it and knew
the whole history of that section. Of late
his health had been very much impaired.
His death is very much to be regretted by
all

ture to the memory of the late Mr. Glazier,
there is bardly anything further for me to
say except that I come from the same pro-
vince, and having known our late colleague
for the last forty years, I desire to express my
endorsation of every word uttered by the hon.
Minister. The late Mr. Glazier was one lead-
ing lumberman of our country. He carried
on a very extensive business at all times, and
employed some 100 or 150 men in the woods.
He,withhisbrother,ran steamers on the River
St. John, and was everywhere known as a
thoroughly honourable man. In his youth,
and whilst his health was good, he commanded
great respect in his native province. Since
he came to Ottawa, sone twenty-six years
ago, on the l4th March, 1868, lie has been
known here as an upright, honest man, a nal
true to his country and true to his principles.
Though he was not a very talkative man, his
judgment was sound. i regret his death ex-
ceedingly. It occurred at a time when the
Senate, as a body, could not be notified of the
fact, or at what hour of the day the remais
would be taken away. Consequently, we
could not display the respect that we would
like to have shown to bis memory. At any
rate, in his own country, his nemory will be
treated with that sane respect that lie always
comnanded there during his lifetime.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS OF TITE
SENATE.

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ADOPTED.

Hon. Mr. READ, from the Committee
on Internal Economy and Contingent
Accounts of the Senate, presented their
fourth report and moved that it be adopt-
ed presently. He said : As the louse
directed, the postinaster's salary is in-
creased by $100. Another clause of the
report lias been amended by recommending
that the aniount paid by Gagnon into the
superannuation fund be restored to hin'.
Tbere is also a recommendation that the
waste paper of the Senate be disposed of il'
the same nanner as is done in the House of
Commons. There is also a slight change iin
the 19th clause.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-The
power of suspension recommended by the
report is too arbitrary. It gives absolute
power to suspend an official without cause.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-After the warm Hon. Mr. READ-I think the officer
tribute fromî the lion. Minister of Agricul then could be brought to account.
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lion. Mr. ANGERS-I observe that the
reconmendation of the committee in rela-
tion to the salary of the postmaster has not
been embodied in the report. The object
for which the report was referred back to
the committee is stated, but the recom-
liendation does not appear in the report it-
self.

lion. Mr. READ-It was intended that
It should, and the omission being simply a
clerical error, I now move, with the permis-
810n of the House, that it be corrected at
the Table.

The motion was agreed to and the report,
as amended, was adopted.

LAND IN THE TERRITORIES BILL.

THIRD READING.

came into force. Still, there is no doubt a
great deal in the contention of the hon.
member, and it has been resolved to strike
out sub-clause 3 if it is approved by the
House.

Hon. Mr. LANDRY, from the commit-
tee, reported the bill with amendments,
which were concurred in.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

NORTH-WEST TER RITORIES
IRRIGATION BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into Committee
of the Whole on Bill (124) " An Act respect-
ing the utilization of the waters of the North-
west Territories for irrigation and other pur-

oses 
>

The House resumed in Committee of the!
Whole consideration of Bill (HH) " An Act (In the Committee.)
tO consolidate and amend the Act respecting H
landouse that the principle of this i is set

(In the Committee.) foith in four or five clauses of it, and after we
han claus thrg them, hon. mem bersOn clause 87,c

lion. Mr. ANGERS-This clause was quite simple in its character, and will give
allowed to stand at the request of the hon. the bouse no trouble at aIl.
leader of the Opposition. The officers
Of the Department of the Interior and bon. Mr. SCOT-It is a Lill entirely

the Department of Justice conclude! new to members of this bouse, and has an
tha it!udL etrntt le important bearing on the future of thetat it would be better not to alter
clause 89 as it now stands. During recess North-west. While it is desirable that every
it is intendied to communicate the effect of facility should Le given for irrigation, stili
the discussion to the judges and the pro- the principle is one that may Le attended
fession in the North-west Territories, and if with very great danger to prvate rights.
it should be thought expedient to ask for where large corporations obtain power to use
additional legislation next year. the waters of that country for irrigation.

The clause was adopted. Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Their rights are

On Clause 9u preserved.

On clause 2,

~Uthave goneAthrough them, hon. memberr

frOn. MNr. ANGERS,-Thie hon. member
fron Calgary stated that the effect of the Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I would ask the
sub-clause would be to place settlers, who hon. minister to allow subsection (d) of this
have brought their lands under the operation clause to stand. I think when read in con-
of the Act, in a less advantageous position nection with subsequent clauses of the mea-
than those who have not. It is true that sure, it will be noticed that it is hardly ap-
ail but a very trifling portion of the land in plicable. It may have to be enlarged some-
the North-west is under the operation of the what.
Act, either as a consequence of the action The subclause was allowed to stand.
?11 the part of the owners to bring it under On the 4th clauset Operation, or still more largely because
such a considerable proportion of the land Hon Mr. POWER--I do not rise for the
has been patented since the Torrens system purpose of opposing this clause, but I have
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some hesitation in voting to provide that
the right to use any water which may be in
a swamp, for instance, shall be vested in the
Crown. If a man gets a grant of land in
which there is a swamp, and he proceeds to
drain the swamp and make the land tillable,
he is doing good work and should not be
interfered with by the Crown or any one else.
One can see the point as to streams, water-
courses, lakes and lagoons, but as to a
swamp I have grave doubts.

Hon. Mr.LOUGHEED-That is guarded.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-I rise to support
the observation of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax. The rights of the owners of these
farms in the North-west should be guarded.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I wish to make it
quite clear to the House that this bill has
no retroactive effect. that any concession
already made of a swamp will not be
affected by this bill at all ; it is only in the
future that the Crown, in naking a grant
of land, will niake the necessary reservation.
At present, under the grants made by the
Crown, the riparian owner, if the water is
not navigable, owns it to the niddle of the
streain ; that is for the past. No legisla-
tion should affect that, nor does this bill
intend to do so, but in the future the
policy of the Governiment is to reserve such
water for the general public, so that they
may be in a position to deal with it and to
grant the necessary license to corporations
formed for the purpose of utilizing that
water for the general good of all. It can-
not affect any acquired rights.

Hon., Mr LOUGHEED-I would -point
out to my hon. friend from St. Boniface that
there is a reservation made here expressly
that it shall only affect those lands the
title of which is vested in the Crown.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Even with those
explanations, I am afraid this clause will
have a bad effect Those who have experience
in the Nor th-west know what it means.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-When the hon.
gentleman has gone through the bill I
think he will be satisfied that all necessary
precautions are being taken, and no
detriment cai arise to anybody under
this legislation. As to the safety of
the works, the plans have got to be sub-

mitted and approved. For expropriation
the principles that are followed in building
a railway are adopted in this bill, so that no
possible injustice can be done if the bill ia
accepted.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-No injustice cal
be done to an individual, but if that policY
were adopted it might put into the hands of
companies very important powers which will
eventually be a drawback to colonization and
injurious to the settlers generally.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, I wish the
hon. gentleman to be satisfied upon that
point. We have heard so much about the
freight rates in the past that this bill has
been framed to avoid any similar difficultY.
There is a clause in this bill which provide-
that the tariff upon which the water shall
be distributed to the public shall be re-
gulated from tine to time upon application
to the Governor in Council, so that there Will
be no fixed and permanent tariff under those
licenses ; it shall be revised from tine tO
time at the request of those interested, SO
that upon that point I hope there will be 110
trouble.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I may infOral
my hon. friend f rom St. Boniface that

this bill, when in galley, was distributed
largely throughout the North-west. Con'
ventions were held of the settlers
throughout the western portion of the Terr-
tories where the bill would be peculiarly
applicable, and this bill was in whole adopt'
ed at those conventions. As far as I au,
aware not a dissenting voice had been raised
to the principle of the bill or to the particU-
lars of the bill.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--From my reading Of
the bill I do not draw the inference that
swamp or marsh land that would be capable
of cultivation by drainage are in any way
covered by this bill. The marsh or svanP
land referred to in this bill are such land'
as hold some very considerable body O
water and which could not be utilized at a
for farming purposes. " Use and diversion
would not cover the drainage of the la
simply for the purpose of converting it in
agricultural ground. It is the fear tha'
lands that might ultimately become agric
tural lands by drainage will be included in
this bill, which apparently has created the
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fear that my hon. friend from St. Boniface Hon. Mr. ANGERS -Certainly; al
expresses. principles which apply to public works con-

structed by corporations are applicable to
lon. Mr. BERNIER-As explained by this bill. The principles that govern the

the hon. leader of the Opposition the building of railways are applied to irrigation
clause would be less objectionable if such under this bil; and moreover, ail the plans
lands were excluded. I want to point out that of work to be erected have to be approved of.
the narsh, as it is put generally there, may It must be shown that they are safe and
apply to some marshes where hay is made. sufficient, and will not cause loss or any
1n the North-west, as in the province of s c
Manitoba, the natural hay, which is about the
01ily hay we can get, is made generally on Hon. Mr. POWER-As I understand it,
those marshes, and if those places are put in the hon. gentleman from St. Boniface is not
the hands of irrigation companies the settlers raising any objection to the plans, or the
1 the vicinity of them may be unable to cut sufflciency of the works to be undertaken
hay. by any company. The hon. gentlenan's

on Mr. LOUGEED-Does the hon. understand it, is this-heIlon Mr LOGHED-Dos te lon.says after the passing of this Act it will be
genltleman object to the Crown deal- impossible for any settier to get, by grant
14g in marsh lands now vested in them, from the Crown, swamp or marsh land" If
an'd Would he prevent the Crown from dis- a settier were to attempt to acquire, for
POi1g of them to any person ? 1instance, a tract of land a portion of which

lion. Mr. BERNIER-I do not object
to the Crown lands being used in that way,
b1t I have certainly a right, if I think this
bil Will work injuriously against any classf People, to object to such a provision.

lon. Mr. ANGERS-I am quite sure
the hon. meiber from St. Boniface will be
reconciled to this bill when he knows the
Object in view. If there are marsh lands
us8ed for meadows, they beong to the settler'
or they belong to the Crown. If they be-
long to the settler to-day, they will not be
affected by this measure at all. If they be-
loI1g to the Crown, they can be acquired bythe settler if he chooses to pay the price for
them, and if the land is of such a nature thatcan be cultivated, the Crown would raise

eul ifficulty in making a grant of it as agri-
&tural land. If it is vested in the Crown;
snehthe Crown sees that it is submerged in'

ah way that it cannot be made available
ar agricultural purposes, then the Crown lias

.i ght, in making grants of the adjoining
P1eces of ground to reserve that portion,
wbich portion shall then be utilized for irri-
gating the whole district.

lon. Mr. KAULBACH-I have not5een the bill ; it is novel legislation to me,
vi" does not affect us in our Lower Pro-
lnTCes, but I presume any damage done tolard by damming up the water will be fully
co Pensated for under the provisions of the

happens to be marsh, and on which marsh
hay grows, the Crown will not be allowed to
make him a grant of the marsh. That is
rather a serious matter in a country like the
North-west Territories. I wish to call
attention to the 6th clause which I think
would prevent the Crown from making a
grant to any settler under those circum-
stances. It is as follows:-

After the passing of this Act, no right to the
permanent diversion or to the ex lusive use of the
water in any river, streain, watercourse, lake,
creek, ravine, cafnon, lagoon, swamp, marsh or
other body of water, shall be acquired by any
riparian owner or any other person by length of
use or otherwise than as it may he acquired or
conferred under the provisions of this Act.

" Diversion " would be diversion for drain-
age purposes, of course. J really (o not see
why the Government should want to take
these swamp and narsh lands. There is no
large stream of water to be got out of a swamp
as a rule, and I think it would be better to
strike out the words " swamp and narsh."

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Clause 6 provides
that in future grants, the fact of a man being
a riparian proprietor to a swamp, hiver, lake
or lagoon, he will not acquire, as he did
formerly, the right to the middle of the water.
That is the meaning of it. You can only
acquire it under the provisions of this bill ;
that is, by making a special application for
it and obtaining a license if it is to be used
for the purposes of irrigation, but the Crown
will have, notwithstanding, the right to dis-
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pose of it, if it is not suitable for irrigation,
as meadow lands for hay, etc.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I would point
out that it is very desirable for the proper
operation of this bill that the Government
should deal with swamp lands as indicated
in the bill. Most of the swamp lands in the
North-west Territories are to be found in
large depressions of the prairie-they are
basins which hold large quantities of water
in the spring of the year. The retention of
that water for the irrigation of the land in
the vicinity is extremely desirable. It is of
no use in those swamps whatever, and surely
it is right that the settlers should have the
opportunity of using the water that accumu-
lates in those basins at the season of the
year when it is most desirable that water
should be used on the lands in question.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I wish to draw
attention to another fact. As the lion.
gentleman says, those swamps are over-
flowed in the spring. Within four or five
weeks the whole of the water runs off. The
intention is to keep back the water and to
make reservoirs of those swamps, which
are natural basins and any corporation in-
corporated for the purpose will build at the
mouth of such a swamp or marsh or over-
flwed land a dyke to keep the water there
for irrigation at a time of drought.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The objection of the
hon. gentleman is met by the bill. Every
company wishing to irrigate must obtain a
license f rom the Government, so the Govern-
ment in each case will be in a position to see
whether irrigation is necessary or not. No-
body has any right to go of his own accord
and undertake irrigation in any section. AN
company must first obtain a license to allow
them to use the water of a lake or river for
such a purpose. So, virtually, it will be put
in force in every instance only after the
Government has considered whether a license
should be given or not.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If this bill becolles
law, will the Government have power tO
make a grant of land in any part of the
North-west Territories which would conveY
to the grantee the same right that is nO'
conveyed in grants to drain swanps and
marshes? If this bill becomes law, can the
Government nake a grant which would giîe
the grantee the right to drain a swamp or
marsh, supposing it is a place where irriga-
tion is not desirable?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not think
clause 6 would debar the Crown from using
for agricultural purposes a place which is
called a swamp to-day, but which could be
easily reclaimed for agricultural purposes.

The clause was adopted.
Hon. Mr. POWER-I would make this

suggestion: there are certain parts of the On section 8,
North-west Territories where undoubtedly it Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Clause 7 deals
is very desirable that this measure should go with undertakings that have already been
into operation. There are other parts of the assumed, or carried out, or partially carried
North-west Territories where this bill will out. Clause 8 contenplates undertakilgs
never go into operation. It occurs to me that which ma hereafter be carried out and
the difficulty would be got over if the -deals with the question of precedence. T
ister would insert sonewhere in the bill a deaul be sin presi n claue

claue t th efecttha th Goernr .should be a saving provision in the clause
clause to the effect that the Governor t stating that it applies to all cases excepting
Council may, by proclamation, define the those covered by clause 7. Clause 7 m1akes
territory within which this bill is to it oblicatory that a license should be Ob-
operate. That would get over the whole taieiatorn that o acnsesd bent

of he iffculv.tained within twelve months, and apparenî
of the difficulty. does not provide for filing an application as

Hon Mr LOUGHEED-Tiat is really in clause 8.
impracticable. Until the necessary surveys
are made, surely it cannot be determined
where this system should be in operation.
My hon. friend may take it for granted that
it is private capital that is to be invested in
these works. Private capital is never
solicitous to invest itself in irrigation under-
takings where irrigation would be futile.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It deals with persons
who already have licenses.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Clause 8 should
make this exception, that an application
should not take precedence, during bil
months ensuing from the time that this bi
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goes into operation, of one who has already
started an undertaking.

lon. Mr. ANGERS-The company that
ha already started work should use dili-
gence.

'ion. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend
Will see that they have twelve months for
on1liig in and asserting their rights. Hav-

"'g given them twelve months in the seventh
clause it is inconsistent with that provision
that the first applicant should have preced-
ence, because some one may come in and
"'ake an application who has not started
operations, and according to clause 8 that
application will take precedence although
twelve months is given to the party who
has already started operations.

lon. Mr. POWER-My hon. friend from
Calgary will see that clause 7 applies only to
Persons who now hold water rights. Clause

applies only to water, the property in
which is vested in the Crown, so the two
clauses do not clash at all.

lion. Mr. LOUGHEED-My hon. friend
frorn Halifax may not understand the situa-
tion there. The application of clause 7,
although it may not be drawn out exactly
as it should to apply to the class to which I
refer, intends to cover this class of cases :

nzy persons, in anticipation of this bill
teig passed, have made ditches, and diverted
the Water from the streams on to their lands,
and have expended large sums of money. It
' intended that these people, who have car-
ýed out these undertakings, shall be preserved
In the rights they already possess. The
.ndertakings which they have already car-

oned Out are in contravention of the common
law regarding riparian rights, because they
have no right to tap those streams and affect

therZits of riparian owners above or below
e.n Consequently, it is intended that
use 7 shall apply to that class of cases.

aerefore, I say, it is inconsistent with
clause 8.

blon. Mr. ANGERS-I think they should
be.gven a delay to comply with the pro-
'isions of clause 7, but it is impossible to fix
a delay in clause 8, becanse it deals with
the future.

1on. Mr LOUGHEED-Section 7 deals
With property vested in the Crown. You

have already given twelve months in clause
7, and in clause 8 you provide that the
applicant shall take precedence according
to the date of application.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-It appears to me the
statement of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax is quite clear. The two clauses re-
late to two distinct cases.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Oh, no, there are
persons in the North-west who, without
authority, have already constructed works.

Hon. Mr. VIDAL-That is mentioned in
the bill.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They have twelve
months under clause 7. What the hon. gentle-
man from Calgary means is this-clause 8 pro-
vides that future applications shall be dealt
with in the order of priority. A person
may apply for a territory covered by works
which are not now authorized, and under
clause 8 his application would have preced-
ence. I do not think there is any possible
fear of that, because notice must be given
that a person is so applying.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-A person could
easily show that he had commenced oper-
ations.

Hon. Mr. POWER-We might insert in
clause 8 after " precedence" "except ap-
plications under section 7."

The amendment was accepted and the
clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 12,

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Should there
not be some provision made that the plans
in question should be certified by a compe-
tent engineer? The word "engineer " is used,
but it should be in every case a competent
engineer.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It would be an
unwise provision to require that the engineer
who makes the plan should always be a pro-
perly qualified civil engineer.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The plans have to
be verified here.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-This measure
contemplates the existence of companies who
propose selling water, and the question is
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whether this is applicable to companies that
do not propose to sell water, but simply to
use it for their own exclusive purposes.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I think all com-
panies should be bound to sell water; it is
not an element that any company should
have a monopoly over ; it would be a great
grievance if such a monopoly was estab-
lished.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I perfectly
agree with my hon. friend as to the desir-
ability of that, but there may be a small
streani in the vicinity of a company's or an
individual's farm which it might be desirable
to divert for the use of the property. The
question is, does clause 12 contemplate
that, and if it does not, what shall a private
individual or a company requiring it for
irrigation purposes do?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I will niake a note
of it and refer to the matter again.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 29,

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Why is power
given to discriminate for four years?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It may be good
policy both for the company and for the
consumer to permit discrimination in the
price of water for a reasonable time. By
offering water at a low price, many will be
persuaded to use it who otherwise might not.
The experiment will teach them the value
of it. The delegates from the North-west
endorsed the principle of giving a discrimina-
tion for the first four years of the existence
of a company's works, so as to teach the people
the benefit of irrigation. To a certain ex-
tent, they might give them free water if
they chose.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.), from
the committee, reported that they had made
some progress with the bill and asked leave
to sit again.

CULLERS' ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (124) " An Act
further to amend the Cullers' Act."

(In the Committee.)
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This bill is for the

purpose of striking out of the present law the
words "or counted" which was left in by
mistake.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is difficult tO
understand what the meaning of this is. 1
know what the change is, but the existing
law is not as intelligible as it should be.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr.. OGILVIE, from the co-
mittee, reported the bill without amend-
ment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (123) An Act in restraint of fraudU-
lent sale or marking.-(Mr. Angers.)

The Senate adjourned at 5 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 10th July, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

IRRIGATION IN NORTH-WEST
TERRITORIES' BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resumed, in Committee of the
Whole, consideration of Bill (134) "An Act
respecting the utilization of the waters Of
the North-west Territories for irrigation and
other purposes."

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.) fro'i
the committee, reported the bill with amend'
ments, which were concurred in.

The bill was then read the third timeand
passed.

686



[JULY 10, 1894]

MILITIA LAND GRANTS BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Committee
'Of the Whole on Bill (54) " An Act to make
flirther provision respecting grants of land
to members of the militia force on active
service in the North-west."

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED, from the com-
Inittee, reported the bill without amendment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

BILLS INTRODICED.

Bill (132) "An Act respecting the
Cobourg, Northumberland and Pacific Rail-
'ay Company."-(Mr. MacInnes,Burlington.)

Bill (122) " An Act further to amend the
Petroleum Inspection Act."-(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (85) ",An Act to incorporate the
tOYntonBicycle Electric Railway Company."

'(Mr. Read.)

Bill (23) An Act to incorporate the Ed-
n1onton Street Railway Company."-(Mr.
Lougheed.)

Bill (73) " An Act respecting the Atlantic
ed Lake Superior Railway Company."-
Mr. Ogilvie.)

Bill (139) "An Act to ihcorporate the
Pntiac and Ottawa Railway Company."-
Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (154) " An Act further to amend the
Acts respecting the Civil Service."-(Mr.
Angers.)

Bill (155) "An Act further to amend the
Act respecting the Judges of Provincial
'Courts."--(%r. Angers.)

e'UNERAL EXPENSES OF THE LATE
SENATORS FLINT AND

GLAZIER.

MOTION.

lion. Mr. BOWELL.-Before moving the
djourmnent of the House I should like to

refer to a matter in connection with the
death of two of our oldest senators during
ths session of parliament. I find that, look-
ing at precedents, the funeral expenses of
enators dying during the sitting of the
lOuse have been paid by the Contingent Ac-
Counts Committee of the Senate. It would

only be a gracious act, when we consider
that the two colleagues who have passed
away this session were two of the oldest
members of the House, and for other rea-
sons which I do not think it at all necessary
to refer to, if the House would concur in the
suggestion that I have made. The Conting-
ent Accounts Committee will act in accord-
ance with its wishes. I have taken this
means of bringing up the matter because it
places it upon record and makes an addi-
tional precedent to two others to which I
shall refer in a moment, and should the House
concur in the suggestion which I have made
it will be a matter on record, and it will
place the Auditor General in a position not
to object to the payment. I need scarcely
say to you, who have watched the keenness
with which the Auditor General investigates
all accounts, that he keeps a close watch on
all expenditures. I find no fault with hin for
doing so; on the contrary, he being a par-
liamentary officer and not a Government of-
ficial, it is his duty to make thorough and
rigid investigation into all expenditures
made by either House or by the Government,
and assure himself that there is authority
for each expenditure. I find that in the
case of the Hon. Mr. Burnham, the funeral
expenses were paid by the Senate, and also
the case of Mr. Churchill, as far back as
1874, both of whom I believe died while at-
tending to their official duties. In the one
case the bill was $83, and in the other $175.
I felt that it is only right, under the cir-
cumstances, as a matter of courtesy and of
respect to those departed, to bring this ques-
tion under the notice of the Senate, and with
the conviction that the members who have
known the departed gentlemen will concur
in the views which I have expressed.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-Should not a
limit be fixed beyond which expenses should
not go ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-My intention was
simply to include the funeral expenses in
Ottawa; that would be simply the under-
taker's bill, and the cab-hire going to the
station, and would not include any hotel
bill.

Hon. Mr. O'DONOHOE-In the two
accounts mentioned, one is double the other.
If that be permitted in one case, why may
it not be increased to any extent ?
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentle-
man is quite correct in the statement he has
made. I have no objection to limit it in
any way the Senate thinks proper. The
first item reads:

Aiount paid undertaker for the funeral ex-
penses of the Hon. Mr. Burnham, $83.

That would include, I think, the casket,
and probably transportation from Ottawa to
Cobourg, where he lived. The other is:

Aimount of expenses of funeral of the late Hon.
Mr. Churchill, cab hire, $42 ; inessenger to Pres-
cott with reinains, $8.50.

I suppose he had no
had to send a messenger.
bill was placed at $125.

friends, and they
The undertaker's

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think there is no
difference of opinion in the House as to the
desirability of adopting the suggestion of
the hon. leader of the House ; but I would
suggest that it would be better to pass a
resolution in the House rather than refer
the matter to the conmittee, because there
may be some difficulty in getting a quorum
of the Contingent Accounts Committee, and
if the matter were referred to the committee
they would simply report back and the
House would adopt the report. It is just
as well that the House should move directly,
because the conmittee will not have the
details in time to submnit to the House.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I thank the hon.
gentleman for the suggestion he lias made,
and I therefore move:

That the expenses attenling the funerals in
Ottawa of the Hou. Messrs. Flint and (Iazier,
who died while in attendance upon their Par-
liamentary duties, be paid by the Clerk of the
House.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, 11th July, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE PRINTING OF PARLIAMENT.

MOTION.

Hon. Mr. POWER moved:

That an humble Address be presented to lis
Excellency the Glovernor General ; praying that
His Excellency will cause to be laid before the
Senate, a statement showing in detail the several
sums paid for public printing for the year endilg
30th June, 1883, and 30th June, 1893, respectivelY.

He said: This motion is one which I pre-
sume will be concurred in without anY
hesitation. For a great many years the
printing of this House was donc by contrac-
tors. Some few years ago a change was
made, and the printing of Parliament, and
the public printing generally, was transferred
to the Printing Bureau. I think it will be
the unanimous feeling of the House that the
work has not been .done any more satisfac-
torily under the new state of things than it
was under the old. I do not raise any ques-
tion as to the quality of the work ; there is
no fault to be found with that, but we have
had, during the present session, on various
occasions, difflculty with respect to proceed-
ing with our work promptly owing to the
fact of delay in printing bills and other
documents. The printing is not done noe
nearly as promptly as when the work was
lone by contractors, so that unless the

country is saving something by the present
method of doing the public printing, it will
be desirable to return to the old system O
doing the work. I have no doubt that if
the plant which is in the hands of the govern-
ment, were placed at the disposal of cO-
tractors, a contract could be entered intO at
a very reasonable figure for the public priit-
ing. It is desirable, therefore, to ascertain
whether any saving has been effected by the
present method of doing the printing, and
the object of my resolution is to obtain in-

formation on that subject. The return,
which I hope will be here at the beginni1g
of next session, will enable the House to,
judge whether the printing is now beintg
done more economically than before the
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ilntroduction of the present system, and the
,Ouse will then be in a position to decide
Whether it is desirable that Parliament
should return to the former method of doing
the public printing.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (71) "An Act to incorporate the New
York, New England and Canada Company."
-(Mr. Power.)

Bill (131) " An Act to incorporate the
Nova Scotia Steel Company (Limited.")--

large a reduction by reducing it from 90 to
85. The test in New York State and Penn-
sylvania is 73 and it is thought there to be
safe enough. We do not hear of accidents
occurring from this low grade, consequently
we made it 85, convinced that it will offer
no great danger.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-iHas there been any
fault found with the former test of the oil 1

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Just what I have
mentioned, that the best burning qualities
escape.

(Vr. Power.) Hon. Mr. DE VER-J wanted to know if
there was any fault found with it, because 1

PETROLEUM INSPECTION ACT. burn a grent deal of ou in my house and I
SECOND READING. flnd the very best ou we get from New York
'ion Mr ANGRS ove thesecnd satisfactory. That is unider the presentlion. Mr. ANGERS moved the second ýreadng f Bh (12> An ct frthr t law and the present test, and I should bereading th ele I1specion Act." very sorry to see it altered. I thnk it isend the Petroleum Inspection Act." have been burn
'bon Mr POWR-1thin th NF ing it for five or six years and have neyer.lion. Mr. POWER-I think the Min- hdayfutt id ehdtesm

'ter should have given us some reason for
Passing this bill. I find the first clause of test and got the same quality of ou, and

tu iiunîess some gireat objcinhsbe fèethe bill provides for the lowering of the oil
test Thefirs cluse f th biî ~ y compétent experts, I think it a pity thattests. The first clauqe of the bill sub- telwsol ecagd

titutes for paragraph a of section 3 of the
Petroleum Inspection Act, chapter 102 of Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The vrr oil that
the Revised Statues, the following the lon. gentleman uses house

(t.) If, at a lower temperature than eighty- is only tested at 73 in the state of Newfive degrees by Fahrenheit's thernoneter, when York.
tested by the pyroneter described in the schedule
tO this Act, it enits a vapour that will flash. Hon. Mr. DEVER-What bas that to do

The existing limit is 90 degrees. We with us as long as our test is satisfactory
k1ow that 85 degrees is a very common
temperature and it seems to me that the Hon. Mr. ANGERS-If their ou is
lovering of the temperature will render the allowed and tested at 73, reducing it to 85
oil Umuch less safe to use than it is under here will offer less danger.
the Present regulations. The Minister should
have established, in such a way as to satisfy Hon. Mr. DEVER-We have been using

the'bosetha thre ihlnotbe ny n-that oul for six or seven years under thethe Hlouse, that there will not be any in-
erease of danger by the lowering of the existing test in this climate, and we have
standard. found it satisfactory. do not think it

should be altered nowv, without some specific
lon. Mr. VIDAL-It strikes me it is the cause that I have neyer heard of. The climate

very reverse. of New York has nothing to do with us.
We have been using this quality of oil under

lon. Mr. ANGERS-No. The high test this test, and J say again that we have neyer
95, it is alleged, causes the escape of ail found any fault with it, but on the contrary

e best properties of the oil, and makes it und it safe and of ood quality.
bO heavy that it encrusts the wick with car-

b and tends to heat the vapour f rom the Hon. Mr. ANGERS-There has been no
Ow While it prevents the escape of the heated conplaint from the consumer because the oit
vaPour. Now it is said we are making too was unsafe, and we intend to keep it safe yet.

44 a
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But the producer says: " You force me to consider them the more so, because I have
extract the best burning qualities of the oil ;" observed the very condition that he de-
that is a sufficient reason, keeping in view scribes. Re states that the wick of the
the safety of the public, for reducing it to 85. lamp becomes converted into a solid mas8

of carbon, and thereby the valuable pro-
Hon. Mr. DEVER-But what have we perties of the oit are fot brought forth. The

to do with Ucnited States test or atmosphere? heat is concentrated on the ou, and thereby
increases the danger of explosion. By

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-We have no lowering this test the high illuinating
objections to the lower grade of United States properties of the oit are retained an od a sowd
oil. It is only our own oit. to pass off in combustion. ConsequentlYe

the oit is better, and there is greater safetY
Hon. Mr. POWER-I arp rather struck to those using it, because the heat will oTe

by the statement made by the Minister who pass to the tampt
says that the producers are afraid that, underB
the existing test, soe of the most valuable on Mr. esthe hae i nan

jualities disappear and that the oit does not accident under the present test. No faue
oil. Itas onl ou r own o l tst has been found. Those who use the oitl aresatisfed, and why should we have a lawf

Hon. MIr. POWER-I am rather stru t this kind? g do not accuse the Minister of
Hon.Mr.ANGES-Idid ot ay tat.Agriculture of bringing in a measure which

Hon. Mr. mPOWER-The hon. gentleman witl be unsatisfactory to the country, but 
said the iluminating properties of the oi have no confidence whatever in the udel
were eliminated much more speedily under who run this Excise Department. TheY
the high test than they will be under the are perpetually annoying the country by
new test. Then I understand his statement bringing in useless b wis. The people do aot
to be that the manufacturers of this oit wish want this continuai annoyance from these
to give us an oit which will burn longer than men, who do it iore to show their imporw

that which we have now. have nothing tance than for any other reason. The il
to say against the patriotism of the gentle- that we have been using in this country for
wee elim duch in thispeedilry ut seven years has been perfectly satisfactorY*

then hg testuc than thillb ne h r ereulyanyn h country byth

sha be very slow to believe, if this bt m We found great trouble in getting t
introduced at their instigation, that their isant of coti to noyae from te
motive is that we shah consume less oi than having got it, we want to retain itm -
we have been consuming. That is one of import our oi from the United States; we
those stories which might be told to a body have no regard for the Canadian ou beau
men w hprode Hoie ins, ut, bui t cannot be used as a 6rst class pecl inatirgsoll basey e believe are, but whic oit It is a waste of time for people behnd

intoued at beheieve insigaion thave ti stenr's boil to whrig isnow buter

a very distinct recollection, but J can remem- the Minister's back to bring in bills here

ber that when the measure whicl is now on that nobody understands-I doubt if they
the statute-book was passing through this understand them themselves. They corne
House, the gentleman in charge of the bill here simply to make alterations and amen
at that time contended that we should adopt ments every year which are very annoy1n
this high standard because it was safe and to the public, and which are of no possib
because we would be making our oil so nuch use to the trade or benefit to the co 0

safer than the oil used in the United States, munity.
and J cannot understand why, without any Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I must thank the
complaint from the consumers in this hon. gentleman for expressing his confidence
country, the Government now propose to in me personally, but I must at the same
retrace their steps and give us an oil which time ask him to extend that confidence tO the
will not possess the quality of safety, which people who stand at my back. Those Who
was spoken of, in nearly so high a degree as are in charge of this measure are not officers
the oil which we are now using. of the Customs, against whom he seems to

have some grievance.
Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-The explan-

ations given by the hon. leader of the House Hon. Mr. DEVER-I said the Excise
are, to my mind, eminently satisfactory. I officers.
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lion. Mr. ANGERS-This is a bill
Which comes from the Inland Revenue De-
Partment.

Iton. Mr. DEVER-That is the depart-
eient I mean.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-The explanation, I
think, is sufficient to induce the House to
accept the bill: it only refers to oil used for
dorestic purposes and it has not been pressed
On the government in any way by the oil pro-
ducers. What I said was that representa-
tiOns might have come from that direction.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
waS read second time.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (23) "An Act to incorporate the Ed-
r4onton Street Railway Company."-(Mr.
Lougheed.)

Bill (73) "An Act respecting the Atlantic
and Lake Superior Railway Company."-
(Mr. Ogilvie.)

Bill (154) "An Act further to amend the
the Acts respecting the Civil Service."-(Mr.
&ngers.)

PROVINCIAL .JUDGES ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

lion. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (155) " An Act further to
ari'end the Act respecting the Judges of
?rovincial Courts." He said: When the
aanagement of the administration of justice

14 the province of Quebec was under the
ee0 ntrol of the Hon. Mr. Mercier, lie amended
the law relating to the appointment of the
ating Chief Justice, when that official hap-
Pened to reside in Montreal or when he hap-
pened to reside in Quebec, by stating that
the judge who should discharge those duties
should be a judge appointed by the compe-
tent authorities. It has been found neces-
8ary, in consequence, to make the Dominion
Statutes read in the same way as the local
tatutes, emanating from the powerwhich has

' sole right to constitute the court. The
Scond paragraph is to provide the salary

. an additional judge for British Colum-

The motion was agreed to and the bill
*as read the second time.

44

MONTREAL PARK AND ISLAND
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (68) " An Act respect-
ing the Montreal Park and Railway Com-
pany."

The bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE moved that the 41st
rule be suspended and that the bill be read
the second time presently. He said: This
bill met with considerable opposition in the
other House, but that opposition is all over
now, and as the RailwayCommittee willmeet
to-morrow, I should like to have the bill pass
its second reading now and be referred to
the committee without delay.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is true that the
opposition is over in the House of Commons,
but that is because the bill has left that
House. One of the last things done withthe
bill there was to increase the company's pos-
sible capitalfromlhalf a million toamilliondol-
lars. The bill originally provided that the
capit al should be $1,000,000, and after a long
discussion in the Railway Committee the
capital was fixed at $500,000, that being
the limit in the original charter granted by
the Provincial Legislature. At the third
reading of the bill the capital was increased
to a million dollars, notwithstanding the
fact that a majority of the commiittee had
been opposed to such an increase. There-
fore I do not think the lion. gendleman is
quite correct in saying that all parties are
agreed about this bill. Giving the company
power to double their capital is a very un-
desirable thing indeed. I do not know that
I shall oppose the hon. gentleman's motion,
because the committee of this House can deal
with the bill.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Anything that the
lion. gentleman has said does not controvert
my statement. There is no opposition to
the bill now. Within the last hour the
solicitor of the company, Mr. Ferguson,
told me himself that they had withdrawn
ail opposition. I can say from personal
knowledge that it will take at least a mil-
lion dollars to complete the works that they
are carrying on at the present moment-
constructing a line round the mountain to
the park and to Lachine-if a million dol-
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lars will do it. I took pains to ascertain,
both from Mr. Girouard and from the soli-
citor of the company, that everything was
all right before I undertook to move the
second reading of the bill.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (138) "An Act to incorporate the
Montreal, Ottawa and Georgian Bay Canal
Coinpany."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (100) "An Act to incorporate the
French River Boom Company, Limited."-
(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (82) "An Act respecting the Lake
Erie and Detroit River Railway Company
and the London and Port Stanley Railway
Company."-(Mr. Maclnnes-Burlington.)

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (145) "An Act further to amend the
Fisheries Act."-(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (126) "An Act further to amend the
Criminal Code, 1892."-(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (JJ) "An Act further to amend the
Post Oflice Act."-(Mr. Angers.)

The Senate adjourned at 4.15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Th ursday July 12th, 1894

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MONTREAL PARK AND ISLAND
RAILWAY CO'S. BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, from the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours, report-
ed Bill (68) " An Act respecting the Mon-
treal Park and Island Railway Company,"
with certain amendments. He said : The
first amendment is in clause 3 relating to
the capital stock, with the right to increase
it to $1,000,000. It read originally " when

a majority of shareholders shall so decide,"
and the committee made it, " when the
majority in value of the shareholders shall sO
decide." Then in clause 6 the annual meet-
ing of the shareholders was fixed for the Ist
December ; at the request of the promoters Of
the bill it was made 3rd December, and the
shareholders were reduced from 75. In the
16th clause it originally read " The Mont-
real Park and Island Railway CompanY,
and the Montreal City Passenger RailwaY
Company may enter into an agreement." It
was pointed out that we had no jurisdictiOl
over the Montreal Street Passenger Rail-
way, and therefore the clause was altered SO
as to read " The Montreal Park and Island
Railway Company may enter into an agree-
ment with the Montreal Street Passenger
Railway." These are the only amendments.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was tien read the third time and passed.

ATLANTIC AND LAKE SUPERIOR
RAILWAY COMPANY.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Ir. ALLAN, froin the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbours,
reported Bill (73) " An Act respecting the
Atlantic and Lake Superior Railway Coi-
pany," with an amendment. He said: The
amendment is in clause 4, where power 1s
given to the company to issue one-fourth of
its capital stock as preferred stock, upon
such terms and conditions as may be agreed
upon by the shareholders of the company a
a general meeting called for the purpose, an
the committee have thought fit to add "at

which meeting at least two-thirds in value
of the shareholders are present in person or
represented by proxy."

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE moved concurrence
in the amendment.

The motion was agreed to and the bill a
amended was then read the third time and
passed.

ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-Before the
Orders of the Day are called, I should like
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tO ask the government if it is their intention
tO ask Parliament to pass an address to Her
eajesty the Queen, on the occasion of the
birth of the son of the Duke of York?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have to inform
the H(ouse that it is the intention of the
government to ask Parliament to pass an
address on the occasion of the birth of the
8on 9f the Duke of York. I may also state
that the Government through His Excellency,

ve already expressed to the Queen and to
the Duke of York, their congratulations up-
On the happy event.

INSPECTION OF ELECTRIC LIGHT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Ron. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reatding of Bill (118)" An Act respecting
l8spection of Electric Light." He said: I
do not intend to refer this bill to a Com-
'n'ttee of the Whole before Monday, and I
Shall then be in a position to give to the
lOuse the necessary explanation.

lion Mr. SCOTT- do not rise for the
NUrpose of opposing this bill, because I
doubt whether any of us is capable of
analysing and expressing any intelligent
OPinion upon the bill. It is one which is
PD'rely a matter for experts. I simply rise
tO call the attention of the House to the
fact that so many important bills are being
Introduced at the end of the fourth month
Of the session. For the first three months
this bouse devoted very considerable time
tO the Insolvency Bill, as we supposed per-
feeting that, and we find all our labour on
that subject is practically lost so far as this
Session is concerned, because it is quite evi-
dent that the bill is not to go through the
Present year. No doubt it will be all dis-
cussed and probably a very considerable

m11Lrber of changes made in the coming
Year, but it is not treating Parliament fairly
that the Government should wait until the
very end of the session before introducing
So Many important measures. I was just
h.lI1iing my eye over some of the bills that
the been brought down at the very end of
the Session, which might just as well have

enconsidered at an earlier period when
e could have given them a thorough

ý]tfalination and perhaps considerably
l1Xroved them. There is the Audit

Act, the Act amending the Criminal
Code, the Fisheries Act, the Post Office
Act, the Act relating to Judges of Pro-
vincial Courts, the Civil Service Act,
Petroleum Inspection Act, the Indian Act,
Inspection of Electric Lights, which is now
before us, Fraudulent Marking, the Irri-
gation Bil, which is exceedingly important.
We pass the clauses in this House, just read-
ing the marginal notes, and not giving the
bill that consideration which a measure of
its importance demands. Then there is the
bill relating to Lands in the Territories, the
bill relating to Masters and Mates, Refuge
for Females in Ontario, North-west Mounted
Police Act, Steamboat Inspection Act,
and a variety of others, all introduced in
the last week or two of the session-since
the lst of July at any rate. My lion. friend
shakes his head, not as denving the fact, I
am sure, but as pleading that it will not be
done again. It has been repeated year
after year. It seems to have been the
policy of the Government that the important
measures which we desire to push through
Parliament were kept back until the House
was wearied with legislation. The country
has ceased to take any interest in what is
going on in Parliament, and the debates are
not now read, and the public take no
interest in the proceedings of Parliament at
the present time. We have present now,
I suppose, not more than one-fourth of the
ordinary number of Senators, only twenty
odd members. We see that the majority of
seats are vacant and yet we are called upon
to dispose of this important legislation.
There is really no excuse for it, because
many of those bills are prepared, in fact all
of them, in the departments, and the officers
ought to be told that if they desire any changes
in the laws affecting the various branches
of the Government, the bills ought to be
prepared before the session commences. Of
course we have a perfect illustration of it
in the Tariff Bill. That measure has not
come to us yet. I suppose it will come to
us about the time the guns a're firing when
His Excellency is coming to give his assent
to the bills. I notice by the papers that
changes are being made in the tariff still.
Notice was given a day or two ago of con-
siderable, changes. We had hoped, and it
was semi-officially announced, that Parlia-
ment would rise this week, but we are told
now that it will not rise for some days-
probably not before the end of the week. It
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is certainly an easy matter for the Govern-
ment to adopt the principle that general
measures that have to be brought before
Parliament ought to be prepared in the re-
cess, so that they can be introduced at an
early period of the session when members
are fresh and active and prepared to take a
lively interest in legislation, and not at the
very fag end of the session when everybody
is tired and the great majority of members
have left for their homes.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I am surprised at
the reaarks of the leader of the Opposition
upon this point. He would give the House
to understand that we have been kept idle
until to-day. As to the work that has been
done by the Senate in relation to the Insol-
vency Act, it is most useful, and if the bill
is not passed this session in the House it
will be useful for next session.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-No doubt about that.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-As to bringing all
the legislation in the last few days of the
session, the lion. gentleman has read a long
list. To show how inaccurate that state-
ment is, it is sufficient for me to point out a
single instance among the bills that he has
referred to as coming late in- the session.
There are bills in that list which were
initiated and passed by the Senate, such as
the Indian Act. That was a Senate bill,
and it comes back to us now, amended very
slightly from the Commons. As to the bill
in relation to the post office, any member
who has read it will see that it is legislation
that might come at the very last hour.
What is the object of it ? To allow pub-
lishers of newspapers to circulate free, as
they do to-day, their bills to subscribers,
invitations to subscribe to the paper includ-
ing an envelope with printed addresses.
The bill referring to the provincial
courts, it is simply a bill of two
clauses, one of which is to amend the
Dominion law, so as to make it coincide
with the local law of the province of Quebec,
and the other clause to provide for the
salary of an additional judge in British
Columbia. Surely those are not matters
that will take the House by surprise, or
which warrant the hon. gentleman in charg-
ing the Government with wishing to impose
upon the House legislation at the very last

moment so that they would not be able tO
consider it.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I named 21, I think.
I could name many more.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I did not refer tO
them all, but a number of those bills were
initiated by the Senate.

Hon. Mr..ALLAN-Thereis no doubt that
in the past we have had reason to complain
of the action of the Government in bringing
up important measures at the end of the
session when it was almost impossible tO
give them due consideration. It is on re-
cord that this House on one occasion show-
ed its sense of such treatment by refusing
even to consider a very important bill which
was brought up within the last few days
of the session, but I really do not think D'Y
hon. friend from Ottawa is altogether fair
in the criticism he has uttered with respect
to the course of the Government in this
particular session, because this year the
Senate has reason to feel satisfied that seV-
eral government measures were first intro-
duced in this House and in ample time tO
consider them fully. With regard to this
very bill to which my hon. friend has referred
specially, the Irrigation Bill, I presume if
any hon. gentleman had desired to have
every one of these clauses read at length, it
would have been done at once. There was
no special hurry used in passing this bill
through the chamber in any way,but I fancY
that the majority of the members felt thenl-
selves in the sane position that I was 1n,
that it was a subject with which they wee
not very intimately acquainted, and as1
noticed that several hon. gentlemen, like
my hon. friend from Calgary, appeared tO
be keeping a watchful eye on the bill and
suggested desirable alterations in varioUs
clauses, I for one did not consider it necess-
ary to have all the clauses read at leng4tI
I do not think therefore that it can be said
that this bill was hurried through because it
happened to come to us towards the closeO
the session, and there are other measures
which it is impossible to avoid bringing in
at a late hour. However, on the whole,
feel that I can congratulate the Government
on the fact that they have done better this
year than formerly, and I would express the
earnest hope that in future they will do the
same and give us a fair share of the work
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bY initiating Government bills in this
'!Ouse which may be considered here much
maore thoroughly (if they are introduced
early,) than they are likely to be in the
1ouse of Commons. There is one other
Point which I may advert to and that is
this: with reference to the sessions of Par-
l'alIent. The late period of the year at
Which they are held is not only inconvenient
but the length of time to which they are
Prolonged is becoming such a burden that
by-and-.by all, except gentlemen who make
Politics a profession, will find it so incon-
l'enient that they will prefer to abandon
Parliamentary life altogether. If the ses-
Sion began not later than the middle of
Jauary, it would be at a time of year when
ahuost every gentleman, no matter what his
particular pursuit may be, whether lawyer,
ruerchant or farmer, could attend here with
41uch less inconvenience and, I venture to
8aY, discharge his duties more efficiently, be-
cause undoubtedly when a man feels he is
being kept here for a great length of time
ard at a period of the year extremely incon-
ven1ient to him, he would be very much dis-
Posed to hurry through the work instead of
glVing it careful and proper consideration.

lion. Mr. CLEMOW-It is premature to
eitroduce the bili that is now before us. As

We all know, electricity is in its infancy, and
"0 such bill has been introduced in England,
Germany or the United States where we

iIoW electricity is far more advanced. The
ectî, I suppose, has been f raned with the ob-

Jeet of rendering some service, but it has
me from the Inland Revenue Department
a. department noted for bringing in ex-

itlnental legislation-and I do not think
"' Should be proceeded with. A number of,
the clauses of that bill require considerable
aendment, and we need competent men to
harry out the provisions of the Act. We

e ot those men in the country at the
Present time and I question whether there
it ren in the States who would undertakea. We have not arrived at the stage yet to

weal With this matter. I think it would be
far better to withdraw the bill this year and
get the information at the next session of

th iament, and then we will be able to give
Ssu1bject full and fair consideration. It

WQlllcl be advisable, under all the circum-

tace, that this bill should be dropped un-
t iext session-.

h 10. Mr. ANGERS-In answer to the
0n. gentleman from Rideau Division, who

advises the withdrawal of the bill on the
ground that next year the Governnent will
have more information, I may tell him that
his advice is premature. He does not know
what amount of information the Government
have about it. I did not give any, but on
Monday, if I move the Hou-e into Committee
of the Whole on this bill, I shall give
explanations, which I hope will satisfy the
House. If they do not satisfy the House,
then we can dispose of the measure accord-
ingly. As to the principle involved in this
bill, it is simply the inspection of meters
that measure out electricity to consumers,
the same way that there is inspection of
meters that measure out gas to consumers.
I trust the House will accept the second
reading of the bill without any further ex-
planation, with the understanding that in
Committee of the Whole I shall give full
explanations.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As the hon. Minister
in charge of the bill has said that he will
give the necessary explanations when he
moves the House into Committee of the
Whole, and also that the House will then be
as perfectly at liberty to reject the measure
as at the second reading, there is no object
in voting against the second reading of the
bill. I do not suppose that the hon. gentle-
man from Rideau division proposes to divide
the House on the motion for the second
reading to-day. As far as my own informa-
tion goes, I am disposed to concur with the
hon. gentlemen from Rideau, although I am
not very strong on the point. If they have
not reached a state in England, where a
great deal of care is taken in dealing with
matters of this kind, when they are prepared
to introduce a measure similar to this, we
might wait a little longer, unless the Govern-
ment are able to show that abuses have arisen
under the present system, and that there
is a crying demand from consumers of elec-
tricity for inspection. If the public were
suffering, then it would be the duty of the
Government to introduce some measure to
give them relief. With respect to the
inatter referred to by the hon. leader
of the Opposition, I wish to say at the out-
set that I concur in what was said by the
hon. gentleman from York, who expressed
his regret at the fact that Parliament has
been summoned so late in the year that the
work of the session could not be done when it
should be done, and members must remain
here at a time of the year when business men

695



wish to be at home. I cordially endorse usual share of work, and it is ail due to the
what the hon. gentleman lias said to the indefatigable industrv of the two leaders of
effect that if this system, which lias been in the buse. 1 quite agree that this louse
operation now for some years, be continued, should have even more work than we have
of sumnoning Parliament together at had this session. We are prepared and able
irregular and inconvenient dates, in a little to do more work than we have had submit-
while only two classes of men will be able to ted to us and b do it well. J agree
come to Parliament-gentleimen who are the that it would be desirable to have
possessors of large fortunes and who are not Parliament assemble at an earlier period
called upon to do any business in order to, of the year. No doubt members repre-
nake a living, and the kind of men who

expect to make a living out of polities. It
would be most undesirable that the men who
are really carrying on the business of the
country and who are in touch with and
whose interests are the sane as those of
business men of the Dominion, should be
excluded from Parliament, but that result
will follow f rom a continuation of the system
which prevails now. The hon. gentleman
from Ottawa, although he may have been
in error as to one or two of the measures
which lie mentioned, was substantially cor-
rect as to the great bulk of them. Wlien Par-
liament was summoned for the middle of
March, about two months later than it met
last year, the various departments should
have had their measures ready to sub-
mit at the opening of the session ; instead
of that, these measure have been introduced
in both Houses during the past few days.
That. is. hi hl, obecinal cnionof

senting various branches of trade and
industry, though largely interested in legisla-
tion do not feel equal to being here at this
season of the year when their presence is
needed at home. It bas not occurred oftel
-only four or five times since I have been
here-that we have had sessions so late in
the summer. I hope it will not occur again.
From the intimation given in another place,
I think the next session will open early in
the year.

Hon. Mr. McINNES-What is the date I

Hon. Mr. K AULBACH-I heard it stated
that it might meet within 6 months of this
time. Certainly a late meeting of Parlia-
ment is injurious to all who are interested
in the business of the country and should
be denounced whenever it cannot be justi-
fied by the Government.

things and shows that the Government have Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The session of 1893
been derelict in their duty to the public and began on the 27th of January, an earlier
to Parliament. date than ever since Confederation, and

it closed in April following. The present
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not kno, session was called late, but the House is

any session in which the work was so fully informed of the circumstance under
well prepared in advance of the meeting of which Parliament had to be convened so
the House as this session. The Government late as the middle of March. The reason
were ready with a large number of their lias been considered a good and sufficient
bills, including the tariff bill. one. As to the legislation in this IHousle

to which reference lias been made, the Irri-
Hon. Mr. POWER-It is not through gation Bill was originally introduced in the

yet. House of Commons. We cannot contr'l
the date at which they send us their bills.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-That is not the They are the masters of their own legislationl
fault of the Government. They submitted and if there is delay in putting a Govern
it early. It is an extensive bill, covering ment bill through, it is not due to the Gov-
every branch of trade and industry, and it ernment as a rule, but to the Opposition4
took a large amount of time, largely through who perhaps prolong unduly the deate
the opposition in the Lower House. The upon it. As to the tariff not being here
Government brought down their bills more yet, it is the Opposition that have absorbed
rapidly at the opening of the House this four months of the time of the House inl
session than in any other session that I have discussing it. I do not say that those speech
known for a long time. As far as the Senate were useless, but upon every item of the tar
is concerned, we have had more than the they had a very prolonged discussion, and
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therefore it has not i eached this House as yet.
We are told that the Irrigation Bill was press-
ed through this House too fast. It was a very
sirple bill. There were five clauses in it that
'nvolved the whole principle of the bill, to
determine who should be in future the
ownler of the water, how it should be dis-
Posed of, and how companies could, for the
general good of the country, erect works.
After those five clauses had been accepted
by the House, the remainderof the bill merely
Provided machinery for the operation of the
Act. The details of it are known to every one
here, and to the country at large. They are
the principles on which railway companies
are organized, and on which they expro-
Priate property-the approvai of the plans,
the regulation of the tariff for the distri-
bution of water, &c.-surely there can be no
grievance that such a bill went through in
three days. The bill was not hurried
through the House unduly when we took
three days to consider it.

lon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-The more
this subject is discussed, the more conviiced

ust every unbiassed member of this House
and I suppose they are all unbiassed-of

the truthfulness of the statement made by
the hon. memberm- from Ottawa and Halifax.
The hon. leader of the Government has en-
deavoured to explain why we are in session
11P to the present time. He did not tell the
Ilouse why Parliament was not called to-
gether in January, as it should have been,
but called on the 15th March. When we
should have been about through with the
Work of the session, Parliament was con-
'Venied. There is no justification for this act
of the Government-the hon. gentleman may
shake his head, he is at home here and does
not feel the great loss and inconvenience and
hardship entailed on members who live a
1011g distance away from the seat of govern-
lnent. I say it was inexcusable, and no at-
teript has been made by the leader of this
ilouse, or the leader of the other House, as
far as I arn aware, to explain why the meet-
'ng of Parliament was postponed until the
1 5th of March. A few years ago it was
8tated that a certain political element in
this country were always looking to Wash-
fl1gton for their policy, but it can be more
than insinuated that the present Government
had been looking to Washington for their
POlicy for two or three months before they
cOnvened Parliament.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Not at all.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I do not
think that the Government have been doing
anything wrong, but I say it was unfair for
them to charge the Opposition, as they have
time and again been doing, of looking to
Washington for their policy when it was an
undoubted fact, which every one here must
know, that the reason the Government did
not convene Parliament in January, as it
did in former years, was simply because they
were waiting to learn the result of the
Wilson bill in Washington. It was gener-
ally understood, from one end of the coun-
try to the other, and I do not blame the
Government for it, but I think they ought
to be honest enough to acknowledge it.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That was not the
cause at all, and I cannot acknowledge it.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I suppose
the hon. gentleman is not in the witness
box and will not acknowledge it. But
speaking of the tariff, did not the Finance
Minister and the Minister of Customs or the
Controller of Customs and other members of
the Government, including the hon. gentle-
man who leads the Senate to-day go from
one end of the country to the other finding
out the changes that were necessary to be
made in the tariff

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Certainly, and that
was the cause.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I recollect
hearing his melodious voice in the North-
west and other portions of the Dominion
going through the country from the Atlantic
to the Pacific for months and months before
convening Parliament and they surely ought
to have had time enough to consider and
prepare a tariff, and once it was introduced
in the House of Commons, and the Finance
Minister made his budget speech, surely it
ought to have been fixed for that year at
least. On the contrary, it was left over from
week to week, and delegations came here
from different portions of the Dominion,
wanting changes in various parts of the
tariff, and consequently the bill has been
postponed until the present time, and they
are not through with it yet in the House of
Commons. It is unfair to the Senate and
to the country and to traders generally.
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Once the policy of the Government was an-
nounced, it should have been fixed for a year
at least. I hope Parliament will not be call-
ed together here again for a summer session.
I hope the hon. gentleman and his colleagues
will have a little more consideration, at least
for those who have to come a long distance
and not keep them here during the swelter-
ing heat of the summer.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-
The hon. gentleman froin Victoria has him-
self furnished very good reasons why the
Government have taken time to consider so
important a measure as the tariff. He bas
told us how the hon. leader of the House
accompanied by another Minister, went
through the country, ascertaining the views
and opinions of the public. That surely is a
proper proceeding and not one to be criti-
cised adversely. On the contrary, it is a
proceeding worthy of all praise. With re-
ference to the House being called at a late
period, I do not know what the reasons
were, not being in the secrets of the Govern-
ment, but if the true reason has been men-
tioned by the hon. gentleman, it was a very
meritorious one. The hon. gentlemen op-
posite are very jealous of having any one
else quote United States precedents, except-
ing themselves. If the reason why the
Ministers did not call Parliament together
sooner was that they wanted to watch legis-
lation in the United States on so important
a subject as the tariff, they are not to be
blamed. Hon. gentlemen opposite are very
fond of pointing to the United States, and
what is being done there. I have no objec-
tion to that. With reference to the speed
with which legislation is conducted in this
country, I think it will bear very favourable
comparison with the manner in which legis-
lation is carried on, not only in the United
States, but in England also. Across the
border they have been discussing the tariff
for nearly six months, and they have not
reached a conclusion yet. I do not know
how much longer they will be.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-They are killing
each other now in consequence of it.

Hon. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)-I do
not know whether that is the reason. It
appears to me the criticisms made against
the Government on this occasion are entirely
uncalled for-entirely wrong. As far as the
legislation in this House is concerned, I

think we have done our duty nobly this
session. We are always prepared to do our
duty whenever we have anything to do, but
we have had plenty of work to do this
session, and we have done it to the best of
our ability. If the reason for putting off
the calling of the session until the 15th of
March was owing to what has taken place to
the south of us, I think it is a very proper
reason for postponing the session beyond the
usual time. As far as the tariff in the
House of Commons is concerned, of course
the discussion has been a long one. We
could not expect anything else. In that
House there are gentlemen who are free
traders, there are revenue reformers and
protectionists, and it is to be expected, under
these circumstances, that the session would
be a long and tedious one. I think the
discussion bas been very ably conducted. I
do not mean to say that the Opposition were
wrong in discussing the tariff. It was their
duty to do so. I do not assert that the
session bas been needlessly prolonged through
the discussion of that tariff. The work bas
been important, and I think thorough.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-The criticisms
which have fallen from the Opposition with
regard to the Government have been most
unfair and ungenerous. With regard tO
the bills which have been brought down
recently, none of them have been of such a
very grave character as to require special
consideration, and that they have suffered at
all by being brought in at so late a period
in the session, I very much doubt. In re-
gard to the Irrigation Bill, as bas been a'
ready said, there were members present who
were thoroughly conversant with the pro-
visions of that measure who looked after it
during its passing through the House at the
various stages. So far as my experience goe
and f rom what I can gather from those whO
have been longer in this House than I have
been, I infer that the work of this session
will bear very favourable comparison with
that of other sessions, of recent date at any
rate. I think it comes with special ill grace
from hon. gentlemen opposite to taunt the
Government with looking to Washington. If
they will turn their eyes to the other H1ouse,
they will find at least some members of that
House who have looked to Washington With
a vengeance, with regard to timber matters
especially. If they want a precedent of that
kind they should go to the other House.
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lion. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-That was a
Private individual-not a member of the
Goverm.Juent.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-With regard to
Washington, I do not see anything very re-
Prehensible in the Government looking to
Washington to see what Congress is doing in
Order to properly frame their own policy.
With regard to the session having been call-
ed 80 late, I, as a business man, have felt that
Perhaps as much as any member of this
bouse, and I know a great many in the
ot her bouse who also have felt it, but still
1 arn ready, and these gentlemen have ex-
pressed themselves willing, to sacrifice per-
sonlal convenience for the benefit of the
country, since it was scarcely possible for the
Government to have called us together
earlier. Some hon. gentlemen have spoken
slightingly of the action of the Government
1 consulting the views and interests of the
People before adopting the tariff.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No one found fault
with that.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I think it was
found fault with. There is nothing in the
action of the Government in that regard that
can call for the condemnation of any one in
this House.

Hon. Mr. McINNES (B.C.)-I know that
the hon. gentleman does not wish to misre-
present me, but what I stated was that I
did not find fault with the Government for
getting all the information they possibly
could in the recess, but once the Budget
speech was made, they ought to have adhered
to the policy laid down in that.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Had it not
been for the action of the Opposition in the
loWer House, the business would have been
rlluch further advanced. Hon. gentlemen
Inay laugh, but that is a matter that is pa-
tent to the public and to any one who has fol-
lowed the proceedings there. With regard
to what fell from the hon. gentleman from

unenburg, I wish to, endorse thoroughly
the Sentiments expressed by him. So far
fror1 finding fault with the action of the
leaders in this House, we have every reason

coigratulate the Government and the
leaders of the Senate on the progress which
has been made. Under the circumstances,

that progress has been very creditable, and
had it not been for the diligence, energy and
ability with which this House has been led,
such progress would not have been possible.
I regret very much the expressions which
have fallen from hon. gentlemen of the
Opposition; they are unworthy, ungracious
and unfair.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

UNITS OF ELECTRICAL MEASURE
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (117) " An Act respecting
Units of Electrical Measure." He said :
With the same understanding, and in view
of the great harmony that existed on the
previous bill, I move the second reading of
this bil, intimating to the House that I
shall delay the committee stage until next
Monday for explanations and information.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

FRAUDULENT SALE OR MARKING
BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (123) " An Act in restraint
of Fraudulent Sale or Marking." He said:
One part of this bill refers to honey, as you
will see by schedule B. When we go into
Committee of the Whole, I shall move that
this word be struck out, because there is at
present before the Commons a bill the ob-
ject of which is to prevent the making of
artificial honey which is prepared in the
following manner: glucose or molasses is
spread before the bees in the hive, and they
feed from that solely and they turn this into
the cells so that really that kind of honey is
not honey at all, but dressed molasses or
glucose put into the cells by the bees.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-Can you dis-
tinguish it from good honey?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, you can dis-
tinguish by analysis and by the flavour. If
the other bill goes through the House of
Commons, I will then move to strike out
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this word, because this does not go suflici-'
ently far to prevent the fraudulent fabrica-
tion of the article which is sold as honey
and which is really not honey.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

PETROLEUM INSPECTION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (122) " An Act
further to amend the Petroleun Inspection
Act."

(In the Comnittee.)

On clause 1,

Hon. Mr. POWER--Something was said
about this clause yesterday and I propose to
say a few words about it to-day. In 1893
an Act was passed reducing the temperature
to 90 degrees, and now it is proposed to
further reduce it to 85 degrees. The hon.
Minister gave an explanation, which may
have been satisfactorv to some members, of
the reason which had induced the Govern-
ment to make this change. I referred to a
discussion which had taken place some years
ago when the law, as it appears in the Re-
vised Statutes, was passing through this
House; and I find that in the session of 1881
the Hon. Mr. Aikins, who had charge of
that measure seemed to think that making
the flash test high was a very important
matter. He speaks of the flash test having
been raised during the previous year, 1880,
and then states that prior to that the flash
test was lower, and that accidents were
frequent and he says that since the change
made in the previous year, which had raised
the flash test to 95 degrees, he was not
aware that any accident had occurred.
He said :.

In consequence of the flash test having been
raised not one accident that I an aware of has
occurred in the Dominion during the past year.

And I commend this to the consideration
of the hon. gentleman from Kingston. Prior
to that, numerous accidents had occurred -
that is, when the flash test was lower. He
says :

I do not think it would be wise to lower the flash
test of Canadian oil.

And that view was concurred in by the
House. He also said:

The object of the Goverrnent is to protect the
public.

Now the Government are simply going
back upon their record. This high flash
test was introduced at that time in the in-
terest of the safety of the public. Now the
Government propose to go back to the more
dangerous condition of things which had
prevailed, according to the then Secretary'Of
State, under the lower test. I do not wish
to be uncharitable, but if I were disposed
to be uncharitable, I should take this view
of the matter: The test was reduced froun
95 to 90 last year; last year the Government
under pressure from the Opposition decided
to make some concessions to the consumers
of petroleum, and it strikes me that in al
probability the reduction in the flash test
was made for the purpose of making things
a little easier for the producers of petroleum.l-
They were going to lose a little of their pro-
tection through the legislation of last year
in the direction of affording facilities for
importing oil in tanks and otherwise, and
this reduction of the flash test was intended
as a compensation for what they were
giving up. During the present year, as the
result of pressure throughout the country,
voiced in Parliament by the Opposition and
by supporters of the Government too, a
further reduction has been made in the pro-
tection given to the producer of coal 0 11.
As I say, if I were an uncharitable person
I should be disposed to think that this re-
duction in the flash test is intended as a
sort of compensation to the Canadian pro-
ducers of oil for the reduction in their pro-
tection which has been adopted by Parlia-
ment this year--at least which is in the
Tariff Bill, I cannot say adopted, because
we do not know but that the Minister o
Finance may yield, as he has done in other
cases, to the pres!sure of the manufacturing
elements and reinstate the duty which pre-
vailed at the opening of Parliament.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-I exceedinglY
regret that the member for Halifax should
entertain or give utterance to the senti-
ments which he has expressed in this Hlouse
on the present occasion. That any Goverî-
ment should be so base, or cruel, as to sacri-
fice the interests of its whole people and
endanger their lives for the purpose of aly
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0oncession to the coal-oil men, is an idea that the increase made in 1880 in the
Which I did not think the hon. gentleman flash test was 10. degrees, and that the
WOuld entertain for a moment. Minister who had charge of the bi at that

time said that prior to that change numerous
lion. Mr. POWER-I do not wish to 1 accidents had occurred. Now we have just

have sentiments attributed to me which I taken off the 10 degrees additional protec-
did not utter. I said if I were uncharitable tion given by the Act of 1880.

ti m8ight take that view.
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I must mention to

lon. Mr. SULLIVAN-That is what it the huse this fact, that fron the time the
Ineans. It is immaterial what Mr. Aikirns ion. gentleman speaks of, considera h e ex-
Said, or what the hon. gentleman thinks hie perience has been acquired as to the manu-
8aid on the matter. It is a matter of pure facture of the oul itself, and especially
scaence and chemistry, and if the Govern- with reference to lamps. You can have the
nenit take the opinion of the best experts best coal oh possible at the highest degree,
0On this matter it is quite sufficient to sub- and if you do not put it in a proper Iamp it
miUt to, their opinion, because we have no will explode, whilst they have made such
other data on which to, formt an opinion ex- progress in the manufacture of lamps
ept the practical means which the hon. with lanup ventilaors that they will hum,

geantlen gave yesterday. Now, I have without any danger, coal ou of a lower
1Tthing further to say in the inatter, degree.
but presume the Government have given he eren e as acquieda
the chemical part of it due considera- The clause oilaiteds
tionc, and c have ad a conversation with a On clause ,

genitleman whom. I met from Petrolia this
miorning at the hotel, in which lie stated that b Hon. Mr. POWER-J the iterests of
this is the highest test established in any the people in the Maritime Provinces who
ohntry in the world--tht there is no coun- import their petroleum chiefly in vessels, I

try whch requires a test as hih as this In would ask why the Government have not
nlermany, Belgium and France and in the thought proper to allow the importation of

bJnited States i is lower than this. I hope ou in tank steamers as well as in tank cars.
thet will be satisfactory to the hon. gentre- We in the Lower Provinces, who are far
mani and he will not entertain these cruel away from the ou wells of Ontario, and have
Giews any longer. to pay a higher price for Canadian o than

lon. Mr. ANGERS-I hope that after the
explanation of the hon. gentleman from
kingston, the hon. member from Halifax
Will become really as charitable as he
Wishes to appear. The test was originally
95 ; subsequently it was reduced to 90, and
riow it is proposed to bring it down to 85. The
test required for England is 73 ; New York,
Pennsylvania and many other states, 73;
Germany, 73 ; Russia, 82. It is thought
that 85, without any " cruelty to the con-
Sumers and without lack of charity," is suffici-
eItly safe and involves no danger. It is
thought that 85, while being quite safe,
Will permit of the production of a better oil
from Canadian crude oil, which is heavier
than United States crude; so that if the
reduction is made it is justified by the
special nature of the Canadian crude oil.

lion. Mr. POWER-I called attention
tO the somewhat singular coincidence,

consumers· in this vicinity, have not the
privilege of getting the oil in tank vessels as
we should.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is for the pro.
tection of your schooners and vessels. That
is the reason. Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick occupy a special position as to this. If
you allowed oil to be brought in tank
steamers they would be running in -opposi-
tiontoyour own schooners. Under the present
system your vessels carry freight to Portland
and Boston, and get a return freight in oil
in barrels which they would not have if the
mode advocated by the member for Halifax
prevailed.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think that the ex-
planation is fairly satisfactory. I am glad
to find that the hon. Minister takes such an
interest in the owners of sailing vessels in
Nova Scotia, and I would ask him why, if
those are his principles, he continues to be:a
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member of a Government which pays large
subsidies to steamers running to the West
Indies which take the business away from
our sailing vessels.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-For the purpose of
creating a trade there ; and they are not the
same class of vessels.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The people of

should feel that their rights are safe under
the law, and that the judiciary give wise and
impartial judgments. Now this bill prO-
poses to increase the salaries of certain judges-

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is to provide
for the salary of an additional judge who
has not been appointed yet.

Hocin rK U IA TT T dwn
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Nova Scotia are desirous of extending their i '. " 1attention to the salaries gis-en to judges '
trade to the West Indies, which they can- those remote districts, where there can
not do in the ordinary schooners. very littie law and very littie variety il'

Hon. Mr. POWER-I should like the law. The capacity of a judge in such a
hon. gentleman to preach that down in place may be as limited as the business he

has to do. To my knowledge, judges haveLunenburg. been appointed in some of those districts

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS, from the who lacked the legal knowledge and prac
committee, reported the bill without tice in the courts necessary in more popW
amendment. bus localities. For the last 15 years

I have brought before the IDepartment Of
The bill was then read the third time and Justice the case of the county court judge of

passed. Halifax. Every Minister of Justice has ad
mitted that the case is one which deserves

CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMENDMENT consideration, and has promised, in any re-
BILL. adjustment of salaries, that the injustice

THIRD READING. would be remedied. I refer to the iade
quate salary of the judge for the inetropolitail

The House resolved itself into a Com- city and district of Halifax, as compared
mittee of the Whole on Bill (154) " An Act with thesalaries given to county courtjudge5

to amend the Acts respecting the Civil elsewhere. Thejudgeshouldbepaidaccord
Service." ing to the amount and importanceof the

work hie has to do and the ex-pense of living-
Hon. Mr. VIDAL, froin the committee, A more worthy judge, or one having such

reported the bill without amendment. an extended business cannot be found in anY

The bill was then read the third time and crt ie Ca ta he approbaton of the
passed. eal e ihteapoaino h

pased.public. The questions that cotue before

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS him generally are more varied and coin
BILLplicated and demand more legal research'BILL.than in ordinary county courts. The pri

THIRD READING. ciple of giving a larger salary to the
,judge of the metropolitan county ine

The House resolved itself into a Committee province was recognized when the salary O
of the Whole on Bill 155) " An Act further the county court judge of St. John, N,13-,
to amend the Act respecting the Judges of was increased. Why the sane principle
Provincial Courts." was not applied to the Halifax judge 1 aii1

at a loss to conceive. Time and'again have
(In the Committee.) I(In te Comitte.>1 broughit this matter to the notice of the

On the 2nd clause, Justice Department, and have been givea
reason to hope that in any bill for readju5t'

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I am one of ment of salaries this gross injustice WOUId
those who believe in upholding the dignity be remedied. Judge Johnston by legal at
and the high character of the Bench. The taininents and ability would not discredit
safety and happiness and peace of every com- the highest court in Canada. I doubt if
munity depend largely on the confidence that any judge in Canada does more work Or
the people have in the judiciary. People enjoys to a greater extent the confidebce
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the community, while his knowledge of law (
and his impartial decisions are universally g
recognized where he is known Certainly c
he should have more than the country
judges receive, and a great deal more than r
i8 allowed in this bill to judges in remote I
Portions of British Columbia, where they 1
'can have very little to do. I hope that my
hon. friend, who knows the necessity of hav-
ing the judiciary fairly remunerated for the j
Proper administration of justice, will re- 1
Cognize the fairness of my demand, and I
hope that he will take an early opportunity
to bring the matter to the attention of his
Colleagues with a view to having the griev-
ance removed, for, with this open and flag-
rant injustice to Judge Johnston, those who
know his case cannot well relieve those most
'responsible from the censure which such a
grOssinjustice of such long standing deserves.

lon. Mr. DEVE R-As by implication
1Y late friend Mr. Watters of St. John has
been brought into this debate

'ion. Mr. POWER-How has he been
brought in ?

lion. Mr. DEVER-Reference was made
tO the County Court judge of St. John.

Hion. Mr. KAULBACH-I made no ref-
erence to a judge. I referred to a court.

lon. Mr. DEVER-It was stated, or the
language implied, that that gentleman re-
eived more salary than judges of the same

grade, and especially the County Court judge
at lialifax. I am not sure of that. I have
heard the complaint made that the late Judge
Watters was not raised to the Supreme
Court. He had been a prominent member
of the Cabinet of New Brunswick prior to
Confederation, and it was always believed
that the first appointment to the Supreme
Court Bench should be offered to Judge
Watters. That was not done, but he was
aPpointed a County Court judge, and if he
"received more salary than other County
Court judges, it is because he came to the
conclusion that, owing to ill-health, he would
not accept a seat on the Supreme Court
Bench. In consideration of his public ser-
Vices, a second judgeship was offered him,
'ehich enhanced his salary, so that it brought
it almost up to that of a Supreme Court
.Judge. He was made Judge of Admiralty,
- at I am not aware that his salary as a

County Court judge was larger than that
iven to other County Court judges. If the
itizens of St. John could have accomplished
vhat they wished, they would have had him
aised to the Supreme Court Bench, but in
is latter days, his health was not good, and

he felt satisfied with the position that he
held. I trust that no one will raise the
ssue that he received anything more than
udges who filled equally important posi-
tions.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I knew Judge
Watters very well, and I did not wish to
make any invidious comparisons. I believe
that he was all that my hon. friend says,
and that his salary was not too large, but
certainly the salary of the County Court
judge of St. John is, in amount, out of
proportion to what the judge of the City and
County of Halifax receives.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This discussion is
perhaps out of order, but I wish to express
my entire concurrence in what has been
said with regard to the qualifications of the
County Court judge of Halifax by the hon.
member from Lunenburg. That judge has
now occupied his position for about 20 years.
He is a sound lawyer. The hon. gentleman
is probably quite correct in saying, with
respect to his knowledge of law, that he is
qualified for a seat on any bench in Canada.
Halifax is an expensive place to live in, and
Judge Johnston receives only the same salary
that is given to judges in rural districts.
The County Court judge of Toronto, which
is looked upon as a metropolitan cityreceives
a larger sum than the County Court judge
of Halifax. Judge Watters, to whom the
hon. gentleman from St. John referred,
received $1,200 a year more than the County
Court judge of Halifax. No one is finding
any fault with the salary paid to that
judge; the fact was stated, and the
hon. member from Lunenburg pointed
out that other judges, whose positions are
not more important than that of the County
Court judge of Halifax, are receiving
larger salaries. That is a fact. There is no
metropolitan county judge who receives so
small a salary as the judge for Halifax, and
J think it would be only the merest justice
that, after his 20 years' service, he should
receive the same salary as the County Court
judge of St. John who was appointed only
a few months ago.

703



[SENATE]

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Will the leader of
the Government be kind enough to tell us
how much the County Court judge of St.
John receives now?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I cannot say, but I
know the gentleman who fills the posi-
tion of judge of the Admiralty Court receives
an additional sum.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Judge Watters re-
ceived $600 more than Judge Johnston did,
in addition to his salary as judge of the
Vice-Admiralty Court.

Bill (132) "An Act respecting the Co-
bourg, Northumberland and Pacific RailwaY
Company.-(Mr. Read, Quinté.)

Bill (JJ) " An Act further to amend the
Post Office Act.-(Mr. Angers.)

PONTIAC AND OTTAWA RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW moved the second
reading of Bill (139) " An Act to incorpor-
ate the Pontiac and Ottawa Railway Coro-

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I agree with those pany." He said: This bill is to incorporate
who say that the judges of this country are a company to provide railway facilities fore
not sufficiently paid in proportion to the part of the country that is yet without thei"
services they render, and also in profortion The people of Pontiac have been placed in e
to the salaries that men in other pursuits of very unfavourable position, having contri
life get. We have not one of our judges, buted largely toward the construction of 011r
even a Supreme Court judge, who gets the railway system without deriving any aýdv&fl
salary of the manager of one of our first tage from this expenditure.
banks. Yet the fortune of that very bank,
and all the fortunes of the citizens, are sub- The motion was agreed to, and the
ject to the proper administration of justice. was read the second time.
It is not a matter that this House can much
interfere in. It must be dealt with in the FISHERIES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
House of Commons, but I suppose remarks
like those which have been made here are SECOND READING.

calculated to enlighten the people whom Hon. Mr. ANGERS noved the second
they will reach. c , pri e A r i Ay Acl 4iiefr O

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The late Sir John
Macdonald told me he regretted exceedingly
that he could notl give Mr. Watters more
pay, because he could not give him more
than he gave the judge at Halifax, so there
must be some misunderstanding.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-There is no
misunderstanding.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN, from the com-
mittee, reported the bill without amend-
ment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

SECOND READINGS.

Bill (126) " An Act further to amend the
Criminal Code, 1892.-(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (85) "An Act to incorporate the
Boynton Bicycle Electric Railway Com-
pany."-(Mr. Read, Quinté.)

amend the Fisheries Act."

Hon. Mr. POWER-This bill led to a
considerable discussion in the House of Cou'-
mons. It affects a large section of our pOP-
ulation, and I hope the hon. member will be
prepared to give explanations of every clause
when the bill is referred to a Committee Of
the Whole House.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (57) " An Act to incorporate the
Gleichen, Beaver Lake and Victoria Rail
way Company."-(Mr. Perley.)

Bill (157) " An Act to again revive and
further to amend the Act to incorporate the
Brockville and New York Bridge Company.
-(Mr. Clemow.)

The Senate adjourned at 5.20 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Ottaca, Friday, Julyl3th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BOYNTON BICYCLE ELECTRIC RAIL-
WAY CO.'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN, f rom the Com-
ITittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bours, reported Bill (85) " An Act to incor-
Porate the Boynton Bicycle Railway Com-
Pany," with amendments. He said : There
is only one amendment to the bill. As it
originally stood the company took power
to run from Winnipeg to Cape Breton and
they thought they might make a little detour
to a point on the Niagara River.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté) moved concur-
rence in the amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (23) " An Act to incorporate the
Edmonton Street Railway Company."-(Mr.
Lougheed.)

Bill (82) "An Act respecting the Lake
trie and Detroit River Railway Company
aId the London and Port Stanley Railway
Company."-(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (138) " An Act to incorporate the
Ottawa, Montreal and Georgian Bay Rail-
Way Company."-(Mr. Clemow.)

POST OFFICE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
'nittee of the Whole on Bill (JJ) " An Act
tP anend the Post Office Act."

lion. Mr. LOUGHEED, from the com-
11aittee, reported the bill without amend-
h'ent.

The bill was then read the third time
aIçd passed.

45

FISHERIES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (145) " An Act
further to amend the Fisheries Act."

(In the Cominittee.)

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The object of this
bill is in the direction of protecting our
fisheries and to better maintain the char-
acter of our fish in the markets, so far as
the sale of lobster is concerned. It also
provides that drifting for salmon shall not
be allowed except under license and except
in tidal waters of British Columbia and in
the harbour of St. John, New Brunswick.
The lobster fisheries are to be carried on in
future under license. It also regulates the
form and size of trap boxes used for the
catching of lobster by prescribing that they
shall be apart one and one-half inches,
and that boats employed in this fish-
ery shall bear the mark of the owner. It
also regulates the canning of lobster. This
is most important'for the good reputation of
the products of our fisheries, especially
abroad. It has been the practice in some
cases to can lobster unfit for use, and pur-
chasers have been deceived. In the future
canning shall be supervised. The owners
and managers of lobster factories shall also
be required to make a return to put the
Fishery Department in a position to know
exactly the revenue from those valuable
fisheries and to keep track of them so as to
prevent their destruction. Penalties are
imposed for the infringeinent of any of the
requirements mentioned in the measure.
There is also a provision to requil e owners
of factories to deliver to the minister, or a
person appointed by him, the eggs collected
in the packing, for the purpose of reproduc-
tion. There are penalties for defacing the
marks and using cases that have not been
properly branded, or old cases, and there is
also a provision to prevent the pollution of
waters and to provide for the proper con-
nection between lakes by channels and
canals and structures of tish guards, how
these shall be kept in repair, and forbidding
the catching of fish for manure, and penal-
ties for infractions to the law. It also pro-
vides for the lifting of nets and opening of
fisheries from Saturday to Monday morning
so as to give the tish free access to the
rivers.
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The object of
this bill, my lion. friend says, is to preserve
food-fish and also to regulate the curing of
fish. Everything in the bill in that direc-
tion is very good, but there is an amendment
to the 6th section which is not in the exist-
ing Act. Why is it so amended so as to
embrace all kinds of fish, sea mon-
sters and animals ? Are there not
fish that it would be well to kill by ex-
plosives or otherwise? Even in tbe case of
the whale, which I have some knowledge of,
would it not be well, instead of endangering
lives by the ordinary mode of capture, to
kill it by explosives ? Also porpoises. In
the lower St. Lawrence they become such a
nuisance in some places that they not only
drive all fish off, but destroy the fishermen's
nets. So it is with the dog-fish. Whenever
the dog-fish comes on our coast the fisher-
men must take up their nets, and there
is a poor catch from hand lines. Does the
hon. gentleman want to preserve those fish ?
I think that they ought to be excluded from
the operation of this clause. On our coasts
we have a very dreadful monster known as
the sea serpent. Some people say they have
seen it, and that it rises head and
shoulder out of the water 15 feet,
that it has a head and mane like a
horse, and that sometimes it even goes on
shore. I can vouch for the veracity of
those who say they have seen it, but if there
be such monsters should there not be per-
mission granted to destroy it by explosives
or in any other way ? It is the terror of
those of our shore fishermen who have seen
it. It can, however, scarcely be called a
fish, but is more of an amphibious animal,
and I would use explosives on him if I had
the chance. This is not what is generally
called a " fish story."

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is not thought
advisable to permit the use of explosives on
account of the great destruction of valuable
fish that it causes, but I dare say that if the
hon. gentleman ever meets the sea serpent
and slaughters it with explosives, His Ex-
celiency, exercising the prerogative of mercy,
will exempt him from the penalty which he
would incur under this section. As to the
porpoise, it should not be killed by explo-
sives either. There is a proper way of kill-
ing the porpoise without the use of explo
sives. They are caught in the river St.
Lawrence by a simple process in large num

bers-planting poles in such a way that the
fish are caught inside of them and remainl
when the tide goes out.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-What about
the whale?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The whale which
is very valuable and used to be very numer-
ous in the St. Lawrence, but it has been
driven from there completely through the
use of those deadly weapons, the use of
which is forbidden by the Act. The Danes
used to kill with the harpoon, or spear, and
not with projectiles or shells.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-But we are
living in an advanced age.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I sup-
pose the bill does not apply outside the
3-mile limit?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-We could not en-
force the law against foreigners beyond the
3-mile limit, but a British subject, on a
British vessel, infringing the law would be
liable to it evyen if the act were done beyond
the 3-mile limit, but that is a very serioUs
question of law which I do not wish to ex-
press a decided opinion upon. A man under
the protection of the flag should respect the
laws of his country.

On the third clause,

Hon. Mr. POWER-This clause, it Wil
be observed, is new and imposes condition'
upon the prosecution of the lobster fishery
which have not existed in the past, and con-
sequently I think should be scrutinized by
the House with very considerable care.
can understand that it is desirable that lO
one should be allowed to pack lobsters with-
out license, because considerable injury has
been done to persons who carry on the
lobster packing business in a proper way by
persons who pack contrary to law, and Put
up fish caught at improper times and conse-
quently an inferior article which, when'
it goe-' into foreign markets, is calculated to
injure the reputation of Canadian lobsters
generally. That is all reasonable enough,
and the fee of $10 which is asked for the
license is, perhaps, not too great. The

- provision in the 3rd subsection is not a1
unreasonable one. It is intended to allow
very small lobsters to escape out of the

706



[JULY 13, 18941

Cages or cars; but with respect to the fourth
Paragraph, I think it needs some amend-

fent:

Ali boats used in the lobster fishery and all cars
Usedl for holding lobsters shall have the name or
Other distinguishing mark of the owner legibly
branded or stamped thereon.

I do not think there is any objection to
that, because, in the first place, the owner
Of the 'car will have his name or mark
stamped or branded on it, and it is neces-
Sary for the purpose of enabling the owner
to be identified ; but the last few words are
Objectionable :

Such naine or mark shall be registered with the
local fishery officer.

Now, hon. gentlemen, if there was a tishery
Officer always close at hand this might be
reasonable enough, but I have in my mind's
eye just now a settlement where there is a
Very extensive fishery carried on, and where
there is no local fishery officer, and a man
Would have to travel about twenty miles be-
fore he reached the local fishery officer. I do
not think there is any necessity for having
the name or mark registered with the local
fishery officer. If the owner's name, or
raark, is marked or branded on the boat, or
car, that is sufficient, and I do not see any
object to be gàined by having the name
registered with the local fishery officer. I
"Iiove that all the words in subsection 4,
after '' thereon," in line 53 be stricken out.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-I think they should
remain. The fact that they are required to
register with the local fishery officer does not
nimpose any trouble at all upon the persons
'who intend to carry on the fishery. The
fisherman has to get a license from the
fishery inspector or officer, and when he is
getting his license it is easy for him to regis-
ter his boats and car. It does not involve
a special trip, because when taking out his
leenise he can also register his boats and
Say " I am going to use ten boats in the
carrying on of the fishery." That is all that
18 required. It is most important, for the
statistics of the Marine and Fishery Depart-
'lient, that the Government should know
hoW many boats are used in this enterprise,
and consequently I see no hardship, and no
ilecessity to amend the bill by striking
OuIt these words.

'ion. Mr. POWER-After the explana-
t 011 made by the Minister I admit it does

45J

not involve as much trouble as I had sup-
posed at first. The person seeking a license
can give his nane and mark when he gets
his license. I shall not press the amend-
ment.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 5,

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is one provi-
sion in that which is of questionable pro-
priety. It is right enough that every case
or package should be niarked or stamped
with the name of the packer and with the
name of the article contained in it, but I do
not see why this provision should be inserted
that it shall be by such person as is designat-
ed by the Minister of Marine and Fisheries.
It must be remembered that this business is
at the present time perfectly untrammelled.
Our lobster packers have to compete in the
markets of the world with the lobster packers
of other countries, and it is not desirable to
impose any unnecessary restrictions upon
them. The Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries might direct that the stamping should
be done by some officer of the department.
That would involve expense and trouble to
the packer, and I do not see what is to be
gained by it. As long as the case of lobsters
is marked, labelled and stamped in such a
manner as the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries directs, that ought to be enough. There
are provisions later on in this clause making
the owners responsible if the fish do not
come up to the brand in quality; and I do
not think this provision with respect to the
person who shall mark being nominated by
the Minister of Marine and Fisheries should
be retained. Hon. gentlemen perhaps do not
realize, on a long coast where there is a
straggling population, as there is along the
Atlantic coast of Nova Scotia for instance,
how much inconvenience lobster packers
might be put to if they had to go and look
for the fishery officer to brand their lobster
cans, and I do not see that there is any
special object gained by this. I move that
these words " and by such person " in line
39 after " manner " be stricken out.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Who is to mark and
label them.?

Hon. Mr. POWER-Let the owner mark
them. He is made responsible for the
thing afterwards.
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-It would pre-
vent fraud in any person else using the
brand.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There are provisions
for that afterwards.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-These lobster
packers have large industries and they only
send out their canned fish once a month, or
once a fortnight. No doubt, however, there
is inconvenience attending it.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE -So far from in-
volving more trouble and difficulty to the
packers, I think that it is a release to them,
in a measure, if the person authorized by
the Minister does the stamping; it saves the
packer the trouble.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Would not mY
hon. friend accept the suggestion, and say,
"Every case or package containing cans Of
lobsters " and thus avoid further discussiol
on which we all agree on.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Tn sone of these
factories there are a number of hands work- amn is nesy at ail.
ing and there are thousands of cans put up
every week. Now, to require that each of The amendment vas declared lost.
these cans should be stamped by such per-
son as the Minister of Marine and Fish- On subclause 5,
eries may nominate, means a very serious Hon. Mr. POWER-It must be remeni-
inconvenience. bered now that we are making rerulations

lon. Mr. ANGER S-It is the cases con- which are going to affect the fishermer'
taining the cans that are to be stamped. ail along our shores, and the hon. Minister,

1presume, knows what that means, because
Hon. Mr. POWER--The language ap- hHon.Mr.POWR-Te lnguge p- r n bis own province there are a good nianv

plies to cans lobster packers as ell as in the other pro
Every case or package containing lobsters vinces. These packrs will look at

canned, preserved or cured in Canada, shall be regulations f rom a very different standpoint
marked, labelled or stamped, etc. to that from which the officer in the Marine

Hon.Mr. NGER-It s th pacageand Fisheries IJepartient does. The ruleHon. Mr. ANGERS-It is the package .
in which the cans are packed. in every department is that the more

inachinery you can get, and the more yl
Hon. Mr. POWER-If you would strike can lie up everything, the better it k, but

out the words "or package " there would be the people throughout the country look at it
no doubt about it. in a different way. They wish to carry 011

their business with as littie interference 011
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That is the very the part of the government as possible, and

word used in the Custons Act. It is a good government should he]p the people
always described as " package." That means out and not the department. It is the dutY
the box in which the cans are packed. of this Ilouse to try and see that the people

are allowed to carry on their businese-with"

Hon. Mr. REESOR-If you say " every out the least unnecessary interference. Thig
package containing cans of lobsters," that subclause goes on to say:
would cover it. And such mark, label or stamp, shah state that

the lobsters packed in the case or packages'"
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That is exactly ,,rke,, labeled or stamped, have been legally

what it is. caught and packed.
What earthly object is there in that? The0

Hon. Mr. POWER-I move in amend- packer puts his name on the package- 1

ment that these words be stricken out after think he might very properly state Wh,"
"manner," in line 39, " and by such person." they are packed, but there is no provisiO
It will lead to serious inconvenience, and it for that-but he puts lis brand on and
is no good whatever. The man who packs is made responsible for the quality of the
the goods puts his own name on them and fish by a subsequent provision. Why
brands them himself, and a subsequent sub- should he have to say that they have been
section renders him responsible if the goods legally caught and packed ? The pre-
are not up to the standard. sumption is they have been legally caught
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and packed. A man who is capable of violat-
inlg the law and packing lobsters which have
been caught out of season is quite capable
of putting on a false label.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-A man might be
ilduced to catch fish against the law, but he
Would hesitate before telling a lie.

lon. Mr. POWER-Oh, no.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-I have a better
Opinion of the fishermen than that. This is
Iecessary for the protection of the industry.
Why should a man hesitate to say that they
have been legally caught ?

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-He cannot say
s0. How can he say so ? He would be
stating as a fact what he can have no know-
ledge of.

lon. Mr. ANGERS-He can say so
from the season in which they are caught.
lie can say so from the implements that
have been used to catch them.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The man who
catches the fish brings them to the factory.
The person who puts them up does not know
Whether they have been caught in legal or
illegal traps. . He cannot speak as to the
legality of the catch.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-If you relieve him
of this, you encourage people to catch lob-
Sters illegally.

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-The only
thing I object to is you ask a man to assert
On a package wvhat he cannot properly as-
Sert. He cannot state that the lobsters
have been legally caught. It is inducing him
tO practise a lie.

lion. Mr. PRIMROSE-There is another
Phase of the matter which claims our at-
tention. Unfortunately, 1 know experimen-
tally that fish are illegally caught and pack-
ed-and when that expression is used I pre-
Sure it has reference to the section of the
Act which specifies what the quality of the
fish shall be-and those fish have been sent
tO foreign markets through my house and
have turned out, when opened, to be an ai-
together different description of fish from
what was represented. Consequently, I
think this clause is absolutely necessary.

lion. Mr. POWER-The putting on of
this allegation that they have been legally

caught and packed is no proof that they
have been. There is no other product of
the country that requires to be marked as
we propose that lobster shall be marked.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-It puts a respon-
sibility on the packer.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Not the packer,
but such person as the Minister of Marine
and Fisheries from time to time directs.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As the hon. mem-
ber from Lunenburg says, it is quite impos-
sible that a conscientious packer could put
on this stamp. A packer has an establish-
ment and men come from 10, 15, it may be
even 20 miles, on either side of his estab-
lishment to sell him their lobsters. He
buys the lobsters-he does not know how
they have been caught, and he has to cer! ify
that they have been legally caught and
packed. Either he has to do that or somne-
body else has.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-How can the
officer of the Government say that these traps
in which the lobsters were caught are all right?
The slats may not be of the proper dimen-
sions, or have wrong spaces between them.
If they are taken in such a trap, they are
illegally caught. How can the packer, or
the man who brands them, say that they
have been properly caught i You ask a man
to verify what he cannot possibly verify.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-The same argu-
nient will apply to many other articles.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not see why
lobsters should be singled out for exceptional
treatment. I do not see why lobsters
should be treated differently from other
fish. There is no reason why lobster
fishermen should be treated differently
from other fishermen. There is no
such requirement for other fish. Mackerel
are branded number 1 or number 2 and
so on, and the name of the inspector is put
on them, but there is no brand on them to
show that they have been legally caught and
packed. You do not require that in the
case of mackerel or herring. This require-
ment is a perfect absurdity.

Hon. Mr. K AULBACH-It is demoraliz-
ing in its tendency.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-I move that the last

portion of that paragraph be struck out-all
the words after " cured."

The amendment was declared lost.

On subclause 10,

Hon. Mr. POWER-This clause shows
that the intention is that there should be
some officer enployed, independently of the
packers, for the purposes of labelling and
stamping these packages, because paragraph
3 says there is a peñalty on any one who
empties or partially empties any such case
or package after being marked, labelled or
stamped, etc. That would hinder a packer
fron taking some cans out-if the lion. Min-
ister's construction of the word " package"
is correct-of a package and putting in other
cans. This interference and intermeddling
of the department with the business of these
people is highly objectionable. As long as
the man takes out his license and properly
labels and stamps every package of lobsters
that he sends out, that should be suflicient,
and lie should not be obliged to go to an
officer of the department for the purpose of
doing work like that, because it either means
that in every little hamlet along the shores
there shall be appointed a fishery officer,
or that the packer shall be put to delay and
inconvenience in having this work done.
The lion. Minister will probably tell me that
this is absolutely necessary, but I can assure
him that when the Government comes to en
force these regulations over the shores of
the lower provinces, they will probably find
that there are many people who look at
them very differently from what the
Ministers do.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-If the hon. gentle-
man had referred to subsection 13 he would
have found out that there is a proviso there
as to the re-packing whei necessary. It is
incorrect to say that after a man packs a
case lie can never alter it again, but lie
should not alter it without proper authority,
because then there would be no supervision
or no control over the packing. If a man
is required to pack under supervision during
the day, lie should not be allowed during
the night to remove that packing and sub-
stitute for it boxes of lobsters which are
not, perhaps, merchantabie. Section 13
provides, when repacking is necessary, how
it shall be done.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The speech of the
lion. Minister just shows, to my mind, that
he has wonderful skill in not seeing the
point of an objection ; at least he failed to see
it. I said that paragraph (c) showed it was
in contemplation that there should be an
officer of the Government-some one, at any
rate, altogether separate and apart from the
man who packed the fish-to put these
brands on, and subsection 13, to which the
Minister refers, shows that apparently there
must be an officer of the Government stand-
ing over the shoulder of the packer when lie
is packing his fish, and that this officer has to
brand the fish. As I say, you must either
have an officer for nearly every factory-
and in some cases there are only half a
dozen people employed in a factory-or, if
you do not, you will put the packers tO
great inconvenience and delay and expense
in having the branding done. That is a
niost pernicious requirement.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-What will be
the object of the packer in changing the
contents of the package ?

Hon. Mr. POWER-Sinply this: When
the cans are put in the cases, it may sometimues
happen that one of the cans goes bad, and it
is desirable to remove that can and put an-
other which is perfect in its place, and I think
that this idea of the departnent going 111
and by its officers interfering in this inanner
in the business of the packers is quite inde-
fensible. There is no excuse for it.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I should like to be
better informed on this matter so as tO
know how to vote. There are, as I under-
stand, just the fishery men who catch the
lobsters, and there are certain clauses of the
bill applicable to them. Then there are
the canning establishments to pack the
lobsters, and in order to ensure that those
lobsters are being caught at the right season
there is some person appointed by the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries who
stamps all these packages when the packer
has put them up. After lie has so put up
those packages, the packer is not to be
allowed to unpack them and put in other
cases except under the provisions of clause
13.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That is the object.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-My hon. friend does
lot see the point of the objection. If you

are going to have an officer of the Govern-
Mlent employed to brand every package of
lobsters which is put up, then I can under-
Stand it, but to require that you shall have
a Government officer to stamp or brand
every package of lobsters which is put up,
18 a perfect outrage. There is no necessity
for it. It will interfere very seriously with
a business that is not too profitable at the
present day.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-If you give
the packer the privilege of opening these
cases and putting in and changing what he
thinks proper, there is no necessity for an
Ispector at all.

lion. Mr. POWER-There is no ne-
cessity for an inspector at all.

Ho SiF AK XTSI YN(TmL th i

cans put in. In British Columbia, where
there are thousands and thousands of cans
packed, the proprietors make it a specialty
that those who do their work shall do it so
perfectly that if any of the cans fail to be
good, when they themselves have their own
inspector to look over them, he is not paid
for it, and may be turned out of the shop
and not kept any more for his work. It
requires an expert to examine every can,
and the hands that are engaged, particularly
the Chinamen, are found to be excellent
men in that respect. They take the greatest
possible care in testing the cans. It is after
the fish is put up and before it is put in a
case ; that is the object of having it well
done. Then the proprietor's name has to go
on that case, and he is the man who is res-
ponsible and ought to be responsible for it,
and if he had any doubt in regard to a case,
he ought to be at liberty to open it and have
it inspected a second time.

.ion. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, that is pro-
lecessity. The inspector goes to the factory .dHd.

before the cans are packed and sees them, vide
and he is responsible to a certain extent, Hon. Mr. REESOR-You would involve
and will take good care that he will not so much expense on a man that it would not
rMark that case, because he is responsible pay to can lobsters or any other fish. There
until he is satisfied that the fish are all is a good deal of competition in these things.
good, and that the cans are all in proper Supposing you adopted that principle in
Order. Then supposing he does that and dealing with the miller and said: " Now
leaves the factory, and you allow the packer you brand your flour with your own name,
tO go and open these cases and change them or sonie particular brand that you recognize

and put inferior goods in those cases, and as your own, as a certain quality." You

ship them away, what protection is there would not have that man guarantee whether
in that ? None at all. You might as well the wheat was of a particular kind that he
have no inspector. There is no hardship had ground. You could not tell that. He
Whatever in having it as it is, because the depends upon his own reputation ; his own

inspector can oversee the cans to a great reputation is the best guarantee that the
extent before they go into the cases, and flour shall turn out according to the brand,
after that they should not be allowed to be and if he sends out any that does not turn
Opened by the packer. out according to the brand his reputation

soon goes and he is out of the market. And
Hon. Mr. REESOR-That would in- the same witl this matter. The responsible

'volve the absolute necessity of having an packer is more valuable and a better guar-

inspector on the spot at that particular can- antee to the trade and to the consumer than
1ng factory all the time. haîf a dozen inspectors tlat come in after-

llingwards and take a run round the country and
lon. Sir FRANK SMITH-No. go into packing establishments and say

tliey want to stamp their packages. These

Hon. Mr. REESOR-Just the same as packages are put up and they stamp tlem
YOU have officers in a distillery or brewery. and perhaps get so mucl for stamping, but

if they had to open and go through packages,
lion. Mr. ANGERS-No. it would turn out ike the bih for examining

and stamping barr pas of appTes.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-Otherwise the offi- Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-They have
Cers would not know the character of the not to open them.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-How can they cer-
tify ?

Hon. Mr. REESOR-They did not know
the value of the contents or go through
every can as an expert. The proprietor is
the man who would lose if it should not
come up to the mark. Make the proprietor
have his name upon it. I would go further,
I would make the proprietor, the canner,
have his name on every can.

Hon. Mr. ROBITAILLE-And the date.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-You can-
not do that.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-Well, the year it
was stamped.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That is done.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-That is easily done.
That is the law now in British Columbia,
and that is the only way you can have real
safety instead of adding these outside in-
spectors that cannot possibly know as well
as the proprietor. He has nothing to gain
or lose personally, but the proprietor is the
man who is to lose and the proprietor is to
be put to all this expense without any good
to the community or to hinself.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-A man
embarks in fishiig and catching lobs-
ters and curing them one season,
and he is called a packer. There
is an inspector appointed by the Government
to go and inspect his fish, and to have the
supervision over the whole of those until
they are packed and ready for the lids to be
put on. There are, say, 15 or 20 dozen of
culls that this inspector says are not fit to
go out on the market. If you give the
packer the right to go and open the boxes
again, if he is a dishonest man lie will put
the culls instead of the good lobsters and
send them out.

send them out to the public at large. Well,
a man gets five cases, he will only have a
few of the culls in them. He cannot go back
on the merchant from whom he bought theul,
who is perhaps two hundred or three hun-
dred miles off, and it is not worth while
making a claim for them. I say the bill is
right, and that you should allow no man to
open his packages after the inspector puts
his stamp on them. If you allow that you
will inflict a hardship on the public.

Hon. Mr. REESOR -The proprietor of
the cannery would by no means allow such
a thing to be done. He would have no
motive for it. It would simply mean the
ruin of his business to send out bad cans, and
the idea that he would have a lot of 3ull cans
and open the boxes and put them in after
the inspector was there, to destroy the
character of his cannery, is simply absurd.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH--The cai-
neries are not permanent. There is
one this year and one next year.
The packers are not the same as
merchants at all. If you allow a packer tO
put those culls on the public, you will not be
able to find him the next year. You cannot
follow hin.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-My hon. friendC
is wrong in that. If a man sets up a bus-
ness like that he has to provide hinself with
expensive caldrons, and he must stay there.
I have known them to be there ten ortwelve
years.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The speech of the
hon. gentleman from King's division puts
the whole case clearly, and it is unnecessarY
to add anything further. There is this ole
point which the hon. gentleman brought out
which should be insisted on: that it is per-
fectly clear now that if the certificate of the
inspector is to be of any value whatever, he
must be in the factory all the time.

Hon. Mr. POWER-With his own name Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-Not a bit
on them? of it.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-They are
culls with his own name on them,
they are not fit to go out but
there they are, and the inspector
goes away from the factory and if the packer
is a dishonest mai he will recan them and

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think the
hon. gentleman speaks with knowledge. If
he is familiar with lobster packing, he knows
that the covers must be put on the cans
before the lobsters are cold, and how can an
inspector, whio comes along after the Cans
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have been sealed, tell what is the quality of
the fish inside the cans? Therefore the in-
8Pector must be present all the time. Now
there are a number of those factories where
there are not more than from five to a dozen
hands employed. The canning establish-
'elents are scattered through the fishing
hamliets all along our coast, and does the
hon. gentleman mean to say that he proposes
tO appoint an inspector to go into every one of
those factories and stand over the men,
Women and girls who are packing the fish?
The thing is outrageous.

lon. Sir FRANK SMITH-It is not
n1ecessary.

lon. Mr. POWER--The hon. gentleman
knows his own business, and I am willing to
defer him to him in matters connected with
his own business, but when it comes to talk-
ing about packing lobsters he is out of his
elemaent. I have stood by and seen it done.
I do not pretend to be familiar with it, al-
though I know more than the hon. gentle-
DIan does, and if you have any one besides
the packers brand these lobsters either one
of two things must happen : either you

ust have an inspector present all the time
watch the .process so as to be able to

Oertify to the contents of every can, or the
itSpector must certify to what he does not
know. You cannot leave the cans open.

lon. Mr. ANGERS-As to the necessity
of having an inspector in every factory, the
clause does not require it.

lon. Mr. POWER-That is no answer.
low can the inspector certify so that his
certificate will be of any value if he is not
there all the time ?

lion. Mr. ANGERS-This clause shows
clearly that the Minister of Fisheries can
elnPlay a man who is a servant of the owner
Of the cannery, and he is responsible for the
Way the work is carried on, so it is not
niecessary that there should be an inspector
for each factory, but some person under the
owner of that factory may be authorized by
the iinister of Marine and Fisheries to be
resPonsible for the manner in which the
canning is carried on. After that is donethis package should not be opened again
except under the provision of section 13,
Which provides the way a case may be
OPened and other cans substituted.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-The inspector
may be a person resident in the immediate
neighbourhood of the factory?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, or he may
inspect 10 or 12 factories.

The SPEAKER-By whom was this law
sought? I presume it was sought by the
honest fishermen, or by the honest trades-
men, and if so they ought to know what is
good and necessary for themselves and in
what way the honest man can be protected
against the dishonest man. If this has been
asked for by those who are interested in this
industry, they must surely have suggested
what they wanted for their protection
against fraud. I presume the Government
are not doing this for the fun or pleasure of
the thing ; there i< no advantage to be
gained by taking this responsibility, and I
ani satisfied they must have been asked to
do what they are doing now by people inter-
ested in the industry.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Then if my
hon. friend is right we have no necessity to
be h re at all. We should pass the bill
without comment. We know the informa-
tion received by the department at times
is not in our judgment consistent with the
interests of the country.

The SPEAKER-My hon. friend does
not contend that the fishermen of the coun-
try make the laws themselves ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The represent-
atives of the people here may have more
practical information than that furnished
to the department. The department may
receive information from interested parties
which is not in the public interest.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-What is the
proportion of re-packing that takes place in
one of those canning establishments? It
appears to me if re-packing is an important
part of the industry it should be dealt
with.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--It is not five
per cent.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is an insignifi-
cant proportion of the industry. It may
not occur at all, but since there is a super-
vision over the packing, after that super-
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vision has been exercised it is necessary
that it should not be infringed upon during
the night. I do not suppose in the whole
season there are ten packages in any factory
that are opened, but once the packing is
certified to, it becomes an incident thereto
that no re-packing should take place except
under the same supervision.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I quite agree
with my hon. friend on that point.

The subclause was adopted.

On subclause 11,

Hon. Mr. POWER-The Minister gave
us an interpretation just now which I think
is very questionable. Does this mean that
the fisheries inspector may employ any one
he pleases to do the work under him I

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That certainly is
the ineaning of it. The inspector may go
into a cannery and there employ a person to
assist him, and if that person violates any of
the provisions of the Act, he is subject to a
penalty of $40.

'Ion. Mr. POWER-It would be a great
deal better to take the responsibility of the
packer than to take the responsibility of a
person employed by the inspector.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It may be the can-
ner himself.

The subclause was adopted.

On subelause 12,

Hon. Mr. POWER-Suppose the inspec-
tor brands a package though he has not
been present when the cans were filled he
may render himself liable to a penalty of
$100 if he certifies that the fish are of a cer-
tain character. You are going to get the
department and the packers into an extra-
ordinary mess in attempting to enforce such
regulations as these. The hon. Speaker said
that probably the men in the business must
have asked for this legislation. It may be
that the packers have expressed their desire
that there should be some protection afforded
to the honest packer, but they ·have not
asked for such extraordinary regulations as
these. It may be that some persons have
packed lobsters out of season, and for the
purpose of preventing that, which is a very
objectionable practice, the department are

now enacting a law which will interfere in a
most objectionable way with the whole busi-
ness of people who are trying to carry on the
industry in a legitimate manner. It is better
that sone guilty ones should escape than
that the trade should be hampered in that
way.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-It would be far
better to prevent any fraud by making each
packer responsible for the quality of the
fish that he puts up, have his name uponl
every package and let him certify to it and
put his brand upon it. It would give rise
to much less expense. It would be on the
same principle that a miller brands his flour.
He is responsible himself, and a good miller
will soon get the whole of the trade of the
country around him if he is surrounded by
bad ones. You not only prevent this fraud,
but you get a number of good canneries in
operation and only good ones, because everY
man who cannot certify to the quality of his
goods or who certifies improperly to thenm,
must, go out of the businesss. To hold the
man himself responsible will be far better
protection to the public than to have a lot
of inspectors who are required to certify tO
things that they cannot possibly know.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Does not that
come back to the question of having re-
sponsible merchants who put their own
trade marks on their goods ? It is the best
system in the world. I know when I wavs
in trade and imported from first-class houses
in England, I had no trouble in gettilg
first-class goods, but I always looked at the
brands and trade marks of the house fro0m
.which I imported. So with other merchants,
but when you introduce this system and
have to depend wholly on the mark Of a
petty inspector, there is not the slightest
possible chance of depending on the ,oods.
The inspection of goods is exceedingly diffi'
cult. It is not easy to find a proper insPee-
tor. If you want a reliable inspectr
you must look to the packer himself. JIlo
is it possible for any government, under anY
svstem, to get such inspection that every
small package of goods will be examinedî
Why, it would cost more than the goods
would come to. To have a sham inspector
and have the country pay for it is simpY'l.n
my opinion, a foolish proposition. It
simply trying to make offices for men that
we do not want in this country.
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. lon. Mr. PRIMROSE-The remarks
Which fell from the hon. member from
King's and the suggestion which he offers, if
Practicable, would be very well, but the
trouble is the defciency in quality of the
fish is not ascertained until the goods
reach foreign markets and are opened there.
Would it not be better to have such an in-
sPection of fish as would render it certain
that the goods were in proper condition
When they were inspected here ? I do not
Yield to the hon. member from Halifax, or
to any one else, in my desire not to place
Obstructions in the way of the packers, but
rly experience bas led me to the conclusion
that the provisions in this bill are almost
absolutely necessary to the proper conduct
Of the business. Some hon. members sug-
gest that you would require to have a man
constantly on the premises ; I think that
Objection bas been removed by the expla-
nation given by the Minister that it is quite
Practicable to have one of the einployees of
the establishment act as inspector, or some
ole resident in the neighbourhood. I have
every wish to see the packers have every
Possible protection and facility ; at the saine
tirne we require some regulations of this
character.

lion. Mr. ALLAN- know so little
about lobster-packing that I am afraid
ln, this matter I must put my con-
science in the keeping of the Governient.
1oW is this inspector, who is appointed by
the Government or who acts for the Govern-
ruent, to certify that the lobsters are what
they ought to be-are fresh and caught in
the right season ? Will not t e packer
hanself, the man who receives the lobsters
and packs them, be the only man who can
certify to that ? How is this other man to
Obtain his information or knowledge except
through the packer ?

lion. Sir FRANK SMITH-Because he
goes in there with authority and employssome
Ole who oversees the packing as it is going on.

Slion. Mr. REESOR-It will turn out
Justas the inspection of apples bas turned out.

wo years ago we passed a law, at the re-
quest of the fruit growers, to let them have
their apples inspected, because they would
get better prices in the old country for their
apples. It worked so badly that they do not
get them inspected any longer. The only plan

that has been successful, so far, is where the
man himself has a character for packing
good apples and puts his name on the barrels
and certifies to their quality and variety,
and he makes the shipping a success;
whereasif they were sentwithout regard tothe
name of the firm or the character of the
apples-if they were put up carelessly they
would bring only three or four dollars a
barrel-very often as little money as could
have been got for them at home here. It is
perfectly absurd to expect this inspection to
work. It will not give satisfaction. The
packers will kick against it. They are the
persons interested in seeing that the goods
are right. To say that a packer interested
in packing would secretly reopen the boxes
and put bad cans in packages carrying his
own name, is absurd. His responsibility is
worth far more to the public than the
responsibility of a hireling.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-Not at all.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-His employee may
not be worth $200, and you might not be
able to make anything out of him if you
looked for damages against him. He can
only certify to the best of his knowledge.
The owner of the goods is the man who
should be held responsible, and he is the
man who is interested in sending out a good
article.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-There is a funda-
mental difference between the lobster packer
and the miller or manufacturer, as was nien-
tioned by the senior member from St. John.
A miller bas a reason to have a good repu-
tation, and to see that his goods are properly
marked, because he can increase the business
in which he is permanently engaged. In
the case of the lobster factory, a person,
however good his market may be, cannot in-
crease his output, so be is tempted to do
the most he can during the one season,
knowing very well that although his repu-
tation may be good, he cannot make much,
if anything out of it. He sells out his stock
at the ordinary price, and he may go out of
the business the next season, or it may be a
bad season. So I think it is better to be
more stringent, as the bill proposes to be,
than to apply an idea which prevails very
generally and works very well with inillers
and manufacturers of staple articles but
which would not apply to lobster packers.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-I am sorry to hear Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
that on the north shore of New Brunswick, from Calgary apparently thought he was
the lobster packers are of the character de- scoring a point when he spoke of the neceS
scribed by the hon. gentleman from Acadie. sity of the inspection of fish and meat. 1

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I wish it to be
well understood that I am speaking of the
minority, those who are violating the law,
and not of the majority. I would not like
my words to apply in a larger sense than I
intended them.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As a matter of fact,
the people that we want to get at are those
who pack out of season, and they are not going
to take out licenses at all. The mere require-
ment of taking out a license is probably
enough to prevent those people going into the
business. The remarks of the hon. gentleman
froin King's were particularly striking with
respect to the inspection of apples. We
thought when we passed that Act that we
were doing a very good thing, and now it
turns out to be perfectly useless ; but there
was this redeeining feature about the law-
the inspection was optional. That is not the
case with the measure before us. This law
is compulsory, and 1 say it is going to be im-
practicable in working out. We export can-
ned lobsters to the value of millions of dol-
lars, and Parliainent ought to be very careful
how it interferes with a business of such
dimensions.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED--I do not profess
to know very much about the lobster business,
but it appears to me that many hon. gentle-
men are overlooking entirely the principle
involved in inspection. If I understand it,
the principle is not to establish a reputation
for the packers, but to protect the general
health of the public. The argument that
might be applicable with regard to apples,
flour and other commodities of that chara-
ter is not at all applicable to the inspection
of fish and meat. I submit to this honourable
House that there is nothing in commerce so
prejudicial to the health of the community
as careless packing of fish and meat.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It is absolutely im-
possible to inspect every package of lobsters.
There is not money enough in the country
to carry out the system thoroughly. Every
package would have to be inspected to see
that its contents are healthful and sound
and not of a nature to injuriously affect the
health of the people.

am perfectly satisfied that they shall be in-
spected provided that lobsters shall be in-
spected in the same way as other fish, and
in the same way as meat. There are no such
provisions in the General Inspection Act.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-The same condi-
tions do not apply at all. It would be de-
sirable, certainly, that the packer should be
made primarily responsible if it were prac-
ticable, but the fact is those who are disposed
to be fraudulent send their goods to foreigl
markets through the hands of merchants,
and the effect is they destroy the reputatiOni
of our lobsters.

Hon. Mr. POWER-What is the differ-
ence between the inspection of mackerel
and of lobster ?

Hon. Mr. PRIN ROSE-The one is simplY
caught and put in barre], and the other has
to go through the process of canning, Of
which I know something as well as the hon.
gentleman from Halifax.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 4,

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is another
clause which is going to have a very serious
effect. Itappears that this bill is like the laws
of the Medes and Persians and we must
take it as it is. The practice of fishermen
at present is that there shall be one night
of the week when their nets are not set. Ifl
some places the rule is that the nets shall
be set Saturday night but not Sunday night,
but the general practice is that the netS
shall not be set Saturday night but shall be
set Sunday night. This provision of the bill
means that our fishermen along the Atlant1
coast shall lose twonights fishingin the week,
that their nets shall not be set Saturday
night and shall not be set Sunday night.
When you think that for the last number
of years the fishermen on the Atlantic have
met with bad season after bad season, that
as a rule they find it very diflicult indeed to
make both ends meet, and that the fish which
they get are generally those which pass
along the coast when we say that theY
shall take their nets up for two nights 1l'
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the week, it is unreasonable in the extreme. Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The waters do not
o reason has been shown why it should be recede 70 miles. There is the middle of the

s0. I wish to call attention to a very im-! stream which does not recede altogether in
Portant circumstance in connection with the Bay of Fundy. But, if it did recede
this clause. It is supposed to be almost a 70 miles, you could not expeet to be fishing
transcript of subsection 14 of section 14 of when the water is out, and therefore there
the Fisheries Act, but there is a nost im- is no disadvantage in taking up the nets
Portant distinction. The section in the Act where the tidal water recedes. It bas been
applied only to éalmon. The Government stated that the fish on the coasts of Nova
Propose to extend this provision, which Scotia and New Brunswick have not been
night be reasonable enough as applied to profitable for the last few years, that times
salmon, because it is desirable to let the have been hard for fishermen. For what
salmon get into the rivers-the Government reason? From the very fact that we have
Propose to extend that to mackerel and been exhausting our fisheries.
herring also. Probably there is hardly a
Imrember of this House who realizes the im- Hon. Mr. KALLBACI-TheAmericans
Portance of this change. The Minister did have been doingso. We ail want to take
tot indicate in any way that it was the a ot
intention of the Government to make such a
sweeping change. Hon. Mr. ANGEIS-Why is it the

Amnericans have so few fish on their coast ?
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-How far does Because they have exhausted their fisheries.

this tide water extend? Is it water within Is it wise, is it desirable that we should do
the three mile liniit ? Because my hon. the same thing? And is it too long to
friend contends that these regulations ex- allow the fish to ascend the rivers to the
tend, so far as British subjects are con- spawning placés where they cannot be dis-
cerned, beyond the three-mile limit. Now turbed, by taking up the nets every Satur-
inany of our fishermen go out for about'day night until Monday norning.
eight and nine miles from land and set their
nets, and this clause would require them to Hon. Mr. KALLBACH-Before 1 made
go out and raise their nets. I cannot see my last remarks 1 asked the hon gentlenan
the object of it. Our shore fishermen are vhat was the limit of the tidal waters and
hampered enough by reason of the licenses vhether they extend beyond the three-mile
given to United States fishermen, who are limit, and iny hon. friend said yes, and there-
at liberty to catch fish at all times outside fore I predicated my remarks upon that.
the three-mile limit, and now you propose If my hon. friend means just simply in the
to enact legislation which will bring the law harbours then I might have a different view
Of the country into contempt and prohibit- of the matter. Is it intended for any water
11g Our fishermen f rom catching fish even on that recedes and leaves a place dry?
the high seas, out side of the 3-mile liniit,
Where the American fisherinen resort. Let Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.
118 first know what tidal water means. If
it imeans all waters affected by the tide, then Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--Just those

protest against it. places where it is left dry by the receding of
the tile ? If that is it, I can understand it,

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This applies only but if it is beyond that to any material
tO tidal water, and that means by the shGre. extent or to the three-nile limit, I say

it is an injustice to our people, because they
Hon. Mr. POWER-Not at all. Are have to compete with the United States

not all the waters of the ocean tidal waters? fishermen outside of that, and they are ob-
lio'ed to take up their nets, sometimes a string

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No ; not in that of nets haîf a mile long, and if the Americans
Sense. The expression applies only to a arc allowed to catch iish there I say it is a
Place where the tide cowes in and recedes. 'hardship upon our people.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-In th(t Bay of Fundy Hon. Mr. ANGERS-As I read this
the tidal waters extend 60 or 70 m7iles. clause, it does not apply to deep-sea fishing,
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and beyond the three miles would be deep-
sea fishing. The way I understand the clause
is that it applies to the tidal waters where
the water flows and recedes with the tide.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I think the hon.
Minister is right in principle. It is well
that the fish should be protected by law
where we can do so, and I think in this
instance it should be done and that we
should not lose our fish, that we should pro-
tect them at the proper seasons in order to
enable them to spawn on the several spawn-
ing grounds, but there are fish which cannot
be protected in this way. I think the gas-
pereau and other fish do not come into the
fresh water.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Oh yes.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I know that our
salmon, and other fish of that class, do
ascend the rivers for the purpose of breed-
ing, and in that particular the Government
is perfectly right in seeing that the laws are
just as strict as possible to protect them. It
is well too that there should be one or two
days of the week. I would be most anxious
to assist the Government in that, because, I
am fully aware, f rom friends of my own
who have written me from England and
other places, that the non-protection of the
fish at cetan seasns will leadi toi their ex-

the openings of rivers, because if you applY
it from the shore to the three-mile limit,
there is no reason why you should not pass
the three-mile limit. But as a matter of fact
there is no reason to apply it at all. Will
you apply this Act to the Strait of Northunl-
berland which is seven miles wide at its
narrowest part?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, you cannot.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-It is tidal water.
I think we could remedy it by saying "tidal
rivers " instead of tidal waters.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, it would not
be sufficient, because it would be destroying
the salmon off the coast where the tide rises
and falls. You would be destroying salmon
off the coast and in the harbours also.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Why not put
in an interpretation clause?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Tidal waters ap-
proaching rivers.

. Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Or revert to the
former Act and specify salmon fishing. This
law will be a source of misunderstanding
and I think we should not pass a bill which
will give so much trouble.

termination.Hon. Mr. POWER-There is not thetermintion.slightest doubt that this applies to the
Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I have no ob- lisheries off the shore. Tidal waters are

jection to rivers, but I would like to know waters in which the tide rises and fans. The
what is covered by " tidal waters." Along tide rises and falis ail over the ocean, and this
our coast the tide is five miles out at sea. is intended to apply to the waters off Our
You can tell the tide five or six miles out. coasts. The hon. Minister gave lus interpre-
At the mouth of the bays you can tell tation of the meaning of these words, but
whether the tide is coming in or going out, unfortunately for the lishermen, the hon. gel-
and if that is tidal water this law ought not tleran would not be a judge before wholu
to apply. those accused of violating the law would ie

Hon.Mr.POIIER Whie Iappovetried, or the fishermen might get the benefi
Hon. Mr. POIRIER--While I approvefbiineptaon fteclu.Th

of the general tenor of this Act, I must calo
the attention of the Government to the fact hon. gentleman spoke of the United States
that this clause is ambiguous. If we can- fisheries. It is true they have been destroyed.
not interpret it, how will the officers inter- The river fisheries have been almost totalY
pret it? There is not the slightest doubt destroyed, and then, when the marine life
that all the shores of the Atlantic Ocean in the rivers bas disappeared, the sea fishcease to corne in for the feed they get about
are tidal waters. Do you mean to apply these river rouths, and if the same restric
this Act to the shore fisheries? tion is put upon this claue which exists

Hon. Mr. POWER-Certainly. subsection 4 of chapter 95 of the ReviSed
Statutes, to provide that this subsectiofi 9

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I do not believe affecting the deep-sea and coast fisieries
that this is the idea. I beiieve it applies to tidal waters, sha apply only to salmo o
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an satisfied with it ; but if you are going Hon. Mr. POWER-J did fot say they
to say that fishermen shall be precluded did.
from catching fish like herring and mackerel,
Which simply pass by our coasts perhaps at Hon. Mr. ANGERS-But you said that
a distance of a couple of miles from the the substance that fed them in the fresh
shore, it is a most unreasonable th'ing and water rivers having been destroyed, the tish
will lead to strong feelings of dissatisfaction turned away from the coast.
aiongst our fishermen. Why should our
fishermen be precluded from catching mack- Hon Mr POWE i-N , Iad ah
erel when they pass by the shore, when the

United~~~~~~~ 1ttsfsemni h aenih other fisli of that sort, that they fed to a'United States fishermen in the same neigh-
bourhood are allowed to catch them ? It considerable extent upon the sma]l fish of
rost unreasonable and I cannot help feeling various kinds which came out of the rivers;
that in some way, in drafting theb that when the river fisheries were destroyed,
through an oversight limitation as to salmon
nlets ws5 oitte

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--If we allow
the United States fishermen to catch these
fish and compel our own fishermen to haul
up their nets, it would be a hardship which
nothing could ameliorate.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The meaning I
attach to the word "tidal waters " does not
agree at all with the definition of the hon.
gentleman on the other side. You must un-
derstand that I am not desirous of cutting
Out fishermen from all kinds of fishing from
Saturday night till Monday morning. I am
n1ot desirous, either, of restricting the clause
to salmon only, because there are valuable
fish that come into tidal waters which also
want protection. The hon. gentleman knows
that in the harbour of St. John there is a very
valuable fish which comes in there, the shad.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-And the sturgeon,

lion. Mr. ANGERS-If the fishing is
carried on without affording any chance to
these fish to ascend the St. John or go up
into fresh water to spawn as they do, un-
doubtedly that kind of fish will be destroyed.
There are other species of fish which have
the same habit also that will be destroyed.
They also want protection, just as much as
do salmon, although they are not so valuable.
I do not agree with the hon. gentleman from
H1alifax, when he states that the fisheries of
the Atlantic coast of the United States have
been destroyed f rom the fact that the fishing
has been ruined in the rivers. That is not
the cause at all, because most of these fish
that corne from the sea to spawn in fresh
water hardly take any food at all when they
are in the rivers.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The little fish
that come down the river are the bait which
trap the fish at the mouth of the river.

Hon. Mr. PO WER-Then the hon. Min-
ister undertook to say that the fisheries
were completely destroyed on the United
States coast. The hon. gentleman is in error
if he speaks of the mackerel, because within
the last few years they have had large catches
of mackerel off the United States coast.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-My definition of
the tidal water and the definition given on
the other side of the House do not agree ;
therefore J prdpose to reserve this clause
until I ascertain from the Fishery Depart-
ment what is the real meaning attached to
the term " tidal water."

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I would like to
make a remark, and I hope the hon. Minister
will take it into consideration on behalf of
the herring fishermen. If this clause be
made applicable to herring fishermen, it will
be a great hardship on them. They fish for
herring at a certain time in the spring, say
a week, or a fortnight, or so ; they set their
nets from half a mile to three miles and
sometimes four miles from the shore. The
operation of setting the net is a difficult and
sometimes dangerous one. If they are ob-
liged to take up their nets on Saturday
nights and set then on Monday again, it is
certainly imposing upon them a hardship
that is absolutely intolerable. It is a long
process and they will not be able to do it,
especially those men who do not make a liv-
ing by those fish but simply amateur fisher-
men who set up their nets and catch enough
herring and gaspereau for the year. There
is no occasion for this provision, because the
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herring do not need any protection. I speak
especially for those along the Straits of
Northumberland, and I think I will be back-
ed in what I say by my colleagues from the
lower provinces.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have said that I
did not think the clause applied to deep sea
fishing.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I think the Minister
is on the right path when he protects the
fish that go up the rivers.

The clause was postponed.

On clause 6,

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW--I am in accord
with this clause generally, but I was in hopes
that this measure would rid us of a great
nuisance which has been in existence for a
great many years. It has been brought up
in this House on many occasions, and during
the time the late Sir John Abbott occupied
the position of Premier and leader of the
House, he gave us to understand that a law
would be passed prohibiting the continuance
of this nuisance, and I was in hopes when
this bill was introduced in the other House
that we had succeeded at last of ridding the
country of a nuisance which is very injur-
ious to the general interests of the whole
country. It must be known to every hon.
gentleman in this House that the immense
quantity of sawdust discharged in the Ottawa
river has done a great deal of damage. A
great many years ago, when I first came to
Ottawa, we had a river here in which fish
were very abundant. It was a most valua-
ble asset to the Dominion generally. Now
we are deprived of this advantage, and we
are losing the benefit of the navigation of
this magnificent river. At the present time
there is an accumulation of sawdust 72 feet
in depth underlying the channel at the pro-
posed route for the construction of the inter-
provincial bridge. That fact is quite sufficient
to convince anyone that the time has
arrived when measures should be taken to
abate the nuisance. Therefore, I hope that
the House will sustain me in moving, as I
do, that this proviso be not concurred in but
that the proviso shall be:-

Provided always that the provisions of this sec-
tion shall not apply tintil, on and after the first day
of May, 1895, to the sawm-inil owners and employees
of any saw-nmll situated on any stream which was

wholly or partially exempt froin the operation of
said subsection 2 of section 15 hereby repealed.

That gives the mill owners and parties
interested a sufficient time to make the ne-
cessary arrangements for the purpose of
stopping the depositing of saw-dust or other
refuse in the river. Unfortunately, a very
large mill has been destroyed at the Chau-
dière, and it is a very opportune time at
present to let these gentlemen know that
after this they will not be allowed to deposit
refuse in this river. It is a most extraor-
dinary thing that whilst the practice is pro-
hibited on all small rivers and mill-owners
are not allowed to throw a spoonful of saw-
dust in the water, no attempt is made to
protect the Ottawa River, and this magni-
ficent river is being ruined under the very
eyes of the Ministers and of the represen-
tatives of the people. When the engineers
from the United States were here they ex-
pressed their astonishment thas such a thing
was allowed to be continued under the eyes
of the Government. This proposition of mine
has been assented to in many occasions.
We had a committee appointed who exa-
mined many gentlemen connected with the
business and presented a report to this
House which was unanimously adopted. I
thought then that this nuisance would be
abated. I hope the hon. Minister will ac-
quiesce in this proposition and will agree to
give the mill-owners another twelve months
to niake the necessary preparation. This
Ottawa canal will some day be constructed,
because it is the only route suitable for the
business of the country, and will save 350
yles between Chicago and Montreal. The
aivantages of the canal are undeniable. I
think we should go to work now to make
this river as suitable as possible for the
requirements of the canal when constructed,
and I hope there will be no opposition to
this resolution and that the worthy Premier
and the gentleman leading this House on
occasion will give us sone assurance which
will be satisfactoridy received by the whole
country. Montreal has been urging it for
many years and I believe that no measure
that can be adopted by this country will be
more acceptable than one abating this
nuisance. I should like to hear the views
of lion. gentlemen from other parts of the
country where miil-owners are prohibited
from depositing saw-dust in the streamis.
In Pembroke a saw mill-owner was fined
heavily because he threw a small quantitY
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of saw-dust in the river, and I think it was
proper that he should be fined.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I hope the
Government will accept this amendment.
The Government did not intend to make
this proviso that is now in the bill. I do
not think it is fair to impose it on the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries; the
temptation may be too great. Local in-
fluence, in certain sections, may override the
department and injustice may be done, to
the public. I know that in Nova Scotia the
law has been vigorously applied to a little
steam where they do not cut more than half
a thousand of lumber in a day. The mill-
owners have been fined and the mill has
been stopped. A large mill on the river,
with immense quantities of logs lying in the
river, has been stopped by a mandamus,
to the great loss of those who have their
logs there to be sawn as well as a general in-
jury to the place. Here in Ottawa, in the
Presence of the Parliament of Canada, where
legislation is being enacted, this nuisance is
tolerated; and yet the law has been rigidly
enforced in Nova Scotia. It is no wonder
the people object and set the law at defiance
When a nuisance like this is allowed within
the -sound of our voices. I hope the Gov-
ernment will see that it is a responsibility
'too great to throw upon the department. It
niay be used in a way which it is not in the
fiterests of the country, or there may be
Pressure brought by certain parties upon the
Government to which possibly they might
Yield. These mill-men have all got rich and
hold a large amount of the assets of the
country, the valuable timber tracts of
Canada. This difficulty can be removed
Without much trouble, but they find it more
cOnvenient to let the saw-dust drop into the
river than to take care of it. We find that
a short distance below this city, at the
Gatineau, the saw-dust is burnt. They can-
lot get a scow up there because of the

a1ount of refuse in the water. I hope the
Government will say, in the interests of the
whole community, that they will not allow
the huge monopoly which the mill-owners
have here to override the law and set a bad
example to the whole community. We
should be cautious about the laws we make,
but when made they should be carried out.
Let no man defy the law, but let it apply
alike to all classes and conditions of our
People, regardless of wealth or influence.

46

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I think it is simply
ironical to take all the precautions the
country is taking to preserve our fisheries,
to enact so many laws, impose so many fines
and penalties on the one hand, while, on the
other hand, we allow this nuisance, which is
complained of, to exist unchecked-anuisance
which is more dangerous to fisheries, perhaps,
than all others put together. There is no
doubt that not only is the saw-dust injurious
to the river fisheries, but it is also injurious
to the open fisheries, as many species of fish
have to go to the rivers to spawn, and they
do not ascend the rivers on account of the
saw-dust. The salmon, for the protection of
which so much is done, has to run up rivers
to spawn. I know, myself, rivers where
formerly salmon and trout were sbundant,
in which now no salmon or trout can be
found, simply because the water has been
spoiled by saw-dust and other mill refuse.
If, therefore, the Government are sincere,
and I believe they are, in trying to preserve
our fisheries, they should go to the root of
the evil and commence by preserving the
rivers, the preservation of which, is more
important, certainly, than preventing purse-
seining or netting on Sunday. More than
that, I have myself got petitions from parties
in different counties where I come from,
complaining of this matter. I wish the
Government to give it some consideration.
In certain counties, where lumbering opera-
tions are carried on, this state of things, I
know, exists-that lumbermen who happen
to belong to a certain political creed, throw
saw-dust into the rivers unmolested.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Oh no.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-I know that the
Government know nothing about it, but I
am talking of facts. They think they will
be protected-that members of Parliament
will not dare to do anything against them.
At all events, the consequence is they violate
the law, while others having different politi-
cal convictions, under dread of punishment
refrain from doing it. That is the fact, I
know, in the county of Westmoreland where
I live and also in the county of Kent. As
I have said, the Government do not know
of it, but it creates dissatisfaction and that
should be put a stop to. The law should be
rigidly enforced. We are very severe against
the fishermen, why not against the lumber-
men ? They are not so poor that the laws
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which are applicable to other citizens of the
community should not apply to them. We
know the lumbermen of Ottawa River are
poor men, but still they are not the only
paupers in the Dominion, and supposing their
income should be diminished by five or ten
thousand dollars per year, that is no
reason why this law should not be applied.
The pollution of the water is not only injur-
ious to the river but also to the ocean fish-
eries. The pollution is of a permanent
character, while the lumber trade may
diminish. When the waters are so polluted
that the fish disappear from them, it takes
centuries to restore abundance of fish in
those rivers. It is a permanent loss
which is inflicted for the purpose of
benefiting some private individuals. I
will not talk about the Ottawa River;
I will speak of rivers in the east We have
the St. John River in New Brunswick.
Formerly we had abundance of fish in it ;
now they have diminished to such an extent
that it is difficult to catch any considerable
number. That may not be wholly due to
this fact, but it is partially due to the pollu-
tion of the water. In the smaller rivers
from the Gut of Canso to the Bay of Cha-
leurs there is no doubt that magnificent trout
and salmon fisheries have been destroyed to
an incalculable extent, merely by the privi-
leges accorded to mill-owners, or most of
them, to throw their mill refuse into the
river. I hope, therefore, that the amend-
ment of the hon. gentleman of Ottawa will
be accepted by the Government. The Gov-
ernment is bound to carry out the promise
of the late Sir John Abbott when he was
Premier. They are bound to carry out the
suggestion of my hon. friend. Sir John
Abbott, in 1891 when a similar question was
raised, was in favour of it ; he saw the pro-
priety of it, but he said that we should not
without warning fall upon these mill-owners
and impose upon them such alterations in
their manufacturing establishments as would
be injurious to them. He almost pledged
himself to bring in remedial legislation.
That was three years ago and no legislation
has been introduced yet. Sir John Abbott
spoke as follows:-

It appears to be the general opinion of my col-
leagues in so far as I have gone into the question,
that the exception which prevails in favour of the
Ottawa River ought to be abrogated and I would
ask my hon. friend to withdraw his bill for this
year, in order that the nill-owners may not be too
suddenly, by force, compelled to make changes

which would be very expensive and inconvenient.
My hon. friend has been good enough on that con-
sideration to agree to withdraw his bill for this
year, as far as I can say such an understanding can
be arrived at before hand, that his measure will
receive the assistance of this Government, if it
should be in power in the year to coine.

The hon. gentleman from Rideau division
on that assurance withdrew his bill that year.
Now, what my hon. friend asked, and what
I join in asking and what I believe the ma-
jority of this House demands, is that these
implied promises be carried out. It is cer-
tainly not harsh treatment because those
gentlemen know that this has been hanging
over their heads for years. Look at the dif-
ferent treatnent accorded to lumbermen and
to fishermen. The very saine year when Sir
John Abbott made that promise and wished
to have another year granted to the lumber-
men so that they would not be taken by sur-
prise, the Government passed an Act further
to amend the Fisheries Act the first section
of which prohibited the use of purse-seines
for the catching of fish under a penalty for
each offence of not less than $50 and not
exceeding $500, together with confiscation
of the apparatus and boats used in such
catching. I was not able to get six months'
notice to those fishermen to be prepared to
meet this law.. The Government insisted
then, and they were right, as foras the necessitY
of protecting our fisheries, but if it is so im-
portant to protect the fisheries, let us protect
them all through and not give undue priv-
leges to a class of men who can afford to live
without them, especially when we are SO
severe against the fishermen that we would
not give them a day's warning when passing
thatAct subjecting them to a penalty of $500
and confiscation of their boats and apparatus
should they use those purse-seines. I hope
this amendment will be accepted by theleader
of the House.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This question in-
volves very large interests undoubtedly. Al
exception has been made of, the Ottaa
River. I know of very few others. I do nOt
know of a single other case where the laW
has not been put in force.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I know of some.

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I know of one i
New Brunswick.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The principle is that
the water is not to be polluted and that the
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8aw-dust is not to be thrown in the river be-
cause it destroys the fish. That is the
principle of the law. There is a proviso here
for dealing with exceptional cases.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-That is the
Ottawa River.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, the Ottawa if
you wish, and cases where its enforcement is
not requisite in the public interest. So far,
the public interest has not been injured by
the fact of saw-dust being thrown into the
Ottawa.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Oh yes it has.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Not as compared
With interests that have been benefited by
the fact of the establishment of all these large

1nills here. There is an immense trade in
lurnber done in this city.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The same argu-
Inent applies to all other places.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-What saw-dust has
been thrown into the river has left it navi-
gable, so far, for the class of vessels naviga-
ting it. There are very few places that are
.80 shallow that steamers cannot pass.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Does the hon. gentle-
Mlan know that there are deposits of saw-dust
60 feet deep in. some places in this Ottawa
]iver 1

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I suppose there are,but if you have 20 feet of water over the
saw-dust that is sufficient. I know there are
Pools where the saw-dust has collected and it
I1ay be 60 feet deep, but if there is 20 feet
of Water over that saw-dust there is sufficient
for navigation.

Hlon. Mr. CLEMOW-There are places
Where there are not 5 feet of water.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Perhaps in bays,
but the navigation of the channel has not
been interrupted. It may have been injured
a little. I admit it has lost a certain amount
of its value, but you cannot compare that
dunjinution with the immense trade in lumber
that has been established here.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, if it did not
affect the fisheries any more than it did
here. The object in preventing saw-dust
being thrown into the river is the protec-
tion of the fish.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Not the fish alone.
There is the navigation too.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This is not a bill
to provide for navigation, but of course if it
does destroy navigation you most protect the
river for navigation . also. But the main
object in preventing the saw-dust being
thrown into the river is the protection of
the fish. There were no fish here to protect,
and so far the saw-dust has been allowed to
drop into the river, and it has impeded, I
admit, in certain places the navigation but
has not destroyed it. There is sufficient
water at present for navigation. The atten-
tion of the Government has been recently
drawn to this matter when Mr. Booth's mill
was destroyed and it has been thought that
before he rebuilds not to permit the saw-dust
to escape into the river in the future.,

Hon. Mr. POWER-Strike out this pro-
viso and he has the warning.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I cannot agree
with the suggestion of the hon. gentleman.
It is too sweeping for the present.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Was this pro-
viso omitted when the bill was introduced
in the House of Commons?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I am told that it
was not in the bill.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Then evidently
the policy of the Government in introduc-
ing this bill was to enforce this regulation
with regard to all rivers.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-We do, and that is
the principle of the bill, with a few excep-
tions.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Those exceptions
spoil the whole bill.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It may have caused
some inconvenience in a few cases, but I
point out the great advantages that have

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-That may be arisen also from not enforcing the regula-
4Cid of every otber big gang mil tbrougbout tions as to certain rivers. I propose to ask

h Canada. the House to allow this clause to stand, so
46J
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that the Government may have an oppor- to legislate on this matter, that is a differ-
tunity of considering it further. ent affair altogether. I was not aware that

my hon. friend opposite was going to bring
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I have no objec- up the subject to-day, but when he did I

tion to let it remain as a notice for the third was moved to send for this profile plan,
reading. which I have here, which was given to me

by a gentleman known to be one of the best
Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-It is the hydraulic engineers of the country, Mr.

desire of every member of the Government to Keefer. It shows a very alarming state of
meet the objection in this case. It is a hard- things, not only this depth of saw-dust in
ship, and the subject is in their minds. They certain bays and channels, but it shows by
have been talking of it, within the last 24 a comparative une that in many parts of the
hours-within a shorter time than that, but river this deposit is becoming so deep that
here, we are to-day at the end of the session there is not anything like the depth of water
with a very thin House and a thin House in the hon. gentleman speaks of between the
the other Chamber also. The resolution top of the saw-dust and the keels of the
would cause legislation in the House, and vessels whicl navigate the river. I must
postpone the prorogation of Parliament per- confess that it has always been a matter of
haps a week, perhaps 10 days. profound astonishment to me, ever since we

Hon.have been holding our sessions in Ottawa
that the pollution of the Ottawa River lias

Hon. Mr. KA1LBACH-Not an hour. been allowed to go on from year to year.
No one can be bind to the importance of

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-I think it the interests involved, but when we know

would, and it miglt postpone it perhaps long- that in other places the saw-dust is not onl.

er,because it is a very important question and burnt but turned to very valuable accountw

the Goiernment should meet it as soon as ic does not seem that it would be impossible
possible, and although they have been delin- to do the same here. At Deseronto every

quent, you can see the reason of it. It was particle of the saw-dust is utilized and what

ordered by a power that we have no control a be done in one place can surely be done

over, that the gentleman who made those pro- in another, but while it may ie lard th

mises which have been mentioned should be mill-owners to make a change of that kind

taken away from us. Others came in, and without due notice, it can hardly lie said

it was not brougpt to their knowledge, but that they have not oad warhing given year

here we are now within six or seven months after year. As far back as 1891, when the

of another session, and wliat I would Say is late Sir John Abbott was leader in thig
this, that early next session- fouse, the subject was discussed in the

Senate and since then it lias been brouglit
Hon. Mr. POWER-O H no. up again repeatedly. cannot conceive 

possible that the Government can allow
Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-You will ie one of the most magnificent streams we hav

here three weeks if you undertake to make in Canada to le filled up as it is probably
this amedment now. Early next session the the Ottawa will ve filled up if tho
Government's attention will be called to it, present state of things is allowed tO
and no doubt a lu will lie introduced in continue. Apart altogether from the injury
this youse to meet the difficulty. I, for to the fish and to the navigation a
one, will prompt it if God spares me to le the Streami, we should consider the sau
iere, and if my hon. friend would meet us itary conditions also. We know that fer

on this occasion and allow us to finish up mentation goes on in those deposits, and
the business, we will promise him-and ie from time to t e there have been some ver
hwill e here I hope to hielp us next session- violent explosions from gas supposed to be
to try and put an end to the existing state generated inthese saw-dust leaps. Altogether
of things. think the condition of the Ottawa RiVet

now cals for some remedial measure. I cavl1

Hon. Mr. AU.LAN-If the Goverpment understand that it is hardly apropos to thie
will really give any sort of pledge or ase Fisheries Bill, but if the lon. gentlefll
ance that t tey will be prepared next session opposite consents to postpone bis alo ed
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Inent, I hope that we shall have some sort
of pledge froin the Government that measures
will be taken very early next session to try
and put an end to the existing state of
things.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I did not get
notice of this amendment; I did not know
it was coming on. I am very glad to see
that the hon. gentleman from Rideau accepts
ny proposal to let it stand. I may be in a
Position on Monday to deal with the question
4nd state what the intention of the Govern-
Rent is, whether a bill shall be introduced
this session or whether we shall wait until
another session to take up this question. I
Would ask that the clause and the amend-
Inent of the hon. gentleman be allowed to
stand.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I did not give
-notice of it because I did not know myself
that I should have to move. I thought
When the bill was introduced in the lower
Elouse that it met all the objections that I
had, and it was only last night that I found
this proviso had been introduced, it was the
olly intimation I had of it. I will tell the.
hon. gentleman now that I know of my own
Personal knowledge, that in some places in
the Ottawa River there are only four or five
feet of water where there used to be twenty-
five or thirty feet, that all the bays between
here and Grenville are filled up with sawdust,
a'1d that the water as far down as Montreal
l8 being polluted and the people are suffer-
"'g severely. It is high time that something
should be done. I have been urging this mat-
ter four or five years and we had a large com-
'nittee one year and brought people before
4s who understood the question, and dealt
exhaustively with it, and the committee and
this flouse all came to the conclusion that this
Illisance should not be allowed to be con-
tinued. After the observations of the leader
Of the House, I am willing to allow this
'Inatter to stand. I have no intention to
lnjuriously interfere with the operations of
the Government in any way, but I want to
get a decisive understanding that this im-
Portant question is to be attended to and
settled definitely next year if it is dropped
'his session.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-We have been
reasonable too long.

Hon. Mr. MACDONALD (B.C.), from the
committee, reported that they had made
some progress with the bill, and asked leave
to sit again.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (147) " An Act respecting a certain
Treaty between Her Britannic Majesty and
the President of the French Republic."-
(Mr. Angers.)

The Senate adjourned at 6.15 p.m.

[HE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, 16th July, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Before we proceed
with the Orders of the Day, I rise with
great pleasure to propose that an Address of
congratulation be offered to Her Majesty
the Queen upon the occasion of the birth of
a son to their Royal Highnesses the Duke
and Duchess of York. The people of Can-
ada have always shared in the griefs of the
Royal Family whenever by the hand of Pro-
vidence they have been visited. It is
right, therefore, that when a joyful event
occurs, as such events occur often, I may say,
in the Royal family, we Canadians and the
subjects of Her Majesty throughout the
Empire join in thanking Providence,
and in extending our congratulations to
our beloved Queen. Composed as we Can-
adians are, of different nationalities and
creeds, this is a fitting opportunity to offer
to our beloved Queen a tribute of our devo-
tion and our attachment to her crown and
person. While other countries are scenes
of violence and bloodshed, and when rulers
and potentates are struck down by the as-

0omte hon. SENATORS-Oh no. sasin's dagger, it is right that we should
acknowledge that our prayers to God to

110n-. Mr. CLEMOW-We must be bless the Queen have been heard and ans-
re8onable. wered and that the Almighty has been
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pleased to bless the Queen in her person and
in her family and in her subjects. I there-
fore move :

To the Queen's Most Excellent Majesty:
Most gracious Sovereign :

We, Your Majesty's dutiful and loyal subjects,
the Senate of Canada, in Parliament assein-
bled, most humbly beg to tender Your Majesty
our cordial congratulations upon the birth of a son
to His Royal Highness the Duke and Her Royal
Highness the Duchess of York ; and we beg leave
most respectfully to assure Your Majesty of the
great joy and satisfaction which we derive from
this auspicious event.

The greatest reforms have been granted
during her reign. The democracy that over-
turned thrones in countries not far off-I
might mention France and Spain and other
countries of Europe-was met fairly and;
properly by the English sovereign and the
rights of man were guaranteed under the
constitution of the country, thus strengthen-
ing the ties which existed between the sove-
reign and her people. It is a long and
important subject. We all must feel proud
that we are in a position to-day to offer those
congratulations to Her Majesty. I need
only add that the proposal will meet with

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In seconding the pro- approval all over this land and we all hope
posal to present an address of congratulation that ber Majesty may continue long to hold
to our sovereign lady the Queen on the the position she does as Queen of this
auspicious occasion of the birth of a great Realm.
grandson, I not only, I am sure, echo the The motion was agreed to.sentiments of every hon. gentlemen of this h
Chamber, but of every member of the Cana- Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have further
dian family irrespective of race or creed, or pleasure to move that a message be sent
the country from which they come. I doubt from this House congratulating His Royal
if, in any part of Her Majesty's dominions, Highness the Duke of York and Her Royal
a more loyal and devoted people exist than Highness the Duchess of York on the joyful
in the Dominion of Canada. Englishmen in occasion of the birth of a son to Their Royal
visiting Canada have often been struck with Highnesses.
the presence of the Union Jack and the
Royal Arms with the " God save the Queen" The motion was agreed to.
on the very many occasions on which Cana- Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have the honour
dians are only too happy to express their to move that an humble address be presented
loyalty to the head of our great Empire. to bis Exceliency the Governor General in
Apart altogether from her personal qualifi- the foilowing words
cations, she is typically the centre of the
first constitutional government in the world. To His ExcELLENcV the Right Honourable Sir
She bas happily reigned over her people now JOHN CAMPBELL HAMILTONGoRDoN, Earl of
for a period of 57 years, and as bas been ob- Aberdeen, Viscount Formartime, Baron Haddo,Methlic, Tarves and Kellie in the Peerage of
served by the hon. leader of the bouse, Scotland, Viscount Gordon of Aberdeen, CountY
Providence bas biessed lier witb the certain- of Aberdeen, in the Peerage of the United King-
ty that her race is to continue in possession dom, Baronet of Nova Sotia, Governor of Cain-

of that throne for centuries to come. lier ada.

progeny have been nunierous and tbere Eis xAY IT PLRASE YouR ExcELLEaCY

almost a certainty that the race of which she We, Her Majesty's (lutiful and loyal subjects,
may, to a certain extent, be said to be theA the Senate of Canada i Parliament assenbled,

have resolved to send a message of congratulation
founder, will continue to be the sovereugns to Their Royal Highnesses the Duke and ucheS
of that ealmn. There was a time, not many of York upon the joyfel occasion of the birth of 
years ago, when we iad to import a sovereign son to Their Royal Highnesses.
from Germany. The race of the Stuarts, had We beg leave to approach Your Excellency wits
my ot an cetaineent, be saidtb te our respectful request that yon will be pleased to
runfouter, we cotine to b ereign fomtransmit the said message to their Royal High
abroad. We know very well that it took a nesses the Duke and Duchess of York in such waY
long time for the English people to be tho- as Your Excellency nay see fit.
roughly reconciled to what was, apparently,
somewhat of a foreign importation, but to- THIRD READINGS.
day happily there is at the head of this great
Empire a Queen who bas been, probably, Bill (139) " An Act to incorporate the
par excellence, the greatest constitutional head Pontiac and Ottawa Railway Company."-
of a government that modern times bas seen. (Mr. Clemow.)
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Bill(132) "An Act respecting the Cobourg,
Northumberland and Pacific Railway Com-
Pany."-(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Bill (57) " An Act to incorporate the
Gleichen, Beaver Lake and Victoria Railway
Company."-(Mr. Perley.)

Bill (157) " An Act to again revive and
and further amend the Act to incorporate
the Brockville and New York Bridge Com-
Pany."-(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (85) "An Act to incorporatethe Boyn-
ton Bicycle Electric Railway Company."-
(Mr. Read, Quinté.)

PISHERIES ACT AMENDMENT BILL
IN COMMITTEE.

The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (145) " An Act
further to amend the Fisheries Act."

(In the Committee.)
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-When the com-

I1mittee rose, we were considering clause 14
and had some discussion as to the meaning
of " tidal waters." I gave it as my impres-
Sion and opinion that the term " tidal
waters " meant that portion of the sea where
the water flows and recedes. By referring
to Webster's International Dictionary I find
that that interpretation is the true one-
" water affected by the flow of the tide
hence broadly the sea board " is the mean-
lulg given of tidal waters, or tide
waters, but as it is better to make
this perfectly plain, and as I am in-
forned by the Minister of Marine and Fish-
eries that it is not the intention to prevent
the drifting of nets at a certain distance
from the sea shore, which is absolutely ne-
Cessary during the Saturday night and
Sunday all day so that fisherman may have
bait for the next Monday morning, I have to
Offer to the House a new clause which will
m1aake it much plainer and will only necessi-
tate the raising of nets and seines within a
given limit. As to the time that those seines
have to be lifted there is no change in the
Proposed clause from what the old law was.

lion. Mr. POWER-Hear, hear.

hon. Mr. ANGERS-I am glad my
amfendment gives my hon. friend pleasure.
The clause I have to offer will be in the fol-
iowing worIs :

14. From the time of low water nearest six of
the clock in the afternoon of every Saturday to the

time of low water nearest six of the clock in the
forenoon of every Monday in tidal waters, and from
six of the clock in the afternoon of every Saturday
to six of the clock in the forenoon of the following
Monday in non-tidal waters, all sedentary fishing
stations and weirs, and all pound and trap-nets,
seines, gill-nets and other apparatus used for catch-
ing fish under license, shall be so raised, closed and
adapted so as to admit of the free passage of fish
through, by, or out of the same, and during such
close time no one shall catch fish in such sedentary
fishing stations, weire, pounds or trap-nets, seines,
gill-nets or other apparatus used for catching fish
under license.

Therefore this restriction will only apply
to nets and fishing apparatus for which a
license must be obtained, which is not the
case for nets set out from the shore for the
purpose of catching herring or bait.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-It is confined
to what we call traps.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Traps, I suppose,
would apply to the catching of lobsters.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. Minister
congratulates me on the fact that I am
pleased with this amendment. Naturally I
am pleased, because if the contention of the
hon. gentleman and some of his supporters
in this House when dealing with this matter
before had been adhered to, this very im-
portant concession would not have been
made to the fishermen. By this amendment
the law is fixed practically as it stands in
the Revised Statutes, because no licenses
are required to catch mackerel and herring,
and licenses are required to catch salmon;
so that substantially the law remains as it
stands now. The hon. gentleman should
have congratulated the Senate upon the
fact that this body had been the instrument
of making a very great improvement, in-
deed, in the bill as submitted by the Gov-
ernment. If the fishermen throughout this
country could only become aware of this
most important change and improvement,
you would not get many of them to vote for
abolishing the Senate, for some little time
at any rate.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I am sure the
leader of the House is pleased to know that
through the opposition given to hi bill,
the close criticism by my hon. friend from
Halifax and myself, avoiding all doubts and
uncertainties as to the meaning of the
clause, an amendment has been made which
is so much in the interest of the fishermen.
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I am sure he did not view the opposition
made on this side of the House as being
offered in a captious spirit.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, I never do.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-It was done in
the interest of a large portion of the people
in the Maritime Provinces. I am glad that
the opposition of my hon. friend, supported
by myself and others, had the effect of im-
proving the bill in several essential parti-
culars.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I never take a sug-
gestion from anybody in this House as be-
ing made with the intention either of em-
barrassing me (although it often does I sup-
pose) or of obstructing or injuring legisla-
tion, and in this instance, if I had not been
a member of the Senate myself, I should
have exalted the Senate in my congratula-
tions on the great improvement made in the
law, but my natural modesty prevented me
doing that and I left it to the hon. member
from Halifax.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I might ask the hon.
leader of the Government if the members
representing St. John City were consulted
in this matter, because we have a peculiar
fishing privilege in the harbour which I
think this word " sedentry " would apply
to. We have stationary traps there. I do
not think these fishermen could open the
traps during the hours you describe, and it
would greatly inconvenience them. We
have an Imperial charter for the city of
St. John, and under that charter I think the
city of St. John sells the privilege of fishing.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, the charter of
the harbour of St. John is for the purposes of
the harbour, for the purposes of building
wharfs and for putting out lights and buoys
and reaping the benefits therefrom, but it
does not apply to the fish coming from the
high seas. If all the fish that went to St.
John never came out perhaps we would
allow them to kill every one of them, but as
migrating fish will go beyond St. John, it is
not right that the fishermen of that city
should have an advantagewhich all the fisher-
men of the coast of New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia and on the St. Lawrence have
not. As to those set traps, they have
to be opened on the St. Lawrence and on
the Baie des Chaleurs and in Nova Scoiia

and New Brunswick as well. It is done by
leaving the traps or the box open. You do
not have to destroy the standing traps but
you simply have to leave the box open.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I think there is a
misapprehension about this matter. I know
that since I was a boy, the city of St. John
always sold privileges of fishing with traps
in the harbour.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They would do
that because of the fact that they own the
soil, but they do not own the fish.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-And I believe they
do it with proper authority and I have an
objection to the Dominion taking that auth-
ority from them.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-We do not do that.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-You use the word
"sedentary," I would call it stationary ap-
pliances. The stationary appliances are being
used in the harbour of St. John and I know
that those appliances are trap-nets. Fish
get in there at high tide and cannot get out.
I do not think it would be possible to come
under the law as you describe it here, and
unless those parties were consulted before
such a law was passed, I would be disposed
to oppose it.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Those traps
are used in many parts of Nova Scotia and
the same privilege is exercised there and
whatever rights they get under the old law
they will still have under this.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is one sugges-
tion of the hon. gentleman f rom St. John
worth considering, and that is the addition
of the word "stationary." The word "seden-
tary " is a word liable to be misapprehended
by unlettered people. If you insert the
word " stationary » it will renove all possible
doubt.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-One is wider than
the other ; and the word " stationary " is
limited. It would apply to the floating net
from the shore whilst the other would not.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I think there is a
misconception about that law. I do not re-
fer to the law of Canada. I have referencO
to the law given by the British Government
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to the city of St. John which gives them the
Privilege of selling fishing privileges of the
harbour, and unless the Government has
ascertained whether I am right or not, I
think it is dangerous to pass a law which
Possibly might come in conflict with the power
Which I know they have. It is not a law
Passed since confederation, but is one anterior
to that-100 years back. I know, of my own
knowledge, that they have had that privilege
for 50 years. They always have sold the fish-
ing privileges every year and still do it.

. Hon. Mr. ANGERS-By this law we do
nlot take from the harbour of St. John the
Privilege which they claim of giving licenses.
You will have that in the same way, but we
say all those nets and so on shall be raised
from Saturday to Monday morning. You
do not object to that ?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-No.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As a matter of fact,
the clause before us does not materially alter
the law as it stands at present.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It makes it more
general. It was limited to salmon, but it is
Ilow made to apply to all fish.

lon. Mr. POWER-I have not investi-
gated the question as to the fisheries of St.
John, but my impression is that the Minister
Of Agriculture is correct, that the corporation
Of St. John own the fish in their capacityof
riparian proprietors, and that does not oust
the right of the Dominion Government to
Maake regulations as to the fisheries. The
hon. gentleman from St. John should be
Pleased to find that the shad and other fish
Which come up there willhave an opportunity
of going up the river and to multiply as they
Will under this enactment.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-I may state to the
hon. gentleman that the case of St. John is
"lot the only one of that character. In Que-
bec there are hundreds of miles of shore on
the St. Lawrence exactly in the same
Position, the title being held under the King
of France previous to the cession of the
country giving to the seigneurs the right of
fishing in the St. Lawrence or in the sea
adjoining. Notwithstanding that they have
had to submit, in the common interest of the
nation, to the regulations calculated to pro-
tect fish.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I do not wish to be
understood as opposing the protection of
fish ; on the contrary, I am in favour of it,
but I thought it my duty to point out that
the corporation of St. John had a special
power or privilege given to them by the
British Government perhaps one hundred
years ago, and I felt it but right that I
should make it known in order to avoid any
conflict or misunderstanding. Of course, if
the hon. Minister says that there is no inter-
ference with that privilege, I am perfectly
satisfied.

The amendment was adopted.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The amendments
proposed by the hon. member from Rideau
is to strike the whole of the proviso out of
that paragraph and substitute the following:

Provided always that the provisions of this sec-
tion shall not apply until on and after the first of
May, 1895, to the saw-mill-owners and employees
of any saw-nill situated on any stream which was
wholly or partially exempted from the operation
of subsection 2 of section 15 hereby repealed.

Now the purpose of this amendment is to
remove from the Minister of Marine or the
Governor in Council the power to make a
distinction in the public interests to allow-
ing saw-dust to be thrown into the river.
The exemption, so far, I believe, has only
been applied to favour the lumbermen on
the Ottawa.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-One other.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Which other?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Mr. Gibson, of New
Brunswick.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not know
whether he has a permit. Will the chair-
man say whether he does that under the
authority of the Minister of Marine and
Fisheries 7

Hon. Mr. PERLEY-I think so.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It may be done
in violation of the law, but the important
exception refers specially to the immense
lumber trade of Ottawa which is to be cal-
culated by millions of dollars. Is it right
that upon such short notice this amendment
should prevail over what has been done in
the past? What will it accomplish ? It is
not for the purpose of preserving the fish,
because I do not suppose there are $500
worth of fish in the Ottawa River between
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here and Montreal. There never was much
fish in the Ottawa.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Yes, there was.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-We have always
supplied them here chiefly from the east,
and the fishing interest should not be made
a ground for harassing the immense trade
which bas built up this place. There is
another reason why it is asked for-the
danger of making the navigation of the Ot-
tawa less advantageous than it is now.
That is a serious objection, and one which
the Government bas looked at earnestly
quite recently. I hope on this point I am in
a position to satisfy the hon. member who
has moved this amendment and that he will
be good enough not to insist upon it and to
allow the clause to pass as it now stands,
under the following undertaking: The De-
partment of Public Works and the Depart-
ment of Marine and Fisheries are arranging
for a joint inquiry into the subject of ex-
empting any stream from the operation of
the Act relating to the deposit of saw-dust,
with a view to such legislation as may be
required this session.

We do not know when this House is go-
ing to close, but very soon after prorogation
the House will be called again to meet, so
that when we speak of next session we
speak of a short period of time, and I hope
therefore that the amendment will be with-
drawn. There bas already been an inquiry
and there is a report from Mr. Fleming on
the subject. Until this inquiry bas been
completed and until the Government is in
a position to give those mill-owners sufficient
notice not to throw their saw-dust into the
river, and until steps are taken to restore
the Ottawa to its normal depth, I hope the
hon. gentleman will not insist upon the
amendment but allow the proviso to stand
as it is now.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH -I hope the hon.
member from Rideau will not weaken in the
position he bas taken. Evidently the leader
of the House bas not his usual earnestness
and force of conviction in the argument that
he uses. He evidently does not feel strongly
on the matter. Otherwise he would have
treated this matter differently from what he
bas done. It is evident that this lumber
industry bas been terrorizing the legislature
of this country. We had this question up
three or four years ago and the assurance

was given then this terrible nuisance would
be abated. Fancy seventy feet in depth of
saw-dust in the bed of this river under our
eyes, and the explosions caused by the decom-
position of such an enormous accumulation !
[t is a bad example to set to the whole coun-
try. If this river can be exempted in the
public interest, I cannot see why any river
in Nova Scotia cannot be exempted for the
same reason. The same thing might be
allowed to go there. It is impossible for us
to enforce this law unless it is made
general. We should not have partial legis-
lation. If my hon. friend can show that
longer time is required than until next May
to make this change in the mills of Ottawa,
there might be some reason in it, but my
hon. friend will not say that it will take
longer than until next May. Let the Senate
do its duty now. Let us have no more
vacillation. No such chance may soon again
offer. Rather than lose the bill, the Govern-
ment will accept the amendment.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-It can be made
in a short time. I have no sympathy with
those lumbermen in their persistent defiance
of the law. The public interest would be
served and the lumber trade would go on
just as well if the mill-owners were not so
stubborn. They have made fortunes while
depleting our forests. I believe our countrY
would have been better off if those forests
had been allowed to remain instead of being
exposed to waste, havoc and destruction,
with comparatively little benefit to any one
else than the lessees of the timber limits
and the mill-owners. These men have
got rich, and I do not see why we should
allow them to terrorize over us, because
they are possessed of great power and
influence. Their influence is very great
even with members of Parliament and with
the Government, and the Government should
not be placed in such a position that they
might yield to it. We should have ai
impartial law, which they shall be obliged
to administer to all alike. It is a power
which, in their own interest, should not be
left in the hands of the Government. The
proviso is not in the public interest. Where
I have tried to have this law enforced
rigidly in Nova Scotia, I have been told,
"Look at Ottawa." If the Act can be
violated in Ottawa by the sanction of the
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Government, why should we expect the
sinall streams of Nova Scotia to come under
the law 'i

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Those gentlemen who
had the opportunity of looking at the tnap
exhibited here the other day will have very
little difficulty in coming to a conclusion as
to the course they should pursue on this
subject. We have a magnificent river. It
used to be called the Grand River and it
was looked upon as the highway from the
St. Lawrence to the great lakes. It was
the highway that the great navigators 200
years ago followed to go to the North-west,
and it is the natural highway of the coun-
try. In any other country than Canada that
highway would now be occupied by a fleet
of vessels. There is no shorter route be-
tween the great west and tide water than by
the Ottawa River. It is hundreds of miles
shorter than any other route and vessels
can navigate it more safely. The low rate
of insurance as compared with the insurance
on vessels passing through the great lakes
would pay the interest annually on a very
considerable amount of the cost of improv-
ing the navigation of the Ottawa River. But
there are no votes in the Ottawa valley. It
has nobody to represent it-there are no
maembers of Parliament coming from along
the banks of the Ottawa except a compari-
tively few, and the influence of the lumber
trade on the saw-dust question has been very
strong-too strong apparently for any gov-
ernment to resist. No government that I
ama aware of has for a moment attempted to
justify the destruction of so noble a river.
ln front of this city, opposite Nepean Point,
there are 30 or 40 feet of saw-dust and more
Or less at various points between this city and
Montreal. This Senate appointed a very
numerous body of its members to investigate
this subject eight or ten years ago. They
muade a very strong report upon it. The
evidence is uncontradicted. Captains of
boats appeared before the committee
and swore positively that the navi-
gation of the Ottawa was becoming
Year and year more difficult, and all through
the mill refuse deposited in the river. Forty
Years ago the lumber trade was in its in-
fancy. As has been observed by an hon.
gentleman, it has passed that stage. We
Passed a short time ago a bill for the pur-
pose of improving the navigation of the
Ottawa,-opening up the Ottawa River by a

canal system t Lake Huron. I can remem-
ber myself, 30 or 40 years ago, when I took
part in an agitation and when money was
voted to commence canaling the Ottawa.
Money was voted and work done at the
Chats that went a considerable distance to-
wards completing one section of the canal.
Unfortunately at that time Canada's credit
was not as good as it is to-day, and that
work had to be abandoned. That was 35 or
40 years ago, when Mr. Egan represented
the county of Ottawa. After that the Grand
Trunk Railway and other railways on the
front absorbed public attention and drew
away the public funds to build up those en-
terprises, but it is quite certain if this river
were in the possession of any other people,
it would not remain in its present condition
long. I look back at the utterances of bon.
gentlemen and I am amazed that after 3 or 4
years their promises are still unfulfilled. Let
us take up the House of Commons "Hansard "
for 1890. I find that the Hon. Mr. Tupper,
then Minister of Marine and Fisheries, was
making some amendments to a bill entitled
" An Act for the protection of navigable wa-
ters." He had to make an apology that he
was not then repealing the particular clause
to which the amendment now before us is
directed. Mr. Tupper said:

The second clause of the bill is of a more im-
portant character and I purpose to repeal the
clause of the statute as it now stands, giving power
to the Governor in Council to exempt any rivers or
streams from the operation of the Act and to per-
mit those mill-ownerawho now enjoy an exemption
under the old statute to make preparations during
the next year to dispose of the saw-dust and pre-
vent its deposit in streams and waters ; and after
that the Act shall apply equally.

Those were the words of the present Minister
of Marine and Fisheries. That is what he
thought and what the Government thought
and what they promised Parliament to do in
1890. The question had been brought up
repeatedly before them. And what did Mr.
Abbott say? Did he defend it? No, he
apologizes just as Mr. Tupper did.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not do less
than they do.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT--The time for apo-
logies bas gone by. The year has expired
and another year and another year and
another and a fifth year has been added to
the list since that promise was made. If
it were not possible to dispose of the saw-
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dust otherwise, I would not press it, but
any one who has travelled through the west-
ern country, who has seen the mills cutting
millions and millions of feet of lumber, with
their tall chimneys burning up that refuse
and not spoiling their harbours and rivers
will say that it can be done here. If it can
be done there why cannot it be done here?
It is a pure matter of dollars and cents. In
1891, Sir John Abbott made another apology
for its being continued. He says :

I have not had much opportunity myself to in-
vestigate this matter, but it appears to be the
general opinion of my colleagues, in so far as I
have gone into the question, that the exception
which prevails in favour of the Ottawa River ought
to be abrogated, and I would ask my hon. friend to
withdraw hie bill for this year, in order that the
mill-owners may not be too suddenly, by force,
compelled to make changes which would be very
expensive and inconvenient. My hon. friend has
been good enough on that consideration to agree to
withdraw hie bill for this year, with the under-
standing, as far as I can say such an understanding
can be arrived at beforehand, that his measure
will receive the assistance of this Governuent, if it
should be in power, in the year to come.

Those are the utterances of gentlemen who
spoke for the Government of this country,
and I ask hon. gentlemen whether, at the
present time, they are prepared to sacritice
the interests of the people of this country in
order that a few gentlemen may be bene-
fited to the amount of a few thousand
dollars a year. During the debate in 1891
several hon. gentlemen from the lower
provinces joined in it, and there was a good
deal of indignation expressed that those
favours should be extended to the wealthy
mill-owners of the Ottawa, and not granted
to the mill-owners on the various streams in
the eastern provinces. An hon. gentleman
says :

Why should small one-horse saw-mills like ours
be stopped when, if we go to Ottawa and look down
upon the prettiest scene that can be found in the
whole Dominion of Canada, you will see the river
covered with saw-dust and no attempt is made to
stop the practice of throwing it into the river ?
We bring strangers to the capital and show then
the beautiful grounds, and the hills across the river.
We show them the falls, but you can hardly find any
part of the river below the falls that is not covered
with saw-dust and mill refuse. It is a disgrace
that right under the parliament buildings, right in
the face of the Government, this evil has been
allowed to exist to the present day.

The Hon. Mr. Snowball took strong ground
on that occasion and maintained that the
mill men down on streams not navigable
except for canoes and boats were obliged to

conform to the law, and yet this river is to
be destroyed, not only its beauty but its
utility also, in order that the mill-owners
may be saved a few thousand dollars a year.
If they were men commencing in the indus-
try, if they were struggling-

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-It is not a question
of saving money for them.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Suppose it were put
on the ground of expense, which was the
ground on which Mr. Abbott asked for one
year, that it was inconvenient and that it
would put them to some trouble and ex-
pense, we have given them 10 years,-we
have given them 30 years. It has been
going on for over 30 years. Are we to go
on for another generation ? Will not our
children hold us responsible when the river
is absolutely destroyed ? How are you going
to remove the saw-dust 1 We had a sample
of it here. A couple of years ago the river
at the foot of the locks was blocked. You
could not get a boat out. Common dredg-
ing will not do it. Then again there are
constant explosions taking place. It is not
safe to go out on the river. You may be
thrown into the air at any moment. You
take a body of saw-dust that is 25 or 30 feet
deep; the cold water does not permeate to
the bottom and heating goes on and fermen-
tation takes place, gases form and the whole
thing is blown up, often with such force that
in the winter ice three or four feet thick has
been broken as if it were only an inch thick.
Nothing can resist so powerful an explosion.
Under these conditions I think the Govern-
ment, if there is any seriousness about it at
al], should take action at once. If it is more
important that two or three gentlemen should
be permitted to make an extra $8,000 or
$10,000 a year than that the navigation of
the Ottawa River should be preserved, then
give it to them gracefully, but do not let us
go on making promises that we will do it in
another year and so on, or else it will go in-
to the next generation.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-There has never
been a subject brought up in this House -in
which I have had such immediate and direct
interest, or felt so strongly about, as this one.
I gave my evidence before the committee
which was appointed at the instance of the
Hon. Mr. Clemow. I am not sure that I am
correct, but I think I am. I told the com-
mittee that there was no trouble at all in
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burning the saw-dust, that I had been that
summer up round the Georgian Bay, and
that I had seen the mills ail round there
destroying their refuse in that way. One of
the bugb'ears held up to us at that time by
the late Mr. Perley was that if you built a
big chimney to burn the saw-dust and refuse
you would endanger the mills roundabout
it. That is not the case at all, because the
largest mill I know on Georgian Bay is at
Waubushene, owned by the Dodges, and
they burned up every kind of refuse right in
the middle of the lumber piles. If ever
there was a time when this should be attended
to it is now. Mr. Booth speaks of rebuilding
his miii, so the papers say. He is the largest
lumberman in the country, and if he is
going to rebuild his mill it is quite as easy
for him to construct it so that he can burn
up the saw-dust and the refuse as to construct
it in the old way. I do not agree with the
hon. member from Ottawa (Mr. Scott) that
it will cost so many thousands of dollars
a year at ail. All that it costs is
simply the machinery and about one man to
it-two men if they work night and day,
and that will destroy the whole of what is
row ruining the Ottawa River. It is a dis-
grace to our country to think that our river
is being ruined from year to year, and for
what i Not for any use. They can just as
Weil burn their saw-dust and refuse as other
saw-milis throughout the country. They
burn it everywhere else and why not burn
it here ? If the present opportunity is not
taken advantage of, Mr. Booth would have
a good right to say next year if he rebuilds,
" Weil before I built why didn't you tell me,
and I would have built so as to use up my
saw-dust and refuse." It is not çften that I
have anything to say against what the Gov-
ernment proposes, but I think in the present
case if ever there was a time when an evil
Practice should be put a stop to it is now. I
do not often agree entirely with the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa, but I certainly
must agree with him now. This evil has
been going on unchecked for the last 30
years. When is it going to stop I I think
the time to stop it is now, and the quicker
We stop it the better.

lon. Mr. ANGERS-It has been stated
that the Senators of the United States have
been suspected of being under the influence
of the sugar trust. Certainly it would not
be stated here that the Senate of Canada is

under the influence of the saw-dust men,
because one article is much less palatable
than the other. Referring to the amend-
ment proposed I have begged for delay, but
as the hon. gentleman will notice I did not
put this forward as a pressing request or as
an obligation that the House must comply
with it. I am very willing always to rely
upon the wisdom of the House. I cannot
take upon myself the responsibility of
amending this bill in the sense proposed, but
certainly I do not propose to exercise any
coercion; I never wish to exercise undue
pressure upon the members of the House,
and if it is their wish and desire that this
remedy shall be applied now, I shall readily
comply.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I have taken a
very lively interest in thismatterfor a number
of years. The argument of the hon. leader
of the House would be perfectly in order if
this were the first time the question had
been mooted in this House, but unfortunately
four or five years have expired since Ibrought
it up and nothing has been done. If these
men had any feeling of delicacy at all,
knowing the intense feeling from one end of
the country to the other on the subject,
they would have been the first to act, because
the Government have been protecting them
from year to year. The Government are the
trustees of the country, and they have no
right to allow our river to be destroyed, any
more than any ordinary trustee would be
justified in allowing property placed in his
hands to be damaged. I think they have
committed a great wrong on the people of
the country. The river should be open to
ail and not monopolized by anybody I care
not who he is. I know as much of this
trade as any man in the Senate. I know
what it was and what it is at present, and I
know that these gentlemen who came here
and made fortunes have made them out of
the country. They came here poor men,
many of them, and have made all their
money out of this country. Had our Gov-
ernment taken care of the timber of the
country, I believe the value of it would
have been sufficient to pay a large
portion of our national debt. Taking
ail this into consideration we are Ûot
much indebted to these lumbermen. They
may be entitled to a great deal of praise for
the way they have conducted their busi-
ness, but when a' great question of this
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kind comes up I think we are in duty
bound to look at the general interest of the
country irrespective of what interest it may
affect private or otherwise. I am twitted
every day and told that the Government
will not interfere with those men. But I
do not believe that. The Government have
been following a wrong course but I believe
they have been actuated by what they
thought were proper motives. But the
time has now arrived when the evil should
be put a stop to. If we delay it, we will
find the same objections urged next year.
I want to give them a reasonable time. I
want to give them to the first of May, 1895,
and they can make all the necessary pre-.
parations to do away with the nuisance
with advantage to themselves. In Deser-
onto they make that refuse into gas and
burning material, and they can make money
out of it. Why can they not do the saine
thing here i What does it amount to i A
few hundred dollars. But irrespective of
that, I think they should be the first
men to assist the Government in getting
rid of the nuisance. I do not think
the Government, in their own interests,
should ask to have this matter postponed
for another year. They should place the re-
sponsibility on the representatives of the
people. The Government would very often
save themselves a great deal of trouble and
difficulty by throwing the responsibility, in
certain matters on the representatives of the
people. If we adopt this amendment, we
will hear nothing more of the great destruc-
tion of the river between here and Montreal.
There is also danger to human life from these
deposits of saw-dust. The year before last
an explosion took place at New Edinburgh,
which, had it taken place an hour later,
would probably have resulted in the killing
of 300 or 400 children. The hon. member
f rom Toronto was there, and had it been
one hour later he would probably have lost
his life. I am acquainted with this busi-
ness as well as any man in Ottawa, and I
can say that it is doing no service to the
people to allow this nuisance to exist, and
the very moment you pass this enactment
the mill-owners will find a remedy. The
Government must give the people of the
country the free use of the river. They are
entitled to it. You are now arranging to
build a canal. You cannot do it. It is
going to cost a great deal of money to remove
that refuse from the bed of the river and

make the channel navigable. It will cost
more thaii any one can imagine. There are
seventy-two feet of saw-dust deposited on the
line of the inter-provincial bridge between
here and Hull, and it would cost some two
or three thousand dollars to remove that, I
do not know whether that some would do it.
If we were to remove this refuse from the
Ottawa River, it will involve an enormous
expense which the people of the country will
have to bear. 1 think there will be a com-
plaint made against the Government if they
do not take advantage of the present oppor-
tunity to say: " You shall stQp this nuisance."
It is high time this law was passed.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Does that amend-
ment apply to the River St. John as well as
to the Ottawa River i

Hon. Mr. POWER-Certainly, every
river.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Because the River
St. John is a more important river than the
Ottawa. It is one of the greatest fish rivers
in the world, and why the Goverment would
take such trouble to preserve the fish in the
River St. John and then allow the fish to be
destroyed, I cannot understand.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Oh yes, it would
apply to that river.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I had the privi-
lege and pleasure of going through that mill
of Mr. Booth's which was burnt recently,
from the driving wheels to the upper story,
under the conduct of one of the proprietors,
and knowing something practically about
mills, I have been a little amused I must
say at the remarks of the hon. gentle-
men of the legal profession, in minimiz-
ing the difficulties that exist in the way
of preventing this nuisance, if nuisance
it be, and from the remarks which I
have heard I should say it is decidedly
a nuisance here. As that mill was con-
structed it was almost impossible to
have made the necessary arrangements.
That I know; I speak practically. I went
from the driving wheels to the top of the
building and I was in conversation" with
one of the proprietors about this very
matter, and I say it would have· been al-
most impossible to have provided a method,
as that mill was constructed, of burning
the saw-dust. The conditions are altered
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and the mill is destroyed, and if at any
time this reform is to be carried out, this is
the time to do it. It can be done now
without apparent difficulty or very heavy
cost.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I wish to rely upon
the experience of men who understand
something about saw-mills. I know no-
thing about them myself, but I have the
idea that has just been expressed by the
hon. gentleman that in some mills it is not
so easy as one would believe ; therefore I
would rely also on the wisdom of the House
to determine whether the time that is sug-
gested is sufficiently long.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-Oh, yes.

Hon. Mr. CLEMO-W-Respecting the re-
marks of the hon. gentleman from Prince Ed-
ward Island (Mr. Primrose), I would say that
Mr. Booth is more criminal than I thought.
lie rebuilt this mill last year and the noti-
fication was given him some four years ago.
I was under the impression that as a wise
and sensible man, he did make the neces-
sary arrangements to put away the saw-
dust, but now the hon, gentleman says that
such is not the case. I say that he is not
entitled to any consideration if the hon.
gentleman's statement is correct. He has
had ample notice, and he should have made
the arrangements for it. The remarks of
the hon. gentleman convince me more and
More of the necessity of making this clause
operative soon, so that these men will not
have the opportunity of saying " Oh, I built
My mill and you did not tell me." I am in-
formed that Mr. Booth did make the neces-
Sary arrangements to keep the sav-dust out
Of the river, and I can get the evidence-I
can get the men who superintended the
building of that mill to establish the fact.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I suppose it is
ulderstood that this law will apply to ashes
as well as to saw-dust.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Most certainly; I
au prepared to prevent any man in the land
froma polluting the waters of the river. You
can apply the law to the fullest extent, and
I will go with you. I believe in keeping the
Streaas pure.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-I wish to call the
attention of the leader of the House to this

fact, that as he is now Minister of Agricul-
ture he should consider what will benefit
agriculture not only in Canada generally,
but particularly in this neighbourhood. The
ashes from the burning of the saw-dust would
be of value as a fertilizer. I know that pine
ashes do not contain a great deal of potash,
but still there is enough to make the ashes
valuable as manure and they should pay the
expense of burning the saw-dust. If you let
the present practice go on, you will add con-
tinually to the expense of ultimately getting
the river deepened. In an economical sense
there will be a greater advantage in stopping
now and not allowing any longer the saw-
dust to go into the river.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-Did you ever
know of potash being made of pine ashes ?

Hon. Mr DEVER-I am aware that
ashes made from mill refuse will sell for six-
pence a barrel. I have paid that price for it
myself, and I know we cannot get it now
because it is sold off in large quantities for
fertilizing.

Hon.. Mr. REESOR-I did not say that
you should make potash out of the ashes,
but that it was the potash in the ashes that
made them valuable for manure.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-But my hon.
friend suggested these large chimneys. it all
goes off in smoke, leaving no ashes which i"
much like our immaterial talk to-day.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 8,

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is a clause which
I think the Senate should not accept. It is
proposed to strike out subsection 3 of section
18 and to substitute this for it. This is a
more sweeping and arbitrary provision than
the existing one. Some of the offences under
this law are very trivial. The vessels used by
fishermen are sometimes worth four or five
thousand dollars. Their boats and nets are
also exceedingly valuable. Under this pro-
posed clause all that the fisherman owns may
be taken from him and confiscated for a very
trifling offence. There is no qualification-
it does not provi<fe that they shall be sold
and the fine paid out of the proceeds of the
sale, or anything of that kind, but simply
that the vessel, boat, apparatusandeverything
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shall be absolutely forfeited. What are the
offences? It may be that the fisherman sets
bis net half an hour after the time it should
be taken up under the Fisheries Act, or he
may violate the close season in some trivial
manner, but if he violates any of these pro-
visions, some of the offences described being
very trifling, for every offence under this
Act a man forfeits his vessels, boats, nets,
seines and everything. Everything is for-
feited without any appeal. That is a most
arbitrary and tyrannical enactment. We
should leave the Act as it is-all implements
used and fish caught shall be confiscated and
in addition to that the party is liable to the
penalties mentioned in the 7th clause. I
move that this clause be stricken out.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Why should we not
inake the laws apply to our own people
exactly as we impose them on others ? If a
United States schooner comes into our
waters and violates the law what do we do?
We confiscate that vessel, which may be
worth from ten to fifteen thousand dollars
or more, and if our own fishermen do the
very same thing should we be satisfied with
merely confiscating their nets which would
be worth from forty dollars to one hundred
dollars? Is it right? I do not think it is.
The law should be as stringent against our
own people as against strangers, and why
should not a man lose his vessels, lis boats,
his rafts, or vehicles when he is improperly
carrying on the fishing industry ? He knows
quite well what he is doing. If he is fishing
in the close season he is quite well informed
of it. He runs lis risk; he does so in the
hope that he will not be caught. If he uses
a canoe for spearing salmon in the river, why
should he not lose that also, and his vehicles
-why should he have the privilege of coming
along the shore at night with horses and
carts to do an illegal act.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not mind the
vehicles particularly.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Why not the
vessels and boats?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The boats ought to
be.

- Hon. Mr. ANGERS-'A man has a boat
and uses it illegally and you do not want to
confiscate it, yet you would punish a United
States citizen by confiscating bis boat.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The United States
citizen violates our territory as well as our
laws.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-He might have a
license and he would then be on the very
same footing as a Canadian, and yet he
would be treated differently under this
statute, unless we keep this clause which
provides for the seizure of boats, canoes and
vehicles. I think the law should be the
same for our own people as for foreigners.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not know
where to draw the line between vessels and
boats. The vessels used in this sort of fish-
ing are not so valuable as my hon. friend
thinks. They are generally small boats,
probably not worth more than $100 or
$150.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have made my
protest against this legislation. I think it
is legislation such as you will not find on the
statute book of any country in the world.

Hon. MP. ANGERS-Oh, yes.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. Minister
cannot point to any precedent of this
character. I should not mind if this penalty
applied to every serious offence, but it
applies to every offence under this Act, every
violation of any regulation made by the
Department of Marine and Fisheries. It is
a provision which is tyrannical in the ex-
treme, and if the hon. Minister will consult
bis colleagues about this clause he will pro-
bably find that they will be disposed to re-
consider their action as they did in the case
of the one we dealt with in the beginning
of this sitting.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The offences under
this Act are so easily committed and so
difficult of detection that the punishment
must be great.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The idea appears tO
be that you are to treat the unfortunate
fishermen as enemies of the human race and
that if a fisherman happens to step over the
boundary in any way you confiscate all bis
property. If a man, whose family may not
have bread enough to eat, happens to set his
net a little too late, or in any way infringes
on these regulations, then lis property is to
be confiscated on sight. There is nothing
like it anywhere in the world.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The custom laws
are as severe.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 9,

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is a provision
of the same character as that which we
have just adopted. It is calculated for the
latitude of St. Petersburg, and not for this
latitude. Under the English law there are
iumnerous decisions as to what constitutes
an offence, and under the English law, as
laid down by the courts, if a fisherman
catches a barrel of fish, the catching of
each fish is not a separate offence, but the
whole act constitutes one offence. Having
made provisions of the most stringent
character in other parts of the bill for the
punishment of these offences, imposing
forfeitures and heavy fines, fines which
When one considers the circumstances
of our fishermen generally are very heavy
indeed, the Department of Marine and
eisheries have gone further and set aside
the principles of English law and laid down
that the taking of each particular fish is an
Offence. Just fancy if a man caught a bar-
rel of fish, which might contain 200 fish,
What the fine would amount. to. It would
be a fortune.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-$2,000.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Hon. gentlemen
Opposite do not seem to realize the enor-
ruity of the character of this clause. The
provisions which are in the existing law are
quite stringent and severe enough. The
liouse has already taken action with regard
tO this measure which is calculated to raise
it in the esteem of the country, and if it
Wishes to raise itself still more, it will cer-
tainly strike out this clause, which is a most
Obnoxious and objectionable one.

lion. Mr. KAULBACH-On the last
objection made by my hon. friend, I did
'lot feel strongly enough with him to make
a Protest, but in this matter I must. There

"s n0 class of men that deserve more encour-
agement, aid and sympathy than the fisher-
Illen along the shore. They have inherent
Pluck, indomitable will-power and endurance.
Their business fluctuates. They may have
Onle prosperous season and the next one may
be the reverse, and they are entitled to oui
8yInpathy. In a bad year, they may bE
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driven by necessity, in providing for their
familieý, to infringe the Act. To make the
catching of each fish a separate offence is,
to my mind, tyrannical-tyranny is hardly
the word for it ; it would be oppression in
the worst forin. I hope the leader of the
Ilouse will not press the clause. The ob-
ject of this law is to preserve and regulate
the fisheries and to check the improper
catching of fish. An example is all that is
required, and it is not necessary, for the
purpose of making an example, to impose
suci a heavy penalty. Idonot think our fishery
officials are as a rule tyrannical or injudicious,
and when a moderate fine is imposed you can
enforce the law ; but if you impose such
a penalty as this clause provides for, nobody
will attempt to enforce the law-certainly
it will not be enforced in the county from
which I cone. The perpetrator will have
the sympathy of the people and he cannot
be convicted. If my hon. friend wishes to
have this law go into operation and have
the effect designed, then let him alter that
clause, otherwise, I do not think, in the
county of Lunenburg at any rate, that that
law can be put into operation effectually un-
less modified as suggested, so that the public
may see that it is reasonable and in the
interest of fishermen and the preservation of
the fisheries. 1

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The House will
bear in mind the following provision in the
law :-

Whenever it appears to the satisfaction of the
justice of the peace or fishery overseer, that the
offence was connitted in ignorance of the law, or
because of the poverty of the defendant, the
penalty imposed would be oppressive, a discretion-
ary power may be exercised.

I think you should rely upon the sense of
justice of the local magistrate.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Why not ?

Hon. Mr.
that should
magistrates.

POWER-This is not a thing
be left to the discretion of the

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Such a judgment
could not be properly put in force against a
poor man, but it might be necessary that it
should be put in force against a strong firm
like the Le Bouthillier-a firm which might
carry on fishing with enormous nets contrary
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to law. They may be so powerful that they
should be punished in proportion to their
offence.

Hon. Mr. POWER-They forfeit all the
nets anyway.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They forfeit the
nets and the penalty should be calculated in
proportion to the quantity of the fish taken.

Hon. Mr. POWER-A little while ago
we had none of those regulations and a man
could catch fish as he pleased.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS--But the hon. gen-
tleman is not going back to that time. He
has permitted the principle that Parliament
is bound to protect the public wealth in our
fisheries, and this legislation is calculated to
do it. We are not going back to the time
when a man was allowed to kill and slaugh-
ter fish any way he pleased, with spears and
explosives and by all possible means. It is
in the interest of the fishermen that this
law is made. It is not intended to cripple
them, but it is intended for their own pro-
tection.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-But the sever-
ity of it is so great that it cannot be put
into operation.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND -I think we
err probably in the excessive penalty which
is provided in this clause. Subsection 8 is
a very severe one, and subsection 9 is much
less so. If the general exemption clause,
which has been read by the hon. Minister,
were framed a little differently and with a
certainty that it applied to sections 8 and 9,
it might do something to modify it, but I do
not think it really does. It is intended to
apply only to the fines provided in section 18.
If so, then the forfeiture of boats, vessels,
&c., and also the penalties attached to kill-
ing or having in possession each individual
fish, may be absolute.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I think my
hon. friend is quite right.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-This clause
which has just been read by the Minister,
beginning with " but whenever " should
be made a separate clause and appended to
the end of this bill as clause 9a or 10, and
provide that the poverty of the offender

shall be a ground for mitigating the sever-
ity of the penalty. To forfeit the wli>le ap-
paratus of a man because of a breach of a
regulation provided under this Act, for a
offence committed perhaps in absolute ignor-
ance, is extremely tyrannical.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The right to
remit forfeiture and penalty is already in
chapter 95 of the Statutes of 1886: "Persons
aggrieved may appeal to the Minister of
Marine and Fisheries who may remit for-
feiture and restore penalty." I have no ob-
jection to put this clause so that it will ap-
ply to all forfeitures and penalties-at the
end of the bill altogether, and I modify it
in that way.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE--I am entirely in
accord with the remarks that have fallen froin
previous speakers with regard to this clause.
I think it is altogether too stringent that
the catching of each fish should constitute a
separate oflence, and the subclause should
be modified in some way to obviate that
difficulty and make it so that when fish or
animals are found in the possession of any
person he shall be subject to a penalty as
specified. As the clause stands it is too ar-
bitrary-arbitrary is too mild a word for it.

Hon. Mr., POWER-This clause before
us is devoted simply to the purpose of mak-
ing each fish and each day a separate offence,
and I think the proper remedy is to strike
it out altogether. I move that it be struck
out.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Generally the
fishery officers in Lunenburg are good men,
but an officer may have some hostile feeling
towards a poor man and avenge himself
against hii. As to the magistrates, I have
no confidence in some of them ; I attach no
value to their justice or discretion. They are
men that I had great respect for when I
was a little boy. In these days, we have nOt

much reverence for their judgment or their
actions, or as a rule, their respectabilitY.
There are some exceptions, but as a rule
they are appointed because they have been
violent partisans of the worst order. I
think that this clause should be struck out.
There is ample provision without it to protect
the fisheries and punish all offenders who
knowingly and wilfully break the law. The
clause might be struck out and the bill iffl-
proved.

738 [SENATE]



[JULY 16, 1894]

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is a feature
about this wich I was not informed of be-
fore. I am advised-and I presume rightly
-that the fishery overseer, who is the pro-
secutor, is also the judge, and that he may
be, and very often is, a very inferior man.
lion. gentlemen must recollect that this is a
very powerful temptation to put in the hands
of an individual unless he is a very superior
Inan with very even temper, a man who would
lot allow his personal or political feelings to
enter into any part of the execution of his
duty, and I think-our knowledge of human
nature will scarcely warrant us in coming to
the conclusion that so extraordinary a power
should be given to an individual who is not
only the prosecuting attorney but is the
Judge and jury himself, all in one. That
alters the case very materially, and I do not
think we can find anything in our criminal
Code at all on a parallel with that.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is another
Point to which I think it well to call the
attention of the House. It is contained in
subsection 4 of section 18. What an in-
ducement that offers to men to trump up
,Charges against neighbours ! Of course the
fishery officer need not be the informer, but
he can always make an arrangement with
somebody else who.is the informer and go
shares with hin in the penalties. I think
When the House comes to consider all the
circumstances of the case, that the people
wý'ho bring about the conviction are to get
half the penalty, they will see that the
Wisest course to take is to strike out the
clause altogether.

Hlon. Mr. OGILVIE-I do not agree
with the hon. gentleman f rom Halifax, but I
think that those gentlemen who go out to do
the fishing should make themselves ac-
quainted with the law.

lion. Mr. POWER-This law will apply
to the comparatively poor fishermen along
1)IIr shores.

lon. Mr. OGILVIE-They are generally
Pretty well posted and know what is going
0n, and they know right from wrong and I
do not see why the laws should not be car-
tied out. A great deal of injury has been done
by not having the law carried out properly.

lion. Mr. IPOWER-This law would not
carried out satisfactorily.
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Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-I think the law
should be carried out most faithfully from
beginning to end.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-I do not think
I should be in favour of altogether expung-
ing subsection 7 ; if we could modify it we
might make it acceptable.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have prepared a
modification which will perhaps meet the
views of the House: It reads in this way:

When the offence under this Act consists in the
catching or killing, conveying, buying, selling, or
haviiig in possession fish or any other animal, the
catching, or killing, conveying, buying, selling, or
having in possession fish or animal, shall be deemed
an offence, and the defendant shall be liable to a
penalty, where not otherwise provided, not exceed-
ing $20 and costs.

I would strike out the words "for each
fish or animal so illegally killed, conveyed,
bought, sold, or had possession," so that the
quantity of fish or animals caught illegally
would constitute only one offence.

Hon.' Mr. POWER-I may be allowed
to direct the attention of the committee to
the fact that tht alteration is simply equiva-
lent to striking out this subclause. The
subolause provides that tbe killing of each
one shall be a separate offence. Clause 7
gives the penalties for each offence, and this
will be simply reducing the penalty in this
case from $60 to $20. The better way is to
strike the clause out altogether, because if
hon. gentleman will turn to clause 7 they
will see that every offence is provided for
there.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This is to inflict
punishment wherever there is none specially
provided for by the Act.

Hon. Mr. POWER-All these sub-
clauses we are dealing with now will be part
of section 18 of the Fisheries Act and to put
in this as subclause 7, with the modification
that the hon. Minister suggests, would be
really altering the penalty in the sub-
section 18.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-It does away
with the difficulty of making the catching
and holding of each fish an offence.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, but there is no
necessity for it.
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Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Supposing a man wbether or not it bas been a success. The
buys a fish, would that be an offence? impression amongst those who know most

about it in Nova Scotia, at any rate, is that
Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes. the present system is not a ju(iCious one.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, not if he buys Holi. Mr. KAULBACH-I know inany
it in good faith ; that is, if he buys it in a rivers that bad been depleted and sahnon
season when you are allowed to catch which have been brought back to their
such fish ; you cannot buy in good faith in former condition hy putting the fresh fry
the close season. into the river. They will not go up again

1-lo. M. KULBAH-Vryoten after they have once been shut out for any
Hon. Mr. KA LBAC-Very often fish long period.

will be caught under the regulation size,
or during the tine prohibited. Lndel
the law if a man had a fish in his ever been frequented by salmon or trout,
possession at that season he would be liable altbough tley may be shut out for a tiDe,
to a fine whether he caught it or not. if te waterways are opened again, they iI
know I have often been liable to a fine go to the water that suits tler. It is
in the town where I live. During the close their nature to roaîn in these waters. Now,
season for lobsters the poor fishermen will catch Io not tbink it is possible-and it is
thein after the timne allowed just for domestic worth the Government's while to investigate
use, and they generally 2ome to my house the matter minutey-tbat these wardens or
and I find them on my table, and I can't overseers cati plant fish in waters which are
prevent it, besides I am too fond of thein to net suited to the fisb. Those who fol]o-V
be very cross about it. up the fish question will know that ail over

tbe world certain fisb frequent certain
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I shall convey that waters and only certain waters. Therefore,

information to the fishery inspector. How- I maintain that unless tbe Government ia
ever, I will leave that subsection out. satisfied that there is soiething in this

arti'ficial pliknting, of fisb, it is bardly worth
Hon. Mr. POWER-I think clause eight the expense tbey are going te. if certain

should go out.shu Zgoot fisb lîad been in certain waters, and bad been

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Oh no, that should stopped in any way, there would be ne barm
remaîn.in planting the spawn, but otherwise it iS 81remamn. waste of timne and money.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I may be allowed to
make just one observation in connection on. Mr. bilEY, froni the cm ie
with this matter of the propagation of fish. rere the i ie
I do not know wbat the experience in other
places is, but my own experience is that the Hon. Mr. ANGERS-J -vill move the
money which is spent in propagating salmon third reading of the bil at the next Sitting
for instance is almost altogether wasted. If of the House.
the money spent by the Government Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to move
in Nova Scotia for fish hatcheries and amendment to modify tbe provisions With
for distributing fry had been paid for respect to the branding of the packages
the purpose of providing efficient fish ways lobsters.
in the dams in the rivers, and paying the
wages of men for policing the rivers, it Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Would it not be
would be evidently better. One fish which well to consider if those penalties are su
is allowed to go and deposit ber spawn in the cient20 is a very sinall matter, and theY
proper place will produce more young salmon would pay it over and over again and 58>8>?

than the spawn taken from several salmon. their fingers at you.
That bas been the experience in Nova Scotia. Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is a question
This fish hatching bas been going on for a whether we can deal with penalties.
long time under both Governments, and it
would be a judicious thing for the Minister H
of Marine and Fisheries to cause an inquiry imposing a burden on the taxpayers.,
to be made for the purpose of ascertaining The motion was agreed to.
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INSPECTION OF ELECTRIC LIGHT
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-

Hon. Mr. POWER-With that intima-
tion, I am sure the hon. member f rom Rideau
will feel that we should keep up with the pro-
cession.

'741

mnittee of the Whole on Bill (118) "An Act Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I am saùsfied
respecting the inspection of Electric Lights." with what the iNlinister has stated. 1 was

(Innot aware of it. It appears that the bi
(In te Comit~te.lias only passed the Congress this session. I

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-When the bill contend this legisiation is not necessary in
read the second time, it was stated that it the interests of the public. h nay be in
was in a new direction, that no such legisla- the interests of some employees and parties

tio ha ben ad n ay cunrv i~'th who desire office. I can understand that.tion had been had in any country in the
world. I find, on the contrary, that we are We know the Inland Revenue Departnent
exactly twelve years behind what has been has been very fond of initiating legisiation
done in England. On the 18th August for the purpose of creating offices. Gas had

1882 anAct o fciliateand eguate he, been a long tirne iii existence in this country,1882, an Act to facilitate and regulate the Z
supply of electricity for lighting and other and in the oU country, before such an Act
purposes in Great Britain and Ireland, was was passed, but ve know that Governments
passed, being chapter 56 of 45 and 46 Vichave spent thousands and thousands of

exactl intedrcinVftebhw ih" dollars in obtaining unnecessary machinery.exactly in the direction of the bill which isc
now submitted here. We knov there is lots of useless machinery

round the building for gas. There are those
Hon. Mr. POWER-As we go through required for the measurement of gas as also

the bill in the committee, will the Minister apparatus for electricity and storage battery
be able to tell us wherein the clauses differ which is perfectly useless, and cannot be ap-
froni the English Act? plied hi any practical way at the present

time. Therefore it is well that we should ait
lion. Mr. ANGERS- The Enghish Act until we find soe other country proceeding

bas a much larger scope than this bil, in this matter. It will be an expensive
Which is entirely limited to the supervision operation and wil require a great deal of
and inspection of ideters, the inspection of apparatus. It is stated that te Inland
electricitW and the rigIt of access for the Revenue Department can appoint any man
Purpose of verifying. I shaîl, as far as they think proper without respect to qualifi-
Possible, state whether the provisions that cations or anythdfn n else.
've subnfit to the House are in the direction Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No.
'Of the Enghish Act. A similar bill bas also
been passed in the Congress. I have re- Hon. Mr. CLE isOW--Th t is certainly
Ceived the following telegra f rom Wash-, undesirable, and ulen we go into the de-
lngton : M tails of this but I shan show that soe pro-

Electric Bill passei both Honshs and now awaits visions are uncanled for, and it will cause a
?resident's approval. Legisiation iii relation to great deal of trouble and expense to the
electrical staniar(s ail coinplete andl id order in parties contracting for electricity. mce want
England, France andi errnany. Wo not know to make the thing as cheap as possible. We
aruout France, t iut Chicago Congress unftog T

dopted iii Gierrnany. Germany cau have electrcaw h do not want to be trouled with any offici-
festabhislnents Gerlias (Acot'erinent electrical ous officers putting on expenses. There are
testing estabishment veries nieters. The sae th hou it

ha aw muc larger scopen thanr thi billit

legisatio pirevails li Austria. which t pill ave to be inspected,and the con-

So that we are not going to be ahead of sumer will have to pay the expenses because
everybody in this direction. We have already the gas fund now in operation will not do it.
inIspection of meters for gas, and it is thought There must be a large deficiency which wil
'vise and advisable that the coînpanies dis- have to be made up by the consurners at large.
tributing electricity for ighting purposes The country that does not require this stand-

hould also be cont.rolled in the sane way, ard of inspection should not be called upon to
Under the authority which is given this Par- pay any part of these expenses, and this bi
liament for regulating and making laws in will require a great deal of amendment be

aelation to weights and measuret. fore it becomes law.
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Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-The objections
of the hon. gentleman are not tenable. The
use of electricity for lighting purposes is ex-
tending every day, and it is about the only
thing that the purchaser has not the facili-
ties of knowing anything about until he gets
his quarterly bill. I do not know whether
this bill will provide for the accurate measur-
ing of that supply, but there is a necessity
for the inspection of electric light just as
much as there is for weights and measures.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACI-Have the pub-
lic been clamouriiig for this law at all i Has
there been any demand for it 1 You can
measure gas all right, but electric light de-
pends on the time you use it. It will only
make a certain amount of lighting power,
and those who use it and the company which
supplies it, could regulate the matter be-
tween themselves very nuch better than we
could by an Act, unless the country de-
mands it.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I may say that the
companies and those who have large stock
in the electrical companies have not applied
for this measure, but the consumers are more
interested in it. I know from experience
that you can have a very large bill for elec-
tric light in your bouse, and if you know
and understand how to manage it you can
have a very much smaller bill for the same

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I was going to re-
vert to coal-oil when I was accidentally in-
formed by a friend that if I took No. 10
lamps it would make a very great differ-
ence and I am perfectly satisfied now.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-But 16 would
give you more light than 10. You can buy
an inferior article at a lower price.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No. I got from
No. 10 just as good a light as I got from
No. 16. Two burners No. 10 will light a
large room of 20 feet, and two burners No.
16 will give you no more light than is
necessary to read.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I have some little
knowledge of electric light business and am
interested in it a little. I am aware from
experience that electrical lights cannot be
given with any degree of profit by those
who supply it unless they get 35 cents a
light. I know they have been giving it at
15 cents and 20 cents in consequence of
competition where there are two establish-
ments for producing such lights. They have
cut down the price so that they are not pay-
ing running expenses.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-They do not work
for nothing. '

number of hours. I was burning in my Hon. Mr. DEVER-It is important to
house lights No. 16. It cost nie $15 a the consumer to know the quality and value
month-50 cents a day-and I had no ex-' o
traordinary lighting, just the lights required cessary there should be an inspector. He
for an ordinary famnily. I substituted No. would necessarily be a competent man and a
10 burners, and instead of $15 my bill, for high-priced man. I know we have engines
the same time and the same number of hours, and machinery that cost thousands of dol-
went down to $4. So that there is some lars, and yet these inspectors never bother
advantage, undoubtedly, in having inspec about gas inspection. They sit in their
tors for the benefit of consurers. It vas office and draw their salaries and do no
only accidentally that I learned there s good. Is not the cry of the countr at pre-
such a difference bet'een the burners Nos. sent that we are too much governd H en-
16 and 10. stead of the Government creating moie

offices, m think it is their duty and the duty
Hon. Mr. DEVER-Did you not obtain of the Senate to see if they can possibly

the improvement without the inspector stop this extravagant expenditure of puhlic
money and have no oflicers appointed or no

olon. Mr. ANGERS-I did, but accid- offices made which are not really wanted
entally. There are mnany men in town who iThis Excise JJeparti-entwithits ramifications
do not know the difference in the burners. is not wanted at al. They are sirnplY

trying to make a display of great importance
Hon. Mr. DEVER-ie must be a pretty and the people know that their services are

ignorant man who does not know the of very hittie value and I trust the Goverw
difference. ment wil not create unnecessary offices.
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On clause 3,

Hon. Mr. POWER -I would like to have
a clear explanation of the exact meaning of
a Watt hour and an Ampere hour I

a little more latitude and advantage to the
company.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Is it not really 2 per
cent more i

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It means the burn- Hon. Mr. ANGERS-In England it is
ing of 17 lights during one hour. 3 per cent.

Hon. Mr. POWER--What kind of lights? 1

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Candle lights-equal
to the burning of 17 candle lights for an
hour, which is equivalent one to another.

Hon. Mr. REESOR-Is one electric light
equal to 17 candle lights ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-For an hour.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The commercial unit
is to be 17 candles for an hour?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 4,
Hon. Mr. POWER-Whatdoes this clause

mean ?

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-The electricity
supplied at a pressure just as water is, and
they declare what it is going to be.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Can the hon. gentle-
man tell me what the general pressure is?

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-52 volts.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 5,
Hon. MY.. DRUMMOND-I think the

variation of 4 per cent is too much.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I think it is too
little. The variation in this city duringthe
day time is between 3 and 4 per cent. It
is almost impossible to keep the pressure
uniformly the same, even using water power
as we do here. There is a saving clause in
this that the companies shail not be liable
for any damages and so on.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-We are look-
ing at it from two different standpoints.
The hon. gentleman looks at it fromn supply,
and I look at it from the other standpoint.
I move that this be changed from 4 to 3
per cent.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I may say in Eng-
land it is 3 per cent, and we are here giving

Hon. Mr. POWER-It seems to me the
companies are given 2 per cent advantage
here, because there is a variation 4 above
and 4 below-that is 8, and in England the
variation is only 6.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It
for each way-making eight
move in amendment that it
eight.

should be four
altogether. I
be changed to

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-How can any
man give an intelligent vote on this when
he knows nothing about it? I suppose this
bill has emanated from a department where
they have investigated the matter, and I
think it would be unfair for us to mutilate
it.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-It is mutilat-
ed now. It was first 3 per cent and it was
mutilated and made 4, and I move that it be
changed to 3 as it was originally and as it is
in the English Act. The English people
have had experience and I think the varia-
tion of 3 per cent is abundant.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-If you make it 8
you will get no light at all.

The amendment was agreed to and the
clause as amended was adopted.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE, from the committee,
reported progress and asked leave to sit
again.

The Senate adjourned at six o'clock.

SECOND SESSION.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE LATE SENATOR CHAFFERS.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is with deep re-
gret that I have to announce the death of
another member of this House, one who has
been with us since Confederation. The late
Mr. Chaffers was born in Quebec in 1830,
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and sat in the Legislative Assembly of old
Canada in 1856. He represented Rougemont
in the Legislative Council of Canada from
1864 until the union, when he was called
to the Senate. He was persoially an ex-
ceedingly popular man, very courteous and
kindly in his manner and upright in bis
dealings with all. It is with very great regret
that we lose bis comnpany and assistance here,
and if it can be any consolation to his family
I can assure them that we share their grief.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am quite sure that
every member in this Chamber bas heard
with very great regret to-day of the death
of our poor friend, although it must have
been anticipated by most of us. In the
weakly condition that be was in during the
few days he attended recently it was quite
evident bis days on earth were numbered.
Mr. Chaffers was a man very mnuch beloved
by those who knew him intimately. He
was of a kind and genial disposition.
Although adhering to the party to which he
belonged I do not think he ever gave offence
to any one by bis political or other views.
He was kind and gentle with everybody,
and it was with very sincere regret that we
saw that be was reduced to the condition be
appeared in when we met him here early in
the session. I myself felt that he would
be very much better at home with bis rela-
tives and friends. I do not know that it
would have prolonged bis life, and he seemed
to enjoy meeting bis old friends that be had
known years before. After all it was per-
haps best. I saw him on Friday last wher-
he was leaving for the train and bade him
good-by, and felt confident that I should
never see him again. His chief character-
istics were that be was very lovable, kind
and gentle, qualities rarely exceeded in any
other individual. He was always the same,
never capricious or hasty with any one. He
had a cheerful greeting for everybody he
came in contact with. I am sure that we
all regret very deeply his loss.

THIRD READING.
Bill (100) ".An Act to incorporate the

French River Boom Company, Limited."-
(Mr. Clenow.)

FISHERIES ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the third
reading of Bill (145) "An Act further to
amend the Fisheries Act," as amended.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to call the
attention of the House to the 5th subclause
of clause 3 of the bill:

Every case or package containing lobsters canned,
preserved or cured in Canada shall be marked,
labelled or stanped in such nianner and hy such
person as the Minister of Marine and Fisieries
fron timie to time directs before being renoved
fron the factory or canning establishment where
the saine has been canned, preserved or cured ; and
such mark, label or stanp shall state that the
lobsters packed in the case or package so marked,
labelled or staniped, have bec-n legally caught and
packed.

It struck several members of the House,
when the bill was before the committee, that
this provision that the labels should state
that the lobsters packed in the case had been
legally caught and packed, was without pre-
cedent. It will be remembered also that
there was a very considerable discussion as
to the person who was to mark or brand the
fish. It was made clear in the course of the
discussion that, unless there was an inspector
in each factory, who stood by and watched
the operation of packing the lobsters,
the certificate mentioned in the subclause
could not be given, and the general feeling ap-
peared to be that the proper person to
brand or mark the packages was the pro-
prietor of the factory. The amendment I
am about to propose'is in that direction.
First, to get rid of this provision about the
lobsters being packed according to law, and
next to get rid of the doubts about the per-
son by whon the stamping or braneing is
to be done. I move:

That the said bill be not now read a third timie,
but that it be amended by striking out subsection'
5 of the section (0a) proposed to be added to the
"Fisheries Act " by the third clause of the bill,
and substituting the following subsection therefor:

"5. Every case or package containing lobsters
canned, preserved or cured in Canada, shall, be-
fore being renov'ed fron the factory or canning
establishment where such lobsters have been can-
ned, preserved or cured, be marked, labelled or
staniped with the naine and the address of the
proprietor of such factory or establishmentand the
year in which such lobsters are canned, preserved
or cured, and with such other particulars as nay
be prescribed by Order in Council."

Hion. Mr. KAULBACI-I hope the
leader of the House will accept this amend-
ment. I do not propose to enter again into
a long discussion on the subject. I am sure
that giving the Governor in Council power
to add anything more that may be required
will be enough. I do not think it is right
to ask the person who is appointed to mark
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those cans to put on the case a description
of what the contents in the package, and
if they were caught according to law, which
he cannot possibly do, because the man em-
Ployed for that purpose cannot say that they
are legally caught, as he does not catch them
nor does he see them caught. If he sayssohe is
writing down what he cannot possibly know
anything about, and is making statements in
writing which nay or nay not be true. It
is demoralizing tQ ask an oflicer appointed
by the Government to state what he cannot
truthfully say and what is virtually a false-
hood.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This clause varies
in language but it includes the most import-
ant enactnent of the clause as submitted to
the House. It virtually only removes the
obligation of stating that the lobsters are
canned and packed and have been legally
caught. I inay say to this House that this
bill has been in great part suggested by the
Owners of canneries themselves. It is their
Wish and desire that such a valuable fish be
flot destroyed and that restrictions be made
as stringent as possible to prevent fishermen
and packers from packing fish illegally
caught. In practice, I may say that the
Owners of factories are the persons who sup-
ply the fishermen with traps, boats and
other appliances for carrying on this business.
As a rule it is so, but if the House is òf
opinion that the inspector should not be re-
quired to certify that the fish contained in
the packages had been legally caught, I am
willing to accept the amendment proposed.
What is new in it has been already covered
by the fact that the Minister of Marine
could prescribe in what way the stamp should
be put on and what it should state. It is
1n this clause giving power to the Govei nor
in Cou ncil. leferring it to the Governor in
Council is not quite so expedient, but if it
m'aeets with the more ready approval of the
lHouse, I have no objection to accept the
anendment and to remove the obligation of
certifying that the fish have been legally
eaught. On behalf of the Government I
accept the amendment as proposed.

The amendment was agreed to.

lion. Mr. POWER moved that the bill
be not now read the third time, but that it
be amended by striking out clause 8.

lion. Mr. ANGERS--I cannot accept
that amendment.

The amendment was declared lost on a
division.

The bill as amended was then read the
third time and passed.

INSPECTION OF ELECTRIC LIGHT
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

'The House resumed in Committee of the
Whole consideration of Bill (118) " An.Act
respecting the inspection of electric lights."

(In the Committee.)

On clause 4,
Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-It appears to

me that subelause 3 of clause 4 is a little too
wide, but not being a lawyer I do not see
how to overcome the dificulty. I think
the clause is wide enough to relieve the con-
tractor from the consequences of any
variation of pressure. Unless the House
sees its way to suggest some improvement
on that, I must confess I cannot.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-What J understand
by this clause is that the consumer would
have nO claim in case of a variation of pres-
sure caused by unavoidable accidents to the
generating plant or uncontrollable conditions
of the eleient. A house is fitted up with
gas, say, and through accident the gas house
is blown up-would the consumer at the
time have a claini for damages against the
company because that night they could
have no gas ?

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-No, not for
loss of light caused by those circumstances.
If you put in the word for the cessation of
supply due to those circumstancesi I can see
the reasonableness of it, but the variation
of pressure, no.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It includes the
less. It says they will not be responsible
for a variation of pressure caused by un-
avoidable accident to the plant or by un-
controllable conditions of the elements-that
is, a thunder storm or something of the
kind. This does not mean that the company
would not be responsible for damages caused
by their plant or wires, but that they shall
not be liable for damages for not furnishing
light under the circumstances mentioned.
What the consumer is to do under those cir-
cumstances is to abandon the use of electrie
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light, and that would be a very great
punishment to the company.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Why should
this clause be inserted here at all ? I sub-
mit that it is declaratory of the common
law. Why should this provision be here
when we find an absence of such provisions
in other bills, such as railway bills, &c. ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Electricity, so far,
is very uncontrollable and unseizable ; that is
why they put it there. It is a very capricious
elenient and perhaps the clause is necessary
in consequence. I do not see that it would
hurt the bill to take it out or leave it in.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 7,
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The object of this

clause is to protect the consumer. If such
a connection existed with the earth the
meter would be registering more electricity
than was used by the consumer and it is to
provide for such a case.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This clause appar-
ently inflicts a penalty on the consumer for
not having suflicient resistance on his prem-
ises.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-This is in the
interest of the consumer, because if the sup-
ply were not discontinued the meter would
be registering electricity against him which
he did not use at all.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The explanation is
satisfactory.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 12,

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I think there
should be a qualified examination of these
men before they are appointed.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is the intention
to have a qualifying examination before they
are allowed to act. We might insert in the
second line after the word "may " the words
" after qualifying examination."

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is an exami-
nation known as the qualifying examination
in the Civil Service and to prevent this ex-
amination being confounded with the Civil
Service examination, I would suggest an
alteration in the words and make it read

"after an examination as to their qualifica-
tions."

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have no objection
to those words.

The clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 15,

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-I would sug-
gest that there should be added'to this clause
the words " unless objectçd to by the pur-
chaser."

Hon. Mr. ANGERS--I have no objection
to the words. This is not made obligatory.
There are companies which furnish electric
lights for a given price per light per year,
in which case no meter is wanted. Wherever
a meter is required by the consumer, if the-
company does not wish to give light at so
much per year per lamp, it may use the
meter. In future it will have to procure the
best kind of meter, I suppose, which is men-
tioned there. Until then other meters may
be used at the option of the purchaser.

Hon. Mr. DRTMMOND-Then I would
move to insert in line 35 the words "unless
objected to by the purchaser."

The clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 16,

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-This bill appears
to deal with the consumption of electricity
according to the amount of electricity used
irrespective of time. I should like to know
for information how this bill will be applic-
able to cases where there are contracts ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-l suppose
those under a contract will not be bound by
the bill at all.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is not measured by
the hour, but according to the consumption,
the meter registers the accumulated amount
of electricity used. The meter will move
according to consumption, and in one hour
will register the accumulated quantity of
four hours according to the number of
larnps.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Yes, but most
of the contracts that have been entered into
under the meter system, as I understand it,
are entered into in this way, for the supply
of say 16-candle power lamps at the rate
of so much per hour, say a cent per hour--I
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think that is the current rate in the city of
Ottawa, less the discount.

Hon. Mr. POWER-How can you have
a meter under these circumstances I

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The meter
registers the time.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND--No, they
register the amount of electricity passed
through and they estimate it at so much.
For example, suppose the meter registered
a certain amount equal to 72, then 64 would
indicate four hours of a 16-candle power
lamp. It is really the quantity indicated by
the meter and not the time.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 19,
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Is there a pro-

vision here whereby a meter may be veri-
fied within that length of time, provided the
purchaser or the contractor may be of opin-
ion that that is not a correct meter, that it
is inaccurate in its measurements ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Oh, yes.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I see no clause
for the reinspection of a meter within that
time, and I think there should be a clause
of that character.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-The purchaser
should haye the right to call for reinspection
and reverification of the meter at his own
expense at any time.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have no objection
to that. I will move that the following
Words be added to this clause:
t> ut the purchaser or the contractor may at any

tnuiie at the cost of the party in fault require verifi-
eation of the meter used by him.

The clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 3,
Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-The basis of

the whole matter is the pressure of elec-
tricity supplied, which we settled in clause
4. We have nowhere provided for the test-
ing of that very essential and fundamental
fact. I move that the following be added
as a subclause to clause 23:

The purchaser may at any time, on paynient of
a fee to be fixed by the Governor in Couneil, call
ti an inspector to test the pressure of the elec-
tricity scpped by the contractor and t furnish
at certifiat thereof.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-Will not the
meter measure the pressure?

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND--No, itmeasures
the quantity, not the pressure.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-The difficulty
of that amendment lies in this point-at the
time the demand is made for the test of the
pressure it is an easy matter for the con-
tractor to put on additional pressure to
answer the contract.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-He will not
know. I can call on the inspector at any
time to test the pressure.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I think it
should be provided that it should be with-
out notice to the contractor. The inspector
may say "I require the contractor here."

The amendment was adopted and the
clause as amended was agreed to.

On clause 37,

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-This is altogether
too vague. I want that to be defined by
Act of Parliament. I do not want to leave
it in the hands of the Government. I want
to know how to arrive at a satisfactory basis
of inspection. For instance, the electric
standard for illuninating purposes, as far as
the arclight is concerned is very indefinite
and little known at present. Parties sup-
plying this ought to know what the intention
is with regard to inspection in the future.
It should not be left to the Goverri*r in
Council but should be defined by Act of
Parliament.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-The hon. gen-
tleman is well aware what the test of the
standard candle is. The standard is the
sane all over the world. It may be true
that an electric lamp which is stamped as 16-
candle power may be only half or less than
half that amount. Very likely it is, but
that would be well known to the Governor
in Council, and the fixing of the amount
would not interfere with the commercial
manufacture of those lamps.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I referred speci-
ally to arc lights of 2,000 candle power.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-I think that the
Governor in Couicil can establish any stan-
dard they like.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-This simply provides tion five hundred ani tweiity-three or section five
that the Goveriior in Council shall, after due* hundred ant twenty.five may, on appeariug before
consideration, make such regulations as they the justice, (eclare that lie oljects to being tried

by tlhemi ati thereupon such justices shall not
think best for the purpose of testing the proceed with the trial, bat shah deal with the
electric light lamps and finding out how case in ail respects as they would upon a charge
great their illuminating power is-how many i heoe tem of indict en at
candle power a lamp has, for instance. I do ccd my b
not see how you can make it much more
definite. The Government may establish This rvie th tee oens which
rules and regulations which of course would p uhariy eqir to e deat with r y
not be inconsistent with this Act. Beyond and sumary sa ot de tith bt
thiat ve cannot go. ot

by te mch lowe prces ofindictmient
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Does the hon. before a grand jury, so that in casesof this

gentleman from Rideau Division subnit to sort, which I think in a special manner cati
the House that there is more than one for prompt treatment, you may have to wait
standard for the measurement? for months before one of the offenders cari

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Yes.convicted. must strike the House
Hon. r. CEMOWYes.that this is a move in the wrong direction.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-In the United The law as it stands is much better than the
Kingdom there is only one systen of law as it will be when this amendment is
measurement. made. In dealing with offences of the char-

acter descrihed in sections 523 and 5:25, one
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Tell me how you of the great desiderata is that the punish-

are going to measure a 2,000 candle arc ment shah be prompt, so as to impress
lamp? those who are perhaps then either working

in concert with the offenders or sympathis-
Hon. Mr. . DRUMMOND-In other ing with then; but if you have to wait un-

words, the electric light companies exag- tii the grand jury meet to find an indict
gerate matters greatly. They tell you they ment and wait possibly for nonths before
give you 200 candle power, and they really justice is donc to the offenders, then mischief
give vou 150 candle power. is likely to supervene. The fouse will make

The clause was adopted. a great mistake if they pass this particular
clause in the forni in which it is.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE, from the com-
mittee, reported the bill with amendments, Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I am glad to se
which were concurred in. the lion, gentleman froin Halifax is coming

round. We are not dealing here with fisher-
CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL. men, but ordinary rioters in a city. 0f

IN CO3DIITTEE. course if it had been to prevent any one fron
The ous reolve itelfintoa Cin-selling lobsters or fish, lie would have foundThe Hlouse resolved itself into a Com-

mittee of the Whole on Bill (.136) " An Act the law in the direction that is now pro-
further to amend the Criminal Code, 1892." posed a b and itore Tis

(In the Committee.) than it is, but I must admit that he has
Sgiven very strong, r casons wvhy the mnatter

On the schedule,àOn th schdule sbould be deferred. We have such occasions~
Hon. Mr. POWER-It seems to me that before our eyes every day. When we read

the offences referred to in section 549 of the what bas lately taken place in Chicago, per-
Code are as a rule offences conmitted in a haps the amendment might be d-ferred, an
city and are to be tried before a stipendiary if the hon. gentleman moves to strike it out
magistrate who has the power of two I cannot offer any opposition to it.
justices of the peace. The amendment
proposed is as follows- that amendment 549a.

By adding the following section after section H H
549:

"549a. Any person who is charged before two
justtices of the peace wita any offeuce under sec- amendment, I understasd.
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ou
Hon. Mr. POWER-No, it is to be struck
t.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I think it is
entitled to more consideration than striking
it out. J (o not see the matter in the saine
light that my hon. friend views it. I think
he is defeating the very object that he is
seeking to attain. These two sections deal
with a very complicated class of crime which
two justices of the peace, who iay not be
familiar with very important cases, may not
be equal to trying. And the saine thing
applies to a stipendiary magistrate who, in
mnany cases, is not a lawyer, and may not be
able to deal with them, and furthermore,
this class of cases mav be of such a very
important character as to demand greater
punishment than two justices of the peace
or a stipendiary magistrate may mete out to
the offender. We know under the Crirminal
Code, they are limited in the punishment
they can administer, but the cases may be
sufliciently serious to be sent to a higher
court.

Hon. Mr.ANGERS-The amendment pro-
poses to give the option to the accused of'
going before a jury. Perhaps, accepting the
views of the hon. gentleman from Halifax,
it is better that an offender should not have
the satisfaction of going before a jury and
delaying the case three months.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-If the accused
chooses to exercise the right of election,
which he bas, he incurs at the same time
the additional risk which may follow,. of
going to a superior court.

Hon. Mr. POWER-My hon. friend says
that a higher penalty might be inflicted if
the accused were to go before the judge and
jury, but the penalty is the same. It can-
not be more than $100, or three months' im-
prisonment, and I think in the interests of
Society we had better leave that as it is.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.

The amendment was agreed to.

On section 662,

Hon. Mr. POWER-I understand the
grand jury panel in Ontario have been re-
duced to thirteen by a bill passed at the last
session of the local legislature.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-I am not
aware of that, I think it is twenty-four in
Ontario now.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not know as
to that. Supposing there are only thirteen of
them, why should you have the concurrence
of twelve of them to find a true bill? I think
a majority of those sitting, seven, should have
the right to return a true bill.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE--So do I.

Hon. Mr.
shall have a
we only put
and twelve
bill.

ANGERS-The law says you
majority, but in our province
twenty-three on the grand jury
are required to return a true

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Has the Gov-
ernment given up the idea of abolishing the
grand jury i I understand the Goverament
inade inquiries with respect to the wisdom of
abolishing it?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The intention of
the Government has not been drawn to it
lately. J do not know what the intention
of the Government is. I am decidedly op-
posed to the doing away with the grand jury.
It should be preserved, although it increases
the cost of the administration of justice.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-If my hon.
friend is so strong in his conviction of the
protection the grand jury affords to the
subject, perhaps the Government would con-
sider the advisability of extending it to the
North-west Territories where we have not
that protection.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not think they
have applied for it. I think they want no
protection at all, they have the law in their
own hands.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-I wish to say
a few words against the reduction of the
grand jury from twelve to seven.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This does not pro-
vide for that.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Twelve has
been necessary to find a true bill heretofore;
now it is proposed to make it seven. In Ont-
ario they had a system of drafting jurors
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where they had a half jury, two-thirds jury It is better to have a law which is not per
and a full jury panel. The half jury would fect, if the people understand it thoroughly
be eighteen and the two-thirds jury twenty- and abide by it, than to have a very perfect
four and the full jury forty-eight. I do law which the people do not know anything
not know any place where they selected at ail about. I object to the changing of
a half jury, simply for this reason, the these laws fron tine to time--these laws
judges of the Superior Court, when they that have stood the test of tire and of
issued their precepts to the sheriff to sum- which we are ail proud. It is only a couple
mon the jury, invariably ordered him to of years ago that we passed a law in this
summon twenty-four, irrespective of what buse, which 1 opposed, allowing a crimi-
the quarter sessions may have selected. nal to go into the box and give evidence on
In my opinion, the way this clause is lus own behaîf. The compellable part of it
drawn will conflict with the proceedings was struck out,,but as far as 1 can learn,
of the Local Parliament. The Local Par- from the operation of that provision in the
liament has the control and conduct of courts of Iaw, it has been a complete failure.
the jury system entirely, and in the jury A man who will commit a crime is allowed
system there is a provision made as to what the opportunity of going into the box and
number of grand jurors they shall select. swearing he did not do it, and he is certain
Well, if they chose to select eighteen and the to take advantage of that. I stated that
superior court judges would issue a precept that was my opinion on that occasion and 1
for twenty-four, the sheriff could not return have inquired in several quarters what the
the panel of eighteen without being guilty resuit was and I am told that that is the fact.
of a contempt of court and where is We had better leave this lav as it is, and 1
he to get them ? I at opposed to reduc- move that this clause be struck out.
ing the number. I thinkp thirteen is too
small a panela The jury system in the coun- on. Mr. KAULBACH-We do not at-
try is an education to the people. The, tempt to interferewith the panesof thegrand
farmers core from ail parts of the countr jury. The panels are arranged in thedifferent
to the counity town and stay there two or provinces by legisiation and we have nothing
three days to listen to the criminal and civil to do with it. As regards the question
suits, and they go home with a very great whether we shoud have a grand jury or
respect for the laws of the country and be- 'not, that subject is not before us now.
came Iaw-abiding people. They terl it to 'W hat we are proposing now is that when the
their neighbours and they bring up their panel sha not be more than thirteen, that
children in awe aid respect for that which seven shah be sufficient to find a true bi.
they had seen in the law courts of the county J think that is a proper provision that
in which they live. Some people oppose the there should be a majority of those ei-
panel of twenty-four jurors on account of panelled and sworn. We require twelve
the expense, but it is simply a matter of to tnake a prima facie case. ine
takin, a dollar out of the pockets of are not now interfering a te grand
the people and paying it back again. jury systemu. it is a question which the
As far as the expense is concerned, I do not public mhd is not satisfied upon. Even
think there is anything in that argu-: the judges of different provinces differ very
ment. The noney is taken f rom the people, huch on this question, ome eing strongly
direct and paid back again. We had in favour of doing away vith grand juries
better leave the jury systel as it has been and others strongly sustaining them.I
for generations. The more we tamper with beieve the Minister of Justice is de-
the administration of justice and the affairs cidediy in favour of maintaining the system.
connected with it the more we weaken that If the panel is thirteen, seven is a fair pro-
institution. We are undermining it al the portion to bring in a biH, but supposing
tinse. Our people in this country haim t e number of grand jurynen sworn be
that they are the most law-abiding peope in fourteen, under this enactment twelve
the world. I do not know of any country woud yet be required to present a true
where they are so law-abiding; and if the bi e.
people know the law and abide by it, why
not leave it alone. I do not believe in tamn- Hon. Mr. MKINDSEY- do not think
pering with the administration of justice. there is in any of the provinces a panel of
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thirteen. It would be absurd to have
a panel of thirteen jurors for a court
of assize and require the concurrence
to bring in a bill, because there is no
mTeans of filling up the panel as far as
I know I do not think there is in any of the
provinces that sized panel. The difficulty I
feel in this matter is that if the clause is
passed, you will find all thé provinces
which have the right to name how many
will be selected, will adopt the number
inentioned in this bil, thirteen.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That will be no
great harm.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-The selectors
have to pass a resolution on the first day
they meet to select jurors, and they say
how many will be selected for the County
Court and Quarter Session and for the
Superior Court. As soon as this passes they
'vill all adopt thirteen, and that will destroy
the principle which has existed heretofore.
This gives them authority as far as this
Parliament can.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It lies now with
the province to determine the qualification
of the grand jurors, and I believe also
the number of them. It is within the
jurisdiction of this Parliament only to re-
gulate what shall be the practice in criminal
cases, and it is a portion of the practice in
such cases to say how many jurors will
return a verdict. There must be some suf-
ficient reason here for speaking of a panel
of 13. I have not that information now,
and I would ask the House to pass the
clause and I will give information to-mor-
row at the third reading. If the reason
should not be considered sufficient by the
Hlouse, the clause can be amended before
the third reading.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Perhaps you
Would inquire also about the authority of
the judges?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The judges have
the Iiinit of their authority fixed by the
Local Legislature.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Not the
Superior Court judges.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, the Superior
Court judges in reference to the qualifica-

tion and number of the grand jurors, and
they have to limit their authority, in the
matter of practice, to the law that we give
them.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-They only ad-
minister the law.

The clause was adopted.

On the amendment to section 871,
Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED inquired why

the constable's fee for making an arrest was
increased from $1 to $1.50.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS said lie thought
$1.50 was reasoiable enough.

Hon. Mr. POWER thought 1
enough for the arrest of one individual.

was

Hon. Mr. ANGERS said he would ex-
plain at the third reading the reason for the
increase.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON, from the com-
mittee, reported the bill with an amendment
which was concurred in.

The Senate then adjourned.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 17th July, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

Bill (113) " An Act respecting the inspec-
tion of electric light," as amended.--(Mr.
Bowell.)

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT
BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the third read-
ing of Bill (126) " An Act to further amend
the Criminal Code of 1892," as amended.
He said : I stated yesterday that I would
give some information in relation to two
clauses as to the number of jurors who can
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return a true bill in the case of the panel
stating only thirteen jurors.

This amendment was introduced in the
House below by Mr. Edgar. In Nova Scotia
the whole panel is twenty-four, but sometimes
the panel-that is the number of jurors act-
ing-may be only thirteen, and it is to pro-
vide what proportion of those thirteen
may bring in a true bill. In Ontario
the sane thing exists. In Nova Scotia
the quorum of the jury is thirteen and in
Ontario the quorum as constituted now is
twelve ; although they summon the
full panel the quorum is twelve. It
is to allow that quorum of twelve
to return a truc bill by seven of them
agreeing. The other point refers to the
fee of $1.50 for constables. Previous to
the Code, the fee was S1.50. When the
Code was enacted it was reduced to q1.
Representations have been made since, ac-
conmpanied by letters fromn magistrates and
judges that the fee was not suflicient, and
that it should be restored to what it was
previously, $1.50.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Does the hon.
gentleman say that the object of reducing this
panel to thirteen, the majority to bring in a
true bill, is because they could not get twelve
out of a panel of twenty-four?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Oh no.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-That appears
to be the line of argument the hon. gentle-
man has taken.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is because
quorum is thirteen; thirteen may sit
seven of them bring in a true bill.

the
and

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Is that the
law in Ontario?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, the quorum is
reduced to thirteen.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-I understand
the local Government had no right to say in
criminal matters what the quorum may be.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Oh no.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-If, as a fact,
you cannot get twelve persons to agree upon
bringing in a bill if the panel is twenty-four I
think the chances are that having reduced it to

thirteentheresultwill be worse. At ail events
I am decidedly opposed to any change in the
existing law with respect to juries. We had
better leave these laws alone-these laws
which have stood the test of time. I ought
to test the House on that question, I feel so
strongly upon it. I may also' state that in
looking over the bill last night I discovered
another clause stricken out, which I think
is "a most important one, and which I think
should be imported into the bill yet. That
is where two mnagistrates constitute a bench
and the party has the right to say he will be
tried before these two persons. I was pro-
posing to test the House on the question
about the juries first.

Hon. Mr. KAIULBACH-As regards the
equity, wvhere there are thirteen jurors sworn
requiring seven to render a true bill, m1y
hon. friend will see that if there are
fourteen it will require twelve to bring in a
true bill and I do not think that is reason-
able or right. I think this matter requires
more consideration than we have given it
when we find such an inconsistency as that.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Supposing twenty
grand jurors are sworn, how many does it
require to return a true bill ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Twelve.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They have reduced
the quorum to thirteen in Ontario and
twelve in Nova Scotia.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It seems to me we
had better allow this provision to remain as
it is. In the interest of justice in Ontario
and Nova Scotia for reasons that have
seemed good to the legislatures of those
provinces, the quorum of the grand jury i9
fixed at thirteen and the question is whether
you shall require twelve of that thirteen to
return a bili.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Not the quor-
um but the panel.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is the panel too
that constitutes the quorum. The question
is whether the majority of the grand jurors
shall be allowed to find a true bill or not,
and I think there should be no question at
all about that. Look at the position. As
a rule, when a man is accused of any offence
against the Criminal Code he is brought
before a magistrate. The magistrate has to
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find sufficient ground for committing him;
then he is committed and goes before the
grand jury, and the grand jury by a major-
ity have to find a true bill, and our exper-
iences in the lower provinces is that tie
grand juries are not as a rule too anxious to
find a true bill, and if they find a true bill it
simply puts the man on his trial before
a jury of twelve, who have to be unanim-
ous. To say that you shall have more than
a majority of the panel to find a true bill is
handicapping justice too much altogether. I
know the hon. gentleman is exceedingly con-
servative in his ideas, but if the provinces
of Nova Scotia and Ontario have thought
fit, so far as they are concerned, to accept
twelve and thirteen jurors as a quorum, I do
lot know why we should get excited about it
here. We should not interfere with that.
We do not make the change.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-The panel must
bethirteen at least. I should prefertohavethe
law that no matter how many were sworn,
the majority could find a bill. At present
if there are fourteen, twelve must agree, and
if there are thirteen, seven is sufficient.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-When there are
thirteen sitting on a special case there
Iiust be seven to return a bill. If there
are fourteen, you will have to get
twelve to concur in a true bill. That
is the common law and you fall into
the common law.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-I cannot un-
derstand how you are going to make it
uniform. The panel as originally selected
by the county officer must state a certain
lumber. The number heretofore has been
twenty-four and at least twelve out
of whatever number may appear can
bring in a true bill or no bill. If we
reduce the panel to thirteen, it requires
seven to find a true bill, and if the panel
is fourteen, twelve must agree. The panel
inust be fourteen.

lion. Mr. ANGERS-No, no; the hon.
gentleman is confused as to the general
Panel. The hon. gentleman will recollect
fron the long experience he has had that
grand juried do not always sit in every case,
and they are not required to be present as
rigorously as the petit jury, and although
there are twenty-four summoned, only
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eighteen may sit on one case. The next
day there may be twenty-two or twenty-
three, or some days it may be reduced, ac-
cording to circumstances, as low as thirteen,
and in that case seven is sufficient to bring
in a verdict. Now in Ontario, twelve may
sit in a special case, although the panel has
remained twenty-four, but the others may
be away and may not wish to sit in that case,
and the only change is that in such an
event seven is sufficient to return a true
bill.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Why not make
it a majority ? The panel must be 13 and
let the majority return a true bill.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER -Supposing twenty
are present, would it require twelve as before h

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-If there are four-
teen there requires to be twelve the same as
before?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-It is a great falling
off.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As a matter of prac-
tice, the jurors consist of twelve and thirteen.
This is the lowest number that can form a
quorum.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This was done to
reduce the expenses of the grand jury, and
that is altogether under the control of the
Local Legislature. They pay for the cost of
the administration of justice. It is not a
burden upon the Dominion and I think when
they take steps to lessen the cost of the
administration of justice, we should not
impede them or interfere with or embarrass
them in any way. We should meet the case
in the way the amendment proposes.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Do you embar-
rass them at all by making it the majority ?

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-With reference
to the expense connected with it, that is a
matter entirely with the county. They
assess the people for the fees and pay it back
again to the people. I would like to ask the
hon. gentleman whether these people have
asked in any way at al], directly or indirectly,
for this change on account of the expenditure ?
If they have, I would be very glad to accept
the amendment.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The change has
been made by the local authorities.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-But not by
the counties. They have not been forced to,
do it.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They represent the
counties. The way the clause is drawn to-
day you will find the panels will not be
twenty-four nor eighteen as they were for-
merly, but simply thirteen and the difficulty
be to get a grand jury at all. You will
find the superior court judges when issuing
their precepts will invariably command the
sheriff to summon twenty-four grand jurors
of that court and forty-eight petit jurors no
matter what the selectors may choose to
name as the number, and in that case if
you bring it down to eighteen then in every
county in Ontario, and probably Nova
Scotia as well, you will find the sheriff
in the position that he will have in
some way to fill up the commands of the

precept; otherwise he would be liable to
punishment for contempt of court. If you
only summon thirteen you will often find
that you will not have seven to bring in a
bill.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I understand each
sheriff is responsible to the Local Government
and not to us.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-Yes.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-And it is to the Local
Government the sheriff can refer the
matter.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-They have
only the machinery.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-The object here is
to equalize the number in the provinces. It
would appear that Nova Scotia and Ontario
altered their system, and consequently I
hold that you or any gentleman opposed to
the alteration should make your appeal to
the Local Government. There is where the
alteration can be made and sustained and
not here, as I understand the matter.

Hon. Mr. McKINDSEY-There is a mis-
apprehension about that. As a matter of
fact this Parliament has power over thE
administration of justice.

The motion was agreed to and the bil
was read the third time and passed.

THE FRENCH TREATY BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (147) " An Act respecting a
certain Treaty between Her Britannic
Majesty and the President of the French
Republic. " He said : Hon. gentlemen will
recollect that years ago the Parliament of
Canada, or rather some of our leading men,
moved that Canada should be allowed the
privilege of making its own treaties. It
was stated that we had acquired such
strength and such importance inithe Empire,
that we had been given responsible govern-
ment in its widest sphere, and that it should
be further crowned by the advantage of
making our own treaties. The Hon. Mr.
Blake in 1882, then leader of the Opposition,
moved some important resolutions in that
direction. They are within the knowledge
of the hon. members of this House,
and they are to be found in " Lord Lorne's
Administration in Canada," by Collins, at
page 231. It is worth while to make a
study of those resolutions. They were drafted
with very great care and skill. H owever, a
constitutional question arose. The hon.
leader of the Government pointed out
that it was impossible for Canada to have the
privilege of dealing with foreign powers ex-
cept through England, that diplomatic
usages and the responsibilities of treaties
required that the mother country should
have the responsibility, and it was only
through their agency that we could hope tO
have the advantages offered by the resolu-
tions. I have no doubt that these resolu
tions of Mr. Blake's had a very large in-
fluence upon the Government in England.
In 1891 we applied to England for
the advantage of making through our oWn
representative assisted by the diplomats of
England, a treaty with France, and this was
conceded to us. So that England lias vir-
tually made to us the concession, in effect,
although she could not make it by statute.
Under those circumstances, negotiations
were opened, mainly through the instru-
mentality of Sir Charles Tupper, with the
French authorities with a view of coming tO
an arrangement in relation to trade upon
certain articles. The treaty was made and
it was signed in February, 1893, subject tO
the approval of the Parliament of Canada,

l and subject to the ratification of the*French
Chambers. Hon. gentlemen will bear il
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mind that this treaty, although signed by
the plenipotentiary of England, Lord Duf-
ferin, is virtually made for Canada and
Canada alone, that it does not affect in any
wav the trade relations between France
and the British Isles, but only the
trade between France and Canada.
Last year the treaty came before the Gov-
ernment and Parliament. We did not press
the ratification of it then. It was not that
the Gbvernment hesitated or had doubts as
to the great advantages that Canada would
derive under this treaty, but it was mainly
due to some misunderstanding which existed,
rather on this side of the ocean, as to the
meaning of certain words in the treaty.
Questions arose as to what was meant by
" fish preserved in their natural form."
as to " savon de Castile " and other articles
which we thought were restricted, and after
information and unofficial communication
with the French authorities as to the true
meaning of some of the items mentioned in
the treaty, it was then made very clear that
it was in respect to those articles as wide and
as broad as it possibly could be. I do not
ignore that a certain amount of opposition
outside has been raised to this treaty and
upon different grounds. I wish, as briefly as
possible, to run over those grounds in the
hope of satisfying this House that none
of them are really of any consequence.
The first we met is raised by the prohibi-
tionists, who claim that this treaty will
operate as a bar against prohibition. They
think that the admission of light French
wine is not in the direction of temper-
ance, and that would retard the coming
into force of a prohibitory liquor law.
Although an advocate of temperance I
must confess that I do not think the people
of the Dominion are at present ripe for
the adoption of a prohibitory liquor law. If
that fortunate event should occur and we
should reap the benefit, which one class of
Our people think we would f rom prohibition,
we must all understand that it is not a
law that can fall on the people like a
thunderbolt. It could be accepted only
gradually and after the removal of some
very serious obstacles. There are vested
rights to be considered. Hundreds of
thousands of dollars of capital invested
in the industry would have to receive
time and consideration to be invested
il other industries, and as you know this
treaty can be cancelled on twelve months'
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notice, the country would be in a position,
before a prohibitory liquor law could be
enacted by the Parliament of Canada, to
give that notice so that it would not in any
way interfere or act as a bar against prohi-
bition. It is thought by some that the ad-
mission of light wines is not in the direction
of temperance. If I may be allowed to
differ from the opinions of prohibitionists, I
think that the introduction of light wines
is a step towards temperance and towards
prohibition. Should light wines come largely
into the country, is it not reasonable to
believe that the use of whisky and other
strong alcoholic drinks would be lessened in
consequence? We have another interest in
the country which, to a certain extent, has
shown not a complete opposition but a semi-
opposition to the French treaty. I refer to
the grape growers and wine manufacturers
of Canada. They think that -the light
French wines will be sold in competition
with their own. Those wines are so very
different that when one has acquired a taste
for native wine he would not at the same
time have a taste for French wine, and there
is no doubt that a man who has a taste for
French wine could not, in a very short time,
acquire a taste for native wine. Your con-
stitution has to be prepared for it, and if
you take the native wine, you must be on
your guard against a headache the next day.
It is not everybody who is prepared to do
that, while if you drink the genuine French
wine it will only make you more fit for
work on the Monday morning.

Hon Mr. POWER-The lion. gentleman
is very unpatriotic in running down the pro-
ductions of our own country.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-He is only telling
the truth.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS -- I do not wish to run
down the products of the country at all.
On the contrary, what wine I drink is native
wine.

Hon. Mr. POWER-You risk the head-:
ache.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I am prepared
against that. I said it was not every consti-
tution that was prepared for the absorption
of the Canadian wine and I do not wish to
run it down at all. I think some brands of
it are very good. I use them myself and
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have often recomiended them, but the main
objection to them is that the reduction of
30 per cent upon the ad valorein duty will
leave them without a fair protection. I am
quite convinced that the prohibitionists can-
not oppose the treaty on that ground at any
rate, since, if they are sincere in their wish
to proimote temperance and think that
the drinking of light wine is not in the
direction of temperance, they cannot come
before us here and vote against the treaty
on the sane ground that the wine manufac-
turers would. I am in a position to say
that after removing the ad valorem duty a
large protection will still remain in favour
of the native wine, a protection of 25 cents
a gallon, which in most cases is equal
to 40 and 50 per cent.-I a:n informed
that at wholesale you can buy very good
native wine at 50 to 60 cents a gallon, so
that you have an enormous protection even
after removing the ad valorem duty. These
gentlemen have presented to the Govern-
ment a petition expressing their views in
relation to this French treaty and their
fears as to the competition that the French
wine might raise to their own industry.
But what is it they ask-that the French
treaty should be rejected? No; they say
that they fear the consequences of the
French treaty, but their petition is alterna-
tive. They say "give us some little advan-
tage on the alcohol that we use for the
manufacture of our wines and it will be all
right." In point of fact that is the prayer
of the petition, a little reduction upon alco-
bol and, with that, they say they do not fear
the competition of French wines.

Hon. Mr. SULLIVAN-What is the
difference in the percentage of alcohol be-
tween the two wines?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I do not know
what percentage is in the native wine, but
under the treaty with France it must not
exceed 26 per cent, if it is to have the advant-
age of the treaty.

Hon. Mr. MAcMILLAN-Our
contain about 8 per cent.

wines

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-So you see that
this reduction of alcohol which is the main
prayer of the petition of the wine producers,
is but a small request.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-Do the govern-
ment propose to reduce the tax on alcohol
used for the purpose of fortifying native
wines?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I am not in a posi-
tion to give the hon. gentleman an answer
to that question. It is a question of financial
policy which could only be decided after
conference with the Minister of Finance and
a decision of Council. I am sorry r have
not the information for the hon. gentleman,
but I point out how little it is, and the
smaller the income derived from it the easier
it will be to renove it-that is the argu-
ment I submit to the House. There is an-
other matter which we must consider about
that ad valorem duty. It is well to recollect
the circumstances under which it was impos-
ed. It was not for revenue purposes, nor
was it for the purpose of granting the wine
manufacturers in Canada a protection. It
was imposed in 1878 or 1879 as a lever to
be used to get concessions from France. It
was imposed for the purpose of enabling us to
tell France that if they would allow our
Canada built ships to enter their register at
2 francs a ton instead of $8 a ton, we
would remove that ad valorem duty. Since
then the interest that we had in ship-building
and in the introduction of our ships into
the French market has disappeared. Wef
build fewer ships and I may say that over
the world there has been a complete revolu-
tion in ship-building. Wooden ships are hard-
ly used at ail-sailing vessels are hardly used.
We have come to iron vessels run by steam,
and we build none of those. The ship-build-
ing interest nostly centred in the Maritime
Provinces having disappeared, we have used
the benefit accruing to France from the
removal of the ad valorem duty on wines
to secure greater and wider advantages,
not only for the Maritime Provinces,
but for all Canada. The removing of
the ad valorem duty by the ratification of
this treaty is not new. It has been on the
Statute-book for years. It could at any tiime
have been removed by Order in Council.
Therefore I may say with propriety that the
wine manufacturers will have no grievance
when this is removed, since the intention of
Parliament in putting it on the Statute-book
was to use it as a lever to get concessions
from France. Another argument which has
been used against this treaty is that it is nOt
advisable to lower the duty on articles Of
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luxury. In principle that is right enough, circumstances. It is said also that the terms
but we have got to consider on the other are not as favourable to Canada-that they
hand, whether the advantages to be derived are much more restrictive when applied to
f rom this treaty outweigh the advantages us, and that we should receive as much as
to be derived from adhering to the principle. we give. We should recollect that when we
Moreover, we should not lose sight of the open our markets to France we open a market
fact that those duties were put there for the of 5,000,000of people, and when France opens
purpose of securing concessions. Another hers including Algeria, she gives us access to
objection is that the concessions which we a consuming population of 40,000,000 of
are making are too great compared with the people. That should be borne in mind when
advantages that we are to derive f rom them, we take into consideration the advantages
that the loss of revenue is too great in pro- to be derived from this treaty.
portion to the trade that we expect to secure.
It is difficult to estimate what will be the Hon. Mr. TASSE-France and her col-
loss of revenue under the treaty, because the ornes have a larger population than 40,-
present French tariff was adopted in 1892, 000,000.
and we have only one year's experience to Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I mean the popu-
reckon from. During that year we have not lation of 40,000,000 in France and Algeria
had the advantages of the treaty, so that it is alone. I put this 40,000,000 or more of
impossible to determine exactly what our con-umers against the limited market of
trade will be under the treaty. However, 5,000,000, that we open to France.
we must recollect this, that whatever trade
we have done with France before we have Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Can 5,000,000 of
done at a disadvantage. ' people sell more than they buy?

Hon. Mr. DEVER-We could do noth- Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Undoubtedly they
ing. M do. That is why we are getting rich, be-

cause if you bought as much as you sold re-

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-We paid the maxi- ceipts and expenditures would balance ex-

mum duty upon everything. Our competi- actly, and we would not increase our wealth;
tors in the United States dealt in thpetm but if we sell more than we buy we must

class of breadstuffs and articles the same have some money left in our pockets. There

mentioned in this treaty-lumber, canned nother obection, and most people have
meats and canned fish. We wvent into the considered it a very serious one, that we

French market under a disadvantage, be- cannot take advantage of this treaty unless

cause they had the advantage of a minimum 1 we have a direct une of communication with

duty whilst we had to pay the maximum France. In principle that is true.

duty upon' every article mentioned in this Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Hear, hear.
list. The House will see how difficult it is
to make an estimate from that year's trade Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I hope the hon.
and to determine f rom it with any precision gentleman will be as quick to come round
at all what advantage will be derived to my side in a minute when he hears me
from this treaty in future. If you read the further.
treaty you will see that the articles men- Hon. '. McCALLUM-Givc me good
tioned are few in number, and some people reason and I will.
are disposed to say, Oh, but this French
treaty amounts to a very little; it only Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I will. Inless
covers about a dozen articles. Let me in- you have a direct une, or if you break bulk
form the House that France in those articles betwcen Canada and France, you are sub-
does a trade of $38,000,000. That is a jected to the surtaxe, which would deprive
Sound basis to proceed upon, and who can us, in a large measure, of the benefit of the
say that this treaty does not involve an ex- treaty, but again you must refer to the
tensive trade when it opens to us the mar- articles of the treaty, and what are they
kets of a nation which buys $38,000,000 a composed of? Lumber of all kinds. Now
year of those ten or twelve articles men- how are those shipped ? Is there any man
tioned in the treaty I We could see the that would conceive that such articles could
Possibility of extending our trade under such î be shipped f rom Canada to England and
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thence to France? How is that trade done?
Always by direct vessels. We have Cana-
dian, Norwegian and French vessels coming
to our ports in New Brunswick, Nova Scotia
and the province of Quebec, loading deals
for various parts of the world. Deals are
an important item of the treaty. What is
there after that ? Canned meats, canned
fish, dried fruits, boots and shoes. Now do
you want a swift fast line of steamers
to carry goods to France ? Not at all, those
articles fit in with the various classes
of lumber, and the ship that takes lumber
cantake 50 or 100 tonsof those other articles.
Whether they reach the .French market in
10 days or 20 days they have the same
value-that is, they are not perishable, and
therefore we have all the advantage that we
would possess if a direct line existed.

Hon. Mr. POWER-As I understand it,
lumber went into France free previous to
1892.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No.

Hon. Mr. POWER--What proportion of
lumber did we send previous to 1892 ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-There was no
maximum or minimum tariff before 1892.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No. I have the in-
formation from a practical man, the Hon.
Senator Price, that lumber was not free pre-
vious to 1892. There was previous to 1892
only a high tariff, but since then there is a
double scale.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I find that last year
when discussing this treaty in the House of
Commons, the Minister of Finance submit-
ted a statement showing the old tariff and
the new tariff, and under that old tariff
building lumber, rough or sawn, is set down
as being free. Of course the Minister of
Finance may have been mistaken.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-He may and I can-
not be called to account for the discussion of
last year when the tariff was hardly under-
stood and the question had to be postponed
for further information. I was referring to
this surtaxe. Examining the treaty, I find
but one article that is perishable and could
not he shipped in the way I have mentioned,
that is apples. With that exception, all the
articles mentioned are not perishable and
could be shipped in the way I have indicated

in vessels which ply now between Canada and
France every year during the season of
navigation.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-What about fresh
water fish i

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Fresh water fish is
not a very large article of trade in Canada.
We have been charged, in relation to this
direct line, with having obtained the treaty
under false pretenses, that the Government
had promised France, in order to get these
concessions, which some hon. gentlemen
think so little of and so valueless, toestablish
a direct line of steamships between Canada
and France. No such promise ever was
made. It was stated after the negotiations
were completed, and the treaty was signed,
that it was likely that such a thing might
be accomplished, and I do noýt doubt that it
will.

Hon. Mr. POWER-All through the
negotiations.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They had no influ-
ence on it at all, because the treaty is there
and France has a sufficient knowledge in
diplomacy that they would not have taken
for granted the word of any one whomsoever
without having it expressed in the treaty.
Has it ever happened before that any nation
having a treaty, has invoked any verbal
agreements outsideof it? I may say that this
is no ground of objection at al], because, I
am informed, that in France they are desir-
ous of having the treaty ratified, and that
it was a disappointment last year that the
Parliament of Canada was not in a position
to do it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Has the French
Parliament ratified it?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No; but the hon.
gentleman will understand that when Canada
is transacting business with France, we hold
the second place, and that we are to ratify
first, and that a nation of the first order,
compared to a colony, having granted in this
instance an extraordinary privilege, we
should make the first step.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Was any condition to
that effect put in the treaty ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Of ratification, do
you mean ?
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Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-I refer to the line of
steamers.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No; not a word of
it ; but there were correspondence and con-
versations to the effect that it would likely
exist, and I have no doubt that it will, if I
foresee rightly the immense trade which we
will do in the future under this treaty.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-There will be com-
munication by steam. Under the old treaty
and when other nations had advantages
over us we had direct lines of steamers be-
tween Montreal and Havre and between
Montreal and Rouen. I myself visited ves-
sels in Montreal last year that had come to
Montreal and were going direct to France,
and we granted a subsidy before to a line of
steamships that sailed from Antwerp to,
Canada and called at a French port on the
return trip before going to Belgium.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-Is not that line
still in existence?

been given to others, have been given
to us also. It bas been contended that the
minimum duties imposed in 1892 are not
sufficiently low. In fact, they are in certain
cases higher than those established by the
general tariff previous to 1892, but that has
no influence upon trade at all. What is to
be looked at is the competition from abroad.
I call upon business men, to state if
there is any serious disadvantage to us
from the fact that this minimum is still
high, when we are on the same footing with
Norway, Sweden and the United States.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-There is a reduc-
tion of the purchasing power of your cus-
tomers.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I cannot take in
the objection of the hon. gentleman. I say
that it does not matter whether that mini-
mum is high or low when everybody is on
the same footing.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-The hon. gentle-
man asked the question, and that is why I

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, but not sub- interposed the remank.
sidized by Canada; of course it is in exist-
ence. There is such a trade between Can- Hon. Mr. POWER-If one can ship to
ada and Belgium that they can afford a line England without paying any duty, he will
of steamers, but we do not subsidize that not ship to France and pay a high duty.
line at present. A vessel from Antwerp
loading in Montreal, with a mixed or gen- Hon. Mr. ANGEIS-Yes, but if you get
eral cargo,or a portion of it for France would a better price in France. We have a
avoid the surtaxe, provided she broke bulk market in France buying $38,000,000 worth
in France before she broke bulk anywhere of the articles which we have for sale that
else. Now some exciteinent and a little shows that they must buy them.
Guif fog han been brought over the atmos-
phere by the fact that the advantages of the Hon. Mr. iPOJRtER-They must buy

trade aH St. Pieore-Miquelon were common them soiewhere.
to ail and not to us alone. The French Is-
lands in the Gulf of St. Lawrence have been Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They must buy

made virtually a free port, and this the r somewhere, and when we are put in

extends to our neighbours and competi- the position of being able to sewl them to

tors as well as to us. Lt has been said them upon an equal footing with others, cer-

that we should have insisted that it tainlywe have bettered our position. Norway

should apply to us alone. Well, such an and Sweden and the United States in send-
unreasonable pretension could not have ing lumber into France have an advantage
been affirmed by men conferring for the over us.
purpose of making a treaty. The interests
of France nequine that St. Pierre-Miquelon Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Is not Russia on the

should be made a free port, not only for the same footing?
products of Canada, but also for some pro-
ducts from abroad and the Unted States. Hon. Mr. ANGERS- believe Russiais
This was donc previous to the signing of the and Germany also. J did not mention Ger-
treaty, and consequently had no influence many because they are so close to France
upon it at ail. But what advantages have they must have some transit advantagesbut
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I want to deal with the question fairly and
I am taking nations which are nearly as remov-
ed f rom France as we are. When I point to
the United States it is to do full justice to
the question which I submit to the House.
I do not want to make a comparison which
would be an unfair one. If I took
Germany, for instance, it would not be fair,
because Germany has some transit advant-
ages over us, but when I go across the ocean
and point out the disadvantages under
which we labour, I think I am right in
coming to the conclusions at which I have
arrived. Now as to the extension of the
treaty in the lumber business, we have for-
tunately here men who belong to that trade,
men already engaged in it. I got informa-
tion from Quebec also, from large lumber-
men there, saying that they have had appli-
cations for contracts to ship to France
spruce and other lumber. I have read also
a letter fron an hon. member of this House
whom I am sorry to see absent from this
House at the present, the Hon. Mr. Snow-
ball. I have read consular reports. I have
seen evidence furnished by the Hon. Mr.
Chaffers in Quebec, Mr. Dobell and other
leading inerchants in Canada, which antici-
pate large-and I might say more than
large -advantages to be gained by the lum-
ber trade under the present arrangement if
it is ratified. I know that in noving the
second reading of this bill I am met with
the opposition of an eloquent member of
this House, who has made it his special duty

view of placing the trade relations between France
and Canada upon a more equitable and extended
basis than is afforded by the treaty.

Now that is the objection that I am met
with, and I say to the prohibitionists, can
they vote in favour of that resolution ? Can
they vote in favour of a resolution which
says " Send the treaty back to France so
that we may get a wider one."

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-France raises
something else besides wine, does she not?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Wine does not
comprise all the products of France.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Certainly not, but
if we get more advantages from France,
perhaps instead of meeting opposition fron
the wine manufacturers of Canada, there
would be greater opposition, especially if
they refer to articles which we can manu-
facture ourselves.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-I would ask
the hon. gentleman if the Government here
is not f ree to admit, on a lower scale, any of
the other goods from France ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Certainly.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-It is for
Canada to decide?

for the past few sessions back to try to im- Hon. Mr. ANGERS--Certainiy. We
press commercial views upon this House can modify our tarif if we please. It is not
which are in opposition to the views of the a treaty that we shah not reduce our tarif
majority of this country. on other goods if we choose, and the lion.

gentleman is quite right in bis observation,
Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Why, this is a but I say now to the prohibitionist, Cal you

part of a free trade nation. vote in favour of that resolution which savs
'send the treaty back to France and get a

Hon. Mr. ANGEHS-To a certain extent better one." As to the wine-growers, ca
it is a f ree trade nation, as far as advan- they vote for this resolution? 1 say n0,
tages go. I wish they would (ive us free because the prayer of that resolution is that
trade and not exact a return. 1 know that the treaty be sent back and that we get
in this matter I arn to be met nith opposi- betterterins and a more extensive trade. This
tion and there is on the paper of this bouse treaty may be cancehled after a notice of one
the foliowing resolution. year. Suppose we bnci a more advantageoUs5

btI aty no toet thet prohibitionsCa yo

That when Bi (147) intituled An Act re- in favore of that reolu n ui say
specting a certain Treaty hetween Her Britannic advantages than this-woud the prohi
Majesty and the President of the French Republic," tionists and wine maufacturers find it 
is hefore the eate for a second reading, lie wil easy to abrogate it as it is to get rid of
tove in anendrnent that the said bikbe not now this
rend a second tine, but that the said Treaty be

returned to the Imperial (overnrnent, with a re- if it granted Canada greater adva
quest that negotiations may be reopened with a tages, no governent which lives by the

is bforetheSenae fr a ecod redin, hewil
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will of the people would be in a position to if it were bad-reserving to ourselves the
do away with it, and perhaps we would never right of giving notice after the expiration of
be blessed with a prohibitory liquor law. a certain time and getting rid of it-that we
Perhaps we would never be in a position to have the courage to stand by the agreement.
better the condition of the wine manufac-
turers of Canada. Therefore I say that this Hon. Mr. SCOTT-When I came into
resolution should not be adopted by those the chamber this afternoon the hon. Min-
who wish to have commercial relations with ister who has charge of this bill was
France under this present treaty and who congratulating this House on the ad-
see the great advantages of it. As I stated vantages that have accrued to us from
in the beginning of my remarks, we have having practically the arrangement of our
acquired almost the full privileges of a treaty own treaties. I must admit that in past
making power True we have not made years, when we had our treaties made for
this one directly and by ourselves, but we us through the Imperial channels, that very
have made it with a inan of our own, and many mistakes were made. 1 am sorry to
we have made it through the Ministry of observe also that, on this occasion, when it is
England. This is our first application ; this said that our own plenipotentiary was mainly
is our first trial in such a transaction, and responsible for the details of this treaty,
should we give England the occasion of say- that he (id not follow the advice and
ing that we are not ripe for the conditions direction of the Government of Canada who
which she has given us? Should we put the were really the authors of the treaty. The
English statesmen in a position to say on a hon. Minister in his concluding remarks
future day when we ask for a treaty either dwelt ver strongly on our obligation to
with the United States or with Germany or accept this treaty. Now I do not recognize
some other country: " But recollect that that there is any obliation. I think I can
in 1894 you had made a treaty with recail very many instances-perhaps not
France, and you have by the voice of on the spur of the moment-m which the
your Parliament acknowledged that you mother country declined to confirm. a treatywere not ripe to make a treaty. We cannot entered into its owncasio entis

saidtha oubow plenipotentiary smil

expose you again to a second experience of 1lren the plenipotentiary exceeded his
the kind." And therefore wewould be ref used powers. If the plenipotentiary from France
the opportunity. This treaty was made of our employed to carry out this treaty directly
Own freewill and even if it erebad-which I disobeyed the directions given by France,
do not admit-I think we are in honour France would not hesitate for a moment to
hound as a British colony to ratify it. Is 1disavo this treaty. It is not very long
there a British colony which has ever denied since we made a ireaty with the United
its obliations? When we have signeed bonds States. That treaty was subject to the ap-
to borrow moriey in England have we ever proval of the Parliament of Canada and the
allowed those bonds to be forfeited, have we Senate of the United States. The Senate
flot met them honourably And when we of the United States disapproved of it. It
go before the counwil of a nation of the first did not place that country at any seraous
order and put ou signature to this bond or disadvantage that I am aware of. It was
treaty should we not respect this bond and one of the conditions of the treaty,
thissignature? Shouldowe takeadvantaeof and it is one of the conditions of this
being able tosaythat w aseverewe e a treaty that thw Parliament of Canada
have not the manhood and the franchise of must confirn it. Are we going to
a nation and thai we withdraw from it? We allow sentiment to control us in the
cofess that you have humbugged us "-be- exercise of our judgment as to whether
cause really and truly that would be the the treaty is a sound one or not? I should
goeaning of refusingi to ratify this treaty. It hope not. p think we have had it pretty
'oould be plainly saying e have been hum well rung into our ears during the visit of
bugged." hope this House will give no our Australian cousins that in matters of
chance for the statesmen of France or of Eng- trade, people are not governed by sentiment.
land, to say that we have made such a con- We are not acting on sentiment when we
fession. On the contrary, I think I have tax more highly the goods f rom Great Bn-
chown this use that we have made a good tain than we do the goods from the United
bargain and that we have the courage, even States. ie colleut one-third more duties on
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English goods than we do on United States
goods. Neither the mother country nor the
Dominion of Canada seem to feel that this is
a reflection on our proper relations with the
mother country, although it bas been often
pointed out that in the judgment of very
many of us the reverse should be the case.
Great Britain admits all our exports into ber
markets absolutely free, and we should not
discriminate against ber as between the
United States and her. This question of sen-
timent ought to be dropped because I do not
think it should weigh one iota in the scale.
1 am one of those who are strongly in favour
of larger trade relations and always have
been, but in making our treaties I like to
recognize that the gentlemen who have been
delegated to perform trusts of that sort have
not, at least, betrayed us and gone directly
opposite to the instructions they received.
When we come to analyse this treaty, we
will see that it is not going to bring us that
prosperity which the hon. gentleman bas so
eloquently prophesied.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Wherein have
our representatives exceeded their powers?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I will point out in a
moment wherein they have exceeded their
powers. The treaty was pushed rather by
our commissioner and having concluded it I
think that he very forcibly-perhaps that is
too strong a word-very positively insisted
that the treaty should be ratified. We have
only to go back to the history of it last year
when it was announced. The Senate and
the House of Commons were in session at
the time, and there was a pretty general
dissent against the adoption of it.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Protests went abroad.
The protests were met by the Governnent
in the other House by the statement that
Sir Charles Tupper had exceeded his powers.
One particular clause was pointed out-the
second article of the treaty :

Any commercial advantage granted by Canada to
any third power, especially in tariff matters, shall
he enjoyed fully by France, Algeria and the French
Colonies.

That is, if we choose to make any trade
arrangements with any other country in the
world we have got to include France. Not in

those particular articles merely but in every-
thing. The question came up two or three
times in the House of Commons and on all
occasions there was that cold approval given
of it even by its own author. It shows that
the Government then did not consider that
the treaty was in the interests of Canada.
The Minister of Finance, speaking on the
13th March when be declined positively to
ratify the treaty said :

Parliament will not he asked to ratify the treatY
this year. I think it is also well to state that one
of the chief 'points which the Governient have to
keep in view, is with respect to the favourcd
nation's clause. Whatever may have -been our
understanding with respect to ail the other clauses
of the treaty, as to articles which were to be
allowed to comne in, it is perfectly true that by our
telegram of the 12th January we assented to these
clauses, whether we fully understand then here
or not, and are responsible for thei. Bot with
respect to the extensions of the most-favoured
nation treatment, that was never contemplated by
the Goverinent, that was not included in our
instructions, and, so far as that is concerned, Was
entirely beyond the wish of the Government.

There is no authority that I can find for
for it, and the Minister of Finance who was
the exponent of the Government in the in-
terpretation of this treaty says most posi-
tively that they never intended it, did not
desire it and there was no authority what
ever for it, and it was beyond their instruc-
tions. Hon. gentlemen who read the cor-
resrondence will find that I am borne out il'
saying that our commissioner unduly pressed
the confirmation of this treaty. We knOw
what follows the confirmation of a treatY,
medals, clasps and honours, and it is to be
expected the most substantial part of it will
be the honours that follow from it. As far
as the press of this country is concerned,
bon. gentlemen must be aware that they are
pretty correct exponents of public opinion.
There bas not only been no enthusiasIn
about the treaty, but it was considered nOt
worth discussing, although we were giviIg
up a considerable part of our revenue and
for a very ignoble purpose. What was it?
That a few gentlemen could get their chaiW
pagne for $4 less per case. That is the
upshot of it. If we were getting something
which the people generally could use, tha.t
would be a consideration, but bon. gentle
men know that there will not be more
champagne used because it is got for $24
per case than $28 and I hope we will nOt
import any more champagne because, as the
Minister of Agriculture says, sometimes
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headaches follow the use of wine and cham-
pagne.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-Only those
Who take too much of it.

them in at a lower rate than we allow French
wines and France cannot complain.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am right in stating
that Australian wines were to be admitted.
Am I right in saying that the United States
w1ies are not ton share in the benefits I

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-France is a highly pro-
tective country ; even its minimum tariff is Hon. Mr. ANGERS-To share what 1
Very high. Its policy has been to sell to
other nations and buy as little as possible
from them. The reduction of the duties by frornthe minimum tarif under which
the minimum tariff is really not sufficient to admit wines of Australia and France?

Stimulate the export of those articles from Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Certainly.
France. It might be assumed that in the
past we should have sold something consid- Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Mr. Foster s
erable to France, because we have bought in the buse of Commons-" The Gove
largely from France. Last year we bought ment does not intend for the present to
nearly $3,000,000 worth. How much did criminate against any country." That
France buy from us? Only $264,000 worth. cludes the United States.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That does not p
Hon. Mr. TASSH-That was under the vent us giving Australia vdvantages t

rnaximuuii tariff. we would not give any others without int

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-What I say isH the fering with the French Treaty.

diference between the maximum and the Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am very gad of
finimum tarifi is not sufficient to sti ntulate Hon. Mr. POWER-What the hon. g

trade in the articles coming under this treaty.t
If there was a fair and legitiinate demand tlemantafrorn Ottawa said wasuthat
for those articles, we would have sold more iinate ainstg an tou n re. Ta
than that to rance. Our wholesales ast Finance Uniter ate
Year amounted to SI 18,500,000 and of that: said there would be no discrimination.
France bought exacùly one-quarter of 1 per Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No. I sha h
cent and that is the trade that we are th ing Austraia adata
to stimulate by this treaty. We are woi any oths wtht
to give France concessions as against the Hon. Mr. SCOT-Even if the Fina

'inited States, noith which we do a pretty Miister did not say that, I state here ï
large business, business vich aggregates matter of fact that under the treaties 
considerably over $100,000,000-our second Belgium and Germany we must admit t
largest business in the world- we propose to wines on the saie terois.
discriminate againct the United States, be-

rcause in gving France this concession ve Hon Mr. ANGERS-It is restricted
are giving it to the continent of Europe. We the grade of the wine.
are going to bive it to Austraia- ar very
glad Of that because s think the Australian Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We are obliged to

Wines are better than those of Europe. Lt them the advantage of the favoured nat
Was announced in the otier use that we clause.
do fot propose to discriminate against Aus- on. Mr. ANGERS-If the win
tralia and Europe. graded at 26 per cent, but it is not.

gladM othen I do not even admit that the Ger
n r the r wines would have to get the sae advan

Finance and the Premier said they would as the French wines and when I have
admit a wines of that character wherever o n sa
they came fof hewin

lion. Mr. ANGERS-He did not state Hon. Mr. DEVER-It is not the s
that at ail. As to Austraian we can allow wine at al.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I undersand the most-
favoured nations clause is if one country
admits the products of another country at
the lowest rate. There are the express stip-
ulations in those treaties that the favoured
nations clause shall be extended to Belgium
and Germany to the same extent that they
are extended to any other country, and I
think it was admitted in the other House
that German and French wines would come
in on the same terms. But I drop that. I
say France as a inatter of fact imports its
vines largely. Since the phylloxera de-

stroyed the vines of France, the finer French
wines do not exist but are manufactured
from the inferior ones of other countries
which are brought in and made up. That is
the case with champagne in particular.
The phylloxera destroyed the vines of the
champagne district and how do they make
up the deficiency of champagne? By impor-
tation of foreign wine. The new vines do
not grow on the chalk grounds of the cham-
pagne districts of France and consequently
they cannot grow them there and the wines
from the champagne district now are sent
out iii larger quantities when there are no
grapes to manufacture them from, than 25
years ago when the grape w as in its vigour.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The treaty only
applies to articles of French origin.

Hon. M. SCOTT-Do vou mean to tell
me then when the wines of other countries
are mixed in France and sent out as French
wines that we are going to have theni stop-
ped to prove where the original came from ?
It cannot be done. I take the returns of
last year in order to show hon. gentlemen
that my statement is strictly correct. I
have the returns down to 1891. There was
imported in. that year 401,000,000 francs
worth of wine, and the export of wine froin
France for that year amounted to 246,000,-
000 francs, so you can see that there was
over 150,000,000 francs worth of wine im-
ported more than was sold abroad. Is not
my statement correct in view of these
figures? I get my figures from the States-
man's Year Book, and any hon. gentleman
can verify my figures.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-How much does
France use herself ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-She imported a great
deal more than she exported, showing that

my statement is correct that since 1 the
phylloxera destroyed the vines of France,
that country has had to depend on wines of
foreign countries.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-Where does
that wine come from ?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT -A good deal ofdit fro1u
the south of Europe-Sicily, Spain and
other countries.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-And Australia.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-If any hon. gentle-
man will take the trouble of looking up the
figures of the test of wine in Paris, where
the tests are very rigorously applied, they
will find that a large percentage of wine is
rejected as adulterated-it cannot be other-
wisewhen thedemandfor those classes of wine
all over the world is very much greater than
the supply, Every one knows that if yoU
choose to look at the lists of exported wine,
from French houses it is apparent that year
by year they are adding to the sale of their
choice wines. Everybody must recognize
that they are manufactured wines. It
could not be otherwise-they are made tO
suit particular palates. I can give any
ainount of authority on that subject. I will
read a recent article wbich appeared in the
Saturday Review :

A great deal of nisapprehension exists with re-
gard to French wines. These, as a rule are sup-
posed to be pure. This is a very violent suppositiol
indeed ; for in the najority of instances they are
plastered, fortified, coloured and flavoured, and the
practiceof blending them with " vin de renede "
very coîmnonly adopted. Then, too, sugaring the
nust is frequently adopted.

The treatment of M. Petiot is frequently called il,
play in the " doctoring " of French wvines. Cham'-
pagnes are blended inorder to produce the different
varieties, with which we are so well acquainted be-
fore they leave the factory. It is an open secret
that champagne makers are very often not grower5
at all. When the champagne is bottled and cleare
of yeast, liquor is added -a large anount if sweet
wine is required, and a small anount if dry wne
is required-and this consists of old and good flav-
oured wine, with the addition of cane su gar, and
the usual flavouring inatter. At tiies, indeed, it
is even made fromn fruits, and has actually Ieen
known to have been concocted from aerated fruit
syrnps, water and a cornnon kind of spirit.

If hon. gentlemen choose to pursue that
subject, there is plenty of information, and
they will find that a very large proportion of
wines exported now are made f rom grapes not
grown in the country they profess to be
produced in. They are to that extent adul-
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terated at any rate. I was under the
impression that we were excluding American
Wine. I consider the purest wines in the
world are California wines. Although they
have not learned yet to make the finest wines,
they at all events make the purest winies,
because there is no inducement to adulterate
While the grape is so abundant. Considering
that France only bought $264,000 worth
from us last year, which was only one-quarter
of 1 per cent of our trade, are we likely to
stimulate that trade with France by reducing
the duty on the small amount of trade that
iS done ? Many of the articles in this list
we do not send to France at all. Originally
the list was considerably larger, one of the
articles being cheese. That was excluded,
and I am sorry for it, because it would have
helped to overcome the objection to the
treaty. I have shown already that Sir
Charles Tupper exceeded his authority and
had no jurisdiction whatever for including
the favoured nation clause as he did. It was
directly contrary to instructions given him.
Take the first article in the treatv. We
have never sold anything of that kind to
?rance as far as I can learn. The maximum
duty was 20 francs per 100 kilograms ; it is
reduced now to 15 francs. Is that reduction
Sufficient to create a trade ?

lon. Mr. DRUMMOND-That is a re-
duction of 25 per cent.

lon. Mr. SCOTT-You must recollect
that that includes a very large amount. Will
that stimulate a trade that has not before
existedl

lon. Mr. ANGERS-The States did it,
and they had that advantage over us.

lon. Mr. SCOTT-Timber rough or hewn
is reduced per 100 kilograms from $1.50 to
75 cents-that is one-half ; and from $2.50
on one class to $1.25 ; wood pulp from $1.20
to 75 cents ; lobsters from 30 to 25 cents;
apples, dried, from 15 cents to 10 cents;
fresh, f rom 3 to 2 cents ; boots and shoes
from $1.75 to $1.20. I doubt whether we
will send many boots and shoes to France.
Many of the articles mentioned in the list
we have never sent to France at all. The
amount of $264,000 is made up chiefly of
lumber and lobsters.

Hon. Mr. PRICE-The difference in duty
on timber alone is $1.25 to $1.50 per thous-
antd feet.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That is a handsome
reduction.

Hon. Mr. PRICE-Yes, it is equal to a
handsome profit.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Perhaps the hon.
gentleman can tell me whether before 1891,
when the tariff was changed, we sent lumber
to France?

Hon. Mr. PRICE-Yes.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Was it admitted free
then?

Hon. Mr. PRICE-No, it was subject to
a duty. It, was admitted on the same tariff
as the timber of Great Britain. It is now
subject to the maximum duty.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-'-We sent about $110,-
000 worth in the last year that we have
returns for.

Hon. Mr. PRICE-Practically it is ex-
cluded from the country altogether by the
prohibitory tariff.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-That and lobsters
were the two principal items. In making
this treaty with France, if we had agreed to
admit certain articles used by the great
masses of people of this country, there
would be less objection to it, but it seems
very extraordinary that practically we
admit wine only, because nuts and soap are
not worth discussing.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-We do. not
grow them here.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The money value of
nuts in a treaty does not amount to much.
When we are agreeing to reduce the tariff
on certain articles it should be in the
direction of benefiting the principal con-
suners and not benefiting a few gentlemen.
I think it is an offence against the public
sentiment of this country. But the hon.
gentleman has said that prohibition people
have nothing to complain of. I think they
have a good deal to complain of. It is
setting them at defiance because we cannot
keep from view the fact that the great
majority of the people of Canada who take
stimulants are not wine drinkers.

Hon. Mr. ROBITAILLE-That is what
we want to change.
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Hon. Mr. SCOTT-There is a consider-

able element, certainly a majority outside of
Quebec, and possibly a majority in Quebec,
who are in favour of prohibition. There is
no doubt about it in the province of Man-
itoba, if we are to be governed in our con-
clusions by the votes of the people. Ontario
gave a majority of 80,000 odd in favour of
prohibition.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-There was
the same kind of vote under the Scott Act.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The hon. gentleman's
Government would not enforce it.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-No, nor
would the hon. gentleman's own Government
have enforced it had they remained in power.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Had they remained in
power they would have enforced it.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Why is it there is so
little intemperance in France?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Formerly there was
not. Up to the time the phylloxera destroyed
the vines the wines were generally pure, and
the use of much wines did not produce in-
toxication. But it is the experience now
that there is a good deal more intemperance
in France than there ever was before.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The reports of recent
travellers state that there is a very great
change of late years simply because wines
are not as pure as they were formerly.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Still the people of
France are the most temperate people in the
world.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am quite prepared
to admit that.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-Hear, hear. France
and Italy.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I suppose the habitant
in his native province does drink the pure
wine.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS-The crop of
last year was the greatest for many years, so
that there is no danger of adulteration for
that year.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am quite aware that
last year's crop was an unusual one. The

Statesman's Year Book shows that France
imports more wine than it exports. It is not
quite proper, I think, to shock the public
sentiment of this country by attaching such
importance to the value of importing wines
of the character used by the wealthier
classes. It must offend the great mass of
the people, and they look upon it as a check
to the prohibition sentiment. The province
of Prince Edward Island has practically
adopted prohibition. What is called the
Scott Act is in force throughout the island.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH--And they
drink more than they did before.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-We will not discuss
that-at all events, they have declared in
favour of prohibition. Ontario and Man-
itoba have done the same and the provinces
of New Brunswick and Nova Scotia, by the
returns, show that they are practically in
favour of temperance. The consumption
there per head is very much below what it
was, and I am glad to know that the tern-
perance sentiment is growing. The hon.
Minister did not attach much importance to
that branch of the subject and sought to ex-
cuse the position of the Government by say-
ing that we can denounce the treaty. So
we can, but it is not a courteous thing, after
you have entered into a treaty with a coun-
try, to denounce it. Even if we are not re-
ceiving our quota of value from it, I would
not like to see it denounced. France is il
a position to refuse to confirm the treaty.
It does not follow because her plenipotenti-
aries have made this treaty that the parlia-
ment of France will approve of it. Very
likely they will. It was made on the spot,
and their public men were present, but it
was made 3,000 miles away from us. t
should be looked at apart from sentiment, and
should be judged on its merits, whether we
are getting any substantial advantages froi
from it. The hon. gentleman from Chicou-
timi says that it will make a difference of
$1.25 per thousand on lumber. To that ex-
tent it will benefit us. Whether it will in-
crease the export of lumber to France, I
cannot say, but certainly the experience Of
the past has been that France is not very
willing to trade with us, considering that
we were buying nearly $3,000,000 worth
from ber and she was buying only $264,000
worth f rom us. I quite agree with the hon.
gentleman who has put the amendment onl
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the paper, that it is better to defer the
treaty for another year. It has had a cold
reception during the past year. The press
of the country has not been jubilant over it,
and I think we had better wait another
year before giving it our confirmation.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Some days ago I
put a notice on the paper that I would move
that the treaty be returned to the Imperial
Government with a request that negotiations
Inight be reopened with a view to placing
the trade relations between Canada and
France on a better footing than is offered by
the treaty. Some hon. gentlemen may
think I took a rather forward step in giving
such a long notice, but when an important
question like this is before this House
it is right that the Government should
have fair warning as to what sort of
attack might be made on it when it
comes up for consideration. The hon.
leader of the House has said that this
is one of the first treaties that we have had
the privilege of negotiating after striving for
a great number of years to get that privilege,
and that we have negotiated this treaty our-
selves through our own officials with
the assistance of an Imperial officer
and an old friend, Lord Dufferin. The
very fact that we have undertaken to
legotiate our own treaties and that this is

the first one that we have negotiated be-
hooves us to consider very carefully how far it
is wise for us to give our sanction to it, which
sanction is one of the conditions attached to
the making of the treaty. The hon. gentle-
Inan knows that in the House of Commons
the Government have brought the treaty
forward after a year's delay. The reason
apparent to the public that there was that
delay was because the treaty which was ne-
gotiated was not in accordance with the
Policy of the Government as laid down in
the instructions given to the plenipotentiary
who negotiated it, and it was quite apparent
to the country that the plenipotentiary who
negotiated the treaty, Sir Charles Tupper,
in view of the refusal of the Government
apparently to bring it up for ratification, ex-
ercised his influence and power over the
Government.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Oh no.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I say so, as far
a8 the public can judge of it it is so.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Oh no.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON--We understood
it was telegraphed out that Sir Charles
Tupper would resign if they did not do so.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Oh no.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-We can only
judge of these things as they are stated to
us.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is gossip.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Certainly it is
gossip. But when you take the utterances
of the Finance Minister last year, when you
take the supposed utterances of the High
Commissioner, and when you take the intro-
duction of the treaty in the face of the
correspondence that is put before us for the
consideration of the treaty, I say there are
very fair grounds for justification in saying
that rather than have any trouble in the
ranks of the Government they receded from
their position and brought the treaty down
for our ratification. I think possibly that
as the Government negotiated the treaty
through their plenipotentiary, and as it was
signed, they probably were perfectly right.
They felt to a certain extent in honour
bound to bring it before Parliament. But
while the Government may have been placed
in that position through their plenipoten-
tiary, it does not all follow that we, as
canadian Senators, are bound to sanction it
for the same reason. Now hon. gentlemen
will see further that in the House of Com-
mons all our French Canadian fellow-
countrymen came together, irrespective of
party, and voted for the treaty.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-That, I consider,
was a matter of sentiment with them.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Certainly. When
two parties unite in that way, it cannot be
on a question of public policy ; it is a matter
of sentiment.

'Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Certainly, that is
not the way parties usually act. There is
nothing in this treaty that would cause two

767



768 LSENATE]

opposite parties to combine purely upon the
question of the advantages in the bill itself.
It is because it is a French Treaty. I re-
spect the sentiment of those gentlemen. I
an not finding fault with them for taking
that ground. I atn merely stating what ap-
pears to me to be a fact-that they have
united in support of the treaty in the House
of Commons out of respect to the sentiment
with which they are imbued. It is an
honourable sentiment, and one that I respect.
But, at any rate, I draw the attention of
the House to these facts which I consider are
the reason why the merits of the treaty
itself have been lost sight of to a very great
extent. Quoting from a French Canadian
journal I observe the exports to France are
placed as follows:

Nouvelle-Ecosse... ....... 8.8 316,995
Nouveau-Brunswick ... ........ ... 78,956
Ile du Prince-Edouard..... ..... 30,761
Ontario....... . ................ 19,845
M anitoba..... ... ....... .... 500

Provinces-Anglaises .......... 446,457
Quebec.... .............. ... 63,054

These figures do not accord with our Trade
and Navigation returns in amount, but they
indicate the argument used to secure a united
support to the treaty. I see by the French
Trade and Navigation returns that the im-
ports fron Canada are not separated from
the British colonies in America which in-
clude all in North and South America.
Many of the members supporting the
Government, while not prepared to eulogize
the treaty, or to take it up and defend
it, said : " We feel that the Government is in
honour bound to ratify it because the treaty
has been signed by our plenipotentiaries."
They responded to the appeal which I have
no doubt was made to them in the House of
Commons, and which the hon. leader has
made to this House, that because the treaty
was negotiated by the Imperial Government
we are in honour bound to carry it out.
Now, I submit to this House that there are
ample precedents to show that that is not a
just or a necessary position for us to take.
I will show you that when a treaty had been
negotiated between the French Government
and the Swiss Government, and had pro-
ceeded as far as our treaty has gone at the
present moment, the French parliament felt
that they were not bound to carry it out.
Here are Lord Dufferin's own words. He
says :

Lord Dufferin in the course of our interview
called my attention to an article in to-day's Figaro,

a copy of which I attach, on the proposed France-
Siss convention and its probable reception at the
hands of the chanibers. You vill renember that
in this measure theFrench Government have agreed
to an arrangement revolving reductions on their
minimum tariff, and the trade relations with
Switzerland are of such consequence to have
warranited this. But it now appears that there is
a verv stong feeling against any convention being
conducted on such terms, and the article in ques-
tion seems to indicate that the Government are
seeking to detach theinselves froi the inatter and
to throw the responsibility on the shoulders of the
Minister of Agriculture and of Commerce, upoi
whom the responsibility for defending the negotia-
tion in the chamber vill devolve.

A little further on, on page 41, Sir Charles
Tupper again refers to the matter and says:

Switzerland, which sent France in 1891, over
36,000,00( lbs. of this cheese, is now under the
maximun tariff, which imposes a luty of twentY-
five francs per one hundred killos, against fifteel
francs, the minimum tariff rate.

That shows the view that France took of a
treaty of this kind, negotiated with Swit-
zerland. Her government carried out the
treaty with Switzerland, signed it, and coin-
pleted it, but allowed Parliament to override
the treaty which she had negotiated. There
is a precedent established by the power
with whom we have entered into this
treaty : therefore it would not be considered
by France a point of honour with the Cana-
dian Parliament to carry it out on any such
ground as the fact that the treaty had been
signed. There was another precedent which
I read to this House the other day, when
speaking on the same question. England
was negotiating a treaty with Spain in
1886, and her policy was that in any nego-
tiation for opening the markets of Spain, in
consideration of the raising of the alcohoic
test of the Spanish wines to 30 per cent, we
were to be admitted to the market of the
Spanish colonies and Spain. Spain wished
to confine it to Great Britain alone in her
colonies of Cuba and Porto Rico. Great
Britain's policy was: " No, whatever ad-
vantages you give to us you give to our
colonies at the same time in Cuba and Porto
Rico." Spain wanted to exclude Canada
from Cuba and Porto Rico; England refused
to do it. The treaty was negotiated by Sir
Clare Forde and concluded, and he sent it tO
the British Government for their sanction
before signing it. He said it was the best
treaty that could be had, and he thought it
was better to let Cuba and Porto Rico go
under the circumstances. This is the replY
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of the then Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lord
Rosebery:

These considerations, to which, in the interests
not merely of the revenue, but also of the British
trade, much weight must be attached, deter Her
Majesty's Government froni granting you authority
to grant the declaration which you have submitted
for their sanction. They have, however, arrived at
this conclusion with nuch regret, and they trust
that time is not distant when a successful effort
Inay be inade to obtain the object which they have
in view. It is, therefore, the wish of Her Majesty's
Governmnent that, in -the event of the Spanish
Government being willing to pursue them, the
negotiations should be continued by you on the
wider basis which the foregoing reinarks indicate:
but having regard to the opinion expressed in your
despatch, that, owing to a necessity which would
arise of a readjustient of valuations and of a
reduction of duties in the Spanish tariff, the
Present moment is not opportune for negotiating a
definite treaty such as the commercial classes of
this country would desire, Her Majesty's Govern-
tuent leave to your discretion the particular action
Which it may be desirable now to take.

MADRID, March 27th, 1886.
My LoRD,-In conforinity with the instructions

contained in your Lordship's despatch of the 22nd
inst, I addressed a note to Senor Moret, the
Spanish Minister of State, in the sense of the
despatch which your lordship had addressed to nie.

In the course of the afternoon I had an opportu-
lity of seeing the Minister, who expressed to me

the regret he felt on learning that Her Majesty's
Governient were unable to grant nie authority to
aign the declaration which I had submitted to
them. * * * * *

He was prepared, he said, to frame a bill which
he would present to the Cortes as soon as they
net in the month of May, to grant to Great Britain

the most-favoured nation treatmnent inSpain and in
the Spanish colonies without any exception what-
ever, co-extensive both in amount of benefit and in
duration with that accorded to France and Ger-
Inany.

There was a treaty negotiated between
England andSpainafter a greatdeal of trouble
andagreatdealof communication between the
Spanish Government and the British pleni-
Potentiary. The British Government did
lot hesitate for one second when it was con-
trary to her recognized and acknowledged
Policy, to throw the treaty to one side, with
a polite request that so soon as it was pos-
sible to make a better treaty she was open
to do it.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Was it signed
by the plenipotentiary I

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-No; but it was
niegotiated.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It was no treaty
then.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I wish to show
you, as far as signing it is concerned, that
our plenipotentiary signed it in direct op-
position to the policy of the Government.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Spain would not
acknowledge the right of British colonies to
go into Cuba and Porto Rico.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-She did. There
was a treaty negotiated which threw open
Cuba and Porto Rico to Canada as well as
to England.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-What was the ob-
jection of Great Britain ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It was never sign-
ed.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-There must have
been some objection.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-It was only
in preparation.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-It had been nego-
tiated, and when it was negotiated it was then
sent to the British Government for authority
to sign. Our plenipotentiary negotiated a
treaty with France, but he never sent the
treaty to his Government to get the authority
to sign it, and it is in consequence of the failure
of the plenipotentiary, our High Commis-
sioner, who was intrusted with the rights of
Canada to send the treaty for the approval
of Canada that I take a very strong objection
to it. The treaty was contrary to the policy
of the Canadian Government in regard to the
most-favoured nation treatmnent, and I say
that the policy that they instructed him to
pursue is a sound one and a policy that they
should not have departed from by bringing
this treaty forward. We in this House are
not bound, fortunately, by the exigencies
that very often influence members of the
House of Commons. We can exercise our
independent views ; we can take a broad and
statesmanlike view of a treaty of this kind,
as to how far it is going to affect the country,
how far it is in accord with the policy that
we should lay down in the negotiation of
any future treaty. It is on those grounds
we should consider this treaty and not from
any narrow standpoint; and when I stand
before this House to-day it is not for the
purpose of kicking the treaty over; it is to
have it negotiated upon a broad and equit-
able basis that it may expand our trade
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with France and make it a treaty of friend-
ship as well as -of commerce.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-It will affect Aus-
tralia till a bill is enacted.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It is a new rule to Hon. Mr. DEVER-She does not send us
send it back. Wine.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-No, I have shown

you that France sent a treaty back. I have
shown you the correspondence in which the
Parliament of France sent back the treaty
they had signed with Switzerland. One of
the conditions of this treaty is that it shall
be sanctioned by Parliament. We are a
part of Parliament, and therefore if we do
not sanction it there can be no ground of
dishonour, no breach of faith of any kind or
description.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-She sends it to
France, and France will send it to us under
this treaty, and the statement 1 read you a
few moments ago, that Mr. Foster made in
the House of Commons, was that the policy
of the Government is to show no discrimina-
tion, but to throw down the bars and admit
these wines up to 26 per cent proof from
Australia and the United States.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-United States
is not mentioned.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Our Government does Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Yes, Sir Richard
not want to send it back. Cartwright asked the question

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Now, hon. gentle-
men, there is just a doubt in my mind as to
whether the treaty will be ratified by France,
whether they will not deal with this treaty
exactly in the same manner that they dealt
with the Swiss treaty, and I will give you
my reason for saying so. Mr. Foster, in the
-House of Commons, has told us that under
the most-favoured nations treatment all the
nations in Europe with whom we have most-
favoured nation treaties will be included;
and notwithstanding a conference we held
here the other day, for the purpose of
negotiating with our sister colonies for better
treatment, if that treaty were carried out,
and no legislation enacted, France would be
sending her wines in here at 50 per cent less
tariff than our sister colonies would be
allowed to send in from the Cape of Good
Hope and Australia.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Oh, no, it does not
affect them at all.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I beg pardon, at
the present moment you have to make legis-
lation which will enable Australia to send
their wine in at the same rate as France
now obtains in this treaty.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Legislation will
have to be put upon the statute-book to
allow Australia to do so.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-It will not
affect this treaty.

Mr. McCARTHY-Will be put upon the saine
footing.

Mr. FOSTER-'-Mr. Chairman, I have no hesi-
tation in answering my bon. friend's questiol,
perhavs a little more widely than hé has asked it.
In the first place, then, the treaty does not oblige
us, a is apparent on the face of it, to give to
France preferential treatment in our market. It
simply obliges ns to take off the ad valorem duty.
We are at perfect liberty to take off the ad valorel
duty upon wines coning from any other country.
We are at perfect liberty to reduce the specific
duties below the present rate, but, in that case, of
course we should be obliged to give France equal
treatment with the other foreign country or power.
We are not, however, obliged to withhold from,
our sister colonies the same treatment, or better
treatment than we give to France in relation tO
ber wines ; nor is it the intention of the (overnl-
ment to withhold from the sister colonies at pre-
sent equal treatment with respect to the same
kind of wines as is given to French product.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT-What does
the hon. gentleman propose with respect to other
wines-German, for instance, and Spanish ?

Mr. FOSTER- With reference to the wines of
countries which have most-favoured nation treaties
the clauses of which bind us, then wine of the saime
quality would come in under the same conditions
as French wines. With reference to other foreign3
countries, that may be a matter for consideration
as to what is best to be done. The points I have
answered take in all except the nations that have
nc favoured nation treaty.

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT-Germany has
a favoured nation clause, and Spain also.

Mr. FOSTER-No; not Spain.
Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT-It had at onle

tine.
Mr. FOSTER-Yes.
Sir RICHARID CARTWRIGHT -If French

wines are admitted at this reduction; if German
wines are admitted, if Australian and Cape wineS
are adnmitted on the saine terns-and I presumeI1
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United States wines, if any such come in-how they core to discuss this treaty? My idea
'Will United States wines be treated? is that, if they are stil of the sanie mmd as

Mr. FOSTER-They need not be treated in the they were when negotiating with Switzer-
saine wav. land, they may take the same ground

Sir RICHARD CARTWRIGHT-No, no. What adwtda ri h rayi h ai
I want to know is what the Governnent proposes
to do. This is the proper time to have an explan- way as they did in the treaty with Switzer-
ation of the policy of the Governient with respect land. It is for these reasons that I say
to these countries. there is a reasonable doubt as to whether

Mr. FOSTER- The Government does not intend this treaty will be ratified by France.
to discriminate for the present against any country.

If that is not going to admit Australian
wines and United States wines, and wines
f rom all parts of the world upon the same
basis as we are now according to France,
I do not know what it means.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-Isthat what
you want?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Yes, it is a free
trade measure I want; but when we get a
treaty negotiated with France I want to
see that it is equitable so far as the in-
dustrial people of the country are concerned
and not release the luxuries from duty while
necessities are taxed. Now, hon. gentlemen,
here is what Sir Charles Tupper said to the
the French representatives who were nego-
tiating this treaty with him, I quote from
his correspondence :

The French representatives also add that any
tariff remission given to France would be much
inore valuable if it were confined to France and
lot extended to any other country--that is to give
the a inonopoly. I replied that it was as impossible
for tYs to entertain anysuchproposition as it would
be for theni to confine the minimum tariff to any one
country, and that Canada must reniain entirely
free in that respect. I stated that Canada would
certainly not give any other country any conces-
Sion she might inake to France without obtaining
a sufficient equivalent in return.

Now the point I take there is that if Sir
Charles Tupper, our plenipotentiary, has as-
sured France that we would not give any
Concession to another country similar to
that which we are giving to France, unless
we got an equivalent, is not that impressing
the Government of France with the idea we
would not do so ? Now in the face of the
statement, our Finance Minister has made
in the House of Commons which I have just
read to you, it may be taken for granted
that Sir Charles Tupper is wrong, and that
we are going to throw open the country, and
in the arrangement we are making with
France, we do not propose to discriminate
,against any body, what effect is that likely
to have upon the French Parliament when

49J

Hon. Mr. DEVER-That would be very
bad for us.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-As to whether it
will go into operation or not. Now, Mr.
Chairman, I would like to read you the in-
structions that were sent to Sir Charles
Tupper, in order to show how far the de-
parture has been made from the acknow-
ledged settled policy of the Government in
regard to the negotiation of treaties and of
this principle in particular. This treaty
was under negotiation for some six or eight
months but on the 12th January, in reply
to communication from Sir Charles Tupper,
Mr. Bowell telegraphed to him the follow-
ing :

Re French negotiations. Governinent cannot
accept conditions involved in clauses regarding
steainship subvention and reduction duty French
books, but agree to nost-favoured nation treatment
so far as articles named in treaty are concerned.

Now that is on the 12th January. After
that Sir Charles Tupper went to Paris in
order to negotiate the treaty and he acknow-
ledged the receipt of this and said it was all
right and satisfactory. Then on the 4th
February, two days before the treaty was
signed, another telegram from Mr. Bowell
to Sir Charles Tupper says:

Letter 21st received this morning. Impossible
to decide until further information reaches us as
to what are specified in the draft. Cable what
proposition is as to cheese.

Then without any date at all Sir Charles
Tupper answers :

Your telegram received in Paris, Sunday, is fully
answered by my letters 24th and 25th January,
which should have reached you yesterday.

'Then a telegram on 6th February from
Sir Charles Tupper says:

Treaty was duly signed at foreign office to-day
at five. Only alteration in draft already sent you
is the addition of wood pavement in the piece.

Then Sir John Thompson on same date
telegraphs :

TUPPER, London,-No draft received ; no steps
shall be taken towards ratification until we cable
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approval. At present cannot understand what
terms proposed either side.

THoMPSON.

Now that is the condition the Government
was in while that treaty was being nego-
tiated so far as information was concerned.
I will read you Sir Charles Tupper's letter
of January 31st. Sir Charles Tupper writes
to Hon. Mr. Bowell :-

VIcTORIA CHAMBERS,
17, VICTORIA ST., LoNDoN, S. W.,

31st January, 1893.
Hon. MACKENZIE BOWELL,

Minister of Trade and Commerce,
Ottawa.

DEAR MR. BowELL,-I returned to London from
Paris on the 27th instant and on the following day
I left the text of the treaty at the foreign offices,
as I had been requested to doby Lord Dufferin. I ex-
plained that it was of importance that Lord
Dufferin and I should be authorized to sign at the
earliest possible moment, as the Canadian Govern-
ment were anxious to submit the treaty to the
House, now in session, without delay. I am ex-
pecting at any moment to receive the necessary in-
structions.

I take the opportunity of submitting a short
memorandum I have drawn up on the subject of
the opening in France for hard cheese, provided
Canada obtained the minimum tariff on that article
which I commend to your perusal. I have also in
this connection to make a correction in the state-
ment I made in my last despatch, namely, that
Switzerland exported 36,000,000 pounds of cheese
to France. This amount, as you will see from the
memorandum, represents the total importation of
hard cheese into France.

I an, faithfully yours,

CHARLES TUPPER.

Now, you see, Sir Charles Tupper returned
from Paris after concluding the treaty. He
concluded the final negotiations with the
French Government, and returned to London
in order to submit the treaty to the Imperial
Government, and between the 27th January
and the 4th or 5th February he remained
in London, when he returned to Paris.
Now, between 27th January and 6th Feb-
ruary there was ample time to cable out the
full text of the treaty from London to
Canada in accordance with the desire of Sir
John Thompson, the leader of the Govern-
ment, that they might know exactly what
their plenipotentiaries were going to sign.
They were completely in the dark as to what
was going on, and, as results proved, they
were perfectly justified in taking that posi-
tion, because the treaty Sir Charles Tupper
negotiated was not in accordance with the
instruction he had received from our Gov-
ernment in regard to the treaty which Sir

Charles Tupper was aware of. As in &

letter dated January 25th to the Hon. Mr.
Bowell appears this clause referring to the
change in the terms authorized by the
Government. " This at first sight may ap-
pear to exceed in a slight degree the instruc-
tions that you gave me, but practically I
think it will be found to be entirely unobjec-
tionable." The Government's instructions
practically were :

We will not accede to the proposition of mnost-
favoured nation treatmnent on the conditions that
are in the treaty now, but we will concede it so far
as the articles mentioned in the treaty itself are
concerned.

There is a vast difference between the
two, and there is a vital principle at stake
in the change. At the present moment the
treaty that has been negotiated has given to
France most-favoured nation treatment in all
Canadian commerce. Whatever arrange-
ment we make with any country in the
world with regard to our commerce France
gets the benefit of most-favoured nation
treatment, but in return we only get the
benefit of most-favoured nation treatment
in regard to the articles mentioned in the
treaty. The Government would not accede
to that. They had sense enough, and they
had statesmanlike knowledge enough tO
realize it, and they were not in such a
desperate haste and anxiety to negotiate a
treaty as to take it upon any terms what-
ever. They said to Sir Charles Tupper,
" Only negotiate your most-favoured nation
treatment on those terms." But Sir Charles
Tupper went and negotiated a treaty, and
although he had eight or nine days between
the final negotiating of it and the actual sign-
ing of it to transmit the information that was
eagerly and anxiously sought for through
the cable by Sir John Thompson and Mr.
Bowell-he had all that time-yet the in-
formation was not forwarded, and the treatY
has been negotiated and has been signed,
and now we are called upon simply because
the treaty has been signed, simply because
the signatures of the plenipotentiaries have
been put to it, we are called upon tO
make it law, and that is advanced as
the only reason why this Parliament
should give its sanction to the treatY.
Now we, as the Senate, as an important part
of the Parliament of Canada, have a perfect
right to say that we do not think, in the
negotiation of one of the first treaties that
we have been called upon to negotiate, that
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we should admit the principle as a sound
One, that most-favoured nation treatment
with any other nation that we may negotiate
a treaty with, shall be of that one-sided
character as I contend this is. We should
act with the dignity becoming a parliament,
and the negotiation of this treaty shows the
advisability of our High Commissioner hav-
ing a seat in Parliament, where for a month
or so annually he could take his seat ; it
'vould add strength and dignity in his officia]
relations with the Imperial Government. We
should recognize the value of the entry of
the market into this great country of ours
when we attempt to inake a treaty-a coun-
try as large as Russia, so far as the territory
is concerned, and may be, as I hope it will
be one day, composed of ten, fifteen or
twenty million people, and all the tine
expanding. The value of most-favoured
nation treatment in Canada should be exactly
upon the sane terms as most-favoured nation
treatment to France, upon the grounds which
I stated here the other day, that while our
purchasing power was limited to tive million
people our selling power, or power to take
advantage of the larger market, was no
greater, because if you look at the returns
of nearly every nation on the face of the
earth, you will find there is an approximation
between their selling power and their pur-
ehasing power, and the freer their trade the
greater their purchasing power, and there-
fore, if those two are equal, the most-
favoured nation treatment that leads to the
interchange of produce should also be
equalled. For that reason, hon. gentlemen,
I say it is not an equitable treaty. What I
say is that we should ask the Imperial Gov-
ernment, in consequence of a misunderstand-
Ing that arose through the negoti ttion of
the treaty, in consequence of the departure
fron the instructions that our Government
gave to the plenipotentiaries with regard to
it, that we request that they will reopen the
Ilegotiations, in order that the most-favoured
nation clause and one or two other things in
regard to the treaty should be brought before
the French Government, in order that they
inay be rectified, the object of our French
Canadian friends being to extend commerce
with France.

lon. Mr. ANGERS-No.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-That is the object
We all have, to extend commerce in every

direction. We do not want to be restricted
in any possible way, and if you make a one-
sided treaty the chances are it will not be
found to work equitably, and that before a
year or two are over it will be found neces-
sary to denounce it. If the French Govern-
ment itself carries out this treaty in its pre-
sent form and ratifies it, before two years
are over I believe it will be found to be so
inequitable in its arrangements that it will
be denounced by our people, and I say it is
most inequitable as far as the people of
Canada are concerned.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-What do we give
away ?

Hon. Mr. BO ULTON-We give away
most-favoured nations treatment in the
ports in Canada, in exchange for most-
favoured nation treatment in twenty
articles, nany of which, as Sir Charles Tup-
per pointed out to the French Government,
we could not take advantage of unless we
subsidized a direct line to escape the surtaxe
d'entrepôt.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-For a little wine.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-No, sir, we are
exchanging the duties on wine for the duties
on twenty articles. The hon. gentleman
will have an opportunity of replying to me
after awhile. The treaty has been negoti-
ated. The wine has been permitted to come
in at a certain rate and we have twenty
articles admitted at a certain rate. The
most-favoured nation treatment is what I
call a treaty of friendship ; that is to say,
we wish to extend to France whatever
friendly relations we may extend to every
nation and we ask the same. That is what
I call a treaty of friendship. The other
articles are an equitable distribution of the
trade so far as it presented itself to the
mind of the Government and the mind of
our plenipotentiary. Great Britain is a
country that bas always said: " We throw
open our markets and our policy is a free
trade policy; we negotiate treaties not for
the purpose of dickering and trading a few
articles off against a few articles, but what
we do ask is that we shalL not be discrimin-
ated against in the markets of foreign nations
in any shape or forn whatever. All we ask
is a fair field and no favours and upon that
basis she has built up an enormous com-
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merce." She has built up enormous wealth,
and I say, hon. gentlemen, that the closer
that we can adhere to that policy of Great
Britain, so far as most-favoured nation treac-
ment is concerned, the better for our in-
dustrial population, the better for our
whole country. I say we should ad-
here to that policy, and the Imperial
Government, in referring back the treaty to
reopen negotiations, I believe, will feel them-
selves perfectly justified in doing so for
the purpose of enabling Canada to close-
ly follow her policy in regard to the
most-favoured nation treatment that she
has for so many years followed up. Now,
hon. gentlemen, Sir Charles Tupper has
signed the treaty and it has been sent out
now for us to ratify. I have pointed out
to this honourable House the conditions
under which it has been ratified. I have
pointed out to this House how it has been
ratified and signed contrary to the policy of
the Government, and I would dwell for a
few moments upon the merits of the treaty
itself. Of course there are some that are
going to be benefited in regard fo the
treaty but benefited to such a small
extent so far as the general trade of the
country is concerned and so far as their
own trade is concerned, that it is hardly
worth while for anybody to consider the
treaty from a personal standpoint as to
what effect it is going to have upon his
business in any of the articles that are now
being dealt with in the treaty. Our leader
has told us that we are going to be admitted
to trade in that country in 20 articles upon
the minimum tariff, and that the minimum
tariff will open out to us a trade in articles
that are imported by France to the value of
$38,C00,000. He made a mistake of
$5,C00,000.

H n. Mr. ANGERS-No.

hon. Mr. BOULTON-Yes, you will see
chat cheese is included in that $38,000,000,
and that it is not included in the treaty.
Six o'clock being called, I move the ad-
journment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (161) " An Act further to amend the
Acts respecting ocean steamship subsidies."
-(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (160) " An Act respecting Dominion
Lands."-(Mr. Angers.)

The Senate adjourned at Six p.m.

Second Session.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o'clock.

Routine proceedings.

THE FRENCH TREATY BILL.

DEBATE CONTINUED.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Before the ad-
journment I had dealt with the method that
had been adopted with regard to the negotia-
tion of the treaty and I was about to com-
mence to refer to the merits of the treaty
itself so far as the imports and exports with
which they deal are concerned. I will en-
deavour to show that the effect of the treaty
so far as its effect on the country is concerned
is that the maritime provinces will get a
small benefit from the treaty and possibly
one or two portions of the provinces of Que-
bec, but the main portion of the province of
Quebec, the whole of Ontario and the North-
west Territories are getting no benefit fronl
it whatever. British Columbia may be able
to sell some lumber. No one tells you in
what way our western provinces can in any
respect get any benefit from this treaty, but
more than that, for the benefits that accrue
to those portions of the country that
can take advantage of it, the province Of
Ontario in their wine district is paying the
bonus. In other words, the duties which
are remitted by France in favour of the
articles in the treaty is a bonus to those in-
dustries engaged in the production of those
articles, and those who pay the bonus for it
are the wine producers of the province Of
Ontariothatareattacked throughtheimporta-
tions in regard to the wine duties. It will
be my object to show that that position i5
a correct one in order to criticise the merits
of the treaty itself. The hon. leader Of
the House bas said that the treaty put on
the minimum list a certain number of
articles, twenty altogether, and the gross in-
portation into France of those twenty arti-
cles from all countries is $38,000,000. I
corrected him with regard to the amount
it is only $33,000,000, because in the ad-
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dition of it cheese is included which is not
rentioned in the treaty. The import-
ation of cheese into France is in the neigh-
bourhood of $5,000,000. So there are
$33,000,000 of the imports of France with
which we have to deal in discussing the
twenty articles which are benefited by
the minimum tariff. Of that $33,000,000
the chief article is lumber, the amount be-
ing $20,000,000, including $3,750,000 for
staves. Our exportation of lumber to
France is exceedingly small and has never

*been large. Our export of staves is $560,-
000, all going to the United States.
In 1892, as has already been stated here,
the tariff was the same to all countries, up
to which date I believe lumber was free, but
since then there has been a maxi-
mum and a minimum tariff established.
I have here the Trade and Navigation re-
turns of France showing exactly what the
importations of lumber have been and the
countries from which they are imported.
The chief countries they import lumber
from are Russia,Sweden,AustriaNorway,the
United States and Canada, and taking the
last decade between 1882 and 1892, which
is the date at which the maximum and
minimum tariff was established, the average
annual importations were as follows :

From Russia..................
Sweden.................
Austria.... ... .... ...
Norway ... ............
United States...........
Canada (duringsevenyears

of that period).........

$4,000,000
8,600,000
8,000.000
1,800,000

800,000

400,000

In 1893 in consequence of the heavy duties
the import of lumber has fallen to $16,000,-
000. One of the great arguments in favour of
the treaty is that it is going toi make a
market for our lumber. In the 10 years
during which we had equal opportunity to
trade in the markets of France with other
countries for which we have returns, France
inported only $400,000 worth of lumber
per annum from the British Colonies in
America and recollect that $400,000 is not
computed at the cost or price of the article
as it leaves this country but is I presume
the value of the lumber quoted at port of
entry vith all those heavy duties added to
it so that in reality so far as the valuation
is concerned where it leaves Canada it does
not amount to $400,000 and for these rea-
sons our export of lumber of $150,000 to
France may be accepted as fairly correct.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It will be entered
as at first cost of the country where it is
imported from.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-No, it is valued
with the duty and freight added by valuators
and for revenue purposes they compute
that valuation high, therefore the value of
the importation according to the French
Trade and Navigation returns is no indica-
tion of the value of the lumber that left
Canada.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--Or any other
country.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Or any other
country for that matter. I am only point-
ing out that to show that $400,000 is not
the Canadian value of the exports. For ten
years before we were subject to any dis-
ability under the maximum or minimum
tariff we were only able toexport, according
to French valuation, $400,000 a year, from
all the British Colonies in America and the
chief imports of lumber have come from
Russia, Austria, Norway and Sweden, and
a small amount from the United States,
which shows that neither the United States
nor Canada can compete with those countries
in sending lumber to France, at least they
have not shown any capacity to do so up to
the present moment, although, apparently,
trading on even terms up to 1892. It may
be taken as an evidence that they have
found better markets elsewhere. Therefore,
if we are merely put on a par with Russia,
Norway and Sweden under a minimum tariff
we will be under no greater advantage than
we were during the ten years to which I
have referred.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-How long has
Norway had that favoured nations treaty ?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Of course, maxi-
mum and minimum tariff was passed in 1892
and therefore, I presume, Norway and
Sweden have negotiated a treaty under the
minimum tariff since 1892.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Had she not
one before that?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Not that I am
aware of. There was just the same tarif
open to our country. Everybody knows that
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our export of lumber is about $25,000,000 France we should -et the benefit of any
every year. A very large portion of it goes relaxation of the McKinleyism of France.
to the United States and to the open mar- France, like the United States, will soon
ket of Great Britain-10,000,000, I think, realize that prohibitory duties check trade
to the United States and $12,000,000 to and commerce and a more liberal policy may
Great Britain. So that on the merits of the be inaugurated- to secure that in exehange
treaty itself is it wise to consider the ability fora like treatment is what I ar fighting for,
to export $200,000 or $300,000 worth of so that if France opens her markets to cheese,
lumber as shown by the Trade and Naviga- butter, cattle, or anything else that the
tion returns, as compared with that twenty- western provinces of Canada and the agricul-
five millions of dollars export of lumber tural districts of Cana3a produce, they may
that we already enjoy and can enjoy in the benefit from it quite as much as the indus-
markets of the United States and Great tries that are provided for in this treaty. IV
Britain and other markets is that there may be an equitable treaty all

over the country and every one of us may be
Hon. Mr. DIEVER-It will not prevent able to stand up and say that the treaty is

our sending it there still. acceptable to Ontario, Quebec, and to Mani-
toba, or any part of the country, that wve will

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I am merely com- have something on our statute-books wbich
paring the ability of Canada to compete will be of permanent benetit to the country.
with Russia, Sweden and Norway during If we pass a treaty to-day that is as partial
those years when we were all on equal terms as this one proves to be, is it likely to stand?
with our ordinary and general exports of If Ontario, the nost populous province in the
lumber which have amounted from twenty country, shows that littie benefit can be
to twenty-five millions, and I amn only draw- obtained f rom the treaty, how long do yoU
ing deductions from that, that while the suppose that treaty will remain in force? Is
minimum tariff may place us on a level with it not better that we should take this
Norway, Sweden and Russia, the benefit measure as it stands and try and negotiate
will accrue to only two or three different a better treaty before it becomes law, and
lumber mills which will reap perhaps P we, as members of this IParliament shah not
benetit, as my hon. friend from Quebec be obliged to say after two or three years,
who is acquainted with the lumber trade, we denouncf that treaty as not being an
says it will, to the amount of $1.25 per equitable or just one for Canada? It is Vo
thousand on lumber exported. But when avoid that difficulty that I brought this
that maximum tariff is reduced, the ques- matter before the buse because we have
tion is whether the French market will be the power to remedy it in our own hands.
of more value than is already enjoyed by It is a perfectly justifiable position for
our lumbermen in the Argentine Republic, us Vo take. I have shown precedents
the United States, England and elsewhere. wvhere they have overthrown or referred
Sir Charles Tupper in his returns calculates the treaties back in France, Great Britain
upon an increase of exports of lumber to and the United States before Vhey becarue
France of one-half, that will amount to law. It is quite within our power, it is
$100,000 or $150,000 a year. I trust if the no dishonour Vo our Government or to
treaty goes intoforce it will be more than that. the Imperia] Government, or the French
I am quite prepared to admit the advisability Governrent if we say we do not think this
and advantage of getting under the minimum treaty has beennegotiated in accordance witl
tariff, and I would point out that the treaty the terms and policy of the Canadian people
if confirmed from its merits should be con- and therefore we wish torefer it back to see
firmed upon its merits so far as it benefits if we cannot get a treaty negotiated in term5
or affects the whole country. What I am in accordance with the pulicy of the Canadian
arguing for, and why I have brought up this people. When I say the province of On-
motion, as I said before, is not to destroy tario is called upon to pay the bonuses that
the treaty but to endeavour through the are knock(,d off those twenty articles, I say it
means of this honourable House to improve advisedly, because it is the importation Of
the treaty, and if we do, instead of most- wines that is going Vo be the countervailing
favoured nation treatment in those twenty benefit given by us to France in these twenty
articles that are put there for export Vo articles. Take this question of wi e
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France has heretofore been obliged to pay 30
per cent ad valorem and 25c. a gallon spe-
cific duty. By knocking off the ad valorem
duty we reduced the duties by about 50 per
cent and the wine duties are attacked in
this way. The grape of France contains a
great deal more saccharine matter than the
grape of Canada. That has been arrived at
by a process of selection and development.
Very much in the same way that by a pro-
cess of selection and developnnt the sugar
beet has had its saccharine matter increased.
In that way by great experience and long
production, the French grapes possess a
very much larger proportion of saccharine
inatter than the Canadian grape possesses
and therefore contains a great deal more
alcohol. The difference between the French
and the Canadian grape is 5 or 6 per cent-
that is the natural alcohol in the grape in con-
sequence of the saccharine imatter. Some
hon gentleman stated here this afternoon
that the alcohol in our grape is about 8 per
cent. In the French grape it is, I believe, 14
or 15 per cent. The 26 per cent is arrived
at by adding alcohol.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-No, that is the
latural alcohol.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I beg the hon.
gentleman's pardon. I know what I am
talking about.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-It is the natural
alcohol produced by fermentation.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON.--The natural alco-
hol in the two grapes is produced simply by
the greater saccharine niatter in the grape.
In order for Canada wine-growers to equal
the saccharine matter of the French grape,
they have either to put sugar into
their wine or to put alcohol into it.
One is about as expensive as the
Other. Probably sugar is the dearer, but.
at present they do not put alcohol in, they
put in sugar. What they are asking us
to do is for the Government to reduce the
duty on alcohol in order that they may be
put on a par with the French growers.
France has the right to put alcohol into ber
Wine by taking it out of bond free of duty.
She pays no duty whatever, so that when
she sends wine to this country she sends it
with 5 or 6 per cent more of natural alcohol
in the grape itself and the additional alcohol

necessary to increase it to 26 per cent is free
of duty. That will place our grape growers
at a considerable disadvantage so far as that
is concerned. I am one of those who thor-
oughly believe that competition is the life
of trade and that any conpetition our
wine-growers may be subjected to will
stimulate them to produce an article which
perhaps may be a different class of wine, but
one from which they nay still benefit. I
believe that any increase in the consumption
of light wines, as has been already stated
this afternoon, creates a taste, and probably
the wine grower will not, so far as the impor-
tation is concerned, suffer, but they will
suffer under these conditions: if free alcohol
is not given them in order to make it up to
the strength that French wine contains.
When we drink wine it is the alcohol we
app arently want-at least as much of it as
we can get. That is the truth. Spain
negotiated a treaty with England in 1886
to allow their wines to. be admitted into
Great Britain with an alcoholic test
of 30 per cent. She gave Great Britain
most-favoured nation treatment in order
that she might have the privilege of increas-
ing the alcohol in ber wines to 30 per cent.
That shows the value to the wine producers
of. getting their alcohol free for their wines.
You may take it for granted, if the wines
are to be sold in competition with our own
wines in order to get that percentage of
alcohol, it will be necessary to supply our
wine-growers with alcohol free of duty, the
same as the French wine-growers get it in
France. As the hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion stated this afternoon, he showed by
the Trade and Navigation returns that
France inports more wine than she exports.
She buys wines abroad and fixes them up
and exports them as French wine. That is
one of their industries. One of the repre-
sentatives at the Intercolonial Conference
from Australia the other day told me that
they send large quantities of wine to France
as low as 15 and 20 cents per gallon, and
there it is made up into French wines and
exported to every part of the world. That
is where the Canadian wine-grower is going
to pay for it without any other agricultural
industry receiving any benefit from it. How-
ever, I do not wish to continue my remarks,
because it is late in the evening, and I do
not wish to impose my views on the House
any more. I have brought this question
before the Senate as a member fron the
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province of Manitoba, because I can see no
benefit likely to accrue to the people of
the North-west by the negotiation of this
treaty under the present arrangement,
and it is my duty to point this out to
hon. gentlemen who are responsible for
the passage of treaties of this kind. I
have no doubt that there are gentle-
men from the province of Ontario who
can state the same thing for that province,
but it is my duty, at any rate, to point it out
from the standpoint of the North-west, but
if it were put into the treaty that in consider-
ation of our admitting wines on these con-
ditions that we have most-favoured nations
treatment for all the commerce going from
this country to France, we might some day
send our cheese, wheat and other agricultural
produce, and when the treaty is in process
of ratification is the time for us to secure an
equality of benefits, any change in the treaty
hereafter will require fresh legislation not
easily obtainable. Whenever France gets
tired of her McKinley Bill, and feels that in
order to increase her trade she must diminish
the duties on certain articles, then whatever
privileges are accorded to other nations will
be granted to Canada, but as this treaty
stands it will be of no benefit to the North-
west Territories, no matter what may be
developed, unless it is under the most-
favoured nations treatment in all commerce.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-If I could be
surprised at any of the remarks of the hon.
gentleman, I would be surprised at the speech
he has made to-day. He has posed in this
House and before the country as a free
trader and argued that we should frame our
tariff on those principles irrespective of every
other consideration. He has said: cut down
all our tariff barriers regardless of the pro-
tective policy of other countries. To get a
large share of the products of other coun-
tries we should declare for free trade as
England has done. Our tariff decreases
and repulses the trade with other countries.
That has been his theme on every pos-
sible occasion. I would ask the House
whether his remarks to-day are consistent
with that policy. The hon. gentleman
interjected a remark to-day, when my hon.
friend the leader of the House spoke to
the effect that this is a free trade measure,
and yet my hon. friend now would denounce
this treaty although its object is to extend
our trade with the highest protected coun-

try in the world, which, with her colonies,
has a population of say sixty millions against
our five millions, is not that alone of im-
mense consideration ? It is the first time
Canada has had a free hand to exercise the
treaty-making privilege. I do not by any
means entirely approve of what our envoy
has done. It is unfortunate that we should
be handicapped by article 2 of the treaty,
by which any advantage we give to any
third power we must give to France, whilst
that country limits such concessions to the
twenty articles contained in the schedule to
article 3. We can be thankful for this
much at least, that it leaves us a free hand
in trade with our empire and every colony
thereof. Our representative made the
best treaty he possibly could. We know
the character of our High Commissioner and
also of the British Minister to France. We
know that our High Commissioner has in-
domitable energy and generally accomplishes
all that he undertakes. What will be the ef-
ect of refusing this treaty ? It will be a slap
in the face to our representatives. Have we
any chance at all of getting another treatY
if we refuse this? My hon. friend gave us
precedents for not confirming treaties made
by other countries. They do not meet this
case at all. He showed us a treaty made
between Switzerland and France which was
repudiated by the latter power. He ought
to have gone further and shown us, if he
could, that a better treaty was afterwards
negotiated.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-We never get
anything without trying.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Yes, but try-
ing to repudiate places us outside of the
chance of getting better terms. Those people
have tried and have failed. In regard to
the treaty between England and Spain we
know very well that there were only nego-
tiations for a treaty-there was no treatY
signed. When Canada wanted to get intO
the West Indies on equal terms with other
countries and was refused, negotiations
were broken off ; no treaty was signed. You
never find England repudiating a treatY
after it has been signed by her plenipoten-
tiary. If my hon. friend has failed to show by
history, example or a solitary precedent that
by repudiating this treaty we could get a bet-
ter one, then, in harmony with his f ree trade
proclivities, he might have had some show
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of reason for the position he has taken, but
he has signally failed to do so. My con-
viction is strong that if we attempt to dis-
honour our representative in connection
with this treaty and refuse to ratify it, we
will be placing ourselves in a bad position.
France has signed the treaty and we would
be showing France that they could have no
faith in us now and in all time to
come, we might for ever knock lin vain.
Although our Minister technically step-
ped beyond the bounds of his instruc-
tions, France is not to blame for that.
We are in honour bound to sustain the
treaty, and if, after putting it into force,
we find that it is not a treaty favourable to
us, we can with good grace honourably
ask France to extend the treaty, and if
France fails to do so, we can with perfect
propriety withdraw from it with honour to
Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If this assent of the
Parliament of Canada, which is stipulated
for by the terms of the treaty itself, is a
mere matter of form, as the hon. gentleman
suggests-if Canada is in honour bound to
assent to the treaty whether it is good or
bad, why go through the empty formality of
iaking Canada a party to it I Could not

the Imperial Government, if they entertain
the views of the hon. gentleman, have nego-
tiated a treaty and said: " There is no
object in referring it to the Canadian Par-
liament, because they are in honour bound
to assent to it."

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--England for
the first time bas giveni us a free hand to
make a treaty in our own interest.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
surely cannot say no to that. It is the first
time that Canada has had the privilege of a
free hand to make a treaty.

Hon. Mr. POWER-What about the
treaty of Washington?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
knows that there is a difference between
this treatyand that. Having made a treaty
and failing to endorse here what has been
done by our representatives, it would for ever
prevent us having such a right accorded to us

again. My hon. f riend talked about senti-
ment carrying this treaty. I am a great
man for sentiment. I believe 'it is senti-
ment which distinguishes us from the lower
animals. If sentiment bas had any influence
in this matter, it has been for good. My
hon. friend says that the merits of the treaty
were lost sight'of. I would refer him to the
debate in the other branch of Parliament.
About the largest vote that has been taken
this session in the other House was on this
very treaty. The treaty was supported not
only by the Government and its followers
but also by the Opposition and his squad of
followers in that House. My hon. friend
should not talk as he did after such a vote
as that headed by the leaders of both parties.
No matter how distasteful this might be to
me, I should to some extent yield my private
opinion to the judgment of those parties. If
the leader of the Opposition felt that he could
make political capital out of this matter, if
he felt that he had the people of Canada at
his back in repudiating this treaty, where
would he have been? Would he have sup-
ported the treaty ? No; but he believed
that it not only was in the interest of
Canada, but that it had the support of the
majority of the people. My hon. friend
says lie has no intention to destroy this
treaty. He has taken the most effectual
way to destroy it, f rom what he has shown
us himself. A treaty with a large power
like France, is no unimportant matter. We
know that France is one of the highest pro-
tective countries of the world. No other
country adheres so strongly to a protective
policy as France, and the nation has grown
and prospered under it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It does groan under
it.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Does the hon.
mniember venture to say that that country is
groaning under its protective policy? Look at
France. Where can you show a country
that has prospered to such an extent? A
few years ago she was at the mercy of
Germany, a portion of ber territory had
been taken from ber, and an immense war
debt was incurred. She has not only paid
off that great debt, but is now lending to
the world. France has grown to be a
strong power in ber armaments and in ber
finances. No other country can show such
a record under like circumstances. When
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we can make a treaty, which is an en- the introduction of cheap French wines,
tering wedge, with a country like that- 1 believe there is a suflicient induce-
a treaty such as no other country has ment for our ewn vine growers to
yet made-when we can get the ad- continue their industry. We cannot iiport
vantage of trading with 60,000,000 people, wines from France as cheaply as we can pro-
there surely must be some benefit to result duce them in this country. I get excellent
froin it to our country. Let us look at this vine f rom Pelee Island for about S1 per
matter in an impartial inanrer. We have gallon. It is splendid wine-if properly
not got everything that we expectéd in this beated and kept long eneugh for te
treaty, or as much as we ought to have got. refiue and mature, 1 would net want any
The only way to get more is by taking that hetter from France. I am sure our
treaty and trying it and if it turns out well country will profit by this treaty. More
it is to our benefit. If it turns out a failure wine can be used and our people can produce
then we can honourably give notice and have wine just as cheaply as it can be imported
it cancelled. If this treaty were for all time from France and the duty stili reinaining on
to come to be confined to t hose few articles, imported wines vill be a suficient protection
I should support it with some hesitancy, but forour own industry. I admit that we are
I believe it is only the commencement of a fot favoured under this treaty as much as we
large trade between the two countries, a step ought te ho. We cannot get the benefit of
in the direction of an extended trade with the French market except by direct ship
a great and mighty country highly protective ment. That is a drawback. France can
and prosperous, and is an earnest of better send ber products to us in any way they
things to come and even should cur spon- think preper, but we are handicapped te a
sors have promised to our loss-let us make large extent.
their promise good-and I firmly believe that
in the end we will profit by that course. I Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Everybody is.
would rather have articles from France
which would benefit the mass of the people: Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Yes, I be
I would prefer it if France could give us lieve se. We are not in a worse posi-
articles which would be used by the labour- tien than any other country, but at the
ing classes, but it was impossible for them saine time it is net fair that we should
to give us anything of the kind. They have be limited in this way while if we make a
given us the wines of their country, and I treaty with another country we are ebliged
believe that will be a benefit to us and to te give them the benefit of it while we are
the wine producers of Canada. It will show limited te the articles contained in the
theni the qualities of wine which are scheduhe before us. Apart from that, I be-
popular. It will give our people a taste for hieve that the treaty is a great deal in our
light wines and will have the effect favour. Take lumber, for instance. In our
of changing the people's tastes and instead Maritime Provinces if we get $1 a thousand
of using strong alcoholic drinks they more for lumber, it is certainly se much
will take light wines. It is the case in more profit te our people and lunbering is
France, Italy and other wine producing an industry net confined te the lower
countries. I have travelled through those provinces-the like may he said of staves.
countries for months and have never seen a Last year, France put on a heavy taritl and
drunken man. I never knew what water made a minimum tarif about as bigh as their
was in travelling through those countries for highest tarif hnd been, and yet they have
months and months ; I would never touch the privilege of raising their tarifi; both
the water. I used what every one else used minimum and maximum, if they thin
li-ght wines. I believe if we had those proper; but I think that netwithstanding
wines in this country it would be a benefit the high tarif, we have the benefit of the
to every class of the community. Up to the minimum tarif, and when we could expert
present time only the wealthy could afford te France last year, or the year previeus,
to drink them; now they will be within the under the very high tarif, what wiil we net
reach of all classes, and in the end it will be able to do when we cere under the mini-
benefit the wine growers themselves, muni tariff We sent last year $134,000
and reduce drunkenness and the crav- worth of lobsters; of deals and lumber,
ing for strong drinks. Notwithstanding $110,000c ; canned meats, $1,362, and dried
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apples, $1,400 worth, which, with other of
the 20 articles enumerated in article 3
amounted to $265,000. And now, when
we cone under the minimum tariff, J can-
not say how far that trade will be extended,
but it is quite sure to be increased. Canada
is one of the best apple growing countries in
the world. We can send apples to London
and compete with any other country, and
why cannot we do it in France under the
inducements now hold out to us? Under
this treaty apples and pears, dried or pressed,
are admitted, and last year we sent them,
under the high tariff, to the extent of $1,400
worth. Then we have lobsters. We know
what an inexhaustible quantity of lobsters
we have in the Maritime provinces if
properly cared for and not indiscrimin-
ately slaughtered or destroyed and the
limited market for them. But under this
treaty where is the country that can compete
with us? Not another country in the world.
We have that market entirely for ourselves
in the lobster business, and under this treaty
the demand for them will exceed our power
of production, although the fecundity of the
lobster is very great if properly cared for.
Then there is the condensed inilk. I do not
pretend to judge of that. No doubt we
will be able to send some.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Live eels.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not know
about eels. They may not be alive. I think
ry hon. f riend has an eel creek in Manitoba.
We do not know what productive power
they have up there and I would not be sur-
prised if my hon. friend would turn his
attention to that industry, and as it appears
they must be fresh water eels he may have
a large share of the business and he might
rnake more out of it than out of his farm.
Then there is the wood pulp. We manu-
facture pulp, and in that line have advan-
tages over other countries. I am surprised
that the Government allows the export of
our timber to the States to be made into
Pulp, while the States put a heavy duty on
our pulp. We are simply helping them to
supply their own market and England.
We will have a market for this in France
which the United States have not got, be-
cause I am informed that under their treaty
with France pulp is not free. If so we will
have a market not only in England where
We now compete with the United States,

but we will have France entirely to our-
selves, because we are the only country that
makes pulp to any extent. I think there-
fore we will have that market exclusively to
ourselves. We exported $134,000 worth of
lobsters to France last year under the maxi-
mum tariff, and if we can do that I cannot
venture to say to what extent the trade can
be increased under the minimum tariff pro-
posed under this treaty. We will take this
treaty with the hope of something better-
as an earnest of better things to come. We
are pledged to this treaty. If our pleni-
potentiaries have gone beyond their powers
in any way, which I am not prepared to
admit, we should not reject this treaty on
that account. Let us visit our agents in
some other way and not in consequence of
their acts, violate a treaty which is preg-
nant, I believe, as an entering wedge
with so much good in the future. Let
us act reasonably in this matter; let us
act towards France with honour and inte-
grity, feeling that though we may not have
got all that we inight have under this treaty,
we will take it in the belief that France
will act honourably and fairly in this mat-
ter. If we show thein that tney have not
opened up sufficient intercourse, or that the
treaty is not fair and equitable, they will
see the benefit of the trade and extend it.
Should they fail to meet us in that spirit,
we can then with honour and dignity retire
from it and feel at the same time that we
have not lost the honour which a Canadian
ought to have.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-I feel that this
treaty is in the right direction and I am
not one of those who would feel disposed to
throw suspicion, or a feeling of doubt, on
our plenipotentiary, Sir Charles Tupper.
We all know that Sir Charles Tupper is one
of the first of our statesmen, that he is a
patriot and loves his country. He is not
one of those who would be a party to a
treaty that would do injustice to his country.
That very fact alone carries such weight
with me that I feel it should carry also con-
viction to the heart of every member of this
House. He had the assistance of another
statesman, a man who also loves Canada and
spent some of the best of bis days in this
country, a man whom you all know and
whom Britain trusts as her worthy repre-
sentative in France, Lord Dufferin. These
two gentlemen no doubt consulted with each
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other, and in the depth of their wisdom con-
cluded a treaty with France as satisfactory
to them as they could obtain, and those
who have studied the trade of this country
will be satisfied that the treaty is one of
great importance to us. I have heard no
argument against this treaty that would
convince me that my opinion is wrong ; on
the contrary, not only are we obtaining
great advantage from it, but we are giving
very little in my opinion in return. We
know that the people of this country trade
with France. They purchase wine and
the several articles mentioned in this treaty,
and heretofore they have had no particular
advantage. Now matters will be changed.
We will have the benefit of sending to
France under this treaty goods that we pro-
duce extensively in this country, the trade in
which will be very profitable to our citizens.
I have no doubt we will have a large trade
with France, because she is not the country
she was ten years ago. She is one of the
most prosperous and progressive nations in
the world to-day. She is spreading ber power
and her trade and her influence through
the colonies and in a very short
time it will be a proud position that we will
hold when we have an opportunity of trad-
ing with France on the advantageous terms
oflered in this treaty. Some honourable
gentlemen seem to think that we should not
accept this treaty because we manufacture a
small quantity of native wine. Well, I am
in favour of everything that is profitable
and beneficial to our country. I believe we
should manufacture wine if we can, but I
believe also it is better we should allow cer-
tain things to remain in abeyance than to
attempt to do that which is impossible. I
hold that it is an impossibility to make this
a wine producing country. Our grapes in this
country are not of the right nature for pro-
ducing wine. A grape to produce wine
abundantly, and of such a nature as to have
a native alcohol in it to enable it to be ship-
ped to foreign countries, must be largely
filled with grape sugar. Grape sugar is
the basis of brandy and all other spirit
is made from sugar, but especially
brandy. Hence it is that brandy is
the most pleasing spirit of any to those
who use it. We also know that in
consequence of France producing this rich
grape, full of sugar, she produces a rieh
wine that developes alcohol by fermentation.
It produces alcohol in the native wine that

sustains it and keeps it from being unfit for
storage. In consequence of that, the longer
you keep French wines in stores and in cel-
lars, the more valuable they become and
hence it is that the world prefers French
wine. It has been said by an hon. gentle-
man that France imports more wine than
she exports. I have not examined the
official returns of France, but I would infer
from that statement that France being a
vast country should naturally use other wine
than her own. She uses the light Moselle
wines of the Rhine ; these she must ii-
port, and consequently they appear in her
importations. She would also import the
rich sherries of Spain, the Montelardo,
and import from Portugal the rich port wine,
and these would swell the volume of the
importations of France, but at the same time
we know that France grows a larger quan-
tity of wine than she is producing at present.
It is only because she has not an extensive
market that she does not supply the world
with wine. But, hon. gentlemen, we have a
treaty before us here, and the trade vith
France is, I suppose, the most important
thing to us. I find that we can send then
canned meats. Why cannot we manufacture
canned meats as well as other people ? We
know that in the United States it is a great
industry, and they supply Europe with can-
ned meats. Why should not we also have
the privilege of sending condensed milk? We
inight as well send milk as send butter or
cheese. We also can send fish preserved in
their natural form. I presume these are the
small tish known as sardines, put up in the
lower provinces. It is a very extensive
industry: I do not know how much can be
realized by putting up sardines in the Bay
of Fundy. Then we all know that the cann-
ing of lobsters is an industry which can be
carried on to any extent in this country. 1
do not know of any country that has the
fishing privileges and advantages that
Canada has for lobsters.

Hon. Mr. POWER-You have to send
them in their natural form.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, that is not the
meaning.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-Then besides lobsters
there is the item of crayfish preserved in
their natural form. We can also send theim
apples. We know what a trade the United
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States do in apples. We know they send
them green to foreign countries ; we also
know they preserve them and dry them in
vast quantities. Why should we not do so?
Then there are fruits preserved ; building
timiber in rough or sawn. Everybody knows
that we can send building timber and timber
of every kind as no other country can. The
only trouble is that we have not had a market
in the past. Here is an offer given to us of
a new market. Are we not to take advan-
tage of it and get an extended footing in
that country ? I think it is our duty to do
so, and I think we will do so. As to staves,
everybody knows that we can send staves in
ship loads and we have any number of ash
trees in this country. Al we require is to
manufacture them into staves and ship them.
That is a most excellent industry and there
is no reason why we should not extend it.
Wood paving: every member of the Senate
knows that our wood paving and our cedar
blocks are the finest in the world, and there
is no limit at all to the quantity we can send.
Then there is wood pulp; surely we can sup-
ply that and it ought to be considered a great
advantage to have a new market for it. Then
there is extract of chestnut and other tan-
ning extracts. We know that we have thou-
sands and thousands of acres of wood pro-
ducing that, and a vast industry can be made
of it. So it is with every item on that list.
And it is one of the greatest offers that we
have had in the 25 years that I have been
here. For the last few years we have been
talking about our extreme desire, but some-
how we never came to arrange it before, to
open a trade with France. It has been
often discussed and anxioûsly put forward
in this House, but until Sir Charles Tupper,
our representative, developed it in the shape
of a treaty, we never had an opportunity of
opening up this new and vast trade. An-
other argument used against this treaty is
that it would take the burden of taxation
off the rich and place it on the poor. I pity
the country governed by men who argue in
that way. The poor to-day have to pay
some 900 per cent duty on whisky, whereas
they never can taste champagne, because it
is above their ability to pay for it. But
now they will get an opportunity to substi-
tute wholesome wine of its own natural
Strength-not with alcohol infused into it.
We have heard from gentlemen who speak
on behalf of 'other wine-growers, that they
cannot make their wines unless we permit

them to put alcohol into them. Now, if
they can only make wine by infusing
alcohol into it, surely it is our duty to see
that the people of this country are not
poisoned by drinking alcohol in that form.
If we can produce a wine with native
alcohol, I have no objection to it. Before
concluding my remarks, I wish to rebut
another statement which an hon. gentleman
made. He said that he assumed that
Frenen wines were fortified with alcohol.
Now J deny that. It is true there is a
native alcohol in them, but it is more the
nature of brandy than alcohol, because
brandy, you are aware, is spirit distilled
from wine, and consequently it is a very
different spirit from the alcohol made on
this continent out of raw grain, and hence
poisonous, because it is not made in a way
to be wholesome. I regret that such false
statements are made-statements that cer-
tainly will not bear the examination of
experts, and sent abroad f rom this Chamber
against the wines of France. I believe that
the wines of France are made from the
native grape, which is full of sugar, pro-
ducing alcohol simply by fermentation, not
by infusion.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Does it produce
20 per cent.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-T do not think the
hon. gentleman knows what he is talking
about. Will the hon. gentleman tell me
whether it is 26 per cent of alcohol or 26
per cent of proof spirit ? The degree of
alcohol is simply 26 per cent of proof spirit.;
that is only about 13 or less than 13 per
cent of alcohol. So that you will see
at once the native champagne of the
champagne country, and the light wines of
France, such as Hock and Sauterne, do
not possess so much alcohol as that, but
whatever is in them is native and whole-
some. Therefore I vote for this treaty, be-
lieving it is one of the greatest opportuni-
ties given to the people of ths country to
extend their trade, instead of being restric-
ted, as they have been in the past, with
chain cables across our harbours preventing
trade with other countries.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-This subject
has been so fully treated by the leader of
the House, and by subsequent speakers that
no further speech is particularly required,
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and I shall not presume to occupy the time
of the House with anything in the nature of
a speech, but it appears to me that the sub-
ject lias been treated by some speakers in
such a way as to darken wisdom through
much speaking. The simplicity of the bill
has been objected to by the hon. gentleman
whose motion we have now before us for
consideration. I find myself in accord with
him to this extent, that he substantially, in
his motion, does not find fault with the
treaty nor with what it contains, but objects
more decidedly to its extent, expecting and
claiming that something on a wider and
larger scale should be aimed at and obtained.
If you apply to this subject the ordinary
rule of common sense, it will occur to every
man that to reject this treaty on the ground
that it is insufficient in extent would be a
very false position for this country to as-
sume. We would put ourselves very much
in the position of a mercantile man who
desired particularly to open business rela-
tions with a powerful neighbour. If he
went to that man and by dint of
pertinacity and assiduity iii business
obtained from him an order for a specific
quantity of goods, what would you think
of his discretion if he should " con-
sidering the size of your establishment, sir,
the order you have given me is entirely in-
sufficient and I will either not accept it or I
will reject it unless you double or treble it
right off?" I would say that his perspica-
city and his business judgment were of the
lowest order. If he were a wise man he
would say " this is the opening, this is the
entrance of the wedge, we will accept this
and prove it to be a working arrangement,
and then we can extend it." The treaty, as
it is submitted to this House, is extremely
simple. We have had the most affecting
language used as to committing ourselves to
this most-favoured nation clause, when all
that is involved in it is simply this, that if
it does not suit us we can nullify the whole
thing on giving twelve months' notice. I
do not like the favoured nation clause, but
it takes two to make a bargain, and if I
cannot get all I want I take all I can get
and do my best to extend it. Now this
favoured nation clause cannot hurt us.
There are at present no favoured nation en-
tanglements which this clause will stand in
the way of, and if they should arise in the
future we can terminate the whole favoured
nation clause on twelve months, and how

can we possibly suffer? The objection
which our Government and which we all
had to this favoured nation clause, and the
rëason, which no doubt was correct, for our
Government urging the plenipotentiary
against the acceptance of this particular
clause, was this, that we had been assiduously
denouncing the most-favoured nation clause
because we found it, in the case of the
mother country, an obstacle in the way
of having closer relations with her.
We have been in our commu:1ications with
the mother country denouncing the favoured
clause, and urging upon her to abolish it in
the case of Germany and other European
nations, and how could we in common sense
commence our treaty-making relations with
others by accepting it ourselves. No doubt
the position was hard, but for my part I
would say that that is not the slightest ob-
stacle at all. It may be advantageous, or it
may be the contrary. If it prove to be the
contrary we can stop it. Now, with refer-
ence to the remarks of the lion. gentleman
of the Opposition in his introductory speech,
nothing struck me more than is falsity-i
have not the slightest intention of imputing
falsity of motive, but I say there was an air
zf unreality running through the whole of
his argument, for a considerable portion of
the time he was speaking, he might as well
have been arguing for the treaty as against
it. One extraordinary perversion of the
position which ran through the speeches of
the hon. member from Ottawa and the hon.
member from Marquette was a contrast be-
tween the articles which we admitted from
France and the articles which France admit-
ted from Canada. One expression which
fell from the hon. member from Marquette
struck me as amusing. He said there was
only one article on the French side against
20 on the Canadian side, as if we were going
to make a present of 10 articles in exchange
for one, forgetting entirely that the admis-
sion of French wines is the purchase money
which we pay to the French nation for the
admission of 20 articles of ours.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-That was m1Y
statement.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-It seemed to
me most amusing that that should be per-
mitted for one moment to enter into the
argument of these hon. gentlemen. I had not
previously attributed to the hon. member
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from Ottawa the faculty of an expert in
wines and liquor more especially of the
finer description, but I must concede
that to him now. His argument on that
point was so strong that I registered an
inward resolution that I would be very
chary about drinking French wine. If the
influence of the hon. member from Ottawa
goes to the extent of deterring any con-
siderable part of the population of Canada
from the consumption of French wine, who
is going to sufferi Not ourselves but the
French. They will find that they have got
the worst of the bargain, that the importa-
tion of French wine into Canada is going to
diminish, and let us hope that the exporta-
tion of Canadian products will not share
that fate. But there was another point in
which one would suppose that the hon.
member from Ottawa was confident that the
process of the exchange of products under
this treaty was to be one of barter, that we
were to send lumber, fish, canned meats and
so on, and take payment in wine. That is
not the process. Each man will ship, and
will get payment in good hard cash, and if
we do not take the wine so much the worse
for France. Now, a gentleman with a good
faculty for collecting statistics can prove
anything. The hon. leader of the Opposi-
tion stated that only $264,000 of all Cana-
dian products entered France in a certain
year; the hon. member from Marquette
showed that $400,000 of lumber alone ap-
peared in the imports of France. He ex-
plained that by stating that that valuation
included freiglit and duty. How can it be
possible ? I maintain that by statistics you
can prove anything. All that you can hope
to gather from statistics, unless you read
them with the care and with the hesitancy
of a business man, is to get an approxima-
tion to the truth, and if you choose to -bear
them out to the last fraction, and more
especially deal with them in a partizan
spirit, you can prove anything.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Do you refer to
Canadian statistics ?

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-No, I was
referring to the quotation made by the hon.
Imember from Ottawa from Canadian stat-
istics, and the quotation made by the hon.
Inember from Marquette from French
statistics-$264,000 as against $400,000.

50

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-My average of
$400,000 was the average for seven years
prior to the adoption of the maximum and
minimum tariff.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-That does not
affect the argument.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Yes, the figures
that were quoted by the hon. member from
Ottawa were the figures of 1893 after the
maximum and minimum tariff.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-But it is
reasonable to suppose they would not leap in
such an extraordinary way as that.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Yes, because the
quotation he was making was under the
maximum tariff and mine was before the
maximum and minimum was established.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-That is not the point
I wa nted to make. I wanted to know whether
the statistics were from France or Canada-
because there is a vast difference.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-The hon. gen-
tleman from Ottawa quoted Canadian statis-
tics and the hon. gentleman from Marquette
quoted French statistics.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Our exports of lumber
to France are reduced by more than one-half
according to the statistics of France, which are
acknowledged by Sir Charles Tupper as being
most accurate.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-There was a
suggestion made by the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa which I think was scarcely fair.
To judge by what he said one would suppose
that this treaty had been made for the
benefit of champagne drinkers in this
country to obtain a rebate of duty for their
own benefit, and that they were willing to
sacrifice the interest of the country for that
purpose. Now I venture to think that the
Government have not had representations
from drinkers of champagne or fine French
wines to that effect, and I, for my part, de-
clare that such a motive, if it entered into
the question at all, was beneath the con-
tempt of any Government. The fact is that
the entrance of French wine is the price
which the French Government demand for
the concession they are making, and they
have a right of fixing their price as every
seller has.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They have been from Ottawa showed how simple it would ho
demanding that for ten years. to say, now we do not want your treaty. To

my mind for a srnall comrnunity, compara-
Hon. Mr. DEVER---Was it to get cheap tively speaking-a sinall power if you choose

champagne Sir Charles Tupper and Lord to eau it so-such as Canada, to apply to
Dufferin made the treaty? the Government of one of the greatest pow-

ers in the world for a treaty, to carry it on
Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND -The member to the last point and then to say we do nt

for Marquette went a little further than want it, would be an intolerable insult and
that and suggested that whatever advant- a piece of impertinence. While, on the other
ages would follow to Canada from this treaty hand, there is in the treaty itself a clause
might accrue to the Maritime provinces and which would make it easy for us to say at the
to the province of Quebec, but none of it end of any period we chose to elect, this busi-
could go to the province of Ontario. Now ness does not suit us for reasons which we
I deprecate in advance the creation,in such will state to you if you want to know then,
a question, of sectional interest at all, and and we wish to terminate it. In the one case
I maintain that the attempt is not only a it would be an insuit of the first magnitude
wrong one and should be frowned down, but which would for ever, so long as the memory
in this particular instance it is not justified of it lasted, put an end to any attempt to
by fact. I look over the list of articles of get a treaty of auy kind. 1 cannot conceive
Canadian origin which are to go into France, of any process whereby a treaty with Franco
and I should say that quite a number of could ho more effectually put an end to, not
them are just as likely-in fact more likely, only for the present tire but for ah the
to come fron the province of Ontario than time of this generation at least, than to re-
anywhere else. I will quote for example ject this treaty. I know perfoctly well that
condensed milk, apples, staves; I happen to when this troaty came out there was a
know that nearly all the staves which are natural amount of doubt about it, and ex-
used in the Maritime provinces and in the pressions were used in the buse of Com-
province of Quebec at this moment core mons which, I dare say, were far f rom wise.
from Ontario, and I cannot see why furni- The treaty bears on the face of it objections
ture should not also. I know that nearly which are patent to everybody, but I am
all the furniture which is imported and used glad that our Government has core to tho
in Montreal and in the province of Quebec decision to ratify it provided they eau carry
is manufactured in the province of Ontario. with them the assent of this hou.House. They
I submit the suggestion with deference-be- would have stultified themselves and com-
cause a man may go wrong in even saying mitted a fault of diploacy which 1 should
things that he imagines to be perfectly true have considered fatal, if they had taken any
-judging by what I know of business mat- other stop. We heard to-night that the
ters, I should say a very large share indeed French Canadians in our deliberative bodies
of the advantages of this treaty is likely to were uuited ou this question. I ar not
go to the province of Ontario, and if it did surprised at it. Through the maguanimity
not, I hold that the province of Ontario has of the mother country, one of the Most
no legitimate right to ol)ject if it is for the magnanimous towards its colonies that the
general interest of the Dominion. I was world hm ever seen, we have been carried
struck particularly by one of the arguments to the door of a successful outrance into the
advanced by the hon. leader of the House-it markets of France, one of the great nations
was that part relative to the weighing of the of the world which I for one respect, and
purchase money on either side of this bargain. why should not the French Canadians wish
He said we had purchased admission to the to carry it to a termination ? 1 thiuk this
markets of forty millions of people who had buse will do wisely to ratify the treatY
only got in return the markets of five mil- which is uow before us.
lions. It is impossible tot overetate the im-
portanceofthatargument. If thateiso, wuhave Hon. Mr. POWEl- do not wish te
the gravest possible doubt, whatever action iake a speech, but I wish to ask a question
this honourable House may takeg whether for information. We are told that certain
the French Goverumont will ho prepared to gentlemen who are familiar with the lumber
ratify this treaty or not. The ion. member interests are present in th Senate, ad as
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those gentlemen do not often favour us, it Charles Tupper, did more than lie was
has occurred to me, as they have come for authorized to do. As regards the temper-
the special purpose of taking part in the de- ance aspect of the question, the wine-growers'
bate, that we ought to hear f rom them. interest and the sentimental aspect of the

We should not have the question put until question, these have been disposed of %y
we have heard from them. the hon. gentlemen who have preceded me.

I will simply add to what has fallen
Hon. Mr. BURNS-As this is a challenge from the lips of some hon. gentlemen my

to me, I am not one of those to refuse to statement as to the effect of the consumption
take it up. Whether or not I came here of wine, 1 do not speak from the experience
for the purpose of speaking on the subject of a drinker of wine so much as J do from
is a question which I do not consider that J having observed the character of the people
am bound to enter into. living in wine-producingcountries. JnFrance

where wine is to the people a beverage as

Hon. Mr. POWER-My remark was not natural almost as water and milk are to the
directed exclusively to the hon. gentleman. people of this country, it is very rarely that
There is another member of this Senate who a drunken person can be seen. I have
is connected with the lumber interest who travelled through France many imes, and J
is also present. can say that neer once in alethe journeys

that J have made through that country,
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-We thought the have J seen one person under the influence

reference to one was improper: there are of drink. The vin ordinaire, or other
two now. wines, are placed on the table for every

guest in the restaurants, hotels and
Hon. Mr. BURNS-J said J was not one private bouses, as a matter of course.

of those who was composed of such naterial p think that is one of the best proofs
that t would decline to accept a challenge, that could be adduced that the drink-
and J was going on to say that whether I ing of wine or placing it within the
,came here or not for the purpose of taking reach of the masses of people does not lead
any part in this debate is a subject which I to anything that might be called drunken-
do not feel caled upon to enter into. J came ness. With regard to the interest that the
here to dischar e what I presume we have wine-growers of Canada have in this ques-
all come to, discharge- a public duty. tion J will only say this-they have an in-
That is what we are here for. The lumber terest the same as those who are engaged in
trade has been referred to in a particular ail other industries of the country. That
thanner, and as J happen to have some interest, of course, is entitled to every con-
practical experience in that business, per- sideration and to every proper treatment,
haps it would not be amiss in me to take but this question must be viewed, and I arn
Up the tinie of the buse for a few moments glad to, see it is being viewed, f rom the
in order that J may state the bearing the standpoint of the general interest of Canada,
aperation of such a treaty as is now pro- and not from the standpoint of any particu-
posed would have upon that interest. I lar section of the country. If we were to
will not atempt to deal with the question view questions from a sectional standpoint,
too much, if to any greater extent than to we would be found arrayed against each
present my views in relation to it in what 1 other on almost every question affecting the
night be justifled in saying in a practical financial interests of Canada that might

way, but before doing so let me say this, cone before us. If we were to view the
that the opposition to the treaty, so, far question from. that standpoint, the Maritime
as I have been able to ascertain from g the provinces might say with great force, and
observations I have heard, have cone first certainly with great truth, that they as a
from those who view the question froin a body have discharged their duty to the oun-
temperance standpoint. Next from those try generally by accepting a policy which, as
Who view it f rom the standpoint of the wine- is maintained by very many, contributes
growers' interest in Canada, and next from more to the interests of the western sections
those who view it from a sentimental stand- of Canada than it does to the interests of

point, and also from those who view it f rom the eastern sections of Canada; yet because
the sandpoint tIa± our plenipotentiary, Sir we believe that the interests of Canada as a
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whole are benefited by that policy we give more than one hon. gentleman make that
it our support. With regard to the interests statement, but 1 have failed to hear any
in cultivating the vines and the making of proof adduced of the fact.
wine, I ask them to consider whether the
capital invested in that industry is as much Hon. Mr. POWER-Did the hon. gentle-
or nearly as much as that invested in the
industries which will be benefited by the ? ha
operation of this treaty should it go into Hon. Mr. BURNS-No, the hon. gentle-
force. I have not looked into the statistics, man did not put wool in his ear. He heard
but I venture to make this statement, that everything that was said, but he failed to
there is double the capital invested in the!i ather from it that meaning which the hon.
lumber industry in Canada than there is in gentleman seems to have got from it.
the wine industry, and surely that interest
is entitled to receive consideration, not only Hon. Mr BOULTON-I find the follow-
because it is a very large and important in- ing cable to Sir Charles Tupper in the
dustry itself, but because the carrying on of Sessional Papers:
that industrybenefitseverysectionof Canada, R, French riegotiations: Government cannot
It is well known that in producing lumber accept conditions regarding steamship subvention
the main cost of the operation is in the and reduction dnty on French books, but agree to

labor. -e o no hae t iniortrawma-nost-favoured nation treatuient so far as articles
labour. W'e do not have to port raw ma-agree to
terial at all. We have it standing in our other conditions in return for minimum tarif on
forests. It takes labour to convert it into a articles naned as regards France and St. Pierre
marketable article. In the production of that mmd Miquelon this suhject to your view as to
lumber, in the province of Quebec mainly, ett on proposed Spanish negotiations.
as distinguished from Ontario, in New Bruns- Hon. Mr. BUlNS-J still fail to be
wick and in Nova Scotia a very large num- convinced. The objections set forth in that
ber of people are engaged. They are con- lespatch, so far as 1 can gather f rom hearing
sumers of what Western Canada produces. it read, are to the incorporation of some-
They have cheerfully borne, in the discharge thing relative to books and fast steamers. 1
of what they believe to be their duty, heavy do not think that he or any one can find any
imposts upon that industry for the special allusion to those subjects in the treaty be-
benefit of Western Canada. Take the arti- fore the buse. I take issue with those
cle of pork, which enters very largely into who say that Sir Charles Tupper exceeded
the cost of producing lumber, and what do his duty. I at ail events believe that Sir
we find ? That it is taxed to the extent of Charles Tupper kept strictly within the une
something like $3 per barrel, and as it is with of his duty; I believe that Sir Charles
pork so it is with flour. Instead of our pork Tupper, who has been so well eulogized by
and flour coming from New England ports an hon. gentleman opposite, discharged his
we get it from Ontario, and so I might duty not only well but wisely. I am one
enumerate article after article which Ont- of those who believe that Sir Charles
ario supplies in order that this lumber may Tupper, with the courage of his convictions-
be produced. I am not speaking now of this that he always has, and with the ability that
impost with any hostile ideas regarding it, he is well known to possess, was able to get
but simply to point to the western gentle- for Canada this treaty on a good, sound,
men who oppose this because of the wine- business basis. I believe Sir Charles Tupper
growing interest, that it is to their direct kept the Government of Canada informed as
interest that this lumber industry should be to the progress of the negotiations, and that
fostered. The larger the market is the larger with the exception of what 1 believe was
will be the market for western producers in the last article decided on, full authority
the eastern market. As regards the next was given Sir Charles Tupper to conclude
objection, the sentimental one, it is hardly that treaty. The last section reads:
worth while taking up the time of the House Any commercial advantage granted by Canada.
in dealing with it, and I will come to the to any other power, especially in tarif matters,
last objection, that is that Sir Charles Tup- shah be enjoyed by France, Algeria and the French
per, our representative did what he had no Colonies.
authority to do-in other words, that he That article was agreed to, as I under-
had exceeded bis authorîty. I have heard stand, because it was considered the usual
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and proper article in connection with the by others before me. Taking up the articles
negotiation of a treaty. The objection to. in the order in which they are named, we
that article, so far as I can understand, has find first on the list canned meat. Is it not
arisen from the fact that many hon. gentle- in the direct interest of Ontario that she
inen were under the impression that under should have a larger and freer market open
its operation the idea of a preferential trade to her for that great product of bers, more
with Great Britain would be a great impossi- especially as it is feared that the restrictions
bility, that we would be unable to make'biiit~~~~~~~~,~ thtw ol eual omk hich have been placed on the introduction
with Great Britain or the colonies of the of our cattie into Great Britain may be con-
Empire anything in the nature of a preferen- tinued and that it may become necessary that
tial trade arrangement. Exception was our meats should be exported in a diflerent
taken to that article at the time the treaty shape from that in which they have heen
was made, and it was only after considera- heretofore? The United States, as is well
tion, and after information too, that it was known, do an immense trade in canned meat.
held that the operation of this article would I take it that it is in the interest of Canada
lot preclude the making of any trade ar- that she should enter mb that industry and
rangement with Great Britain or between instead of sending ber cattle abroad, tbereby
Great Britain and any of her colonies, for losing the benefit of their bides and other
the reason tiat Great Britain or any of the products incident, that those cattie should
colonies of the Empire could not be con- be kept in the country and the meat exported
sidered by any ineans as a third power in in a different forin. Condensed milk is a
their relations with the rest of the world. product of Nova Scotia as well as of Ontario.
The very best proof that I can bring forward 1 will not tire the House by going tbrougb
to this House to show that Sir Charles! the full list, but will take up the two nost
Tupper did not exceed his powers, is by important items, that is lumber and fish.
Pointing out the bare fact that we are here Witb respect to the tirst and most important
to night discussing the treaty, not one word of these, lumber, let me deal witb the remark
or line of which has been altered from tbe that notwitstanding tbat 'lumber prior to
time of making it up to the present day. If 1892 vas admitted on equal terns with the
Sir Charles Tupper had not authority to lumber imported into France from otber
negotiate that treaty, why was it not re- countries, Russia, Norway and Sweden,
Pudiated by the Governinent of which he we did not build up a trade to
was the ac.credited ambassador-why is it!any very considerable extent. Let me
the Government did not seek to alter the explain; it is only witbin tbe last ten
terms of that treaty-why is it, in point of years that attention bas been given, to
fact, that we are here to-night'discussing it? any great extent, to finding a market for our
We are discussing it because Sir Charles lumber in France. The fact is that the
Tupper had full power and authority, as bas Norwegians, Swedes and Russians have
been proved by the fact of the Government monopolized that market. Tbey have pro-
having accepted and brought before duced lumber of certain sizes and manufac
Parliament the treaty that be was tured it in a certain way to suit that market.
istrumental in making with France. ItOur people were content, until a short time

is very fortunate that we had a man ago, to continue in the old rut and send the
Of Sir Charles Tupper's capacity and lumber to. one or two markets, the United
energy in France. It is well, too, that Can- States and Britain, in otber words, putting
ada has been able, through the instrumen- ail their eggs in one basket, but witbin 10
tality of Lord Dufferin and Sir CharlesIyears the attention of those engaged in the
Tupper, to make this treaty with France, the trade bas been turned to the French
first that Canada bas ever made-a treaty market; as a matter of fact, tbey were
which, using the words of the bon. Senator forced to it, inasmucb as during the
from Montreal, may be considered as an lon period of depresion in the United
entering wedge and which will enable us later Kingdom the markets for their lumber
On to make treaties with other countries. becane very bad, and more especially
With regard to the effect which this treaty for certain sizes. I am speaking-and
will have upon the business interests of Can- those engaged in the trade will understand
ada, let me say a few words. In doing so I me-more especially of the very large per-

n1, the risk of repeating wbat bas been said centage of certain sizes of spruce put on the
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English market, the prices of which went of the treaty were, and having received the
down to a very low figure. Now, those impression that that treaty would be rati-
were the sizes that the French market re- fied, I went to France and visited the diff-
quired and which they readily absorbed, and, erent purchasing centres of that country
therefore, the attention of the lumber trade'around the coast. Without wishing to treat
was turned to France as a market for that. the House to any business experience of
Agents, bookers and manufacturers went mine-J ar simply stating it as a matter of
over there, and the consequence was a trade information-let me say this, that in going
sprang up and continued to grow until this among the French buyers and asking thenl
maximum impost of 1892 had to be contended to buy a cargo, or haif a dozen cargoes, 1,
against. Under that maximum duty, which was met with this statement: "Yes, if your
meant about 7 francs per thousand superficial prices suit and if you will guarantee
feet extra, we were denied the French mar-that the treaty with this country will
ket, so that just at the time when the trade be ratified by Canada we wiIl purcha e; if
was growing, this impost was levied and as ot we will not." I have before me now
a consequence, we had to withdraw our sel- my contuct book, which contains the sum-
ers from France. The Norwegians, 8wedes! mary of severa contracts whih J made in
and Russians had a complete rionopoly of France, with that provision giving the pur-
the market. chaser the right or the option to cancel the

contract in the event of the non-ratification
Hon. Mr. BOULTON-They always had. of the treaty by the Canadian Parliament,

and it will be fgund that on those contracts
Ho n. Mr. ANGERS-They had the mini- the word rcanceled ' has been written. wI

mub tarift plain unvarnished language and putting it
into figures J, as one of the trade sold about

Hon. Mr. BURNS-They ad iot always; $70,000 worth of stuf, the contracts for
we were on equal ter s wit l them up til whi h ad to be cancelled because this
1892, but because as J have said the atten- treaty was not ratified. That, c think, is
tion of the manufactuters of Canada was not putting the thing in the plainest possible
directed to the French mnarket, and because ýway to hon. gentlemen, in a way that wil
they had a market for their stuaf in England, appeal to the undersa y anding of everbody.
the Norwegians and the Russians had the That was the practical resut of the non-
French market to themselves. But when ratification of the French treaty last year.
we discovered there was a larne market in This year the company with which n an
France for just the kind of stuifi that we connected ba e been unable to seol one single
produce, and for the sizes hich we found it cargo to France, and the experience of alrost
extremely difficuit, if not impossible at times everybody else in tlme trade, J arn sure, i
to sel in England, then we went to France the sade. there ay be, under exceptional
to sell them, and as J have said, a trade circumstances, some cargoe sold, but as 
sprung up and was growingC until we were general thing tie lumber trade with France
met with an extra i ipost equal to $125 per has been at a complete standstill owing to
thousand superficial feet on our lumber. the non-ratification of this treaty. With re-
That was practically prohibitory, and we gard then to the next item, the important
lost the French market and have been out item of fish the United States and ear.
of it to this day. This $1.25 of an extra have been sending New Brunswick and
impost on Canadian lumber did not mean Nova Scotia canned lobsters into France as
$1.25 a thousand profit to the exporter by the production of the United States, because
any means, because I know enough of the New Brunswick and Nova Scotiawere unable
trade to understand that $1.25 a thousand to get them in on simpler terms. The prac
on lumber would be considered a very large tice grew up of those engaged in canning
profit. But it mieant this in the trade, lobsters to export them to the United States
that thy were excluded fron the market. unpainted and unlabelled. They were take-
I could furnish to the House practical in hand there and painted and labelled a
proof of what J have said. I remained in the product of the United States and sent
Ottawa up to some time in February in into France. The lobster industry, not 
1893, or until after the draft treaty came speak of our fishing industry generally
out. After ascertaining what the provisions which is enormous, is very important in the
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Maritime provinces, and it, too, gives em-
ployment to thousands of people who con-
sume what they import from the province
of Ontario. Now, I have tried to deal
with the question in a practical way. I
will just say this, that it is not, to use a
common expression, an import business
that we are after, it is an export business.
France has asked us to make concessions
on only two or three articles, wines and
soap of a certain make, fruits, nuts, almonds
and things of that kind. We are not bound
to buy these things f rom France, but France
offers us a market on terms of equality with
countries with whiçh we have to compete,
for our lumber, our fish, our fruit and other
things which form a very considerable por-
tion of the whole exports of Canada. I say,
hon. gentlemen, it is in the interest of
every section of Canada that that market
should be secured, that sectional consider-
ations or minor considerations of any
kind should not weigh, that we should by
the acceptance of this treaty open a door
which has been closed against us for some
time and which no doubt will continue to
be closed against us if we should refuse to
accept the offer that has been made to us,
which I regard as a fair and liberal offer
when considered from a standpoint of a
mercantile transaction.

Hon. Mr. READ-(Quinté)- If the
treaty is a bad one, our representatives
have made it and as such it is our duty I
think to carry it out, it being the first one,
and try and do better in the future if we
are not satisfied.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I wish to say a
few words in reply.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-When you pro-
pose an amendment you have no reply.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I did not propose to,
say anything, but I have not spoken on the
subject and as the hon. gentleman from
Shell River has been shut off on a point of
order, I may as well make a few remaarks in
his place. I do not propose to make a speech
on the subject, but I wish to call attention
to a very few points. It has been stated in
the most positive way that the plenipoten-
tiary, if we may so call him, who acted for
Canada, or the active plenipotentiary--there
Were two plenipotentiaries-did not ex-

ceed his instructions, that he did not go
beyond the powers given by the Government.
Now, hon. gentlemen, I have a great deal of
respect for the authority of the hon. gentle-
man who hasj ust resumed his seat (Mr. Burns),
but I think on a question of this sort I should
sooner take the authority of the member of
the Government who deputed the plenipo-
tentiary, than that of the hon. gentleman
who has been interviewing the plenipoten-
tiary quite recently. The remarks of the
Finance Minister in the House of Commons
on 13th March, 1893, will be found at page
2278of theCommons "Hansard" of last year:

On the other hand, as the treaty is signed, Can-
ada agrees to give France " most-favoured nation "
treatinent, not only on articles that are mentioned,
but on any articles of her tariff in which she gives
better terms to any other country. That was not
the intention of the Government, as will be seen by
a telegram which was sent to our commissioner in
January, in which it was expressly stated that we
agree to the " inost-favoured nation " treat-
ment so far only as articles namtied in the treaty are
concerned. Our cominissioner, either through
error or for reasons which lie explains in his cor-
respondence, signed the treaty with the clause in
it as I have read, giving " most-favoured nation"
treatment to France in all articles of our tariff.

I think that pretty effectually disposes of
the point taken by the hon. gentleman, that
the plenipotentiary had not exceeded his
powers. The despatches read by the hon.
gentleman from Shell River show that the
plenipotentiary had exceeded his powers,
and here we have one of the parties who
delegated that plenipotentiary stating in the
plainest words that lie had exceeded his
powers.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-They do not
say so now.

Hon. Mr. POWER-A change has come
over the spirit of their dreams since. That
matter was considered at some length in
another place, and I do not think it is well
to enter into a discussion of the reasons why
the Government changed their mind. I
have before me the speech of the Finance
Minister, made last year, and that speech,
as far as it goes, is rather a speech express-
ing dissatisfaction with the treaty and grave
doubt as to whether the Government would
ratify it in any case. Hon. gentlemen have
told us here that the country has been in
honour bound from the beginning to adopt
this treaty. We have to give up our judg-
ment. We are not to look at this treaty
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and consider it on its merits at ail. We Hon. Mr. ANGERS-He has asked them
are not to consider whether this treaty, and they have come.
which is alleged to have been made for the
benefit of Canada, is really for the benefit of Hon. Mr. POWER-The fact is we have
Canada or not. We are not allowed to con- to consider this treaty as a matter of bus-
sider that; we are told that f rom the mo- iness. It has been reserved for our appro-
ment our plenipotentiary put his hand to val. I do not say that if the benefits arising
that treaty Canada was bound in honour to f rom it exceeds the drawback, but if we
accept it. Now, hon. gentlemen, that is very think that the advantages which Canada is
fine and sounds very well. Of ten when a man to receive under this treaty are equal to the
is trying to "put up a job " on another be is drawbacks, that on the whole it is a fair
very likely to indulge in high flown senti- bargain, then we ought to approve of it.
ment. Good practical common sense is the Let us look at the treaty as a matter of
best thing to use in parliamentary transac- business. It admits, at a low rate of duty,
tions and in treaties, as well as elsewhere. in the first place, all wines, sparkling and
What do I find the Minister of Finance non-sparkling, castile soap, nuts, almonds,
saying in this saine speech? He made this prunes, plums, etc. The soap does not
explanation deliberately. He chose the oc- amount to very much, and the nuts, almonds,
casion hiniself to make the explanation with prunes and plums do not amount to very
respect to the French treaty. What did be much. The wine amounts to a very consider-
say about the ratification of the treaty ?i able item indeed. The loss of revenue on this
Did he say that Parliament was bound in alone was admitted by the Finance Minis-
honour to ratify it ? Not at all. ter, in a discussion a few days ago in an-

other place, to be about $150,000 a year.
Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-That is a year

ago.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-He has acquired
more experience snce.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The rules of honour
have not altered since last year. If this
country is in honour bound by the sign-
ature of its plenipotentiary this year, was it
not iii honour bound last year? There has
been no additional signature since. Know-
ing all that we know to-day, what did he
say :

The treaty is signed subject to the ratification
of the Canadian Parliament, and I make this full
and frank exposition of the treaty in order that
hon. gentlemen on both sides of the House may
look into it and consider it, for it requires a little
consideration to see just what the effect of the
treaty is in these different particulars. And cer-
tainly until we receive more satisfactory assur-
ances than we have as regards these items of which
I have spoken I shall not ask the House to ratify
the treaty.

The hon. gentleman does not see the
point. If we were bound by the signature
of the plenipotentiary, the Minister was
bound to ask the House to ratify it. He
says here that he would not ask them unless
there were satisfactory answers given to cer-
tain questions.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-He does not under-
stand the trade.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I lie bon. gentleman
thinks nobody understands the liquor trade
except himself, I should suppose that the
Finance Minister ought to know something as
to the duty which is paid on wine.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-lHe is a blue ribbon
man.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In the first place,
we have to remember that we lose $150,000
revenue.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-No, we use more
wime.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I prefer the author-
ity of the blue book to that of my hon. friend.
We receiv3 $150,000 now, and that revenue
is lost, and we have to make that revenue up
somewhere else, so that it is a considerable
price to pay for this treaty. Then there is the
unfairness in a protectionist country like
this of exposing our comparatively infant
wine-growing industry, which employs some
five or six thousand men, to the competition
of the product of the pauper labour of
Europe. That is a serious matter, and I do
not see why this industry is not entitled to
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the same consideration as other industries. the French commissioners, and in lis cor-
I heard the leader of the House and two or respondence with his principals, that unless
three other hon. gentlemen inquiring why there was a direct steam communication
the wine industry was not able to stand on between Canada and France these provi-
its own bottom, why the small specific duty sions would be almost useless; and except in
and the cost of freight were not sufficient to the case of lumber they would be. Ail the
protect it. I notice these gentlemen do not other articles if sent at ail would be sent by
talk that way when they talk about iron and steamer. We have the authority of the
other things. The extra freight and the mi- Canadian commissioner, which las been
port duty were not enough, and you must quoted time and aain, and bas been
put on 50 or 100 per cent duty; and I do quoted 1 think by thehon, gentleman from
nlot see why those unfortunate wine-growers Sheil River. Now we take up this list and
should be singled out for this harsh treat- look at it. I have bere the speech of the
Ment. The second article of the treaty is, to Minister of Finance made last year and I find
mny mind, the most objectionable one. I the same statement in the report made by
should not be disposed to vote against the the Minister of Commerce since that, wbich
treaty, I should not be disposed to vote for'is to be found in the blue book. I dnd the

t

thel Frnc comisines an nicr

amumeiint prposeu by the non. mem- o ren tarin Prtviuu Lo 01 uu uIe
ber fron Shell River were it not for this'present French tarifl-the minimum. The
second article : first article on this list is canned meats. I

Any commercial advantage granted hy Canada to i turn to the old French tarif and I find that
-Uy third power especially in tariff inatters shall the duty on canned meats under that old
he enjoyel fully by France, Algeria and the tarif was 8 francs a kilogramme. Now, we
French colonies. had that 01( tarif for some years. We had

That is a provision inserted in the treaty every opportunity to do business with
tithout the authority of the Canadian Gov- France in canned meats, and we did not

erninent or Parliament, and as far as I can send any canned meats to France. But the
Judge from the correspondence. without any hon. gentleman f rom Bathurst undertakes
niecessity whatever. There does not seem to tell us that under this new tariff we
to have been any urgent claim made by ought to send canned meats to France.
France for that concession, and I cannot That would leave the impression that the
understand why the concession appears new tariff was much more favourable than
there. It is calculated to do immense the old one. What is the duty under the
harm in case of negotiations for trade which minimum tariff? 15 francs. So that the
is much more important than that of France. duty now is nearly double what it was, and
Our export to France amounts to less than the hon. gentleman thinks that although
half a million a year, and that provision we could not send canned meats to France
nmight probably hinder us at some future under the old tariff, we can send them
time from succeeding in reciprocity negotia- under the new tariff which is twice as
tions with the United States. In 1891, high.
When our commissioners went to Washing-
ton, they found that the Washington au- Hon. Mr. BURNS-What is the maxi-
thorities insisted that the privileges which mun tariff
they were to get should not be extended to
other countries ; and this provision might Hon. Mr. POWER-20 francs I leave
hinder Canada at some day from making a the maximum tariff out of the questions
reciprocity treaty with a country with altogether. I take the tariff in operation
which she has a trade of 100 times that up to 1892, and I take our experience
which she has with France. Now, hon. under that, and compare it with the new
gentlemen, we come to the third article tariff. If we could not send canned meats
which speaks about articles of Canadian to France, with a duty of 8 francs, surely
origin which are imported directly from this we cannot send them with a duty of 15
cOuntry, accompanied by certificates of origin, francs. Hon. gentlemen are trying to
that they are to receive the advantage of create the impression that there will be an
the minimum tariff, and on this point I wish immense trade with France where there
tO make just one observation. The High bas not been and where there cannot be
Cominissioner stated in his negotiations with under this treaty. The next article is con-
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densed milk. Now, hon. gentlemen, we do
not make any pure condensed milk in
Canada.

Hon. Mr. POIRIER-We will start
some.

Hon. Mr. POWER-For the tremendous
quantity consumed in France we will start
a new business here. Now sugar is used in
making condensed milk in Canada, and this
treaty will not admit that kind of milk at
the minimum tariff. The minimum tariff is
1 franc less than the old tariff. Then fresh
water fish, eels-I do not think we sent a
great many eels to France under the old
tariff and the old tariff was exactly the same
as the minimum tariff we are to have under
the treaty, 5 francs. Then fish preserved in
their natural forin. There has been some
question as to what that means, but we will
suppose that that means canned fish. Well,

mense quantity in the future. No doubt
we shall send more than we have been
doing during the past two years. We
did send an average of $400,000 a year, and
under the new tariff I think we got down
to about $250,000, and there will probably
be an increase in the sale of lumber.
On wood pavement, the duty was 1 franc
and the present duty is 31 . Under the old
tariff staves were free and under the mini-
mum they will be 75 centimes. The extract of
chestnut and other tanning extracts, which
my hon. friend f rom St. John spoke about
and described as a probable source of in-
mense trade, were free under the old tariff
and under the new the duty is 3 francs a kilo-
gramme. Common paper was 11 under the
old tariff and is 10 under the new. I do
not think we are likely to send any of that.
There is a reduction in prepared skins. Boots
and shoes are just the same under the old as
under the new tariff. There is the saie

hon. gentlemen, under the tariff which pre- tarif ns before on furniture of comnion
vailed up to 1892, the duty which was paid wood. We (id not send any before, and we
on fish preserved in their natural formi was shaH not send any now. That is prettY
10 f rancs a kilogramme. Under the minimum near theendof thelist. Therearealsowoodand
tariff, which we are to have under this bene- sea-going ships-we used to send some, but,
ficient treaty, it is 25 francs a kilogramme. we will not nov because of the bounties
We did not send the fish in any quantity given by France to ships manufactured
under the old tariff; are we likely to send in that country, both sailing and construc
them when the tariff is 150 per cent more? tion bounties. Other ships will not be ued-
I am only a theorist ; I am not a business I an not a business man, but J think I cal
man, but it strikes me that this looks like read the English language, and 1 have
common sense and business. Then we come very moderate knowledge of figures, and
to lobsters and cray fish preserved in their think that, looking at the proposed new tarif
natural form. The old tariff is 10 francs per and the tarif under which we did a very
kilogramme and the new tariff 25 cents a snil business with France, we are nOt
kilogramme. I think we shall not ship many likely to do a large business under thie
more of lobsters. The excessive bounty treaty-not likely Vo do any business which
upon French caught and nanufactured fish will justify us in losing sisoooo revenue-
of all kinds is calculated to hinder any We are departing from the fiscal principlea
large export from Canada to France. which have governed this country silce
Apples and pears we did not send in 1879. I do not think there is anything VO
when they were free, and we shall not justify that, and I do not think there is ans-
send them in now when there is this duty on thing to justify us in flying in the face of the
them. Apples and pears dried, the old duty wine growers and the temperance people al
was 6 and the new minimum duty is 10. over the country. I ar not going to
Then other preserved fruit, the old duty was with the speeches made by other hon. gel-
8 and the new is 8. With reference to tlemen, but there is just one observation 1
building timber, rough or sawn, I have to should like to make with respect to a
defer to the experience of the hon. gentle- illustration presented by the lon. gentle-
man in that respect, but I cannot under- man from the Kennebec division. The hon.
stand exactly why it is that in the years gentleman said that Canada was like
preceding 1892-although we sent a con- small dealer who was trying to open 3"
siderable quantity of lumber there, we did account with a big concern, and the conclu
not send an immense quantity-I cannot sion the hon. gentleman wished us to draW
understand how we are sikely to send an im- in this case was that whether the prices aske
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by the big concern were reasonable or not, Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I desire to
whether the bargain offered to the small make a few remarks on the bil before it is
dealer was a fair and reasonable one or not, read the third ti me, and as it is getting
he was bound to accept it. That is the way pretty late the leader of the Senate might
I interpreted it. I say this is not a fair and aliow me to make a few remarks to-
equitable bargain, and I think that the morrow.
small dealer who went to the big dealer and
paid more for the articles he was getting Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentle-
than they were worth would be a long time man wilI have an opportunity of addressing
before he made money or became a big the buse when the bil is referred to a
dealer himself ; and if the hon. gentleman committee of the whole.
had ever been a small dealer-I do not
think he ever was-and began to do busi-. Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I can make my
ness in that way, he never would have got to remarks now. This bil bas been carried
where he is now. There is no use blinking almost by force in the other House and
the fact, I do not think there are half a here, and it will be denounced by force by
dozen hon. gentlemen in this House who be- 1 the people in the country before very long.
lieve that, as a matter of business, it is a The leader of the Government congratu-
good thing for Canada to ratify this treaty, lated us on having the great privilege of
and we know that the leader of the Govern- negotiating our own treaty, it is a great
ment in this House last year, who is not privilege no doubt. They say this is the
present now, who is probably consuming first, 1 differ as Vo that. We had the
French wines instead of being here advocat- Treaty of Washington; but supposing we
ing the French treaty, did not approve of geV the power of negotiating our own trea-
this arrangement. It was an open secret ties, and the treaty is violated, where is the
that the Government did not approve of the army or navy to enforce it? Before hon.
treaty ; and what are the mysterious means gentlemen Valk about the great benefits
which have been used to hypnotize or mes- to be derived from negotiating Our own
merize the Government I do not know, but treaties they ought Vo consider ail the re-
they have been so influenced, and I presume sponsibilities that the right carnes with it.
a sufficient number of their followers have The hon. gentleman says that we did noV
been so influenced as to carry the measure refuse to ratify this treaty hast year, and
in this House, and it is not worth while there was no dissatisfaction as to its terms.
saying much against it. However, it is just If there was noV, why was it not put
as well to put one's views on record. Vhrough lasV year? According Vo the re-

The House divided on the amendment, marks of the hon. member froin Bathurst,
which was lost on the following division: 'be lost a great deal of money because it was

CoNTENTS: not put through hast year. He spoke of the
Hon. Messrs. importance of the lumler industry and toldus of ail the capital invested without in-

Boulton, Merner, dustry, but he did noV Vell us of the crop he
McCallum, Scott---5. bas been harvesting in this country for many
McLaren,

NON-CONTENTS: years. The industry that is Vo be destroy-ed by this Vreaty is the grape and wine in
Hon. Messrs. dustry. One would think that the only ob-

Allan, Kaulbach, ject the Government of this country had was
Angers, Lougheed, for the people to geV a Vaste for French
Armand, McMillan,
Bellerose, MacInnes (Burlington,) wne. The leader and the member for Lun-
Bernier, Montplaisir, enburg says Vhey are very desirous that we
Boucherville, (le Murphy, should have a taste for French wine. What
Burns, Ogilvie, do the people of this country care for that?
Clemow, Perley, What interest does the workingman expect
Cochrane, Poirier,
De Blois, Price, to have in wine? What do those people
Desjardins, Read (Quinté,) who are engaged in producing the wealth of
Dever, Robitaille, this country expect of this treaty? You
IDobson, Smith (Sir Frank,)
Drunmmond, Sullivan, pass legislation in favour of the rich as
Guévremont, Tassé-30. against the p r. You give them wine.
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Hon. gentlemen talk about a loss of $150,- temperance? No, certainly not, and I an
000 in the revenue. You will find it to be sorry to see that that great apostie of tem-
$200,000 before you get through this that perance, the hon. member from Sarnia, is
you are giving away to the wine-bibbers of not in bis place to hear this. 1 regret ex-
this country and taxing the poor to make ceedingly that the Governrent of this
up the anount. What has been our policy country should have thought right and pro-
I stand before you here as one of those who per to submit this treaty to Parliarent for
fought for the National Policy for the last its ratification. low are they going to face
17 years. Where is it now ? Given away. the people of this country by giving away
I fought shoulder to shoulder with the the National Policy? If they do not de-
Minister of Trade and Commerce, I am nounce that treaty and denounce it soon,
sorry to-night that he is not here. I fought the people of this country will denounce
for 17 years with the Conservative party of ther. I have a statenent here which 1 will
this country, and for the National Policy.
The National Policy now is scattered to the
four winds of heaven in favour of the wine-
bibbers.

Hon. Sir FR.ANK SMITH-Oh, no.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I say, oh, yes.
I know what I am talking about. You
do it because you make a concession to
the wine bibbers, and you have been saying
here that you raised that duty in order to
have a chance of taking it off. Just imagine
the Government of this country that we
have been supporting for years, saying, "see
what we have done for you, see how we put
the duty on wine for you," and now we are
told that they did it for a certain object in
order that it might be taken off again.
This is the reason I oppose this treaty,
because I have taken an interest in keeping
the Canadian market for the Canadians.
Now you are giving it away. The last
plank of the National Policy is gone. We
told the people that we should collect a
revenue on the luxuries coming into this
country, and allow the necessaries of life to
come in as free as possible. What does the
result now show? You take the duty off the
luxuries, and you are going to destroy an
important industry of this country. My
hon. friend from Bathurst talks about the
lumber trade. He says they use corn and
pork, and they are harvesting the crop that
has been growing for a thousand years, and
which cannot be repeated. But take the
grape industry in the province of Ontario;
you can raise a crop every year. My
hon. friend the leader here says the
first petition comes from the grape growers,
and they want to get something to fortify
their wine, and then he talks in favour
of temperance. That which goes to for-
tify the wine-is it in the interest of

read to show how important this industry is
in the province of Ontario. Native wine is
produced in this country, and I want to see
it produced until it becomes the common
drink of the people in place of strong spir-
ituous liquors, and I know it can be pro-
duced in this country at about 60 cents per
gallon :

It is estinated that four-fifths of the grape crop
is made into wine, and if the grapes so consuied
were thrown upon the market for fruit, it would
cause a glut in the Market, and they would not
bring a price sufficient to cover the cost of groviig,
I venture to say that the greater quantity would
rot on the vines as the reduction in the price would
not pay the farmer to put then on the narket.

It miay not comle amiss here to give you the
quautity of grapes that enter into the manufacture
of wine. The quantities I naine below only repre-
sent the Pelee Island Wine and Vineyards Co.,
Ltd., (not taking into consideration the 14 dozens
of other wine makers.)

Our yearly purchases froin farmers (exclusive of
vincyards under yearly contract, one of which
contains fifty acres capable of producing 350,000
lbs. of grapes), and amounting to 802,000 lbs. of
grapes for which we pay fron $25 to $60 a ton of
seventy farmers, bringing in an incone to each of
the seventy-one fariers, ranging from $87 to f617
each, or an average of $170 to each.

Now this is a very important industry
which you are going to ruin. You are go-
ing to throw a lot of people out of employ-
ment and I know the treaty has already re-
tarded improvement in this matter, I know
it personally. I know many people who
were going to plant vineyards this spring
who have not done so and are very much
alarmed already. Many of them had mort-
gaged their property in order to put out
vineyards, and here you are going to destroy
the industry in order that we should get a
taste for French wine, as has been said by
the hon. leader of the House and the
hon. gentleman fron Lunenburg.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I have just
heard you can make wine in Canada for 40c.
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a gallon, and if you reduce the prices we this is ohtained during the natural process of fer-
will drink your wine. mentation (see clause 10 of the circular) and the

treaty proposes to admit wine free of 26 degrees of
Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-The writer from spirit, by this you will notice that wines fromFrance containing frot 8 to 12 degrees more spirit

whom I have been quoting continues: than Canadian wine are admitted, which has a
This is a good example of the Hou. G. E. Foster's very Oetrintal effect on the tenptrance cause.

theory of practising mixed farming, as he tells us The hon. gentleman and the Government
in his speeches, those having already taken up
grape growing iii addition to grain raising, find it of this country wish our people to get a taste
much more profitable to grow grapes, but in this for wine and make them wine-bibbers. Do
particular instance we find the G4overnment pro- they want to make us drunk?
posing to unceremoniously ruin the owners of vine-
yards, by ratifying this treaty, for the privilege of Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Not on those
selling a few eels, lobsters, crawfish, etc. I guar- wines.
antee and venture to say that the profits to the
shippers on the increased trade that would follow Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Well, I have
after the coming into force of the treaty, would seen i enty of me
not equal one-fiftieth part of the loss that the far-
mers would sustain, in addition to killing a native not full, they had just plenty. I do not like
industry that gives promise of surpassing anything to name them.
that farmers have undertaken in the way of profit- This extra strength contained lu the French
able cultivation of the soil. wies is fot naturai. but produced by the addition

Now, sir, that is the industry you are going Of raw spirit to the natural strength of their wine,
to destroy. You do it with your eyes open, ami this wiil coie into competiLion with the iight,
and just as sure as the sun shines in the pure, Canadian wine, and containing no addition of
heavens to-day, they will retaliate. There itt
is no doubt about that. You may look for acturers attached to the memoriai enclosed do not
that in the future. In conversation with comprise one-haif the names of those engaged lu
one of the leading grape growers of Essex the wine manufacture. Ami, as I state(, the

Couny, h exressd hmsel asfollws: figures herein given are oniy the Pelée Island \VineCounty,Co.'s output, manufacture, &c., and based on an
If this treaty is ratified it will mean the ruination average year.

of all those farmers who have gone into grape Au idea of the magnitude of the grape growing
growing in the last five years. !nterebt and wine manufacture in Canada can be

As the total cost of a vineyard is entailed in the had when the following facts are taken into con-
first three years, the cost of vines, the planting of sideration.
posts and the wire, this you will perceive is an ont- lst. There are at ieast five thousand acres of
lay covering three years, and no returns are forth- land planted in vines capable of producing oue
coming until the end of the fourth season. I have million and a haîf gallons of wine.
fifty acres of land here I would not take $150 an 2nd. Ontario alone has an area suitable for grape
acre for, but if the treaty is ratified I would sel culture at least equal to the present area of vine-
for $40 an acre. yards lu France. See the report of the select

Thatis he rsui; sli fr $0 anacr an standing cominittee on agriculture ani colonizationThat is the result; sell for $40 an acre and103.
then a man is expected to keep his family: 3rd. There are about 4,000 people directly or in-
and keep a lot of men and here, he is going directly interested in grape growing and wine
to be ruined by this treaty making.

Front the foregoing facts it 18 evideut that if the
"Why," he said, " in a good season I can grow proposed treaty is ratified without certain restrie-

4 tons of Catawba grapes to the acre, and get $50 tions, and also withoîît equivalent advantages being
per ton, bringing me in $200 for every acre I have granted to us froin the Goverument, our grape
il grapes, but on the same soil it would not yield growing and wine industries will be practically
More than 25 bushels of wheat to the acre, and at ndhd.
75 cents a bushel I would only receive about $20
an acre, or if sown with any other grain the re-
Venue would amount to about the saine."

Is it just that the Government should single ont
the farmers, interested in this class of agriculture
for to propose adverse legislation.

What has this class of the farming community
done to receive such unfair treatment at the hands
of this (Government ?

This class has asked for no concessions in the
tariff, not even to the extent of lowering the duty
on the wire used in the vineyards to a very large
extent, all they ask is justice.

A point which is worthy of notice, Canadian
wiines only contain from 12 to 18 degrees of spirit,

That is only from one company. There are
fourteen other companies engaged in this,
and a large number of men employed, and
you are going to destroy all that by this
treaty.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-We need not
do it, because they are charging twice too
much for their wine.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-There are at
least five thousand acres of land planted in
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vineyards, capable of producing one million
five hundred thousand gallons of wine.
There is an area in Ontario alone equal to
the entire wine-growing area of France.
That is the report of an expert brought be-
fore the Committee on Immigration and
Colonization of . the other House. If the
Government of the country had even taken
the trouble to look at that report, how could
they negotiate a treaty if they considered
the interests of the people of this country, a
treaty which is going to destroy that indus-
try, besides throwing away the whole National
Policy ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-We can pro-
duce wine in Canada at 40 cents a gallon,
and you cannot sell French wine for that.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I say the Na-
tional Policy is gone. The Government of
this country may look out; the time is com-
ing, we are losing a large amount of revenue
by this treaty. Look at the obligations
that we have undertaken in the interests of
the country! We are going to give seven
hundred and fifty thousand dollars for a fast
line on the Atlantic. We have already given
a large subsidy to a line on the Pacific. We
are going to lose two hundred and fifty
thousand dollars on this French treaty by
the reduction of duties, and then if you are
going to have the advantage of it, you must
have a direct line to France, which will cost
the country five hundred thousand dollars a
year more. You are going to do that on a fall-
ing revenue. What will be the result? The
result ·will be deficits. J do not profess to be
a prophet or the son of a prophet, but I say
the outlook is bad for Canada. We should
husband our resources as far as possible.
Let us do what we can in the interests of the
prosperity of the country, but I cannot for
a moment allow my judgment to be warped,
not even under pressure, as I am sure some
hon. gentlemen's judgment must be, to vote
for a treaty of this kind which has a tendency
to flood Canada with French wines which
this country does not want, and to destroy
an industry which is important in the
interests of Canada. If I stand alone in
this House, I shall oppose the treaty, because
I know the vindication of the vote I am
going to give will come, and come soon. It
will come in less than two years. I say to
the Government that I have been supporting
all my life, and intend to support still-
because I am not going to be driven out of
the party like some people that I know of ;

I want to keep them from committing poli-
tical suicide, which t hey are fast approach-
ing by their policy. I am a better party
man than half of their supporters, because
I am not a partisan to make something out
of it, but I am here to tell the Government
of their faults, and I must say to-night,
when I look at them and the way this ques-
tion has been brought up, that I am against
it, and the people of the Dominion are against
it. I know I am not doing justice to this
question, because I am tired, and the leader
of the Government has refused to let the
matter stand until to-morrow. I move that
this bill be not now read the second time,
but that it be read the second time this day
six months.

The Senate divided on the anendment,
which was rejected by the following vote:-

CONTENTS.

Hon. Messrs.
Boulton,
McCallun,
McLaren,

Mernier,
Scott. -5.

NON-CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Allan, Guévreniont,
Angers, Kaulbach,
Armand, McMillan,
Bellerose, MacInnes (Burlington),
Bernier, Montplaisir,
Boucherville, de Murphy,
Burns, Ogilvie,
Clemow, Poirier,
Cochrane, Price,
De Blois, Read (Quinté),
Desjardins, Robitaille,
Dever, Snith (Sir Frank),
Dobson, Sullivan,
Drunnond, Tassé. -28.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed on a division.

The*Senate adjourned at 11.35 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wedne8day, 18th July, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DOMINION LANDS BILL.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading of Bill (160) " An Act respecting
Dominion Lands." He said: I will move
the second reading of the bill at the Table
of the House. I will now give a short ex-
planation. When settlers first went into
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the territories and Manitoba, some of them
had settled before the surveys were made,
and after the surveys were made it
was found that a certain number of them
were upon school lands. It is not right that
they should be deprived of their improve-
rnents or evicted, and this bill is to au-
thorize the Government to allow them to
hold lands, not over 160 acres, which they
have so settled upon, the Government ask-
ing for authority to choose in the same
township other lands for school purposes to
replace those given away or abandoned.

Hon. Mr. LOUGHEED-I would sug-
.gest to the hon. Minister the propriety of the
Government taking more power than is con-
tained in this bill, inasmuch as no provision
appears to have been made for the granting
to the. settlers of pre-emptions under the old
act, and in the class of ,ases which this bill
is intended to govern, many settlers not only
took up homesteads but took up a pre-emption
on school lands as they would be entitled
to under the Dominion Lands Act. This
bill only deals with the homesteads and not
the pre-emptions. If the principle is deem-
ed to be right, of granting a patent to the
settler for his homestead, the principle is
equallyright and strong in its applicationthat
the settler should be entitled to the pre-emp-
tion upon which he had settled. I think you
'will find a class of cases springing up which
is not governed by this bill.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I think the sugges-
tion is a very good one and seems to be
,equitable, but at this late stage of the ses-
sion it will be nearly impossible for me to
enter into the question. I would have to
enter into a conference with the Minister of
the Interior and his officers, and I hope no-
body will suffer between this time and next
session. I shall draw the attention of the
department to this point.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not feel very
clear as to the point I an going to speak
Upon. but I think it is worth considering.
The second clause of this bill provides that :

Notwithstanding anything contained in any such
act, the omission to publish any order or regula-
tion heretofore made by the Governor in Council

n.1ider the provisions of any act relating to Domi-
nion lands, or to publish such order or regulation
in any prescribed manner, shall not be held to in-
'Validate it or anything done thereunder.
I can imagine that lands may have got intc
the possession of some party which he would

not have got if these orders or regulations
had been duly published, and this clause
does not contain any reservation of the right
of the parties, or any provision that it shall
not affect pending litigation, which I think
ought to be contained in it.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This is only doing
away with the formality which would not
deprive a third party from any acquired
rights he would have. If his acquired right
resulted from negligence on behalf of the
Government, he would have that equitable
claim for negligence, and if it were gross
negligence he would have a claim in law.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the third
reading of the bill.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

FRAUDULENT SALE OR MARKING
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (123) " An
Act in restraint of Fraudulent Sale or
Marking."

(In the Committee.)
On the schedule,
Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I move an amend-

ment to the schedule to strike out the word
" honey," and the explanation following. If
it is left there it will be more detrimental
than useful, and there is another bill in the
House which I hope will be passed to pro-
vide a remedy for the evil complained of.

Tfie amendment was adopted.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH--Why is the
penalty made the sum of $100? Why not
a minimum or a maximum penalty? It
may be an offence of a trifling nature. I
think the merits of every case should be
considered, and that it should not be an
arbitrary fine of $100, but should be a
penalty consistent with the circumnstances
in each case.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have no objection
to that. I move to strike out the word
"of," and insert " not exceeding."

The amendment was adopted.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON, from the com-
mittee, reported the bill with an amendment,
which was concurred in.
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The bill was then read the third time of 20 knots, and also an undertaking to
and passed. make connection between a port in England

and a port off the cost of France in the
OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES channel. The steamers on this une are to be

BILL. first class, equal to the best that are now
SECOND READING. sailing to and from the harbour of New

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second York. The subsidy asked by this bil sub-
reading of Bill (161) " An Act further to mitted to Parliament is for 10 years. The
amend an Act respecting ocean steamship Government has also incurred the respon-
subsidies." sibility of submitting for the approval of

Hon.the Pariament, the continuation of the con
Hon.Mr.iPO ER-he bse illre-contract after 10 years for a similar period

quire some reason, I fancy, for this enormous for a reduced subsidy, to wit $300,000 a,
subsidy. year. The Government is not coming nom

Hon. Mr. ANGERS -- Those reasons before Parliament for the purpose of getting
might have been given at a later stage just that authority. We are now only coming
as well, but I shall state briefly now the for the first decade. It is unnecessary
object of this bill and why the Government for me to enlarge upon the necessity for
has thought it wise to come to Parliament such a service. I do not think 1 could
with a measure of this kind. Many years give any information to the hon. men-
ago it was decided that Canada should have bers of this House which is not already in
a fast line of steamships on the Atlantic. their possession, I shah only refer very briefiy
Many years back attempts were made in to the conclusion to which the delegation
that direction, and Parliament authorized that met in Ottawa have core. They have
the Governor in Council to give a subsidy undertaken to recommend to their Govern-
for that purpose of $500,000 a year to secure ments the importance of assisting of a steani-
the advantages of such a line of steamships to ship company upon the Pacific Ocean te
Canada. So far, it has been found impos- be a link in a une of communication over the
sible to find any person to carry out this territory of Canada with England. They
desirable enterprise for the subsidy offered. have also drawn the attention of ier Ma-
Some have accepted the subsidy, but failed. jesty's Government to the great importance
Tenders have been asked upon different oc- of assisting a fast une on the Atlantic for
casions but without effect, either from the Imperial purposes, securing direct coin-
fact that a larger sum of money was asked munication with the Australian Colonies
or that an insufficient service was promised. exclusively on British territory except
The Anderson line undertook the service the ocean, which virtually we might call
for $500,000, and found it impossible to British territory. Many questions have
carry it out under the conditions which been raised in relation to this enter
were imposed. Negotiations then arose prise. Will it be a successful one, will
with several companies-with the Allan line, it be a paying one, and will the persons
with several English lines, with a French who intend to invest their money in it find
line, and with a Belgian company as well. it profitable? From what information we
The result was that the demands have run got from men who have made a special
up from $750,000 to $1,250,000, none of study of this matter, we think it will be
them offering, except one, I think, a 20 knot successful and profitable. Sir William Van
line. Provisional arrangements had been Home recently stated in the public press
made with Mr. Bryce Douglas for $750,000, that after having given mature consider
but they were not carried out for two ation to this subject, he had no doubt that
reasons, the unfortunate death of the such a une would pay, that ail the geographi
promoter, and the financial crash about cal advantages were on our side, that we
the time the scheme was floated. At the should draw the passenger traffic from even
present time we have an offer, for a sub- the Western States through Canada, and
sidy of $750,000 a year, of a weekly service that the voyage by sea being so short Nevi
of vessels averaging from 9 to Il thousand York could not compete with us in that
tons, with a steaming capacity of 20 knots traffic. You are ail familiar with the dis
at sea-that is the capacity for travelling in tances between our ports and the ports in
ordinary weather on the Atlantic at a speed England. You know also the distance
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from New York and these same
England.

ports .in

Hon. Mr. POWER-Perhaps the lion.
gentleman will tell us the exact distance
frem Quebec to Liverpool?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-From Liverpool to
Rimouski or Halifax it is about 2,500 miles.
A steamer running twenty miles an hour
will niake that voyage in five days and three
or four hours; allowing for delays in ap-
proaching land she will make the journey
easy in five and a half days. Rimouski is
eight hours from Quebec and Halifax 24
hours from Montreal. The time required
for a 20-knot steamer from Liverpool to
Montreal would be five days and 20 hours
in summer, and six and one-half days in
winter.

Hon. Mr. DEVER-You
go by St. John in winter.
go to Montreal or Halifax.

would have to
You could not

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I shall not dispute
any of these points, because they are open
questions. If you went to St. John, as the
vessels may and will go, the distance by sea
would be greater, but then the travel by
rail would be shorter, so that on the average,
I suppose, either St. John or Halifax may
be on the same footing. This is left for the
company to decide with, of course, the super-
vision and approval of the Government in the
interests of the enterprise. Now if we com-
pare a trip of 5 days and twenty hours, and
6 days and a half with the time made by
existing lines of fast steamers, we see what
an advantage we can have over New York
for the delivery of the mails. The United
States Post Office Department show that
the fastest steamers between Britain and
New York last year required 7j days, on an
average, for the delivery of the mails be-
tween Liverpool and New York. They
have now the fast line that we are endeavour-
ing ourselves to have, but the position as to
them is such that although they have those
vessels running at 20 and 21 knots, they
have been unable, on the average, to deliver
the mails in any shorter period than 7j
days.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If the hon. gentle-
inan will excuse me for interrupting him,
that does not apply to the ocean greyhounds,
because they never take more than six days
to cross.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentleman
is mistaken. It applies to these very hounds.
I have given the average of the " Lucania "
and the " Campania," and that is the aver-
age of those very hounds that the hon.
gentleman is speaking of.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Then they do not
average 20 knots.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They do.

Hon. Mr. POWER-They cannot.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS--Why not I They
have the same disadvantage in nearing the
land that other steamers have, and in my
calculation I allow for the reduction in speed
of the vessel nearing the land on this side
and nearing the land in England, and allow-
ing 16 or 15 knots travelling instead of 20
or 21, I made out the average which I have
given the House. I have the actual facts
as to the " Campania," and the hon. gentle-
man says that they cannot have been tra-
velling at 20 knots. They were, I suppose
for three, four, five or six days, travelling at
20 knots. But the harbour of New York
has certain disadvantages also. Passing
along the New England coast, before reach-
ing the city of New York, the steamships
encounter fogs and other obstacles that have
to be taken into account.

Hon. Mr. POWER-All steamers do not
go near the New England coast.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Wherever they near
the land they have to take the same precau-
tion, and there are fogs in passing near the
banks. There are fogs on that coast as well
as on the coast of Canada near Halifax and
in the Gulf of St. Lawrence.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN--That average time
that the hon. Minister has mentioned was
both for summer and winter I

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The average differs
for the two seasons. I gave both.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-There is a place in
Canada where there are no fogs.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-In Canada we have
no fast line. Still, in the summer of 1892-
93, the " Parisian," which is only a 14-knot
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steamer, delivered the mails between Liver-
pool and Montreal in seven days, or within
an hour of the time of the " Campania " on
her last trip, when she was really running 22
knots an hour. That will indicate to the
House the position of Canada in relation to,
this subject. We recollect that when the
Allan line was first established on the St.
Lawrence, the steamers going to New York
were much slower than our Canadian boats,
and that we used to carry a large percentage
of the United States mails by the St. Law-
rence route, and a number of United States
travellers used to corne this way also, but
since then we have made no progress. We
have remained with vessels of 10, 13 and 14
knots, whilst New York bas improved its
steamers in such a way that not only do they
carry all the United States mails and passen-
gers, but they have drawn to them from
Canada a large number of passengers and
also a large portion of the Canadian mails.
It is unnecessary to go any further into
details. When the House goes into com-
mittee I will be able to give any information
that is required, even on geographical ques-
tions.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-I think the hon.
Minister bas not been so well posted about
geography as he should have been, because
there is a point on our Canadian coast
where there are no fogs. The fact bas been
pretty well established, but the death of
Bryce Douglas prevented it from being
brought out three years ago; there is a
point in Nova Scotia where there are no
fogs, that is the evidence that was given
here, a place where a 20-knot boat can
sail f rom Canada and reach England in four
days.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Is it Louisburg?

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-No, Terminal City,
I think in the county of Antigonish. I
have been down there and have gone all
round it, and any man that has ever corne
in there once can corne in there at any time
he likes. The evidence given here by two
men, captains who have lived there for a
lifetime, is that there is never any fog at that
harbour, and that they could take the mails
from Washington to England, or vice versa,
by that route in twenty-six or thirty-six
hours less time than they could be carried
by any other route. I am prepared, if an

opportunity is given me, to prove that
now.

lon. Mr. SCOTT-The proposition to
invite tenders for a fast line of steamers to
Canada bas been, for many years, before
those who are interested in the oceanic trade,
and the Government have been unable to
obtain any proposals that would justify the
people in thinking that the fast line now
proposed could be realized. The amount
bas now been considerably increased, from
$500,000 to $750,000, ineaning $7,500,000
in the next ten years. It cannot be con-
tended that Canada bas been in any way
slow in assisting enterprises for the develop-
ment of the St. Lawrence River. Thirty
years ago we subsidized pretty heavily the
Allan line and the pioneer line. In 1860,
the subsidy given that line by Parliament
was $8,000, for each weekly trip. There is
no doubt about it, the effect at that day was
to give us a very substantial service, a line
that bas very materially contributed to the
trade and commerce of this country. As
years went on, other lines sprung into ex-
istence and to-day we have on the St. Law-
rence as good a service as can be found in
other part of the world for a similar number
of people under similar conditions. The
proposal of the Governinent now is to ac-
cept a tender from a rival company, if such
a company can be formed, and it must ne-
cessarily exercise an injurious influence on
those who have been the pioneers of that
trade, and who have a large amount invested
in existing lines.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They have had the
preference for a long time.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-They are keen busi-
ness men, and must have realized whether
it would pay them to do it or not. There
could be no object in entering into it un-
less it was a paying project. They are in
the best position of any one in the world to
satisfy themselves and investors outside
whether such a line could pay or not. It
would be a very natural ambition to
establish that fast line, because it is evident
to every one that if a rival line, such as that
contemplated now, were brought into exis-
tence it must destroy practically the value
of millions of dollars now invested in lines
running to the St. Lawrence; more particu-
larly the Allan line and the Dominion line

802 [SENATE]



LJULY 18, 1894] 803

There is no question about that. It means
that the Government of this country pro-
pose to strike a blow which must destroy
practically the value of those millions of
dollars invested already. As a matter of
self defence, it must be apparent to every
one that if it were at all practicable to meet
the proposal of the Government, those lines
were in the best possible position and it is
to their interest to perform the service. In
the projects which have been spoken of,
Anderson's and the other projects, and prac-
tically the Huddart project. I am not aware
that any substantial company has been
formed or money raised for the purpose of
forming this line. It is all practically in
the clouds. It has to be floated. The
reason I presume, that those who are
familiar with that trade have not
been prompted to accept the offer of the
Government, will probably be explained
by their believing, in the first place,
that it would not pay, and in the second
place, that there are difficulties in the
way that interfere with high speed over the
route that lines must take between the St.
Lawrence and Liverpool or any port in Eng-
land. We know very well that those fast
ocean steamers that are called " greyhounds,"
which run from New York, run four or five
hundred miles further south than the
steamers that come to Canada. They are
obliged to do that in order to maintain their
high speed. They do not feel that it would
be safe to go south of the banks of New-
foundland except at a very considerable
distance, or near the Canadian shore, unless
in remarkably fine weather. There is scarce-
ly a trip made, particularly in the months of
May, June and July, where both fogs and
icebergs have not been encountered. Only
yesterday, in reading the Montreal Star,
I noticed that no less than three vessels
were detained. The Dominion Line steamer
" Vancouver" was detained in a fog for 20
hours. She was also detained on another
occasion by ice. The Allan Line steamer
" Numidian" was detained by fog on the
night of the Ilth and had to wait over.
The Allan Line steamer "Sarmatian" lost
70 hours in a fog, and had to
slow down . in certain places in
the Gulf. Under similar conditions, can a
vessel running 20 knots an hour recklessly
sail at a rapid rate where icebergs are likely
to be encountered ? On the passage out-
Ward of one of the steamers, "Lake
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Superior," the vessel had a collision with
an iceberg. She reported to-day with a hole
in her bow, and had to go into dock in
Liverpool. These are facts that come up
every day. If you take the history of
voyages during those months of the year,
the universal complaint is that speed is im-
possible, owing to the fogs and icebergs.
One does not want to decry the many advan-
tages of the St. Lawrence. We have made
it a safe route, provided there are no fogs.
Every one must know that the fogs and ice-
bergs are limited to certain ranges and the
reason that fast steamers run at the speed
they do and make New York their objec-
tive point is that they are outside of the
line of fogs and icebergs.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN- have gone out of
the port of New York in the " Majestic "
in the thickest fog I have ever experienced.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Yes ; but it is not the
rule.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, as much as on
the St. Lawrence route.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I had the pleasure of
being on the " Persia " when she ran into an
iceberg.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-I have seen
fogs in the middle of the Atlantic.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I wonder anybody
goes across at al].

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I am quite aware of
the fact that vessels that do not take what
is called a southern lane, do encounter fogs
and icebergs. I particularly emphasized the
fact that the fast vessels which run from the
port of New York take a line 500 miles south
of New York. Take all the fast vessels and
they run so far south that practically they
are beyond the range of both fogs and ice-
bergs.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-It was pre-
cisely on those vessels that I have encoun-
tered fogs, on that route that they take.

Hon. Mr. PRICE-On one voyage from
Queenstown the fog followed us until we
were within half an hour of Sandy Hook.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Did the vessel take
the regular southern route 1

[JULY 18, 1894] 803



[SENATE]

Hon. Mr. PRICE-The regular Cunard
route?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The fast steamers go
further south than that.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-The hon.
gentleman thinks the fog is confined to the
Gulf route. The latest authority that I have
read on that subject says that some of the
densest fogs known are in the Red Sea in
which, at the time, the temperature was 93
degrees in the cabin of the vessel.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The vessels that take
the southern route across the Atlantic are not
subject to collisions with icebergs in the
same degree.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-Certainly not.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-In view of the large
suin of money proposed to be paid for this
service, if it does go into effect, what are to
be the compensating advantages to the
country 1 Is the mere fact of our having the
glory of a fast line to compensate us for an
expenditure of seven hundred and fifty
thousand dollars a year?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-Yes.

and " Parisian," Canadians go by New
York and probably will continue to do so.
The question for us to consider is whether
the investment is one that will pay-
whether the country will have an adequate
return for the large outlay. Is it going to
be a substantial benefit to the agricultural
classes of this country? Because the mere
passenger travel of the country will not
compensate for the enormous outlay. It is
like giving a premium to each individual
who goes by that line. It is, perhaps, un-
necessary to discuss this matter at any
length, because up to the present time we
have not seen any evidence that, even with
this $750,000 a year, the English investor
was willing to put money into it, because
it was very well known for months before
the meeting of Parliament that this offer
was to be made. It was recognized that if
the Government agreed to give this amount,
Parliament would vote it, yet as far as I can
learn from financial sources, investors have
not been ready to come forward and put
their money into the undertaking. I think
it would have been very much better if we
had given a less subsidy to the existing
lines. As I understand, they were ready
to give a 16 or 17 knot service for a con-
siderably less sum.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not know that it
would add very much to the material wealth Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No.
of this country to have that fact known.
Nor do I believe that it would be the means Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Jt ha been so reported
of attracting a sufficient number of pas- from time to time, and I think it has been
sengers to make it pay. If it did, surely admitted that the Allan line, and possibly
those who are familiar with the traffic would the Dominion une, were quite willing to give
have been prompted by this subsidy, those a service of 16 knots an hour for an amounù
who are going to be injured by the es- considerably below this sum. It is worthy
tablishment of the fast line. This line, I of consideration whether it would not have
understand, is to be a weekly one. It is not been wiser and more prudent to have favour-
to be supposed that our mails will lie over 6 ed those who have already furnished us with
days to go by the fast line. They will that service than to have invited the forma-
either go to New York, as they do now, or tion of a rival compàny, which if it goes intO
by another line on the St. Lawrence. We operation must have theeffect of considerablY
get now three, four and sometimes five mails destroying the capital invested in the exist-
a week. I suppose that condition of things ing lines.
will continue, and this one steamer a week
will not take the whole of the Canadian Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I cannot let this
mail. Then, in reference to the passenger interesting subjeot pass, where $750,000 a
travel, I should be very glad indeed to feel year is concerned, without expressing nY
that it was going to attract passengers from views upon the advisability of granting such
the United States, but we know very well a sum as a subsidy for a fast line between 81
that people like variety, and that our own Canadian port and a British port. It seemS
Canadian people perhaps go one way and re- to me that there is going to be no commensu-
turn the other, and vice versa, and though rate advantage for the very large sum that
we have such steamers as the IVancouver" is being voted. The advantage will accruoe
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largely to cities, where the population is which Great Britain and the Australian
suficiently wealthy to travel across the governments unite in order to ensure a fast
Atlantic, and it will benefit more especially service between Australia and Great Britam
Chicago and other western points. I have over the Canadian Pacific Railway, a very
no doubt it will draw a certain amount of large portion of Canada would be benefited
travel through Canada. Whether that travel thereby. The route between Australia and
is likely to be a compensating advantage for Great Britain by the Canadian Pacific
the expenditure of so large a sum is doubtful. Railway is a shorter route than the
There is another consideration worth while route by the Suez Canal; that is to say,
putting before this Ilouse. It is the question the steamers that leave Australia and
of developing a trade between Australia and deliver the mails in England take about
Great Britain through Canada. Up to the thirty-one days to do so, and we can do it
present time the trade route for Australia by an improved service between Australia
bas been by the Suez Canal. On that route and Great Britain in 28 or 29 days. They
there are two lines of steamers. One, the talk of 26 days, but that is an exaggeration.
Orient, the other the Peninsula and Oriental. At any rate 29 days without any mishaps
These two lines of steamers have been sub- would be a fair allowance for te time on a

ssidized by the Australian Government and route through Canada. If that is the case,
the British Government jointly to the extent there are many advantages in favour of our
of $900,000 per year, divided between the route on account of it being a quick route,
two companies. It is desirable that the com- and on account of the variation in the mode
petition on the trade route between Austra- of travelling. It is not one continuous
lia and Great Britain should be diverted journey of 31 days on the steamer, but you
front these two lines, to the proposed uine cross Canada by rail, and for that reason it
naking the Canadian Pacific Railway a por- Iprobably would become a favourite line for

tion of the through route. the Australian people, and any trade or
travel of that population that we can divert

Hon. Mr. POWER-I presume those across Canada, must redound much more to,
steamships the hon. gcntleman refers to go benefit of the country as a whole than
through the Suez Canal from England and merely drawing a portion of the travel from
Australia. There is no breaking of bulk. the west and entering into competition with

the United States' lines. It is for the pur-
Hon. Mr. BOULTON-There is no break- pose of drawing the attention of the Gov-

ing of bulk on the Suez Canal route so far ernment to this fact, that the subsidy
as freight is concerned. There is for passen- could be very much better applied in
gers and mails at Brindisi and Naples. The conjunction with the Australian Gov-
mails and passengers are brought from India ernment and the British Government,
to Brinisi by one line and to Naples by the that I have made these remarks. It is
other, and fro there go through to Great quite possible that a subsidy of $750,000
pBritain. Now the passengers and freight would not be required with the joint assist-
g on to Malta and G t ibraltar without break- ance of these governments to carry it out.
ing bulk. But what I wish to draw the I think the country will feel the burden of
attention of this house to is the fact that $750,000 a year an excessive one if it is
that bas been, up to the present, the trade merely for the purpose of encouraging the
route for Australia for passengers and mails. passenger travel between Canada and Great
Now I do not sec that we can hope to, divert Britain and speedier mail accommodation,
through freight of a heavy character across and therefore I hope the Government will
Canada, but we certainly can divert the take into consideration the question which
passenger travel of Australia and the mail which I have raised. I bring it forward
accommodation te a very great extent by fron a western standpoint, because if a
assictance such as this subsidy is intended subsidy of that kind will assist in giving us
to afford, and instead of taking power, as faster accommodation through the whole of
this bil is doing, to enter into a contract Canada, I am sure it would commend itself
with a company merely for the purpose of very much more favourably to all those who
establishing a fast liue between Quebec or are dependent upon the trafic of the Cana-
Aalifax and Great Britain, that if it were dian Pacific Railway in order to get the best
made a part and parcel of a subsidy in accommodation. The joint passenger travel,
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mail and express matter of Australia, Great city of St. John it is well known envelopes
Britain and Canada would justify a Flying Halifax and ail the eastern shore of Canada
Dutchman across the continent, on the Cana- up to the Baie des Chaleurs. To show you
dian Pacific Railway metals, and trade must that this is not a statement dictated by any
follow it. There is one thing I feel sure of, spirit of rivalry, or envy, or opposition to
to make a fast line pay we will have to let Halifax, with your permission 1 will give you
down the bars for trade to flow freely at the report of disinterested parties, showing
both ends. clearly that this very season no less, an inter-

ference with the traffie and mails and pas-
Hon. Mr. DEVER-Before this motion sengers at Halifax than three or four davs

is carried, t should like to say that h think took place at one time, owing to a flow of ice
the last speaker brougtsa question before from the north shore preventing the pos-
us that deserves a great deal of considera-. sibility of the mail steamers and others ap-
tion. It strikes me that if $750,t00 is proaching the harbour; whereas at no tine
going to be spent, it should only be in aid of the year is there any interference what-
of a rine from Great Britain to the Mari- ever with the port of St. John. There lias
time Provinces, thence across the continent neer been a time when the port of St. John
to Vancouver, and thence to Japan and was not open summer and winter. We are
China and probaby to the British pos- ail willing to admit that the port of Quebec
sessions in the far east. It might be an af ter and the port of Montreal are very superior
consideration whether the Australasians ports, but only in the summer season. Both
would consider it in their interest to avail are closed for six months of the year, and
themselves of a connection with that lne. I steamers must repair to some open ports.
think it is possible they might, but the great There are only two such ports, Halifax and
object at present is to see that such a line St. John, and the question arises which of
will pay the Dominion of Canada, and these should get the preference, which is the
whether the Dominion of Canada, as a superior port ? We hold in New Brunswick
whole, will be satisfied to give so large a that the port of St. John is, and we would
subsidy as $750,000, especially when we be very much dissatisfied if the port of St.
know there are two large portions of the John, which is just as convenient as Halifax,
country which are both anxious to secure were overlooked. Taking the land which
the landing of this line of steamers at their intervenes between St. John and Halifax
respective ports. It is well known at present with the sea voyage, precisely the sanie time
that there is a great diversity of opinion. can be made to the one as to the other.
Supporting the Government of Canada there have here a statement made by proper
is a very extensive influence in Nova Scotia authorities, showing that there is no dif-
in favour of Halifax. We know that our ference between the port of St.
First Minister is a Nova Scotia gentleman. John and the port of Halifax, taking into
We also know that Sir Charles Tupper is an account the distance from Halifax to St.
inluential mbember of the cabinet, and that John that would have to be travelled
two influential members represent the city on land. I might point out also-but
and counry of Halifax. A large influence, J do not know that it applies to this mat-
is brought to bear in favour of making ter-that the port of New York even is
Halifax the winter port of Canada. Well, not as free f romn faults and obstructions as
if Halifax is the proper port, J suppose we the port of St. John, and J hold in my hand
wili have to submit to it, but the people of a very short paragraph written and sent
St. John and the people of New Brunswick forth by authorities at the port of New
do not think that Halifax is the right port. York, not by enemies but by officiais and
We are ail aware that St. John has been, friends, showing that even at New York
and is, the greatest shipping port in the there is a greater and often a mo re powerfu-
Dominion of Canada to-day, excepting Mon- obstruction to ships going into that harbour
treal, and Montreai is onfy a shipping port than even the port of St. John. This very
during the summer season. On the other spring at the port of New York such a fog
hand, the port of St. John is open the year prevailed from Eastport to Fire Island, the
round, and the only objection which would approach to the port of New York, that
be found to it is that periodically it is visit- steamers had to lie outside many days before
ed by fogs, but the saie fog that is at the they could enter the harbour. That does
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not occur at the port of St. John. I wish
that the people of Canada would get more
familiar with the statement that I am mak-
ing than they really are. There is a deplor-
able want of knowledge of the real value and
the grand opportunities that St. John pre-
sents as a winter port at all events for this
Canada of ours. It would have the advan-
tage of being permanent, of being always
open, of being nearer to Montreal by land
than any other port. I have heard hon.
gentlemen say that there are other ports on
the coast of Nova Scotia nearer to Quebec
and to Montreal than Halifax. Now I
deny this, because the very same fault that
applies to the port of Quebec and the port
of Montreal would apply to any port from
Halifax to Quebec; and the freezing up of
the Straits of Northumberland and all those
waters would naturally, in the winter time,
obstruet the navigation there. Therefore J
would humbly submit that every gentleman
having an interest in this matter should
study the geography and the natural
drawbacks and natural advantages of
the respective ports of this country
before deciding to bring pressure to bear on
the Government to make contracts that
would not be beneficial to the whole of
Canada. In New Brunswick we do not
seek to obtain any advantage or bring any
pressure to bear on the Government of
Canada that we cannot sustain by the ad-
vantages arising out of our port. We have
these advantages ; and if I did not think J
would trespass upon the patience of the
members of this House, I would take the
opportunity of reading extracts from reports
made by men who have made a special
study of the subject and have set the ad-
vantages forth mathematically in such a way
that no contradiction is possible. But J
will be satisfied if hon. gentlemen will accept
the statements I make. If they wish to
have them verified they can read these re-
ports f rom the boards of trade and insur-
ance companies which have set forth the
advantages of St. John as being a cheaper
port to insure in than any other. Now all
these things are great considerations before
the people of Canada; because, after all, I
hold it is the people of Canada who should
decide this important matter. If the
Government decide it, as we believe they
have a right to decide it, in favour of the
most important port and the one that wil
give the greatest advantages, we will noi

have a word to say and will feel that it is
right, but if it is decided through certain
influence, and through the neglect of certain
gentlemen who ought to have an interest in
this matter, we will feel aggrieved. I
thought it my duty to bring these state-
ments before you, and I hope the Govern-
ment will give them careful consideration
before making a contract with any company
that will not do justice to the whole of
Canada.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-No port has been
decided upon up to this time. I have no
doubt the Government will take everything
into consideration and decide the matter in
the best interests of the country.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The company will.

Hon. Mr CLEMOW-I am glad the
Government have introduced this bill. I
was surprised at the leader of the Opposi-
tion decrying the navigation of our own
waters. It has been said that the St. Law-
rence is the safest route of any. There have
been no accidents there. It is also stated
that the Allan line and other companies
should have tendered for this service. They
had every opportunity of doing so, but they
have been a long time engaged in the busi-
ness ; they are tired of it and want othet
men to take hold. They had ample oppor-
tunity and why did they not do it? This
everlasting decrying everything connected
with the country is most astonishing to me.
There certainly could be no great danger in
navigating the St. Lawrence ; it has been
navigated in safety for a great many years.
At first the Allan line did meet with some
difficulty, owing to the fact that they placed
men on board their steamers from sailing
vessels who were not acquainted with the
route, and they did meet with misfortunes,
but for a great many years we have had no
accidents on that route. I think this fast
line will do more to advance the general in-
terests of Canada than anything that has
been accomplished in the past, except the
construction of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. We heard the same exceptions
taken, and the same opinions expressed
regarding the possibility of the Canadian
Pacifie Railway being a success, but we
know that that road has been a very great

I success. We know that al] sorts of difficul-
ties were pointed out during its construction,
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Hon. Mr. POWER-Behold the dreamer!

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-When the Allan
Line was commenced we thought it would
not produce a revenue, but what has been
the result7 They have made money and
now they can turn their steamers over to
some other profitable employment, and I be-
lieve they will find it equally advantageous,
but if they thought proper they might have
tendered for this service, and I believe had
they tendered they would have been given
the preference over comparative strangers,
but they did not desire it, and the Gov-
ernment are justified in taking the offer
that is before them. I hope they will lose
no time in carrying it out and give the
country the benefit of the fast line across
the Atlantic. Then, in conjunction with
Pacific steamers and the Canadian Paci-
fic Railway, we will have the greatest
highway from east to west and should
feel proud of it. I have never decried
the country -and never will, but
there are men who decry the country all the
time ; not satisfied with decrying the country
they now decry the waterways of the country,

The question for us to determine is whether
it is in the interests of Canada. Is it in
our interests as a part of the Empire? Are
we going to be equal to the grand position
we hold in the empire, to assist in consolid-
ating it in the way this line will do? We
have the Canadian Pacific Railway and we
have to a large extent the communication on
the Pacific, but we must admit that on the
Atlantic we have made no progress at all for
the last ten years. We are a progressive
people, and are proud of a progressive Gov-
erninent. We must keep up with the
progress of the age. Cheapness is not all
important. Time is becoming a greater con-
sideration, and good-enough won't do; even
our go-ahead fishermen will have the fastest
and the best crafts. I will assume that the
people who undertake these enterprises know
more about this matter than myself or the
leader of the Opposition. Those who invest
their money in such ventures are best cap-
able of determining whether it is an enter-
prise in which they should embark their
money or not, and I am not with any man
who will stand up in the House and decry
Canada or her interests. The leader of the
Opposition has always been a pessimist. He
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but the promoters proved themselves equal to which is just as bad. I hope this service
the occasion and the road has made Canada will be carried out with as Utile delay as
what it is to-day, and with this fast line of possible.
steamers, we will be able to say that this
country lias the longest railway, the largest Hon. Mr. KAULBACI-It is quite evi-
canals, and the best line of steamers, and that dent that notwithstanding the strides of
will be a grand thing for Canada. I have no material progress which Canada has made,
doubt itwill be successful as afinancial under- the people are not satisfied with what they
taking. It will be impossible to foresee what it have accorplished. It rejoices that at
will accomplish. These men know what length we are likely to have a steamboat
they are about, and they want no assistance service on our Atlantic equal to the best,
from this Government except $750,000 a vhich is, as 1 believe, destined to be the
year. We are paying some $400,000 for a Imperial highway and the basis of the hoped
trifling service, and it does not end there. for Imperial unity. Ir. Hubbart's enter-
The post office authorities pay a large prise, courage and success in initia ting the
amount of money to the Cunard line and Australian service justifies the belief that
other lines in New York, and I believe we we will have a service specially fitted for the
are paying more than the $750,000. carriageinachilledstateofsuch of our natural

products as meat, butter, cheese, eggs and
Hon. Mr. POWER-Oh, that is absurd. such perishable dairy and other products as

our farmers produce. 1 arn not going to dis-
Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-However, I think cussthe merits of the different routes. That is

the country can well afford to pay the $750,- not a question for us at present. 1 believe
000. When this line is completed, passen- Quebec will be the summer port, but the
gers will travel by this fast line, and travel- terminus in winter is not determined upon.
lers going through the country will sail on Whether it be the port which the hon. mem-
our vessels, and we will reap great advant- ber from Montreal spoke of, which I ar
ages. It has been a dream of mine that we familiar with, or whether it be Halifax or
should have this uwne, and now we wilb have it. St. John is not for us to determine now.
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prophesies its failure as he has done every
great public undertaking ; there is no better
way for him to show how pure he is than by
his falsely stating the dangers of our coasts
and its approaches being beset by fogs and ice-
bergs. He was so when the Canadian Pacific
Railway was proposed, and I believe his object
was to embarrass the Government. He said
the road could not be built in forty years, that
all the money of the British Empire could
not build it; and he has since then become
one of the most zealous advocates of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. The capabilities
of the Canadian Pacific Railway will not be
fully realized until we have the whole con-
nection from England through this great
highway of ours across the Pacific to Aus-
tralia, Japan and China and probably
round the whole world. It may be the
ultimate connection-and I believe it will
be by the Suez Canal. Our people do not
believe in standing still. We want some-
thing more. Some people say, " Oh, well,
this is good enough," but we want the best
of everything in competition with other
countries. The benefit to the farmers alone
will be equal to the subsidy, and the cash
disbursements for coal, provisions and many
other things necessary to be purchased
at the maritime ports will be equal to
the subsidy. I do not believe there is any-
thing which will tend more to help us in
developing this country, to boom the growth
of Canada and stimulate trade, to make us the
centre of this great empire. It not only helps
the defences of England throughout ber vast
Empire in her armament and navy, but it is a
source of great protection to us because we,
by our geographical position, being th*
centre of the great organization of the
empire, are made stronger and we centralize
in ourselves all the power of the empire. No
Man having the ambition of a Canadian and
the enterprise which every Canadian should
have would be disposed to belittle his
country to be first, last and always opposed
to Canadian enterprise and progress. We
know that boards of trade in Halifax
and St. John and the people everywhere have
been looking for this fast service. Why, even
the Daily Telegraph of St. John, one of the
leading organs of the Opposition, was ready
two years ago to give up the Intercolonial
IRailway to a company that would accom-
plish this great work of giving us a fast line
of steamers on the Atlantic. In every
way it is for our interest. In Canada

we are at the apex of civilization. The
great advantages of Canada are becoming
known throughout the world. We can see
the interests of the British Empire centred
in Canada. On the horizon we can see the
great and boundless possibilities of the fu-
tare expanding before us. We can see it
in the delegates who met here from all parts
of the empire and who looked upon this
enterprise as of more than colonial impor-
tance. We can see the great advantages
that are to accrue t o Canada and we will not
be satisfied until we have accomplished all
that we are destined to become in the
Empire.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This is a very im-
portant question although some hon. gentle-
men seem to think it a light matter. We
are asked to take a leap in the dark. The
hon. Minister has not given the House the
information we should have. One of the
most vital points is what will the Govern-
ment require the company to do. The hon.
Minister has not vouchsafed to us nuch in-
formation on that point. All he told us was
that the ships of the company should have
a steaming capacity at sea of 20 knots. He
has not stated what speed the agreement pro-
vides for, or that the agreement provides for
any average length of a trip. I should like
to know if the agreement does contain such
a provision, because otherwise the faut that
the company owns steamers which could
make 20 knots in mid-ocean would not guar-
antee a fast service at all.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The provision is
that the vessels should travel on the long
course at 20 knots. If reference is made to
the letters published by Mr. Huddart in
The Times and which contain the terms of
the agreement with the Government, it is
to be a fast line, and every one knows that
a fast line is steaming at 20 knots an hour
at sea.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man evades the question. He says the ves-
sels are to have a steaming capacity of 20
knots at sea. That is not the information
that I want. We have a right to have the
documents before us to see what the com-
pany undertake to do. The Government
have no right to ask us to assent to this
proposition until we know what the arrange-
ments are.
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Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-Are the something for the additional sum. That is
arrangements complete ? a perfectly reasonable thing. . We ought to

do business like business-like men, and no
Hon. Mr. POWER-The documents have business man going into an undertaking of

not been laid on the table of this House. this sort, would be satisfied with language

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They have been like this, that the steamers should be cap-
handed to the clerk. able of making 20 knots. If we are to have

a fast line we must have a guarantee that
Hon. Mr. POWER-We should have the vessels should make the average time

them on the table of the House. from port to port of 20 knots.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-They were laid on Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-There is no-
the Table. The hon. gentleman has no right thing in the bill about 20 knots.
to say that they were not.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-We are speak- Hon. Mr. POWER-J know there is not,
ing to the bill which is now before us and but the thing is predicated on the line mak-
the bill reads that the government may enter ing 20 knots, and if we are not to have a
into a contract. I say if they have already 20 knot service, there is no foundation for
entered into a contract which they could the subsidy at aH. What was the argument
place on the Table of the House, they are that my honourable friend f rom Rideau used
deceiving us. I do not believe they have; to induce the House W assent to this propo-
this bill is to give them the power to do so. sition He said let us do this, and we shah

have not only the Iongest railway in the
Hon. Mr. POWER-I think I have a fair worîd, the biggest canals in the world, but

comprehension of the English language, and the fastest steamships in the world. Ahi
I do not think the hon. Minister or any one these things are very fine, but they do not
else can say that I have ever been inten- put a great deal of noney into the average
tionally rude to any member in this House. taxpayer's pocket. I was reminded by the
I said the papers were not on the Table Of hon. gentleman's remarks of something
the bouse. O'Connell once said which elicited tremendous

bon.Mr. NGES-I ay hey avecheers. At one of those open air meetings

Hon. Mr. POWER-I know there isv not

been placed there. which O'Connell occasionally hehd a stranger
was present to whom O'Connell said he

on. Mr. POWER-When2 the Minister would say something that would bring forth
said the Clerk probably hadl them, I said the greatest cheers that this stranger had
that that was not satisfactory to me. The ever heard. ae stood upon the platfor
information is not here. We are asked to and spoke thre esentences the hast of which
assent to a vote of $750,000 a year towards was, eYour hils and your peop e are the
an undertaking the nature of which we do greenest in the world." The crowd shouted
not know. There bas been no contract "Hear, hear! We are, we are." Although
signed, I presume, but surely there must the hon. gentleman's colour is not green
have been an offer made by the party who he wants us to cheer because our rail-
proposes to make the contract. I under- ways are the ongest and our canas the
stand that in the other bouse the offer was argest in the word, but that is not busi-
subinitted, and it should behlaid before us here. ness. We are talking about voting seven
It is a matter of vital importance whether hundred and fifty thousand dollars a year
the company is to average 20 knots an hour subsidy a fast une q4 steamers, and the
on the passage or not. The company, even if height of our mountains and the length of
the vessel is capabe of making a speed in our rivers and railways bas very little
mid-ocean of 20 knots, does not give us a to do with that. This transatlantic
guarantee of a much better service than we service bas a long history in Canada.
have now. I a satisfiedthat the present While the Intercoonial delegates were
aines would be willing guarantee an here we celebrated the fact that the
average of 17 knots in mid-ocean for a sub- frst steamship which crossed the Atlanti
sidy of $500,000, and if we are going to vote propelled solely by steam, haied from the
a quarter of a million dollare more, we should port of Quebec. The first steamship com-
have a guarantee that we are going get pany which estabished a reguar service
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across the Atlantic, the Cunard line, was a
Nova Scotian company. From about 1840,
when the Cunard line was established, to
the present day very large sums of Cana-
dian capital have been invested in steam
communication with the mother country.
At the present day there are half a dozen
Canadian lines. There are two or three
very well known and important lines, par-
ticularly the Allan line and the Dominion
line. It has been said that there was a
great demand for this fast service. I am
not aware that there was a great de-
mand on the part of the country for it.
When word went out that the Government
proposed to increase the subsidy there
were demands fron certain places that those
places should be made the terminal ports of
the line when established, but I am not
aware that there has been any demand from
the people of this country for this fast
service for which an immense subsidy is
to be voted. No evidence has been fur-
nished to this House that there has been
any such demand. We are in this posi-
tion, we have existing lines. The principal
object, one would suppose, in establishing
very superior steamship communication
with the mother country, would be the
carrying of our products to that market
in the most satisfactory and the cheapest
way, and bringing back goods from the
mother country promptly and at reasonable
rates of freight. Is this proposed line re-
quired for that purpose, or if we had it
would it supply that want? Every one
knows that although people talk about these
greyhounds carrying an immense quantity
of freiglit, the lines which run from New
York, where there is the greatest induce-
ment to carry freight and where there is a
great quantity of freight to be found, do
not carry over a thousand tonsof freight each.
They would do it, but you cannot com-
bine speed with a capacity to carry a large
amount of freight. The people engaged in
the business, whose interest it is to combine
speed and freight capacity, have never yet
been able to do it. You cannot com-
bine very great speed with very large
freight accommodation. As a matter of
fact, there has not been sufficient freight
of the character required to enable the
Allan and Dominion lines to do a profitable
business for the last few years. Their
business just now is not a profitable one.
The hon. gentleman fromiRideau division said

that the members of the Allan company had
become old men and that theyfelt like leaving
the business to younger people. It is not
improbable that the Allans would be will--
ing to sell out if they got a good price, for
the reason that their business does not pay as
well as it did. If, with all their experience,
they cannot make the business pay, it does
not seem to me to be reasonable that Mr.
Huddart, who knows nothing whatever
about the business of Canada, is likely to
make the business pay in the way of
freight. As to the other question of
mails and passengers I shall say some-
thing later. There has been a good
deal said about cold storage. The owners
of the existing lines say that they fitted
up some of their ships for cold storage,
and that they did not get sufficient
freight to send over, so that there is very
little in the talk about cold storage. There
is this feeling, no doubt, that while our
steamships of twenty or twentyfive yeat-s
ago, were pretty nearly up to the proper
standard, of late years the advance elsewhere
has been considerable, and our lines have stood
still, and we should have a quicker service
for passengers and mails. With a view of
securing that quicker service, we passed an
Act in 1889 which this bill before the House
is intended to amend. I think probably we
acted wisely in offering an additional sum in
order to secure a better service. I said
when that subsidy measure was going
through this House that we made a mistake
in the ternis of that offer, that we left
it open to the Government, as it is
left open in this case, to fix the rate of
speed. There was an understanding then
that the speed should be 20 knots,
as there is now. At that time had it been
understood that a service of 16 or 17 knots
would have been sufficient, we should have
had such a service between Montreal and
Liverpool during the last three years. One
of the conditions imposed by the Act
of 1889, and which is continued in the
measure before the House, is this, that
there shall be a fast weekly steam-
ship service between Canada and the
United Kingdom, making connection with
a French port I believe that that provi-
sion, which was objected to by some mem-
bers of this House when the measure of 1889
was going through, is one of the things which
helped to prevent any contract being made.
I am not saying anything now as to the de-
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sirability of a connection with France. It
is a very desirable thing that we should have
steamship communication with France, but
the misfortune with that measure and this
measure is that both of them combine two
things which are incompatible one with the
other. If this steamship line is to call at a

F l h t b f. i V tl E lh

not talking about horse racing, or about
steamship racing. We want to get a thing
which will suit us; a thing which suits
New York will not necessarily suit us.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-We want the
fastest and the best to satisfy us.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-The
suggestion of the hon. gentleman reminds
one of the man who owns a horse that is
just fast enough to lose all the races. That
is the position we would be landed in.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not really see
the point. We are not racing. We were

tries. I say that those steamship lines
are one of the most important of all Cana-
dian industries, and we are asked here to
take money out of the treasury for the pur-
pose of destroying those industries.. If that
is not an inconsistency on the part of hon.
gentlemen who advocate the National Policy
then I do not know an inconsistency when I
see it.
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ein i pu Vee goig v 1 s pJu, Hon. Mr. POWER-This would have
then there cannot be a fast line-I mean been amuch better service forthiscountry
you cannot get the quickest communication and carried more passengers and larger
between England and Canada and you can- m passenan rater
not comppte with the New York service. On quantities of freight at reasonable rates.

the other hand, if the steamships go to Eng- might have had that service for the
land first and then there is a cross-line froi subsidy which we offered, and we have not

the English port to a French port, got it, and now we are asked, without any
freight carried by that route would as has guarantee that these steamers will make
been stated by the Minister of Finance this average speed of 20-knots, to vote

within the last two or three days, be sub- $750,000, which we know cannot go te any
ject to the surtaxe. So the conditions con- Canadian concern. I cannet understand
tained in this measure are incompatible with how hon. gentlemen who have for years
a satisfactorv service. The result has been been advocating the National Poicy on the

seen. The conditions imposed by the Govern- ground that we ought to help our own
m people and do everything we can to further

which have elapsed since the passage of that and improve our native industries, can
meiase noCanadinc ompaysagben in a come down to this Parliament with a measuremeasure, no Canadian company has been in a which is intended to strike a deadly blow atposition to take advantage of its terms, and one of the most important industries ofup to, the present time no other company has Canada. o.gnlmn ayauhist
taken it up. One would think that the Hon. gentlemen may laugh; is it
reasonable thing for a country like Canada, not stated by the owners of these lines,

with a population of 5,000,000 and not a that if this subsidy is granted to Mr. Hud-

very wealthy population, finding that its darts une it will be a very serious, almost

transatlantic mail service was not quite up a deadly blow to their business, which at

to the proper standard, would have been to the present time is not a paying business?

have secured a greater speed within a rea- Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-We must con-
sonable limit, but we have not been content sider the interests of the whole of Canada,
to do that. If we had done so in 1889, this and not of any one company.
country for the last three or four years might
have been enjoying a much better service Hon. Mr. POWER-When it is a ques-
than it has had. It has been stated tion of developing the interests of some
positively time and again that the, cotton mill or sugar refinery, hon. gentlemen
$500,000 per year would have secured a do not tell us that we must look to the in-
service of 16 or 17 knots from one of the ex- terests of the whole people of Canada,
isting Canadian steamship companies. I think If we looked at the interests of the
to-day that that would be the wisest course te whole people cf Canada, the vast
pursue. We could have had a guarantee of majority cf whom are censumers, we
an average speed, something better than an would net have the high duties on the clothes
undertaking that the vessels would be able that the people wear. The national policy
to make 20 knots on the ocean. is that you shall build up Canadian indus-
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Hon. Mr. PRICE-The Allan line is not
owned in Canada.

Hon Mr. POWER-Some of the owners
are not in Canada, but the head office is and
some of the owners are here. Some of the
owners are in Scotland.

Hon. Mr. PRICE-Largely.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Yes, and I believe
it is the case with the Dominion line, but
the head offices are here and some of the
partners are here. I imagine that a good
many of the stockholders in the alleged Can-
adian industries that we have heard so much
about, do not live in Canada. I happen to
know with regard to the Cordage Company
that a great many of the shareholders who
control it live in the United States.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-It shows what
confidence they have in Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
may have confidence in them, but I do not
think I am expected to show the same con-
fidence in everything he says. I have been
betrayed, perhaps, into just a little more
warmth than I should have shown, but it is
one of those things that are calculated to
stir one's blood. The hon. Minister under-
took to give us evidence that this would be
a paying enterprise. He asks this question
-will this be a paying enterprise I He
answers the question in the affirmative. It
is a very singular thing that although this
offer of $500,000 has been before the world
for five years, no one has attempted to take
it up. It is understood that the offer of
$750,000 has been before the steamship
people for several months but none of them
have as yet taken hold of it. All we know
is this, Mr. Huddart, who I believe is not a
man who controls a vast amount of
capital, has been negotiating with parties in
the old country, as the Government had
negotiated fruitlessly before, and I think
probable his negotiations will be in the end
as fruitless as those of the Government
were. He has been negotiating with steam-
ship people and up to the present time has
not succeeded in getting any one to under-
take to carry out this enterprise. That is
the best evidence that the enterprise is not
a paying one. Money is not scarce in Eng-
land at the present time, and has not been
for some time. The only witness the hon.

gentleman brought forward to prove that
this would be a paying enterprise was the
President of the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company. When it is a question of enter-
ing into an expenditure of several millions
of dollars, and you have to rely on the evi-
dence of outside parties to judge whether
that step is to be a wise one or not, I think
we ought to have disinterested witnes
ses. If there is a man in all Canada who is
interested in having this line established it
is the President of the Canadian Paci-
fic Railway Company. Whatever effect
the .ncrease in the number of pas-
sengers may have, and even the speedier
carriage of the mails, on the rest of the
country, there is no doubt it will be a bene-
fit to the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany. Their through passenger traffic will
be increased, and the "quantity of mail mat-
ter carried will be increased, but I do not
think there is a great deal for Canada in
that, and for that reason we should not be
governed very materially by Sir William
Van Horne's opinion. Hon. gentlemeii will
remember that we are asked to make this
vast increase to our expenditure just at a
time when our revenue is falling. The re.
venue during the year which has just expir-
ed was about $2,000,000 less than the year
before, and the revenue for the current year
will be considerably less. When the coun-
try is threatened with a deficit is not a time
to cheerfully undertake an enterprise of this
kind, unless it is absolutely necessary. I
have not said anything about the difficulties
of the Canadian route, but I do not think
there is any reason why, when one is talking
of a business matter, he should not talk of
it in a business way. Why should we ignore
the difficulties which exist 1

Hon. Mr. KATJLBACH-We will scare
capitalists from going into it.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Capitalists are not
like my hon. friend. As a general thing,
before capitalists undertake to invest money
they inform themselves as to the investment.
They do not take what my hon. friend says,
or what I say, as evidence. They inquire
for themselves and ascertain the facts. Is
it not known in the first place that you can-
not run steamships up the St. Lawrence dur-
ing the winter months ' Is not that admit-
ted ? Is it looked upon as running down
the country to admit that well known fact 1
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Now, that is business, and it is a very im-
portant fact in this matter, because it means
that the company, if one is found (and it is
one thing which would make it more diffi-
cult to get a company) cannot have the same
terminus all the year round-that is unless
the people of the upper provinces are satis-
fied that the terminus during the whole
year shall be in the maritime provinces.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Oh no.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I knew the hon. gen-
tleman would say no. There must be two
termini. With respect to the difference be-
tween St. John, Halifax, Terminal City and
Louisburg, that is a matter which can safely
be lef t to the company that is to perform
the service. They will naturally select the
best port, and they should be allowed to do
it. The passage through the Straits of Belle
Isle is a very dangerous passage at certain
periods of the year. The Gulf of St. Law-
rence is well lighted now, as it was not some
years ago ; and shipwrecks do not occur in
any considerable number. When steamers
come through the Straits of Belle Isle and
strike fogs or encounter ice, they have to-
slow down. They have to do so, and your
ocean greyhound has to slow down like an
ordinary steamer.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have taken that
into account.

Hon. Mr. POWER-In going to St. John
and Halifax, they will have difficulties
to encounter. The greyhounds run-
ning to New York keep at least 150 miles
south of the ordinary route of steamship
travel, and in that way escape a great part
of the fog and run little risk from icebergs.
So we have to look at the facts as they are.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-That is for the
company to look at, not for us.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Certainly, but we
have to consider the difficulties in the way.
There is just one observation which I
should like to make. I made an appeal
here the other day for aid to a railway line
which I stated would benefit a large part of
the province of Nova Scotia, particularly
the city and county of Halifax. Ail that
was asked to secure the construction of that
Une was a total grant of something less than

$200,000. The Government felt that the
finances of the country were not in such a
condition as to allow them to make that
grant. I presume that is the ground taken.
I have no hesitation in saying that the con-
struction of that road would do infinitely
more good to the city of Halifax than even
becoming the terminus of this fast line dur-
ing a portion of the year, if this fast line
be established, because the thing which
benefits a place most is not passengers and
mails. A railway would bring freght into
the city, and would bring people who wanted
to buy and sell, and this fast line would
bring neither freight nor people who wanted
to buy and sell ; it would simply bring
mails and passengers who would pass
through leaving very little money in Halifax,
and to my mind it is a great deal better for
the city of Halifax that the present steamers
which call and bring considerable quantities
of freight should continue to do so, than that
the greyhounds should come there which
bring almost no freight.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I wish to say one
word of explanation in relation to an inter-
ruption which took place when the hon.
member f rom Halifax was speaking. I said
that I had laid on the Table of the House
the papers in connection with this bill and
in connection with the transactions that the
Government have had with Mr. Huddart. I
repeat the statement : several days ago I
brought down the papers and put them on
the Table of the House, and -I see them now
scattered there. The hon. gentleman could
have obtained them at any time and not
put himself in the position of contradicting
the statement I made, which was true.

Hon. Mr. POWER -I said they were not
on the Table, and they are not visible on
the Table.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-When a member
says in this House that the papers have been
brought down and put on the Table, does it
mean that they have been put under his
nose or communicated to the House?
Hon. gentlemen, I refuse to accept such an
excuse. Now, the plea which has been made
before us here, is a plea of the Allan
and the Dominion lines, and the
other companies of the St. Lawrence.
What we have read in the papers concerning
this enterprise, that the people would lose
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their money, that there is no trade for them,
and that the enterprise can not be success-
ful, we have heard to day from the mouth of
the hon. gentleman opposite. Had the
hon. member from Halifax been the solicitor
for thos;e opposing interests, he could not
have made a plea more in keeping with what
they have published in the papers. Is the
Government doing an injustice to those com-
panies? Did we not give them the opportu-
nity of entering into this enterprise? More
than five years ago the contract was open to
them. They made proposals to give us a
service of 16, 17 and 19 knots on one
occasion, but what did they want ?
Not $500,000, not $750,0_0, but over a
million dollars of a subsidy. It has been
said that we neglected to give sufficient in-
formation. The papers have been laid on the
Table of the House and everybody knows the
facts. It is intended to build four steam-
ships for the Atlantic service with a tonage
of between 10 and 11,000 tons and with a
sea speed of 20 knots. To men engaged in
shipping matters, what is meant by that?
Could anybody be justified in taking refuge,
as was done a minute ago, in the excuse that
thedocument is not on theTable of the House.
When you say, " with a sea speed of 20
knots," and when you speak of a swift line,
there is no intention of having that speed
reduced. But it would mean that we de-
sired to make the Canadian line the swift-
est, and, I may say, the safest in the world.
Now, it has been stated that we have not
the safest route. I am not going into
details ; everybody has read the debate in
the House of Commons, and everybody
familiar with the St. Lawrence knows how
it has been described as to its safety. More
than ninety lights have been put in the St.
Lawrence from the entrance to the Gulf to
Quebec, and, as I said before, when you
lose a light astern you have a light on the
bow. This has had a result on the naviga-
tion of the St. Lawrence which is more
eloquent than the denial of the hon. member
from Halifax; it is that for the last twenty
years not one mail steamer has been wrecked
in the St. Lawrence. It was stated in the
other House, everybody knew of it, but no-
body pointed it out here until we were forced
to do so as a rebuttal of the calumnies
directed against the safety of the route.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If the hon. gentle-
man refers to me, I beg to call him to order.

I never said it was dangerous. The hon.
gentleman has no right to put words in iny
mouth which I did not utter. I said they
would have to slow up going through the
Straits of Belle Isle and other places where
there were fogs and where there was ice.
The hon. gentleman mirht answer my
argument.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentleman
has enough to be responsible for without
putting anything in his mouth. It was
stated that the St. Lawrence was dangerous
and you had to slacken speed near shore,
and when I gave the figures of the time
which would be made on this route I de-
ducted so many hours upon every day to
allow for nearing the land on this side and
nearing the land on the other side ; so that
the argument is of no value at all. Now it
has been said that nobody will take up this
offer. If every public man in this country
were to cry down this enterprise and to say
that no money could be profitably invested
in the Atlantic service of Canada, if the
legislation were opposed in such a way as to
make it unsuccessful, undoubtedly, the gen-
tlemen interested in promoting this scheme
would not succeed. But so far, although
the subsidy is not authorized yet by Parlia-
ment, Mr. Sexton White, the eminent Naval
Architect, recently General Manager of the
Fairfield Ship Building Company, who de-
signed the " Lucania " and " Campania," the
designer for the Cunard line, has undertaken
to design and superintend the building of
these steamships, and Mr. Sexton White
has already prepared plans and specifications,
and tenders have been received by ûs, for
the four Atlantic steamships. That is evi-
dence of some important step being taken.
Now will anybody connected with business
undertake to find the capital of two million
pounds before being quite sure that the Par.
liament of Canada will vote the subsidy I
Nobody would undertake it. The hon. gen-
tleman who spoke of getting aid for a rail-
way line a minute ago, has not even had
the courage to spend $100 to incorporate a
company so as to be in a position to come
before Parliament and ask a subsidy. He
would like us to give him a subsidy for the
road, although there is no company formed.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-No survey ever
made.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Excuse me, there
was a survey.
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Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH--I do not
look on this question as being so import-
ant as do the hon. gentlemen on the other
side. The Government simply ask you to
intrust them with an additional sum of
$250,000 more than you have already
granted for the purpose, to enable them
to make a contract for a fast line of
steamers between the old country and
Canada. The Government has had the
power for the last five years, and $500,000
has been offered to any individuals or com-
pany that would undertake the service, and
no company has been found willing to under-
take it for that amount of money. , The
Government do not ask this House to lay
down hard and fast rules and bind this
country to this extra $250,000 making in all
$750,000 per annum, unless in their judg-
ment they can have a good and sufficient
bargain with a company or individual who
can give them a service equal to what they
desire. There is no use, in my opinion, in
getting a medium speed. The hon. gentle-
man from Halifax says that sixteen knots
an hour would be sufficient. That would
never meet the requirements to compete with
our neighbours across the line. If we want
any service at all, we want a service that
will be from nineteen to twenty knots an
hour, and I am quite satisfied that that is
what the Government have had in their
minds for a number of years. Now all they
ask you to do is simply to give them this
additional power beyond what you have al-
ready granted them. It does not bind the
country ; unless they get a contract, and
good seourity when they are going to sign
a contract that they will have the service,
they will be as they have been for the last
five years and not complete any contract un-
til they get sufficient security for the money
we are about to grant here to-day.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-If they do not
give you the service they do not get the
money.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-If they do
do not get the necessary security and the
ships guaranteed to go a certain speed in
mid-ocean, they wil not get the money. We
do not suppose any man living can expect a
ship coming close to shore to run at as high a
speed as she would in the middle of the
Atlantic, but simply at a reasonable speed.
The reasonable time for her passage, say 5j

days between the old world and Canada,
would be satisfactory to most people. I do
not look upon this at all as voting away the
money. It may never be used, because un-
less the Government are enabled to accom-
plish what they desire they will not go into
a contract at all. Everything has a beginning
and Mr. Huddart is endeavouring to raise
the capital before anything of this kind can
be accomplished. He may accomplish that
and he may not. If he does not succeed,
the Canadian Government will not sign any
contract whatever, but they are anxious, if
they can, to put our country on a par with
our neighbours across the line. The hon.
gentleman from Halifax should be delighted
to think that Canada would make an effort
to run steamers during the winter into the
port where he belongs. If I lived down
there I would certainly be anxious to see it,
if we had a reasonable bargain and would
receive reasonable value for the money in-
vested.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Hear, hear.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-But you
cannot expect the hon. gentleman to ap-
prove of anything we propose here. It is
not his nature to do so.

Hon. Mr POWER-I approve of num-
bers of things.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-He wants to
oppose and hold down anything that we
would suggest, and if we would retire and let
him come over here, his party would do every-
thing right. They told us the same story when
we were discussing the Canadian Pacific
Railroad-that gigantic road which is a
credit to Canada. At every step they told
us we were wrong. They told us we had no
right to build the road all the way, that we
should build sections of it and take advantage
of the water courses, and in the winter we
could cross on the ice. That was their scheme.
The fact of it is, they Ilid not know how to
build that road, and when men undertook to
complete it and put it through as one of the
greatest enterprises the world has ever seen,
they condemned it at every step, and now,
when the Government of this country gra-
ciously and wisely has held off this matter
waiting for better terms, waiting for more
security, waiting for more capitalists to come
forward and make these offers, the Opposi-
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tion condemn us step by step. Can we pro-
pose anything that those hon. gentlemen
will agree here to-day ? We do not want you
to agree to a hard and fast contract.
We say leave it to the Government. That
is all we ask and if we can arrange
with a proper man and obtain the proper
vessels and the proper security, then we ask
you to give us power to grant $750,000 per
annurn for 10 years. That is the bargain.
If the Government do not get that they
will make no contract, and I question very
much now, for some years to come, if capi-
talists will come forward and offer to do it
for that money. So therefore the hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax should not be so afraid
of giving the power we ask for, simply to
add $250,000 per annum, for 10 years, more
than you have already been willing they
should spend, and give them the pover to
start a fast line instead of a slow line half
freight and half passengers. Let us have it
one way or the other, and when a gentleman
from this country wants to go home to
England he may as well take our own route,
and reach destination in good time. Our
steamers are to have a speed of 20 knots an
hour, and be equal to the best vessels that
run from New York. We have drawbacks,
but we are trying to meet those drawbacks
and place it at a lower port in the winter
an-I further up stream in the summer, and
if all these things are taken into considera-
tion, I do not think we should cry down
the scheme. We ought to give it a fair
trial, and I am sure the Government
will not commit the country to that
amount of money per annum unless they
see that it will benefit Canada. .

. Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-The question
is whether this is the shortest way between
Chicago and Great Britain by rail and by
steamer ?

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Yes.

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-Then, it being
the shortest route, it will command the traffic,
if we provide the accommodation. We alf
know in the present age that it is the ac-
commodation that induces people to travel;
it is the convenience and the ease and com-
fort that you give them. Twenty-five years
ago I was discussing the subject with a rail-
way man in England, and he drew my at-
tention to this matter. Now, he said,
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eventually, if your line is the shortest route
between Chicago and Great Britain, you will
take the traffic.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-And the fastestl

Hon. Mr. READ (Quinté)-No, it does not
make so much difference whether the voyage
by sea takes more time or not; the shortest
route will command the traffic, the con-
veniences being the same. The next con-
sideration is whether this line is in the
interest of the producers of the country.
After thinking this matter over, I say that
this service is in their interest. Many
perishable products will get to a good market
if they can be got there expeditiously, and
in connection with that it should be the
duty of the Government to see that there is
a fast refrigerator service to meet the
steamers at every trip, so that the goods can
be brought to the market in good condition.
I have great pleasure in supporting this ex-
penditure in the interests of the producers
of this country.

Hon. Mr. PRIMROSE-In the absence
of the member for Rideau, the hon. member
f rom Halifax took occasion to administer
what I suppose he deemed a very severe re-
joinder to the speech of that bon. gentleman,
and he illustrated his remarks by an anec-
dote about O'Connell. I have simply to say
that it were well for the hon. member from
Halifax and the party with which he is
associated, if they had a little more of 'the
spirit of true Canadian enterprise and pluck
which stood out in every word of my hon.
friend's remarks. The hon. member from
Ottawa at one time criticized the position
that the Governrent took with regard to the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and yet despite
all the opposition of those hon. gentlemen,
that road has become a success, and the
credit of it is due to this side of the House.
It seems to me that there is a sort of missing
link if we do not establish this fast line at
the other end and have rapid transit between
Canada and Europe. I will conclude by
expressing a wish that cornes from the heart:
I hope, in the good providence of God,
that the hon. member from Halifax may be
spared to see the successful completion of
this enterprise.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL-I generally
agree with everything that falls from the
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hon. member from Toronto. I have had
much pleasure in listening to him this even-
ing, and I fully agree with most of his 1
remarks. However, it is well in undertak-
ing such a vast enterprise as this, involving
the annual tax of three-quarter million on
this country, to be cautious and to put on the
brakes lightly, to warn the Government so
that everything will be done properly. I
think we are safe to leave the matter in their
hands, with the assurance that they will see
that every precaution is taken in regard to,
the interests of the country. I believe they
would take extreme caution, but if we
allowed the matter to go through without
any opposition whatever, the Government
would say, " All are in favour of it ; the sup-
porters of the Government and the opponents
also are equally in favour of it." With
reference to the suggested advantage to be
derived by refrigerators for the perishable
goods, I think there is nothing in that what-
ever. There may be something, however, in
the argument a2 to the fast service between
Australia and England, but if the saving of
time between Australia and England is only
two days over the Suez route, it is not ade-
quate. I say more is required. Something,
however, may be accomplished in that line.
When you once freeze meats or eatables
it makes very little difference whether they
stay frozen one week or one month. All
that is involved is the interest on the money
for that extra forty-eight hours, which really
amounts to nothing. And again, when you
get a 20 knot service, you must consider that
there is very little space in the steamer for
anything besides coal and passengers, so that
as a means of developing the resources of the
country, there is little or nothing in it.
Now, I wish to see what could be gained.
If nothing is to be gained, or very little, we
should take more time. There is another
matter to be considered, that the develop-
ments of steam have been so great in the
last few years that every company is cautious
about making investments, because what is
very good to-day may be of very little use
five years hence. There was a great improve-
ment when they put triple expansion engines
in their boats, and these boats are capable of
carrying only their passengers and their coal.
Referring to the Cunards, I think they were
the pioneers of this whole ocean service. Cun-
ard was a Canadian and resided in Canada
for a long time. Mr. William Cunard himself
was a native of New Brunswick, and the

Cunards know Canada just as well as you
and I do. They have had the experience ;
they inaugurated their line with Halifax,
for the reason that they had to carry so
much coal in proportion to the size of
their ships that they had to make the
nearest possible point. Why did they leave
Halifax and go to New York? Why have
the Cunards not come forward and offered
to re-establish their old route and run the
fast steamers to Halifax? We have talked
about it. J have mentioned it to them re-
peatedly. Now, would it not be natural to
suppose that if there was a great deal of
money in this enterprise they would embark
in it I However, there is very little to be
said about that, because we do not know
that any people are going to embark in it.
This line is intended to carry passengers
quickly across the Atlantic. Is the farmer
or · the agriculturist of this country to be
compelled to pay any portibn of my passage
to the old country? I think not. Then it is
said we are going to make Canada the great-
est country in the world. That is right
enough, but you should be cautious.
What else are you going to do? You are
going to get a quick service. We have just
as good a service as our neighbours across
the line, because within a few hours after they
get the mail it is delivered to us. It is not a
20 knot service they have ; it is a 23 knot
service and that service is not their own :
they are all English lines except a few In-
man boats. They are away behind, and
the Cunard and the White Star Lines are in
advance of them. So what are we com-
peting with? We are competing with our
own friends on the other side of the At-
lantic, who really control the whole of the
steamers on the Atlantic. I say we want
nothing more. We have got a good serv-
ice. The cables have superseded the mail
service, and the mail service is a matter of
secondary consideration to every business
man in this country. Since I came into
this House I have received two cables and
I know what is going on on the other side
of the Atlantic and what I have to prepare
for. It is a matter of no importance to
ordinary business men whether they open
their letters in the morning or at night,
because they generally know all about the
matters before h.and by cable. I move the
adjournment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m.
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SECOND SESSION.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o'clock, P.M.

Routine proceedings.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES
BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL resumed his
speech. He said : My only object in the
remarks I have made is to advise extreme
caution on this matter, and I am perfectly
sure that the Government will use all due
precaution. At the same time, I think it is
well for those who think they are conversant
vith the subject to give the Government the

benefit of their advice if they think they
have any worth giving. In speaking of
these steamers, they are referred to as vessels
capable of making 20 knots. I suppose we
all have an idea what that means. It means
an immense consumption of coal, and it also
means that those vessels will be able to make
the voyage in about five days. Suppose this
service is reduced to 18 knots and makes the
trip in five and a-half days-I do not say it
will be done-it would save at least $500
per day.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-More than that.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL-I am putting
it very moderately. Suppose they reduce
it to 16 knots and make the voyage in six
days, then the saving will be from one to
two thousand dollars a day. The induce-
ment is very strong in the company to re-
duce the speed and save this large sum of
money. Again, this means high prices for
everything connected with the service. It
maeans high rates for freight to all who use
the steamers. Fast steamers can carry
but a small amount of freight. In the
pioneer days of steam, the boats were limited
as to time, and it proved so disastrous that
the Government very justly had to abandon
it. The loss of life and property were enor-
'nous. Again, it is all very well to say that
we should not deny our own country
but you must remember that the world
sees Canada just as we do. They know the
rigours of the climate that we have to con-
tend with, and they know our coast just as
well as we do. All these facts are discount-
ed in the markets of the world. On the
first day of August the insurance on the
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whole of the Gulf and the River St. Law-
rence doubles. I know it to my sorrow,
and it is one of the things worrying me
more than anything else that the first of
August is so near and the insurance will be
doubled on every cargo crossing the Atlantic.
Ten days afterwards it increases again, and
on tht 30th August again. Every ten days
from now to November there is an increase
in the rates of insurance until they got up
last fall to 18 per cent in October for cargoes
going into our Gulf. We cannot shut our
eyes to the fact. It is the result of the geo-
graphical position of our country, and to
recognize the fact only denotes that we are
careful in studying the position that we
occupy. It does not injure the country, be-
cause the facts are well known. You cannot
overlook the fact that in the winter season
the passenger traffic will fall off. I am an
old traveller. I crossed the Atlantic in
thirty days, and I have coached it from Port-
land up to Aroostook, and had to get out on
the hills and help to push the coach up the
grades. When you take the route from New
York, a few hours after leaving port you
cross the Gulf Stream and you are in plea-
sant weather, as a rule. As people begin to
get old they feel the advantage of that. To
get aboard a steamer and in four or five hours
to get into mild weather is an advantage
which cannot be expected by those who take
our route. Again, there is another advantage
which the lines to the south of us have.
These ocean greyhounds that sail from the
port of New York have a fixed track, and
the steamer which goes from Liverpool to
New York does not go within a hundred
miles of the one from New York to Liver-
pool. The one is that far south of the other.
Ali they have to fear is vessels coming up
from the south crossing their tracks, which
can be guarded against at any time. I will
not occupy the time of this House any
further, but I think it is not the duty of any
hon. gentleman here to shut his eyes to any
drawback that our country possesses. By
shutting our eyes we cannot make the world
shut its eyes, and if we enter upon any large
undertaking I believe it is the duty of every
hon. gentleman to look at it fairly and
squarely, to see exactly the position we are
in, and give the best advice we can to the
Government. I am satisfied to leave it in
the hands of the Government, but at the
same time I felt called upon to show that it
is not all plain sailing-that it is anything
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but plain sailing. In the first place, it is
not plain to make a contract with such a
company with any idea that it will be carried
out to the letter, and after the contract is
made and al] the preliminaries are arranged,
there will be immense difficulties afterwards
in seeing them carried to a successful issue

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-I had no in
tention of troubling the House with any-
thing but a few casual remarks on this
question, but after listening to the eloquent
speech that we have just heard it strikes
me as a maýtter of special wonderment that
this poor country, labouring under all the
physical disabilities that have been set before
us, has managed to exist to the present time.
One would imagine that no steamboats
could ever navigate the St. Lawrence, that
no ship had ever reached the inhospitable
shores of this country, and when I see,
among others, the hon. member from Hali-
fax looking on with a pleased expression
when his own port was, I think I am en-
titled to say, vilified, it excites special
wonder at the exigencies which party de-
mands from its followers. The truth is
that when one listens to the speeches from
the hon. members from Ottawa and Halifax
and the hon. gentleman from Chatham, one
is sorry for them. The whole burden of
their song is and must continue to be
apparently a jeremiad from beginning to
end. It was put very fairly to them by
the hon. knight from Toronto when he
said that they had to find fault with the
Government whatever they did. Their
conduct reminds me of a story of a man
who demanded information of a native as
to which of two roads he should take to
reach a certain place. He got the
following reply: " Well, stranger, you
can take either road you like, but which-
ever road you take you will wish you had
taken the other one." These gentlemen are
bound, in their loyalty to their own party, to
be constantly depreciating the efforts of the
Government in whatever direction they go.
To my mind we have a plain business pro-
position before us-here is an Act which
has stood on our Statute-books for five years
offering a subsidy of $500,000 for a certain
service. The Government found that it
would not work-that it is not sufficient.
They are assured on every hand that it is
not enough. The country has never, ap-
parently, recorded a change of sentiment

upon the propriety of offering $500,000,
and now we are called upon to determine
whether, failing to carry out our purpose
with $500,000, we shall increase our efforts
and try it again. That seems to be
the natural business course to be pursued by
any body of men. We have on the table of
the Senate, and I have read them, represen-
tations from nearly all the commercial bodies
in the country demanding a fast line. I
think that the objections which have been
raised to it and the attempts made to belittle
the consequences of it, are entirely fallacious.
It is a matter of fact, which will not be
denied by anybody, that a very large pro-
portion of those who travel and traverse
the ocean to Europe at the present moment
do choose to go to New York, because
they can find a more expeditious service
from that port than we can offer them.
There is not the slightest question that the
bulk of the ships which now navigate the
St. Lawrence are old and under power.
They occupy too much of the time of
business men. The proof of the pudding
is the eating thereof-it cannot be denied
that the bulk of men who traverse the
ocean for business purposes choose the New
York route. Now, what are the chances
for a line of suitable steamers coming from
Quebec or Montreal? Granted, to start
with, that in a big port like New York,
which is always open to the ocean, there
are always enormous physical advantages
at its command, but the disadvantages
which meet you and me when we approach
the port of New York are not to be sneezed
at. We are detained at quarantine all
night. We are uncertain at what hour we
will be allowed to land. We do not know
when we will get a train to carry us to our
destination. The chances are we will miss
a train and have to lie over. At any rate,
no man can land in New York and get to
the car with his baggage without the ex-
penditure of a good round sum. If
this enterprise of as fast ocean line
is carried to a successful consummation,
and if the Grand Trunk Railway and the
Canadian Pacific Railway find it--as they
certainly will-to their interest to vie with
each other in offering facilities for the tran-
sit of paàsengers and luggage, without doubt
on the landing at Quebec or Montreal or
Halifax the transfer will be made quickly
and cheaply, as far as the passengers going
to the western ports: of the United States
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are concerned, and without trouble about
their baggage at all. I venture to say that
if there be a fast line inaugurated, it will
command an enormous traffic from that cir-
cumstance alone. Now what is to hinder
these boats to be successful? It has been
said, and said with a certain amount of truth,
that these fast boats could only carry a
limited amount of freight. Granted. That
is in its essence perfectly true. The trend
of modern business of late years has been to
separate somewhat sharply the carrying of
heavy freights and of passengers, and the
White Star Company, which has been in the
van in all matters concerning ocean traffic,
for many a day now has changed consider-
ably the type of vessel which carries freight,
and has introduced vessels of a considerable
tonnage, considerable speed and with enor-
mous carrying capacity. The hon. member
from Halifax said that the main object of
this proposal of the Government, if it had
any object at all, was to transfer from here
to the markets the products of this country
at a cheap rate. That is not it at all.

Hon. Mr. POWER-What I said was
that I thought that should be the object in
the interest of the country.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-I differ sharply
from the hon. gentleman on that point,
for I say that that is not the point. The
object is mainly to carry light freight, pas-
sengers and mails.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-And perishable
:goods.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-And perish-
able goods. With regard to perishable
goods, a total misstatement of the facts has
bee'n made, unintentionally no doubt, by
the hon. gentleman from Chatham. He
said freeze those perishable goods, and it
makes no difference if they are frozen for a
week or a month: but they are not frozen.
The object is not to freeze them, but to
carry them in cold compartments rapidly to
market, and fresh butter, eggs and fruit can
te carried-a thousand things can be car-
ried under those circumstances to market.

Hon. Mr. COCHRANE-Do not forget
dressed beef.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-And dressed
beef. The question is not keeping it five or

ten days in a frozen condition, but to keep
perishable articles without freezing, and to
carry them to market without impairing
their quality. These ships will carry a large
quantity of such freight, and carry it cheaply,
because they will really have their returns
upon the passenger traffic and the subsidy
for carrying the mails, and will be able to
enter into competition with freight carriers
on good terms for such freight.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Is it not a fact that
perishable goods are brought from South
America and Australia to Englandi

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-Certainly in
cold storage rooms, but I never heard that
they were improved by the length of the
passage from South America and Australia.
I say they are impaired by the length of time
they are kept, and the more rapid the tran-
sit the better. I do not, of course, attribute
motives to anybody, but it did strike me,
when I was listening to the hon. gentleman
f rom Chatham, that he was arguing as much
in the interest of companies that did not
desire to take up the subsidy as anything
else, and without pressing that point I
would remark upon the speech of the hon.
gentleman from Halifax to this extent-I'
had just been reading the Hansard of the
House of Commons and, with all submission
and respect, I think we have in his remarks
an echo of the proceedings in the House of
Commons.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have not read one
of the speeches delivered in the House of
Commons on this subject, and have not
heard any of them.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-Then it is an-
other illustration of the fact that great wits
jump together.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The facts are the
same in the House of Commons as here.

Hon. Mr. DRUMMOND-No doubt
about it, but every one seemed to miss one
point except the hon. gentleman himself.
After dwelling, as was done elsewhere, on
the dangers of fogs and rocks and -all that
sort of thing, which we have heard ad
nauseam, the hon. gentleman endeavoured
to elicit from the leader of the House an
assurance upon the question of the speed of
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those vessels. There is a vast difference
between specifying that the ships shall have
a sea speed of 20 knots and making a con-
tract whereby those ships shall keep up 20
knots throughout their voyage. If there
be fogs in the Gulf-as who denies it-if
there be a lee shore in the St. Lawrence on
both sides, which nobody can deny, it would
be little short of madness to make in
any contract a condition as to the main-
tenance of speed. As a business man,
if I were asked " what would you do
under those circumstances," I would say
I do not know until it came up, but I
am obliged to say to the Government that
the framing of such a contract as de-
volves upon them in the event of a fa'vour-
able tender being made, is a matter which
will require their most careful consideration,
for this reason. If, on the one hand, you
offer a premium for a short voyage, or you
require an average speed, what do you entail
upon the ship master ? To crack on in
season and out of season, in fogs, in
darkness, in drifting rains, and every-
thing of the kind, than which no more
fatal error could be made by anybody,
whatever position he occupies. On
the other hand, if you fail to make condi-
tions implying that when the circumstances
are favourable you shall have a speed of 20
knots, then you offer a premium-and ac-
cording to the swiftness of those boats it is
multiplied ten-fold-which is to economize
coal, to go at a jog across the Atlantic when
they might be running fast. No one has
crossed the ocean without realizing this fact,
that while at times he could wish that the
greatest caution and discretion and the slow-
est speed to be the order of the day, many
and many a day occurs when he wishes he
could go 100 knots an hour and might do it
with perfect safety. The hon. gentleman
and those who spoke against this line are
probably aware of the fact that if you have
a speed of 20 knots you can go at 10, but if
10 knots is your maximum speed, you can-
not go faster. So the fast boat does not
necessarily go 20 knots an hour all the time,
and in fact it would be highly improper if it
did. I do not wish to detain the House,
because it seems to me, considering the fact
that the country has been looking for five
years for a fast line, considering the price
which we have offered for it has been insuf-
ficient and we must increase it or do without,
that the bill before us is in the line of the

plainest and simplest common sense, and for
my part, as a business man, I wonder
whether $750,000 will fetch it. There is
only one expression which fell from the
Opposition that I have sympathy with
at all. It is where the hon. member from
Ottawa deplored the fact that our own people
had not been more ready to avail themselves
of the offer and fil the contract themselves.
For my part, I think that the Allans have
deserved well of this country. In a long
series of years, under the most discouraging
circumstances, they have kept up a service
well and done their duty by the country. It
is quite a mistake on the part of one of the
speakers to say that they are old men and
desirous of going out of business. The older
men are certainly disappearing, but there are
plenty of young men of enterprise and cour-
age and business knowledge to carry on the
service, and I deplore that the Allans have
not been induced by the subsidy which has
been offered to take up the work and do it
themselves. I have not the acquaintance of
Mr. Huddart. He is a stranger and I should
prefer our own people to him, and the only
thing that I regret is that this service is to
fall into the hands of a comparative stranger
and not into the hands of our own people.
In that respect I am with the gentlemen of
the Opposition. The hon. member from
Marquette took a view with which I am
cordially in sympathy. It was not novel,
because it has been held out all along as one
of the inducements for the line ; it was that
we might see the day when the direct course
between Europe and Australia would be
through Canadian territory. When that is
done, it will bring an enormous accession of
business to our own railway, as we may call
the Canadian Pacific Railway, and it will do
a great deal to enlighten the public outside
as to what Canada is,'and make her more
familiar, more frequented and unquestion-
ably will be to our benefit. For these rea-
sons, I think the observations which have
been tendered to you i opposition to this
bill are insufficient and should. not be re-
garded. I advocate the inmediate assent to
this bill on the part of this hon. House.

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read the second time at length at the Table.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-If the House will
allow me, I will move the suspension of the
rule and that the bill be read the third time
now.
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Hon. Mr. POWER-If I were not a good
Christian, I should object to the suspension
of the rule, because I feel that I was treated
with scant courtesy by the leader of the
House during the debate on the second
reading of this bill, and I wish now to make
just two or three observations with*respect
to the little difference of opinion which took
place. I have ascertained-I was not aware
of it at the time-that the hon. gentleman,
when he laid those papers with respect to
the fast Atlantic service on the Table, made
a slight error and said that he laid on the
Table the papers with respect to.the French
treaty. I remember distincly the hon. gen-
tleman stating that. I never heard, and I
have been attending the House pretty
regularly, the hon. gentleman say that he
laid on the Table any papers with respect to
the fast Atlantic service, until he stated,
when I made some remarks to the effect
that the papers had not been brought
down, that he had laid them on the
Table. My reply was that they were not
on the Table. They were not at the
time-I had never seen them. I might
perhaps have said something else, but there
was no discourtesy to the hon. gentleman or
any one else. I simply said the papers were
not on the Table. As a matter of fact,
those papers had been laid on the Table as
papers connected with the French Treaty,
and they were removed at the close of the
sitting to the clerk's office. I was not aware
that they had been laid on the Table and
other members to whom I spoke on the sub-
ject told me the same, and the hon. member
from Ottawa told me that he only discov-
ered by accident that they were on the
Table. He went to look at the papers and
found that they did not relate to the French
Treaty, but to the Fast Atlantic Service.
It is only due to myself to make that state-
ment. As I said in the course of the dis-
cussion, I try not to be rude or discourteous
to any member of the House.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-When I laid the
papers on the Wable, a mistake was made in
stating that they were papers connected with
the French Treaty, but I had that mistake
immediately corrected. I mentioned it to
the Hon. Mr. Scott, who drew my attention
to the fact. I had the error corrected im-
mediately, and there is no error in the
Minutes.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I never read the
Minutes, and not having any communication

with the hon. member from Ottawa on the
subject, I never knew about it until the
question was raised to-day.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the third time and passed on a
division.

INSURANCE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE OF COMMONS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons to return Bill (V) " An Act
further to amend the Insurance Act," with
certain amendments.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The last clause pro-
vides how the companies shall invest their
surpluses. A long list of securities bas been
given. They are not allowed to invest in
gas companies except upon bonds issued by
them. There are companies whose standing
is first class, and who have issued no bonds,
and I want to add, in the interest of insur-
ance companies, to increase the scope of their
investments, the following words:-

And in the stocks of such companies of the above
description which have issued no bonds.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE-As a representative
of an insurance company of some standing
in Canada, I should like to add telephone
stock or bonds, either of which is as good as
the Bank of Montreal. I would not have
moved an amendment had not the leader of
the House proposed to amend the clause
himself.

Hon. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)-I
propose to have the list still further extended.

THE FRENCH TREATY BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (147) " An Act re-
specting a certain treaty between Her Brit-
annic Majesty and the President of the
French Republic."

(In the Committee.)
On Schedule " A,"

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to direct at-
tention to the difference between the lan-
guage used in Article 2, and the language
used at the close of Article 3. Article 2 is
to this effect :

Any commercial advantage granted by Canada
to any third power, especially in tarif matters
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shall be enjoyed fully by France, Algeria and the
French colonies.

That article states in the most direct and
explicit manner that whatever advantage
is granted to any other power must be grant-
ed to France and the French colonies. I said
something last night as to how that might
affect negotiations for extended trade rela-
tions, with the United States for instance.
Then the language in article 3, as to what
Canada is to get from France, is as follows:

It is understood that the advantage of any
reduction of duty granted to any other power on
any of the articles enumerated above shall be
extended fully to Canada.

It is not stated explicitly and directly
that these advantages shall be extended to
Canada, and further the advantages are not
any commercial advantage, but simply the
advantages with respect to the articles
mentioned above. If a treaty of a more
extensive character should be made by
France with any other power admitting
agricultural products, for 'instance, the ad-
vantages of the treaty would not be extended
to Canada, while France gets all the ad-
vantages which Canada might grant to any
other power.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-True, the language
is wider in article 2, than in the section
cited by the hon. gentleman at the foot of
article 3, and it must be recollected that
when we granted a market of five millions
they opened to us a market in France of
nearly forty millions, and if you include
Algeria and the French colonies it would
exceed fifty-seven millions.

The schedule was adopted.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hon. gentlemen may
have noticed that some of the Australian re-
presentatives have felt somewhat aggrieved
that France should have those advantages.
They do not consider them of very much
value if given to the rest of the world, and
when France hears we have given similar
privileges to Australia and the rest of the
world, she may not value the privilege much.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Perhaps not, and
if the treaty is as bad as the hon. gentle-
man thinks it is, they will give us notice,
but there is nothing in the treaty which
would prevent us according a reduced tariff
to Australia and the other British colonies.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I was drawing atten-
tion to the fact that the Australians had al-

ready noted, and that France may note that
praçtically under the interpretation that is
now given to it France will not be getting
any exclusive privilege in regard to the
wines of that country.

Hon.' Mr. McCALLUM-I would like
the hon. Minister to tell us what a'nount of
trade he expects to make with France, or
whether he expects any large trade, in con-
densed milk ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I may say the
statistics show hardly any trade now in that
direction, but it is a trade that could be
easily established from Ontario and the
province of Quebec and the Maritime Prov-
inces, especially Prince Edward Island.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-Can the hon.
gentleman tell us if there is any condensed
milk manufactured or produced in Canada
now?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, there is in
Nova Scotia, and it is a profitable industry.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-At Truro, N.S.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I think the
parties who negotiated this treaty did not
understand the timber grown in this country,
because it speaks of the extract of chestnut
and the other tanning extracts. I know
something about the forests of this country,
and I do not know to-day where we have
any chestnut forests; in fact, there is very
little chestnut grown in Canada, as far as I
know. At one time we had some chestnut
growing, but we have none now. I think
that that word ought to be hemlock instead
of chestnut.

. Hon. Mr. DEVER-It says other tan-
ning extracts.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That clause in-
cludes hemlock.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-But they use
the word "chestnut ?"

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Because tannin
from chestnut is used for the most ex-
pensive leather, what we generally call
Russian leather, and I do not know as to
whether there is any exported from here,
but we have the tannin from hemlock and
it includes both.
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Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-And oak has
also very good tanning properties.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-It says " fresh
water fish, eels." Would that include salt
water eels ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-No, it would not
include eels caught in the sea-simply eels
caught in fresh water.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-I am sorry it
does not. I had hoped that it might allow
us to take in eels of all kinds.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Not from the sea.

Hon. Mr. McCALLUM-It is hard to
discover the difference. Many men could
nlot tell the difference. I think in my
younger days I could distinguish between
them. The eels are six or seven feet long in
the place I come from in Scotland. We
would not eat them ; we did not consider
them fit for food, but it appears they are
excluded by this treaty if we catch them in
the waters of the Atlantic and the Pacific.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS, from the com-
mittee, reported the bill without amendment.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (158) " An Act further to amend the
Inland Revenue Act."-(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (149) " An Act further to amend the
Act respecting the North-west Territories."
-(Mr. Angers.)

The Senate adjourned at 9.05 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thur8day, July 19th, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
O'clock.

Prayers and routine pro eedings.

INSURANCE ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS CONCURRED IN.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the adoption
of the amendments made by the House of

Commons to Bill (C) " An Act further to
amend the Insurance Act." He said: I
had proposed to submit to the House an
amendment which relates to investments.
I.suggested that amendment in a conciliatory
spirit, hoping to meet the objections of one
of the companies to the bill. I find that
this amendrnent is unsuccessful and as it
does not produce the reconciliation that I
had hoped for, it is useless for me to submis
it, because at a future session the principle
involved in that 27th section will have to be
the subject of further legislation. I may
state the purpose of the section as it stands.
For the future, and the future only, the law
provides that insurance companies shall in-
vest the money in trust with them in given
securities. I do not wish to enter into a
discussion upon what has taken place in
relation to the large investments made by
such companies. There are some who have
in hand over $13,000,000 and have some
$67,000,000 of responsibilities with policy-
holders. I do not wish to criticize the way
a portion of that capital has been employed
or invested. What is past is past, and let
by-gones be by-gones, but I think it is the
duty of Parliament to see that all this money
which is held by certain parties in trust, the
managers of the companies who have as
shareholders very limited capital and who
deal with such large sums of money-that it
is the interest of Parliament and of the pub-
lie that some safe-guard should be provided
in relation to the future investments of those
companies. It is not thought desirable that
they should be at liberty to invest at random
such a large sum of money; thousands of
people might at a critical time have to suffer a
bitter disappointment if such investments
had not been wisely and properly made. The
Government has dealt with that subject.
Yesterday one hon. gentleman in this House
mentioned the Bell Telephone Company's
stock, which I believe is quoted at 140. I am
quite sure that on a future occasion, as long as
that stock stands as high as it does, the House
would have no objection to deal with the mat-
ter again and include that and several other
subjects of investment. It has been said
that by this Parliament is arrogating to it-
self an excessive power and attacking ac-
quired rights. It has been the subject of
discussion elsewhere that we were going to
deal with vested rights. The most com-
plete and reliable answer to that has
been made by the best authorities in the
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House where the discussion took place.
When you only deal for the future you do
not really deal with acquired rights. Up
to this day companies holding charters have
had the privilege of investing their money
in many ways. With such investments it
is not the intention of Parliament to inter-
fere at all. None of these investments will
have to be disturbed by the present law.
Some of them might be removed with ad-
vantage, but others will stand as long as
they have not lapsed, but with regard to
future investments the clause says that
when you shall have a surplus to invest it
must be invested in certain classes of se-
curities. In making that provision you do
not in any way affect acquired rights.
Acquired rights cannot apply to the future
but can only apply to the past. Acquired
rights can only apply to the capital which is
accumulated and invested, but it cannot ap-
ply to the capital which the policy-holders
are going to put into your hands for safe
management in the future. I shall again re-
peat that I think it is sufficient for me to
point out to the House that a large number
of people in Canada to-day are insured, that
for a large class of our people it is the only
pos.sible provision that they can make, after
they are removed from this life, for their
widows and children. It is becoming more
popular and more extended every day, and
it is the duty of Parliament to see that none
of those people are deceived, that the invest-
ments are wisely made bymen of small capital
as shareholders, say $100,000, $125,000 or
$150,000, who are dealing with responsibili-
ties amounting to some sixty or sixty-five
millions of dollars, dealing with an accumu-
lated amount of some $13,000,000 or more.
It is a very great responsibility to intrust
with the managers of such companies. I do
not wish to blame any management in the
past or to criticise any company. I am the
last man in this House who would utter one
word which could be invoked against any
company by a rival company, but I hope the
House will receive with the same frankness
and in the same spirit the principle which is
set out in the amendment.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-The
hon. leader of the House has stated that he
wishes to withdraw some amendments which
he proposed, and which are satisfactory, as
far as they go, to parties interested in this
bill. The amendments which he proposes
are, as he bas stated, in the right direction,

but they do not go far enough. If the hon.
Minister of Agriculture chooses to withdraw
the amendments which he himself proposed,
that is his affair and we cannot prevent him
doing it, but I thought, in the remarks
which he made, the logic was not very sound
when he said that vested rights applied only
to the future and not to the past. That
appears to me a very extraordinary argu-
ment. I wish to place before the House a
plain and straight forward statement of the
case as well as I can do it, without intend-
ing, in any mianner, to mislead, or to pal-
liate, or to do anything that might be con-
sidered improper by any member of this
House. I wish to state at the outset that I
have no interest in the Canada Life As-
surance Company, which is the com-
pany now under discussion. I am inter-
ested in it only as a policy-holder of
$10,000. I insured in the company with a
knowledge of the powers of investment
which the company possessed. Now let me
state to the House what these powers are.
This amendment chiefly affects the Canada
Life Assurance Company. The Act of in-
corporation was granted forty-seven years
ago. That Act permits a liberal choice of
securities on which investments or loans
may be made, but which will be much res-
tricted by the proposed amendment, and the
company has made, from time to time, in-
vestments and loans in and on the classes of
securities which will be excluded by the
proposed amendment, amounting at the
present time to about $5,000,000. The
company on such an amount earn, on a
moderate' estimate, about $50,000 annually
more than they would on securities of
the limited class specified. The hon.
gentleman alluded to the policy-holders
and also to the smallness of the stock
of this company. It is well known to hon.
gentlemen, and to every business man of this
community, that the stock of insurance com-
panies is always of a very limited amount, and
that the policy-holderg are the parties most
generally interested. The policy-holders
will be the parties chiefly affected, as they
are entitled to 90 per cent of the profits,
and on the last division of profits they
received 93J per cent-the shareholders
received only the remaining 6ï. There are
about 25,000 persons whose lies are assured
by the company to the amount of upwards
of 62 millions, these policy-holders are
informed, by the annual report of the com-
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pany sent to each, of the manner in which the
funds are invested; and any one entitled will
at all times be furnished with every informa-
tion, concerning the company's investments;
and it should be pointed out that none of the
debentures, bonds, stocks or other securities
of Canada or any province of Canada, being
those prescribed by the amendment, yield over
from 3J to 4 per cent-and the insurance law
requires that the reserve held be based on 4J
per cent. So that if the company is wholly
restricted to such securities it would not
be able to realize 4ý per cent prescribed
by the insurance law. The result must there-
fore be an increase in the rate of premiums.
Let me also state to the House that other
companies, United States, English, and
Scotch insurance companies, doing business
alongside of the Canadian companies, are not
subject to such restrictions. They can in-
vest their money according to the best of
their judgment and abilities in any such
securities as they may choose to select, and
there are many other securities. The fact
also that the hon. Minister himself was pre-
pared to offer an amendment to extend the
line of securities may be taken as evidence
that this question has not received at the
hands of the Government that consideration
which its importance demands. I need not
point out to the House the distinction be-
tween an investmentand a loan. Investments
are the purchase out and out of securitiesand
should be made only when they may be con-
sidered beyond any doubt as to their sound-
ness, but a loan on security which per se may
not be of that character can be made so if
backed with first-class collaterals, and in-
dustrial establishments may be safely as-
sisted by loans in that way, and -made
perfectly sound, but this restriction will
prevent that and is therefore striking
at the industries of the country. What
the company which I have the honour
to speak for to-day-I have no interest in it
beyond what I have told you, a policy of
$10,000 on my life-say is that they have
no objection, but think it perfectly proper
that there should be restriction on the class
of securities in which the funds of the com-
pany shall be invested, but it is not proper
that the ipse dixit of any official of the Gov-
ernment should be allowed to fix the list of
securities. In the conference between the
companies and the Government the postpone-
ment of this clause was requested for the

purpose of giving an opportunity for a con-
ference to take place between the Govern-
ment and the various insurance companies
who may choose to take part in it. It is
surely only a reasonable request to have this
amendment postponed for that purpose.
The official who inspired the proposed re-
striction has avowed defiantly that it was
inspired by him. I have the highest pos-
sible respect for that gentleman. .I have
known him for a great many years and I am
sure he is worthy of all confidence and I
have no doubt he possesses the confidence of
his Minister, but it appears to me that fix-
ing the securities this way is very much like
the shoemaker going beyond his last, ne sutor
ultra crepidan. And it should be borne in
mind that investments of an insurance com-
pany, as regards length of time, are quite dif-
ferent from those of banks or savings banks,
whose investments should always be made in
securities readily convertible, so as to be in a
position to meet any sudden demands by de-
positors. On the other hand, a long dated
security is much more desirable for an insur-
ance company so long as it is a safe and sound
security. I inay state that the annual cash
receipts of the company are over two and a
half millions per annum and its assets now
amount to fourteen millions of dollars, so
that it has money always to invest or to
lend. And the amount goes on increasing
year by year. This is also the case with
other Canadian companies. The amount of
the loanable funds which these companies
will have as their disposal will be very con-
siderable. These loans can be made with
perfect safety in the manner I have indi-
cated and can be made a powerful factor in
promotingthe prosperity of our industrial es-
tablishments. I should allude to the adverse
criticisms made in another place respecting
the investments of this company, which were
most unfair and incorrect, and must have been
made in ignorance of the facts. A memo-
randum of these investments has been
handed to me by Mr. Ramsay with a full
statement concerning the character of the
collaterals held against them. I beg to
assure the House that I unhesitatingly give
it as my opinion that they are first class
sound securities-gilt edged in fact. The
president of the company, Mr. Ramsay, has
addressed a letter to me on the subject of
the securities of the company which with the
permission of the House I will read:
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CANADA LIFE INSURANCE Co's. OFFICE,
HAMILTON, Ont., 13th July, 1894.

DEAR SIR,-The House of Commons last night
passed an anendment to the Insurance Act which
will largely limit the powers of investment given to
this company by its charter in 1847. It is not said
that these powers during the past 45 years have been
exceeded or improperly used, and the full know-
ledge of all the facts and details of each of the in-
vestments of the company (although these cannot
of course be possessed by persons outside of its
board and officers) warrants us in asserting that
they are as absolutely safe and prudent as business
transactions can be made. Assurers having joined
the company during the past years in reliance upon
the terns of the company's charter, and relying
upon the favourable results which it has encouraged
thein to look for, an interference with the chartered
rights and privileges at the present time is an in-
justice to them, such as we hope the Senate may
feel warranted in opposing, at all events without
greater time and opportunity being afforded to
obtain the views of those assured who are pecuni-
arily interested, on the subject.

I mnay say that the amendmnent proposed would
place this and other Canadian companies in an un-
favourable position in competition with American
and other outside companies, which have all the
investnent powers which it is proposed to with-
draw froin this company, and which such com-
paniesnow use largely and with great advantage
to their policy-hoiders and to the business coin-
munity.

If you will kindly give this matter your best
consideration, that would be much esteemed, and
if you can concur in our desire that greater time
should be given for more fully ascertaining the
views of the company's twenty thousand policy-
holders, who will be pecuniary sufferers by th e pro-
posed amendment, your aid in getting the measure
deferred for another session will be a valuable
safeguard to their interests.

Yours truly,
A. E. RAMSAY.

There is no question as to the soundness and
the value of the securities held by the com-
pany for all the loans they have made during
those 48 years.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-By the loans
you mean the investments you have made ?

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-
Loans and investments, both. I have
already pointed out the distinction be-
tween investments and loans. An invest-
ment should only be made on the soundest
of security, but a loan may be made
on securities which per se may not be
of that character, but may be made so by
first-class collaterals behind them. The
power, to which I have already alluded,
originally granted to the company is in the
nature of vested rights. The policies issued

to the insured may be found to constitute or
be considered in the nature of a contract be-
tween the company and its policy-holders.
If the list is restricted in the manner pro-
posed, the question then arises whether a
distinct line should be drawn between the
old policy-holders and those who might elect
to insure with the knowledge that the old
powers possessed by the company are cur-
tailed. I believe that some such arrange-
ment is practicable but time is required, more
time than we have at our disposal this ses-
session to carry it out. Meanwhile the pub-
lic or any interest will not be prejudicially
affected. Before concluding it is only due
to the management of the company that I
should state that no company anywhere in
the world can point to a more splendid ad-
ministration of its affairs than the Canada
Life Company. It is a company of which
Canadians may well feel proud, and it ap-
pears to me under the circumstances that
Parliamentshould hesitate beforeit interferes
with a company which had been so splendidly
managed in the past. I therefore move that
this 27th amendment, which proposes to in-
sert clause d in the bill, be not concurred in
for the reason I have already stated. No
interest can suffer if the matter is postponed
for another season.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The proposition made
by the hon. gentleman from Hamilton that
this important matter should be postponed
for quite a consideration, seems all the more
reasonable from the fact that it will be re-
membered by the hon. gentleman that this
bill, when it was introduced in this cham-
ber, met with some opposition from various
insurance companies. They were invited,
through the courtesy of the hon. Minister
taking charge of it, to come to Ottawa and
discuss the objectionable clauses. They had
their meeting here, and the bill was dis-
cussed in this House from time to time until
an agreement, as -I understood it, had been
come to between the various insurance com-
panies and the Government and then the
bill passed without any further opposition
in this Chamber. That was the position in
which it came to the Senate originally. It
went down to the House of Commons and
was referred there to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce, made up of the
leading business men of that Chamber. That
committee nmade a number of changes and
amendments in the bill. Some of them are
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before us, and those amendments are being
accepted by the House, inasmuch as they
are not affected by the amendment pro-
posed. After the bill went to the House of
Commons from the Banking Committee,and
just before the amendments were being con-
curred in, further amendments were pro-
posed, which is a very unusual thing after a
bill has been referred to a special commit-
tee. Those additional amendments which I
hold in my hand now, known as clause b,
are very long and important amendments.
As I am advised by many hon. mem-
bers, they really were not understood
inasmuch as they were not even printed.
At the end of the session, the bill comes to
us with these amendments now concurred in,
in addition to the amendments made by the
Committee on Banking and Commerce, and
it is those amendments the hon. member
from Hamilton refers to, when he asks that
the discussion of them be postponed for
another year. They affect other companies
besides the Canada Life, but principally the
Canada Life. I do not know that the other
companies are aware to what extent they
do affect them. I am inclined to think--
although I speak subject to correction-that
the Sun Life, and important company; in-,
corporated as far back as 1864, must have
investments affected by this bill. I am not
certain of that, because I have not had time
to look into it, but I do know, and the hon.
gentleman has informed the House officially
from the paper handed to him by the
manager of the Canada Life, that it is going
to affect this company in the future to the
extent of $50,000 a year. This is a very
important consideration. I venture to say
that over 5,000 stockholders of the Canada
Life are the principal business men, at least
of Ontario. The operations of the Canada
Life extend beyond Ontario, but I believe
there are no leading business men in Ontario
who do not hold a policy or two in the
Canada Life. Now, I do not think they
are the class of men that require the paternity
of Parliament to say how they shall invest
their money. We are going too far in this
matter. Nearly 50 years ago, Parliament
gave a charter to this company, authorized
them to invest their money according to the
prudence and discretion and judgment of
those who were interested. It gradually
drifted to be a mutual company. In its
earlier history it had many difficulties to
encounter, because it lacked the capital and it

lacked the standing, and English companies
had possession of the ground and also some
United States companies. As the company
got strong and vigorous, the Canadian people
had faith in it, and the leading business men
of Ontario hold policies in this company.
They have been induced to add to their
policies from the very fact that that com-
pany was enabled to return to them a larger
proportion of profits than policy-holders in
other companies receive. Why were the
company able to do this I Because the in-
vestments in Canada were more paying than
they had been in other countries. We
know that English companies are limited
practically to receipts of probably from 3½
to 4, not above 4, as a rule. Now we are
going to say to the Canada Life, which here-
tofore has been paying baclf to its policy-hold-
ers very large sums of money, in the future
'.'You cannot return that money to the policy-
holders. You must put your money in par-
ticular bonds of the Government of Canada,
bonds of the provinces and other stocks and
interests referred to in this bill." I do not
think that that is quite fair or proper, after
Parliament has given them the power, unless
you first establish a case against them. If you
can show that by rash investments or by im-
prudence they have jeopardized the interests
of those 25,000 people, then it may be for
Parliament to interfere, but even then Par-
liament ought only to interfere at the in-
stance of the parties interested. It is a
business company; it is not a savings com-
pany or a poor man's company, as a rule it
is the wealthy men of this country that are
in the Canada Life. There are no doubt
some small companies. The small policies
are prompted to be taken because there are
well known business men in the country
who have faith in the company and hold
large policies and for that reason it has a
standing. The effect of the amendment
will be to put the Canada Life on a
level with English companies, in fact
to reduce them below the level of English
companies, because we know that as a mat-
ter of fact English companies to-day can in-
vest their money in the United States, and
foreign companies doing business in Canada
have opportunities for investing their money
in the United States. The Canada Life will
be deprived of that privilege, unless you
drive them to invest their money outside of
Canada, I do not know how far the amend-
ments would affect their powers to carry out
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that principle, but it would seem only reason-
able and fair, if they have got to compete
with the rest of the world--because that is
what it means practically- that they should
seek investments out of Canada if they can-
not get paying investments in Canada. The
Canada Life has gone into a new territory.
It is now doing business in the United
States and is regarded there as a company
of undoubted standing and is securing a
very large area in that country. I do
not think it is in our interests to sav to
the Canada Life: "You shall take your
money out of Canada and invest it in the
United States," because it would be cnly
reasonable and fair if their premiums are to
be affected by this, if they are to be re-
stricted in their opportunities to invest in
Canada, that they should go outside of the
Dominion. I do not think that you help
the industrial enterprise of this country by
doing that. I presume, from what was said,
that it naturally prefers to make advances
to industrial institutions in this country :
but as we know when loans of that kind
are made, large collateral securities are
taken, and if any hon. gentleman could
point to a loss by any injudicious investment,
then there would be some justification for it,
or if the policy-holders in the Canada Life
applied to Parliament praying for this
change, then we might properly interfere,
but I understand the policy-holders are
opposed to this change. There is not a

policy-holder in the Canada Life who is in
favour of this legislation. They have had
these privileges for 50 years, and have not
abused them in any way, and now it is pro-
posed to take this right away f rom them. It
is said Parliament is not giving this right
to the companies applying for charters to-
day. That is no reason for taking it away
from old companies which have built up the
insurance business of this country. The
Canada Life, you might say, was the pioneer
company of Canada and made their insur-
ance business a success. Business men
would not go into it until they saw it was a
success. After a time they discovered that
investments could be better made in Canada
than in England, because we have the ter-
ritory here. Money invested in England
only paid 2J or 31 per cent and of course
they could not compete with the Canadian
company. The Canada Life were able to
take advantage of the money market of this
country to the great assistance of our

people. I hope, therefore, the Government
will not press this amendment under the
circumstances, because it is very unusual
that an important amendment of this kind
should be brought in at the last moment,
more particularly after a conference being
held on this bill. The Canada Life seems
to be the only company that is aware of the
change, although I am quite sure it affects
other companies. I have had a policy in the
Canada Life for nearly fifty years, and I am
receiving annually a very nice sum out of it.
The mode of insurance that I followed was
to have the profits apply in reduction of the
premium and a great many other persons
have done the same. What right bas Par-
liament to step in and cut off the profits J
get ? Is it the proper thing to do I People
invested in this company because, its invest-
ments being in Canada, it was a company
that could pay more profits than any foreign
company. In the face of that, is it right
that Parliament should capriciously, at the
very last moment, - interject amendments
which are going to disturb investments
made by policy-holders twenty, thirty, or
forty years ago. It is neither equitable nor
just, and if it is properly understood I do
not'think it will be enforced. I hope, there-
fore, that the Government will withdraw
the amendment and look into the matter.
Of course if there is any justification for it,
we could all agree to it, but if there is no
justification we should allow the company
to continue its business as in the past.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I shall vote for
the amendment of the hon. gentleman from
Hamilton. I believe this bill must have
been in a very crude shape and not properly
considered before it came to this House.
Here is a bill which was brought to this
House by the Government. We must assume
that it received mature consideration and
that the Government believed they had
done everything to protect those who have
invested heir money irf these companies. It
passed this House. being considered perfect
by the members of this House. Are we
now to stultify ourselves and say that we
were not capable of considering this matter?
There are gentlemen here who have policies
in that company, and business men, who feel
quite satisfied with the manner in which the
loans and investments of the company are
made. I do not know of any person who
has invested his money in any way in this
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company who bas raised any suspicion with 1 House and ask you to vote against the amend-
regard to the ability of this company to con- ment that has been moved by the hon.
duct the business in the manner which they gentleman from Burlington." The Govern-
have done for 50 years. This bill went to ment ought to give us the amendment which
a committee of the other House competent they thought the insurance companies were
to deal with a measure of this kind: they entitled to, and the course of the hon. gen-
made certain amendments to the bill, which tleman to-day is a very extraordinary one.
we are willing to accept, but when it came There is no institution in this country tht bas
up from the committee to the House an done more by their surplus funds to advance
amendment was made which was not appro- the best interests and the public works of
ved of by the Committee on Banking and this country than the Canada Life. It has
Commerce to whom it was referred. m think always been to the fore in makig wise and
this matter requires more consideration. My prudent investments. u am a very large
hon. friend, the leader of the fouse. himself policy-holder and have examined the insti-
admitted that he was willing to modify that tution and its reports recently, I can say
clause d and make some concession with that se far as I know it has neyer yet met
respect to it, se that hie must feel that it is with a loss of any consequence. For 47 years
not necessary in the interest of the public. they have been going on in that way. Tbey
Who invested their money in this company, have used their surplus to advance the best
that this clause sbould pass. I think we interests in the country. Now if those securi-
8ould basten slowly and consider the com- ties in which they can invest are limited,
panies who may be interested in this. They what will be the result i Tey will seek in-
wihl have to consult and have conferences vestments in other countries, and this $5,-
with the department and perbapa then some 000,000 will go across the line to promote
legislation which may be in the interest of the industrial pursuits of the United States,
ail the companies may resut from this, but either that, or if you restrict them you will
o must say, after the Government has brought disable tem from carrying out the contrac

down a bill, presumably after mature con- which I entered into 20 years ago with the
sideration and after the bill bas gone throug Canada Life Company, under the representa-
the ordeal of this house and through a cn- tion that for a series of years they had been
petent committee of the other m-ouse, and is able to pay certain bonuses to policy-holders.
returned to this Chamber and we are asked You therefore injure me and every policy-
to add a clause pere which seems to be objec- holder in the Canada Life. Have the policy-
tionable and which my hon. friend is willing hoiers, or the public, or the business men
to modify, it shows that this bill is imperfect of this c Iuntry asked for his legisation ?
and bas not received the mature judgment of Has anybody asked for it, or bas it been
the Government. For the safety of the brougt about by the musings of somebody
country, I think the hon. leader should sitting bebind a desk somewhere, perhaps a
withdraw clause d frot the bill and then, clerk in an office who neyer knew anything
after further consideration of this matter, if at aIl of ife insurance business and knows
more legisation is required in the interest very little about business transactions of any
of the poicy-holders the matter can be kind. I want to know where the bill comes
brought up next session. f rom. If theGovernmnent say they rought

this bill into the fouse on their own re-
sion. Mr. FERGUSON (Welland)-J do sponsibiity, then, se far as this bill is con-

flot wish to critcise the hon. leader of the cerned, I vote want of confidence in the
eouse, but it appears to me that bis course Government, because I do nit tsink it is in

to-day wito regard te the amendment wbicb the interest of anybody in this country. The
ho was about te move is a most extraordin- Minister of Agriculture says it is not interfer-
ary one. The Government admitted by the ing wit vested rigbts because it only appies
aundsment whic he mad in bis and that to the future. That is a strange kind of logic,
the range of securities in which investments because these investments are constantly
could be made, was too smal, and therefore falling due and must be reinvested at once
they were disposed t enlarge it, but by bis in order that interest may be bad upon them,
condu t to-day ho virtually says, "if you do so that yo interfere wit every poicy that
flot take my amendment you get notbing at das been taken in that company for the hast
all. I will move tbe bies as it is before the 45 years except those that have been paid
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off. And it does interfere with vested rights
and with the interest of policy-holders, an
interference that I think is wholly unjusti-
fiable. Everybody will agree with me that
there are no securities in the country on
which there have not been losses, even the
classes mentioned in the list. If there is a
class of securities in which there has been
money lost it is mortgages. If we confine
the companies to mortgages alone, after
a while you will find they will become the
owners of a large portion of the property of
the country. Interest on mortgages is not
paid regularly as a rule, and private lenders
do not care to foreclose their mortgages and
put people on the street, but companies are
obliged to do that because they are holding
the balance between two parties and they
must carry out the law and foreclose the
mortgages. I agree with the hon. mem-
ber from Ottawa that the business men
of this country are the men who are
best able to judge of this matter. All
over the province of Ontario, and in
Montreal and elsewhere the men who hold
policies in this company are perfectly
satisfied with their investment, and there
are no men in this country more capable of
judging of investments of this character
than the policy-holders themselves. I have
examined the investments and securities
that have been referred to, and if I had the
money I would lend it as the Canada Life has
done on those securities. There is no
business man that would have not made
the same loans on the same security. In
lending on mortgages as a rule they can
place about $1,500 or $2,000 on a farm.
The expense of keeping track of those
mortgages is very large. If the Canada
Life had to see after those small invest-
ments throughout the country it would cost
them nearly all the interest they get to se-
cure the investments and to manage them.
Therefore I think it is exceedingly unwise
to confine them to these two kinds of in-
vestments. A radical change of this kind,
affecting such wide and diversified interests,
affecting perhaps a hundred thousand policy-
holders in this country, ought not to be
made without consulting as far as possible,
the parties directly interested. I therefore
think that the House ought to be careful.
Let us grant a delay so that we will be able
to consult the people interested before
next session. If these amendments, after
consultation, are considered right and just

and in the best interests of the future of
this country and of policy-holders and in-
vesters, let us pass it ; but I think no
radical change of this kind ought to be
made without proper consideration and
without consulting, so far as they can be
consulted, the parties interested.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-I entirely agree with
all that fell from the Minister who intro-
duced this bill, with regard to the necessity
for taking every precaution to guarantee the
safety of companies and institutions, such
as those which this bill will affect. I do
not think there can be a greater calamity
than to allow life insurance companies to con-
duct their business on an unsound basis, or
anything in fact short of the most absolute
security that can be obtained. When we
reflect on the frightful consequences to the
comfort and welfare of individuals that
might ensue by the failure of those com-
panies, I think every precaution should be
taken to ensure their stability. There is no
subject therefore to which the Government
should address themselves to with more care
than this of life insurance, none which the
very able officers,to whom they have to advise
with in the department to which such matters
are referred shouldgive greater consideration,
none which both this House and the country
should more heartily and thoroughly desire
to surround with every precaution when
legislating upon it. I am disposed, therefore,
to go as far in that direction as almost any
one would do, in order to secure perfect
safety for our life insurance companies ; but
here is a case in which we may very properly
say that the House is hardlyjustified, at this
period of the session, and after this bill has
been so thoroughly and carefully criticised,
when first introduced in this House, in pro-
posing now to introduce a clause which so
very seriously affects the business of soee
of our largest and most successful companies
in the Dominion. If this clause was only
intended to affect conmpanies obtaining char-
ters in the future, it might be all right ; but
here is a case in which we should surely act
upon the axiom that it is not right or proper
to interfere with vested rights, because whenl
a company like the Canada Life, for instance,
has, under its charter, been investing its

-funds for so many years in securities which
are excluded by this clause, it would be un-
fair and unjust if we at once deprived thenl
of that power.
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Does it i

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-Assuredly.
not read it in any other way.

I can-

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-There is a vast
difference between ex post facto legislation
and this. The leader of the Opposition
stated, as I understood him, that it affects
investments already made.

lon. Mr. SCOTT-No.

Hon. Mr. ALLAN-The distinction is
very plain. If a company has a charter,
under which charter it has had the right to
make investments of a certain character,
and in the exercise of that right has for
many years been investing very largely in a
particular way, and has made very large
profits by so doing to the great satisfaction
of their policy-holders, is it right to come
now and say without any previous warning,
that for the future it shall no longer make
any such investments ? I think it is taking
a very strong step and one which I hardly
think is right, because it is for the future
abrogating the privileges they have hitherto
enjoyed under their charter. If this clause
applied only to companies that might here-
after be incorporated for doing the business
of life insurance, there would not be the
sane objection. Indeed, I have no doubt
that one consideration which may have been
present to the mind of whoever framed this
clause was this-some of these securities in
which the Canada Life now invest their
funds, which under the conduct of so able
and experienced an officer as the manager
of the Canada Life may be perfectly safe
irvestments, might not be equally so in the
case of other companies, where the same
discretion and the saine ability might not
be shown, but the simple point for this
Ilouse to consider is whether it is right that
we should now consent to make this amend-
ient under all the circumstances. The bill

has come back to us from the Commons,
having been previously thoroughly discusse-d
and criticised in this House, (and the insur-
ance companies fully heard on the subject)
With this unexpected amendment. Their
representatives left here under the impres-
sion that they and the Government were of
One mind on the subject. Is, it right now
that they should suddenly find themselves
with a clause sprung on them which inter-

53

feres with their charters to such an extent.
that it restricts their right to make invest-
ments which up to now they have made, and
from which they have reaped large profits
thereby enabling them to give their policy-
holders large bonuses and make money in a
way which it will not be possible for them
to do if they are confined to the investments
mentioned in the Act? I feel, as a Cana-
dian, very proud of the progress made in
life insurance business in this country during
the last few years. Many of us can remern-
ber when we had not a strong life insurance
company in the country, and in my younger
days when I wished to insure my life, I had to
go to an English company for the purpose.
No greater boon has been conferred on the
country than the means which our Canadian
life insurance companies furnish to young
men both to insure their lives at reasonable
rates, (far lower than they could have done
in any English company); and to insure in
companies which are beyond suspicion as to
their stability and soundness. There is no
company among our Canadian life assurance
companies which will be hit so hard and at
the sarne time ought, of all others, to be
exempt from any sudden legislation of this
kind, as the Canada Life. I am a policy-
holder in it myself, and looking at it from
that point of view, I should regret exceed-
ingly if this clause were adopted without, at
all events, some reasonable time being given
for further and more mature consideration.
I submit that it ought not to pass this session.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-I am sorry
to have to say a word on this subject. I am
not personally interested in the Canada
Life, and last night I thought that the
temporary leader of the Government in this
House believed he might do something to
reconcile the parties interested in it. After
yesterday, I found that they did not feel in-
clined to let that clause stand over for a
year. Seeing that, I asked for an amend-
ment to sanction loans on stock of com-
panies that had no bonds issued. Until I
came into this House I supposed that that
amendment would be placed before us.
That amendment, I am told by the hon.
gentleman who has charge of the bill, he
will not put. I am very sorry that he will
not do so, because I am interested in the
Toronto Gas Company, whose securities are
as good as the securities of the Government
of Canada to-day, I paid 83 premium a
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year ago for the stock, and it is now held at
90 premium.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
does not expect an insurance company would
pay such a premium as that I

Hon. Mr. DEVER-What dividend does
the stock pay ?

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-It pays a
dividend of 10 per cent. On that stock ac-
cording to this bill they could not lend any-
thing. The object of this amendment was that
the stock of any company that had issued no
bonds should be included in the list. The hon.
gentleman in charge of the bill says he will
not make that amendment. I am very much
surprised that he will not. If I were in an-
other position I would vote against it. I
am so situated that while I am here I am in
duty bound to support my Government, but
I say I think that the Government ought,
as they have done in dealing with other bills
this session, to have softened down some-
what; they should either allow the matter
to stand over for one year, or accept that
amendment which would give a considerable
advantage to companies which have no bonds
issued and whose stock is just as good as the
debentures of the Dominion Government.
That is the position I am in here to-day. I
did not know until I came in here that that
amendment was not going to be moved.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I suppose I should
not say anything about those amendments,
because I am not interested in the subject
myself. I can imagine that members have
listened with a little surprise to the remarks
made by the hon. gentleman from Toronto,
but I do not think, if I may be allowed to
interfere in a matter which does not concern
me, that the language used by the hon.
gentleman is remarkable at all, because he
conferred with his colleague last night when
he gave notice of this amendment, and I
presume þe has not been ' notified of the
change. He was a faithful follower of the
leader last night, but he has not kept up
with him, and is in the same place to-day as
he was in last night. That is not a very
serious backsliding on the part of a member
of the Government. I do not agree with
the remarks made by the hon. gentleman
who preceded me. It does not follow because
Canadian insurance companies have been

wisely and prudently conducted in the past
that they will be equally well conducted
in the future. It may be that a company,
after being conducted in a prudent, conserva-
tive way for years, under new management,
enter upon a different course of proceeding.
If there were any substantial evidence of
that in connection with any of our Canadian
insurance companies, I think it would be a
good ground why the Government should,
during the recess of Parliament, make in-.
quiry. If allegations of that sort have been
made, and there is apparent foundation for
them, it is the duty of the Government to
make inquiry and next session to bring such
well considered amendmehts to the existing
legislation as will meet any difficulty that
they foresee, but to take the step which is
taken in this amendment without notice to
the shareholders and insurance companies,
and without notice to the stockholders to
amend the law in such a way as to sweep
a vast field of investment from these com-
panies is quite unjustifiable. That is the way
I view the matter, and as neither the stock-
holders, or the shareholders have asked for
such legislation as this, as neither stock-
holders nor policy-holders are aware of this
proposed legislation except a very limited
number, it would be a sort of breach of faith
on the part of Parliament at this date to in-
terfere in this way. I wish to call the at-
tention of the hon. gentleman who leads the
House and of the Conservative members of
this House, to one feature of this amend-
ment which has been adverted to but has not
been dwelt upon as much as it ought to be.
This Canada Life, the Sun Life, and one or
two other companies have grown up as the
result of Canadian enterprise and capital.
If we pass this restricted amendment, these
companies will be placed in a much worse
position than foreign companies. An Eng-
lish or United States company can come
into Canada and invest in these Canadian
securities which our own insurance companys
cannot invest in. Clearly that is not right.
I say that this amendment bas been pro-
posed without sufficient consideration. The
prudent and just course for the Government
is not to ask the House to concur in this
amendment, but to take steps during the
recess of Parliament to devise a measure to
meet the danger, if there be any danger
which may exist in case the companies are to
make these investments. That is the way
it strikes me.
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Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I wish to explain
to the House that what I have done in rela-
tion to withdrawing the amendment, I have
been authorized by the leader of the Govern-
ment to do, and I have done nothing that
anybody in this House or outside of it has a
right to question. What I have done is
within my right, and my authority and in-
structions. Coming back to another point,
I wish to state to the House that this clause
enacts nothing new. It is incorporating in
the Insurance Act a clause and an enact-
ment which is embodied in thé charter of
every company incorporated for the last ten
years. The policy of this clause has been
accepted by Parliament before, and I do not
suppose there is a member in this House
who has not voted for a similar clause when-
ever an insurance company came to us for
an Act of incorporation. Hon. gentlemen
know that for ten years past it has been the
policy of this country, and why should we
be asked to-day to reject this enactment.
Now, who asked for this legislation? Did
the policy-holders move in that regard i For
ten years past they have been moving for
this, and for ten years past Parliament has,
upon every occasion that they incorporated
an insurance company, agreed to this and
limited the powers of investment and loan.
Referring to the fact that foreign companies
have a wider scope than Canadian companies,
a company coming from abroad and doing
business here, can invest money in any man-
ner that its foreign charter allows. That is
perfectly true, but that is beyond our power.
We have no right to legislate for them. We
are only legislating now for Canadian com-
panies ; the clause enacts nothing new, does
not take the people and this House by sur-
prise, nor the companies. They know that
the general policy of the country for
years back has been not to allow com-
panies to invest or lend as they please,
but to have a limited amount of stock in
which they can invest. They are all in-
formed of that, so that it, is not quite cor-
rect to say that this clause has been sprung
upon the country or the Canada Life Com-
pany. Hon. gentlemen will recollect that
this bill was initiated in this House. We
gave it the best attention we could, and we
inserted a clause which was not in the same
terms as this, but the object of which was to
prevent any company, or the managers of a
company, or any shareholders of a company,
from wrecking the interests of the policy-
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holders, and it provided that in future there
should be this limit, so as to prevent any
shareholders, representing a small capital
like $125,000, constituting the board as they
chose and investing some thirteen millions of
accumulated assets to suit their own inter-
ests or the interests of their friends.

Hon. Mr. MAcINNES (Burlington)-The
capital of the Canada Life is one million.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The hon. gentleman
from Burlington must recollect that I do not
speak of the Canada Life. I put a case for
the House to consider so that I may be fully
understood. I charge nobody at al. I said
at the outset that I would not in any way
follow the course which perhaps has been
pursued elsewhere and point out any bad
investment; it is not my duty to do that.
What I state is that this House had put a
clause to guard against this, limiting the
number of votes according to the capital
possessed by one man. This clause has been
taken out, and to arrive At the same result
the House of Commons has passed the clause
which applies to all insurance companies
incorporated during the last ten years. So
that this House cannot complain that the
clause has been sprung upon us or sprung
upon the House below. It has received full
consideration.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-I cannot agree
with everything the hon. Minister has stated.
He seems to have taken the floor simply to
prove that we were not interfering with
vested rights, but he has failed to furnish
any argument to show that he is correct.
On the contrary, he admits that the clause
which was in the bill before it went to the
Commons, and the clause which is now there,
interferes with companies incorporated 20, 30
or 40 years ago. How can those companies
which were incorporated 40 years ago be
dealt with I Generally speaking, I say, they
ought not to be interfered with. There
should be very good reasons before we in-
terfer with those rights. bas the hon. Min-
ister produced any such reasons I Has he
given instances?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I could not do that
without hurting a company.

Hon. Mr. BELLEROSE-And we cannot
do this without hurting somebody. We
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should not interfere with those rights unless
we have good reason to do so, and unless we
know what we are about. If we interfered
with those rights we would not know what
we were about. If we had any evidence
that the policy-holders in any company com-
plain that the company is doing wrong, and
that some day or other they may lose their
insurance, then I would say we ought to do
something in the interests of the country at
large. Such, however, is not the case, but
the contrary. Those who have policies are
willing to remain as they are now. They
oppose any such amendment, and yet the
Minister is surprised when we ask for delay,
because he says we have for ten years past put
such clauses in our incorporation acts. Still,
we may be wiser to-morrow again, and that
does not give us the power to interfere with
what was done 20 or 30 years ago. If the
hon. gentleman would add to the clause
the words "except those companies which
have been incorporated previous to this day,"
I would vote for it, because I believe the
Government is right, and I believe it is their
duty to see that the public at large are pro-
tected. We must proceed in the right way,
and we cannot take acquired rights from
those companies. I was happy to be the
seconder of the motion, because I thought
the prayer of the companies that the matter
should be left over until next year, so that
it could be fully discussed, was a very reason-
able one, and that the Government would
not hesitate to grant that request.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It is quite appar-
ent that the feeling of the House is in
favour of the amendment being withdrawn
at the present time, and I hope the Govern-
ment will assent to it. The matter has
been fully discussed and I think the point
raised cannot be disputed. We have had
no adverse vote taken this session, and
therefore I ask the Government to with-
draw the amendment.

Hon. Mr. MASSON-Since I have been
in politics I have never witnessed the sight
which I have seen this afternoon-one of
the Ministers standing -up and condemning
the action of the Government. I have
never heard a Minister in the House state
that he was authorized by the Prime Min-
ister to do a certain act, implying that none
of his colleagues had a right to object.
Ministers cannot come before the chamber

divided. They must be a unit. If they
do not agree, let them disagree in private
and not come to the House, and my advice
is to adjourn this debate and allow the
Ministers to talk it over among themselves.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I cannot with-
draw the clause inserted by the House of
Commons. The motion of the hon. member
from Burlington is before the House, and it
will decide upon it. My instructions are to
press this clause, and I have only one leader.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I think it is ex-
ceedingly unfortunate that there should be
any misapprehension upon so important a
subject as this, and I confess that I concur
to a very great extent in the remarks made
by my hon. friend from Mille Iles, but I
would like to make one or two remarks, not
on the merits of the bill, for I have not
given it that study which its importance
demands. I was a little surprised at the
remarks made by the hon. member from
Burlington and another hon. gentleman who
spoke in reference to the bill itself. The
hon. member from Burlington informed the
House that the deputy minister of the de-
partment had made the statement that he
had drafted the clause and was responsible
for it. Now if the deputy made any such
remark-and I have no reason whatever to
doubt the literal accuracy of the statement
-he did what was decidedly wrong. It
must be borne in mind that all deputy heads
receive instructions from their Ministers to
prepare such and such bills. It may be
quite true that from their experience in the
management and working of the depart-
ments they may know more, and would
necessarily know more, of the actual work-
ing of a clause in any bill, and know how
it affected the interests of those who were
insured in the companies, than the head of
the department, and for obvious reasons.
The deputy head is permanent. It is his
duty to constantly study the working of all
acts which come under his immediate super-
vision, while the head of the department is
political and if he is not too egotistical, he
will find it to his advantage to take sugges-
tions and receive information from those
who must, as I have already said, of neces-
sity know as much if not more than the
political head himself. There are gentlemen
in this House who have occupied similar
positions to that which a Minister occupies
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to-day, and they will concur in the full
force and correctness of what I have stated.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Therefore, I do not
think it fair on the part of my hon. friend
from Niagara-for whose opinion I have
very high respect--or my hon. friend from
Burlington-and no man holds him in higher
esteem than I do-to say that a deputy ar-
rogantly assumes the responsibility, and for
another to declare the bill to be the emana-
tion of a clerk of a department. The Gov-
ernment having introduced the bill, are
responsible for its provisions. The hon.
member f rom Niagara, not approving of this
clause, suggested that it was equivalent to a
vote of want of confidence in respect of that
clause. It is the right of every independent
member who sits upon the floor of this
House, if he does not approve of a clause of
a bill or the principle involved in that clause,
it is his duty to himself and the constituency
that he represents, to vote against it, no
matter whether it comes from the Govern-
ment or not. That is the principle I held
when I was an independent member of the
House. If, however, it came to a question of
voting want of confidence in the Govern-
ment, I might hesitate before doing so even
though I might possibly not approve of the
particular clause before Parliament, for the
reason that it might bring to power men in
whom I had still less confidence, and for
that reason sometimes, under our system of
Government-and we all know it-we sur-
render a little of that independence of
thought which everybody should have. - My
object in rising was to protest against casting
the responsibility upon any clerk or deputy
head of any measure that comes before Par-
liamentwith the sanction of the Government.
The Government itself is responsible for this
bill, no matter where they got the idea.
They may have received it from the deputies
or from the insurance companies themselves,
or from other sources. I say frankly that I
have a very high opinion of the practical
knowledge and ability of the Deputy Min-
ister of Finance in all matters of this kind.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-But he may have
strong views upon the question which are
not in unison with those of hon. gentlemen

who have to deal with the question here,
and whenever interests are involved of the
character dealt with in this bill, I cannot
wonder at all that there may be very different
opinions pro and con on the question. The
question really resolves itself into a narrow
compass. We have affirmed the principle
for the last eight or ten years, as has been
properly stated by my colleague, the Minister
of Agriculture, of preventing new companies,
or companies which ask for incorporation,
from investing their funds in what are con-
sidered doubtful securities. In this case
we have a company that has been eminently
successful in its working. It has had a
management that has never called down
upon it the slightest reproach since its first
organization, and I remember well when it
was first organized in Hamilton, because I
was solicited at that time to insure my life.
I did not do it, and I have been sorry many
times since that I did not. That company
has had certain rights and powers of in-
vesting in certain securities-in fact any
securities they please. They have been in
the past successful, and as I am informed
have made no losses in these investments.
The question now is as to the passage of
a law which prevents the continuance of a
system which ten years'experience has taught
the Government should not be continued.
The bill interferes in no way with invest-
ments already made, but it prevents in the
future their taking similar risks to those
which they have been taking. That is really
the whole provision of the bill, and it is quite
evident to me, f rom the remarks which have
been made by hon. gentlemen who have
spoken, and particularly the difference of
opinion between two of my colleagues, that
it is a grave question whether it would not
be better to accept the suggestion of the
Houseas expressed by those who have spoken.
However,my hon. friend has the bill incharge.
I have no desire whatever to interfere with
him in the discharge of what he conceives to
be his duty, and, further, I like pertinacity
when one has anything to do. My hon.
friend from Ottawa laughs. I suppose he
thinks that is characteristic of the gentleman
who is speaking at this moment. I confess
I do not like to be frustrated when I take a
thing in hand, and my hon. friend, who is a
mixture of Celt and Anglo-Saxon, probably
has the same feeling. He submits the
clause, and if it is defeated the Government
will take the consequences.
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON-The question that
is put before us in regard to the amendment
is that this be postponed until next session.

Some hon. MEMBERS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-We have been
discussing the merits of the clause with
which we are called upon to deal, whereas I
think probably the debate should be con-
fined to the advisability of postponing it till
next session or dealing with it at once.
There is a good deal in the position of the
government that commends it to my mind,
and I quite agree with the remarks that
have fallen from the hon. Minister of
Commerce. At the same time, I think it a
reasonable request that the consideration of
the amendment be postponed until next ses-
sion. The Government bring in a general
Bill of Insurance and they say for the safety
of the public, not taking into'consideration
any one particular company, that it is desir-
able that they should limit the investment
in certain securities that are offered. The
plea has been put forward that those private
companies who have their incorporations
dating many years back, have the vested
right to continue their investments and the
privileges accorded to them under that in-
corporation without regard to this bill. If
the Canada Life is allowed to continue to
invest its funds at s&ven or eight per cent
as the opportunity or good management
may offer, and other companies limited to
investments which only produce five or six
per cent, or four per cent, as the case may be,
it gives the Canada Life or other companies
who have those vested interests a very great
advantage over their sister corporations in
the conduct of their business. It is a very
great question to my mind whether it is not
advisable to put all insurance companies
upon the same basis, and 'not give companies
which have this vested right that particular
advantage. For that reason I would be
disposed to support the Government, but I
think it is a reasonable request that this
matter should not be forced on the House
at the present time, but that it should be
delayed till next session.

The amendment was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

The main motion as amended was then
adopted.

Hon. Sir FRANK SMITH-It has been
remarked here that this is the first occasion
on which members of the Cabinet have dis-
agreed on a government measure in the
Senate. I can say it is not the first occasion.
When Sir David Macpherson was Minister
of the Interior, he introduced a bill here-
I think it was the Torrens system bill. Sir
Alexander Campbell requested him not to
move that bill, and added : "I cannot vote
for it-if you move it, I will vote against you."
I rose and said to Sir David Macpherson at
the same time that I would vote against
it, that I could not be a party to such
legislation. There is a precedent if one is
required.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Although there
may be a precedent for it, I think it is one
that it is not desirable to follow.

SENATE AND HOUSE OF COMMONS
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRsT, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (164) "An Act
further to amend the Act respecting the
Senate and House of Commons."

The bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the suspen-
sion of the rule, and that the bill be read at
length the second time at the table.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the third
reading of the bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-This practice, which
was introduced for the first time about three
years ago,of dispensing with a certain number
of day's attendance, is a very objectionable
one. Under this practice gentlemen who
leave their legislative duties and go away to
attend to their affairse, which they think
more important than their legislative duties
here, are enabled to be paid at the expense
of this country for the time that they have
been absent, just as though they had been
present attending to their duties here.. That
is a highly objectionable proceeding. There
is not much doubt but .that there is a loose-
ness in the other chamber with respect to
the attendance of members. It has been
stated that gentlemen who have been absent
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from the House of Commons for a very long
time occasionally drew a surprisingly large
proportion of their indemnities. That is
only a rumour ; but with respect to our own
House, under the 26th section of this Act
respecting the Senate and the House of
Commons, a provision is made which is to
the effect that every day after the first day
upon which a member attends a sitting,
upon which there is no sitting of this House,
counts for the member as though he had
been in attendance. It is provided that a
member must attend at least thirty-one
days. The meaning of that was that a
member could not draw his thousand dollars
less the deduction for absence unless he had
been here thirty-one days. There are one
or two words in section 26 which nullify the
effect of that.

Each day during the session, after the first on
which the meinber attends as aforesaid, on which
there has been no sitting of such House in conse-
quence of its having adjourned over such day,
shall he reckoned as a day's attendance in such
session.

The consequence of that is, as we have
seen in several sessions, an hon. gentleman
comes here and is present at one or two or
three sittings, at the beginning of the ses-
sion. He then goes home and attends to his
own business during the remainder of the
session, and then at prorogation he is en-
titled, under the construction put upon this
Act, to draw nearly as much money as if he
had remained a whole session, and when we
give him twelve days, we increase the evil.
Take the present session for an illustration.
This has been an unusually long session.
By Saturday we will have been sitting
seventy-two days. An hon. member could
come here the first day of the session and
never come again-he could have gone home
and attended to his own business and never
appeared at the capital again during the
session. He is allowed to deduct twelve
days off the seventy-two by this measure
before us. That leaves sixty sittings, which
are to be deducted at the rate of $8 a day.
That is $480 deducted from $1,000, leaving
$520, paid to a member, besides his travel-
ling allowance for coming here and attend-
ing ope day. That is a clear violation of
the intention of Parliament when this Act
was passed. I look upon it as a serious
scandal, and it is the duty of the Govern-
ment, who are responsible for the public
money, to see that the money of the country

in the future is not paid away to gentlemen
who do not come here to earn it; I have
the greatest respect for a number of these
gentlemen who do that; it has been the
practice for a great many years, and it is a
practice which should be put an end to. As
a general thing gentlemen who do absent,
themselves are men to whom the money is
no object. They are nearly all rich men.
It is the duty of the Government to have
this law so amended next session that this
abuse cannot be perpetrated and put an end
to this ignoble practice of bringing in a
measure to pay members as though they had
been serving the country when they were
attending to their own business. If the in-
demnity is not large enough, the correct and
respectable thing is to increase it, but if it
is large enough, gentlemen have their choice,
and if they leave their parliamentary duties
and attend to their own private affairs, they
should suffer the consequences. The coun-
try should not pay them for the time when
they have not been attending to their par-
liamentary duties.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
has not spoken too strongly on this subject.
I remember three or four years ago having
brought the subject before the then leader
of the Government in this House, who at first
thought that the law was not correctly
expounded by my hon. friend, and that it was
too absurd to imagine that that was the
consequence of the Act. The leader of the
House was convinced of the correctness of
my statement that actually the law offered a
bonus to members to come here at the opening
of the session and remain away the rest of
the session. By coming they retain their
seat. Those who are called to this House
are presumed to be men qualified to come
here for legislative purposes, and I believe
they have no right to hold seats here unless
they attend to their public duties. It is an
invasion on* the rights of the people to come
here for a day or two and go away for the rest
of the session. I agree with '»y hon. friend
that to those who stay away the indemnity
is of no importance-they do not care if the
law is changed, but in addition to that to
give those people actually a bonus of twelve
days additional is simply a corrupt practice.
This is only intended for one session it is
true, but two years ago, when we had a long
session, we had it before. It is now being
perpetuated. In fact, we might as well put
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it permanently on our statute-book. I believe
it is wrong and inducing members to neglect
their public duties. I come here at the
beginning of the session and remain here at
any sacrifice to attend to my public duties.
Men who are not prepared to do that should
stay at home and submit to the reduction
made, but to get this indemnity every year
without earning it is unjust to the public
and not fair to those members of the House
who are regular in their attendance. If this
thing is attempted again, I give notice that
I shall oppose any such legislation. If the
indemnity is not large enough let it be
increased, but let those who stay away pay
for it and I would increase the deduction to
$10 and punish them for being away from
their public duties, instead of offering them
a bonus, as we do by this bill, for absenting
themselves.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-As this is before
the House I should like to point out how it
affects those who live far from the capital.
The reduction is practically of no value
unless you leave and neglect your duties.
We who live in Manitoba cannot take ad-
vantage of the 12 days. If we were to leave
towards the end of the session and take the
advantage of it we would leave, probably,
at a time when some of the most important
legislation is going on. I think some allow-
ance should be made for those who live at a
long distance from the capital, to whom a
reduction of twelve days does not afford
a chance of returning to their homes. It
will be nearly five months before I get
back, and it is certainly a greater sacrifice
to us who cannot go home on a Friday and
return on Monday as so many members are
able to do, and to whom twelve days affords
an extra advantage.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-You get a large
mileage.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-I get the same
proportionate .mileage as you do, no more.
It costs me $100 to come here and $100 to
return. If I make use of a free pass I
would save the fare each way, which, in-
cluding the pullman car, is $120, but I say
and believe that the free passes as given at
present are improperly given. If free passes
are to be given they should be given in such
a way as to preserve the independence of
Parliament. They should come through the

Government as a matter of right or not at
all. It is an advantage if public men could
have the opportunity of moving about the
country freely: the country is so extensive,
travel is beyond the means of many. We
who stay here and attend to the legislation
of the country, and live at such a long dis-
tance, are at a disadvantage so far as the
allowance made by this bill is concerned.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the third time and passed on a
division.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (159) " An Act respecting land sub-
sidies to the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company."-(Mr. Bowell.)

Bill (165) "An Act to amend the Acts
respecting Dominion notes."-(Mr. Angers.)

FRENCH TREATY BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the third read-
ing of Bill (147) "An Act respecting a cer-
tain treaty between Her Britannic Majesty
and the President of the French Republic."

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Before the bill re-
ceives its third reading, I wish to put on
record some of the reasons for which I sup-
port the treaty-reasons which I would have
given the other night but for the lateness
of the hour and the general desire to come
to a conclusion on the second reading of
the bill. I must say at the outset that I
do not support the treaty, passed by our
plenipotentiaries, Lord Dufferin and Sir
Charles Tupper, because I feel, as several
members of parliament, that we are in duty
bound to ratify the same. The Government
must stand or fall by the treaty, although
they do not seem very much in peril. But
Parliament is quite free to act as it pleases
whilst admitting that. the very gravest
reasons alone should prevent us from en-
dorsing the treaty. In a word I support
the bill, because I believe the treaty is a
fair one, not one-sided as it has been repre-
sented, a treaty based on mutual conces-
sions, a treaty advantageous to France, but
equally advantageous, if not more, to Can-
ada. In a matter of this kind the Canad-
ian interests should be for the moment our
guiding star, and I would not hesitate to
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denounce the treaty were I convinced that
our interests have been sacrificed instead of
being advanced by this measure.

It has been said that we have been en-
deavouring for the last twenty years to ne-
gotiate a commercial convention with France,
but without success. This is too true. Fail-
ures have been as many as our attempts.
Three times we have tried and three times
we have failed. And now that we have suc-
ceeded, after having claimed for so many
years the right of making our own treaties,
this is not the proper time to jeopardize or
minimize the advantages which we have se-
cured through the persistent ability of our
diplomats. In the preceding overtures which
we have made, what have we asked from
France? In almost every case a reduction of
her timber duties in exchange for a reduction
of our wine duties. And still we were un-
able to secure even that limited commercial
arrangement. Whilst now we have secured
the tariff minimum on not less than eighteen
articles. It suffices to look at the lists to as-
certain that the lumber interest has been
fully presented. Building timber in rough
or sawn, wood pavement, staves. wood pulp,
furniture of common wood, furniture other
than chairs, of solid wood, common flooring
in pine or soft wood, wooden sea-going ships
will all receive the advantage of the minimum
tariff. As France imports lumber to the
extent of about 16 millions, the treaty opens
up an immense market. The lumber interest
is by far the greatest industry of Canada.
Hundreds of millions are engaged in it. It
is an industry in which the Maritime Pro-
vinces as well as Quebec and Ontario, not to
speak of British Columbia, are deeply interest-
ed. The United States, Sweden, Norway and
Russia are our strongest competitors in the
European market. But this competition is
an unequal one at the present moment, as
they all enjoy the advantages of the min-
imum tariff, whilst we have to meet all the
disadvantages of the maximum tariff. Mr.
Dalton McCarthy holds the view that the
difference between the minimum and the
tnaximum tariff on lumber is not very great
apparently, but that he would be willing to
let that difference be appreciated by prac-
tical men. Well, let the practical men speak.
I am quite willing to abide by their decision.
We heard the other night the hon. gentle-
'nan from Gloucester, a leading lumberman,
a good judge of lumber, and what he said
would warrant us in endorsing the treaty.

The hon. member for Northumberland, who
sits next to him, is also a well known lumber-
man, and lie has publicly acknowledged the
importance of the trade in New Brunswick,
from the Miramichi district in particular, and
from the port of St. John with the ports of
France. He has not hesitated to assert that
the non-ratification of this treaty has done
that interest a great injury during the past
year, that lumbermen would have made a
great deal more money if they had been able
to prepare their exports on the fsvouable
terms provided by this treaty ; and that lie
and others in this business are anxious and
waiting for the ratification to take place.
Let us hear another practical man. Among
the papers submitted to us in connection
with the treaty, there is a letter from Mr. H.
G. Goodday, a lumber merchant of Quebec,
in which lie states :

The present difference to the prejudice of Cana-
dian wood imported into France is about $1.50
per thousand feet.

I must state here that the hon. members for
Gloucester and Northumberland put this
figure at about $1.32. Mr. Goodday con-
tinues:

And as shipper of such, I am desirous of speak-
ing to my French buyers with som*e knowledge of
the subject as regards their futVre position. If
spme hopes were held out of an early ratification
of the treaty there is no doubt that a good and
profitable business covld be done with France this
season. I am given to understand that lumber
shipped from the United States to France pays the
minimum tariff and I would learn with pleasure
that Canada is shortly to avail herself of the same
advantage.

In the face of such evidence I am more
than surprised to find another prominent
man, Hon. Mr. Laurier, stating publicly
after having compared the difference between
the minimum and the maximum tariff.

The difference is so small when we consider that
lumber is such a bulky article that it is impossible
to suppose that we shall derive fron it any serious
advantage.

If Mr. Laurier does not realize the dif-
ference between the minimum and the
maximum tariff, the lumbermen of Canada
fully realize it, unable as they are, owing to
that difference, to compete with Norway,
Sweden and the United States, and know-
ing, at their own expense, that the number
of vessels loaded with lumber was reduced
from 38 in 1891, to 17 in 1892, the tonnage
being reduced from 25,640 tons to 10,775
tons during the same years. Evidently,
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many of those, even among the cleverest,
who denounce or underrate the treaty have
made but a cursory examination of its con-
tents and its probable consequences.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Was the mini-
mum tariff in force then?

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Yes, in 1892.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Lumber was free in
1892.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-It was free before
France established its maximum and mini-
mum tariff in 1892, that is to say, when
France had the conventional and the general
tariff. But that is a matter of the past.

Hon. Mr. POWER-If my hon. friend
will allow me to interrupt him, I will state
that under the minimum tariff lumber is
subject to a duty of $1, and under the maxi-
mum it was $1.50, so that we are not back
to where we were.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Canada is not re-
sponsible for the legislation of France.

Hon. Mr. BURNS-Does the hon. gentle-
man say that lumber was free in 1891?

Hon. Mr. POWER-I have the authority
of the hon. Minister of Finance in the other
House and the Minister'of Trade and Con-
merce.

Hon. Mr. BURNS-In quoting the dif-
ferent rates a day or two ago, the hon. mem-
ber from Ottawa mentioned the duty which
prevailed in 1891.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am not responsible
for the statements of the hon. member from
Ottawa, but I take it that the statement of
the Minister of Finance is correct.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-I have no doubt that
that statement is correct. Now let us pass
to another item of the treaty. France is
also a good market for our canned lobsters.
We shall receive the advantage of the
minimum tariff. Lobsters form a fourth of
our exports to that country. Too much im-
portance cannot be attached to this indus-
try as it represents an annual value of
$2,200,000 compared to $1,800,000 for the
United States. It appears, however, that
the quantity sold in France is much larger

than the statistics would make it appear.
It is sold under false marks probably by the
same dealers who sell our cheese in England
under the American stamp. A couple of
years ago, the Hon. Mr. Fabre, a former
member of this House, and our commission-
er in France, drew the attention of the
Government to that illicit trade in a letter
dated the 25th February, 1892 :

There is no doubt that the use of canned
lobsters is much greater than .appears in the
statistics. In my report of the 20th Nlarch, 1892,
I informed the hon. Secretary of State that one of
the results of the Canadian steamship service, just
opened with Halifax, was the direct importation
of considerable quantities of canned lobsters which
formerly carne through the United States, where
the original marks, as it was proved hereafter,
were fraudulently destroyed. The saine remark
applies to the salmon of British Columbia, which
are nuch in demand in France, as I have been
able to ascertain personally in visiting the princi-
pal alimentary houses of Paris.

The minimum duty on lobster is $5 per one
hundred kilos, and $6 is the maximum. There
would be also a fair market for cattle, ashestus
and agricultural implements, but I am sorry
to say that these are not included in
the tariff, the people of France being loath
to facilitate the entrance of articles which are
in any way connected with agriculture. As
to cattle the minimum and maximum tariff
is the sanie, $2 per one hundred kilos and
$3.50 for sheep.

Now, let us see the other side of the ques-
tion. Let us ask what we give to France
in consideration of the advantages granted
by ber to Canada. We .suppress the duty
of thirty cents ad valorein on all wines con-
taining twenty-six per cent or less of alcohol ;
we reduce by one-half the present duty on
common soaps, savons de Marseille, and we
reduce by one-third the duty on nuts, almonds.
prunes and plumes. Undoubtedly the
greatest concession which we extend tO
France, is the abolition of the 30 per cent
duty ad valorem, but it is a concession that
we have been prepared at all times to make.
It bas been incorpora†ed in our statutes as
a standing offer. That duty was even il-
posed with the object to compel France tO
come to better terms, and it has fulfilled its
object, for the importation of French wines
has been increasing slowly ever since, to
the profit of Spanish wines, although the
use of wine has been more general among
the people. In 1878, we imported directlY
91,771 gallons of French wine, and, fourteen
years after, the amount did not exceed
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127,697 gallons, an increase of 39 per cent,
whereas the Spanish wines increased from
113,203 gallons in 1878 to 194,111 gallons
in 1892, an increase of 71 per cent.
The grape growers and the wine manu-
facturers of the Niagara Peninsula, who
have found such a valiant champion in the
person of the hon. member for Monck, com-
plain that their present industry will be
injured by the abolition of that duty. But
they forget that they cannot supply the
clarets, the burgundies and the champagnes,
that our duties on wines are heavier
than those of any country but Russia, and
perhaps the United States, that the specific
duty of 25 cents per gallon is still charged
on all wines, and they have thereby a pro-
tection estimated by some, taking into
account the purchase price, at 100 per cent.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Say 40 or 50 per
cent.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-It is very difficult to
estimate cor'rectly the degree of protection,
but it is quite sufficient to satisfy the views
of a National Policy man, and I am proud to
say that I am and have always been one of
them. Far from being injurious to the home
production,,I believe that the introduction of
French wines on a greater scale will have
beneficial results. It will stimulate the use
of wine, replacing I hope the stronger drinks,
and thereby promoting the cause of temper-
ance. The countries which consume the
most wine are those who number the fewest
drunkards. Thisisarecognizedfact. Although
France is the richest wine growing country,
some have been surprised to learn that she
imports more wine than she exports. In
1892, for instance, she exported only 246
millions of francs, whilst she imported 407
millions. France imports second class wines
from other countries which, mixed with her
own products, make a first-class article.
There is no reason why she would not pur-
chase a large quantity of our wine for that
purpose. As our producers may require
cheaper alcohol to fortify their wines, few
will object probably if the Government,
with a view to put them on a better footing,
reduces the excise duty in a fair and reason-
able manner.

It being Six o'clock, I move the adjourn-
ment of the debate.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 6 p.m.

SECOND SITTING.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o'clock.

Routine proceedings.

THE FRENCH TREATY BILL.
THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ resumed his speech. He
said: When we adjourned the debate I was
discussing the effect of the import of French
wines into this country. I was demonstrat-
ing that the import would not injure the
growing wine industry in the vicinity of
Niagara and the south-west part of Ontario,
and I feel confident that unprejudiced minds
are satisfied on that point. Moreover, we
must not forget that the wine manufacturers
of Ontario declare, in their petition to Par-
liament, that their supply of wines, whether
dry or sweet, is equal to the demand, and
that they are sold at a cheaper price than
wines of the same quality are sold in Europe.
If their assertion is correct, and I have no
reason to dispute its correctness, our wine
manufacturers should have no fear as to the
effects of the treaty. It is said that an unfair
advantage has been granted to' France be-
cause she may at any time denounce the
treaty if we increase the specific duty on her
wines, whilst to put an end to the treaty
Canada must give a notice of twelve
months. In every other case France
must give the same notice. But this clause
is not so one-sided as it may look-sup-
pose we become dissatisfied with the work-
ing of the treaty, we have only to in-
crease the specific duty on wine, and France
herself shall have to terminate the treatv.
A great deal has been said about the surtaxe
d'entrepôt, but I am afraid it has not been
correctly interpreted by the Minister of
Finance. What is the surtaxe d'entrepôt?
It is a duty of 3 francs 50 centimes charged
on every 100 kilos, or 200 pounds, of goods
coming from a foreign country and not ship-
ped directly but going through another coun-
try to France. But if those goods are not
landed at a foreign port and if they are
carried, on through a bill of lading to France,
they are exempted from the surtaxe d'en-
trepôt--the law of France leaves no doubt on
that point, as we shall see by the following.
quotation :

When the goods have been loaded at the point
of departure upon the same vessel that brings them
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into France, the transport is considered as being
direct, even in the case of cargoes afloat, that is to
say, cargoes which at the port of departure had no
fixed destination and were not sent to France until
after the ship put in at a port where she took
orders.

Under the same condition of loading at the place
of departure upon the ship by which the importa-
tion is made, cargoes afloat cannot be required to
arrive in France by the shortest route.

It is also admitted that direct transport by sea is
not interrupted by putting into port on they way
either in one or more foreign ports, in order to load
or unload when the goods that have a right to a
preferential treatment have not left the ship and
when she has not loaded similar goods in the ports
put into.

Sir Charles Tupper interpreted the law
according to its true meaning, in a speech
delivered on 29th November, 1892, in freply
to a deputation from the county of Pem-
broke, which waited upon him to represent
the advantages offered by the port of
Milford Haven, in connection with a fast
Atlantic service between Canada and Great
Britain. Here is his interpretation of the
law:

There was, however, one feature connected
with the matter which had not been prominently
adverted to. It was a feature to which Canada
attached a deal of importance. That was they
proposed to have not only a direct and rapid
communication by going to an English port, but
they proposed also to have a direct line of com-
munication between Canada and the continent of
Europe by requiring vessels to proceed on to a
French port. Owing to a system adopted, and
held with such tenacity by France, the trade
between Canada and France was quietly obstructed
by the want of direct steain communication be-
tween the two countries. Now a vessel coming to
an English port in the first instance would not at
all affect the regulations in France, provided the
vessel went on under through bills of lading and
delivered her cargo, if intended for France or ary
port of the continent of Europe, without having
landed it in England first. He drew their at.
tention to that because, while listening to the very
great attractions that undoubtedly the harbouir in
which they took so deep an interest was able to
present, it occurred to him that they had not
fully contemplated the effect of going to a French
port.

While referring to this matter, let me tell
you that years ago France allowed Cana-
dian lumber to be transported through Nor-
way without paying the surtaxe d'entrepôt,
so that France granted us practically a pre-
ferential arrangement. Of course, our lum-
ber pays now no surtaxe d'entrepôt as it is
shipped directly by vessels which carry at
the same time our cattle, our pearlash and our
lobsters. I would like to say a word in con-
nection with the steamers-

Hon. Mr. POWER-That is not a part
of the treaty.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-If the hon. gentleman
will not be so impatient, he will see that the
line of steamers has an immediate connection
with the treaty.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Not at all.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-There is no doubt on
that point, and I do not see the object of
the uncalled for interruption of the hon.
gentleman. It has been stated, and repeat-
edly stated, that the Government acted with
bad faith towards France, having promised
to establish a direct line of steamers betweel
that country and Canada, were the treaty to
be ratified. No doubt, Sir Charles Tupper
has intimated to the French negotiators that
such was our intention, that a subsidy of
$500,000 had been voted in 1889 by the
Canadian Parliament-ýit was increased yes-
terday to $750,000-in order to secure a
fast line which would connect us directly
not only with Great Britain but also with the
continent, through a French port. No doubt
also Sir Charles Tupper has expressed the
view, in his communications to our Govern-
ment, that without a direct line of steamers,
we could not take advantage of the tarif
minimum as regards several articles which
otherwise would have to pay the surtaxe d'en-
trepôt, a somewhat prohibitive tax, but there
is not a line, not a word to that effect in the
treaty. The matter, important as it may be,
is not mentioned therein. But it is referred
to in a letter, dated 22nd November, 1892,
containing the proposals of the French com-
missioners ;

The Canadian Government shall undertake to
give a subsidy of £100,000 to a line of steamers
having for terminus a French port.

Was that proposal assented to by the
Canadian Government ? No, on the 1 lth
January, 1893, almost one month before the
signing of the treaty, our Government tele-
graphed to Sir CharTes Tupper that they
could not accept the proposal anent a sub-
sidy to a hne of steamers.

Re French negotiations. Government cannot
accept conditions involved in clauses concerning
subsidy to steamers, etc.

The treaty was signed in Paris on the
6th February, 1893, and two days later, Sir
Charles Tupper telegraphed from London
that the notes exchanged between the pleni-
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potentiaries, such as the one referred to, were
not binding but optional. Notwithstanding
that I have no doubt that such is the policy
of the Government, that such is the policy
of the Conservative party, and that ere long
that policy will be an accomplished fabt.
We all know that during the years 1887,
1888, and 1889, the Parliament granted a
subsidy of $50,000 a year towards a .steam-
ship service between France and Canada, at
a time when even the smallest treaty did
not exist, and that various attempts have
been made since to establish such a service al-
though they were unsuccessful, the promoters
having neither the capital nor the experience
requisite. I am glad to add that at this very
moment there are forwarders who have al-
ready established a line between Antwerp
and Montreal, two of their steamers plying
between these two ports-who are negotia-
ting with the view to enlarge their
line and to communicate not only with Bel-
gium but with France also. That enter-
prise I trust will be properly encouraged. I
have noticed that there has been much ado
over the fact that our exports to France in
1891 only reached $239,000 according to our
returns, whilst we purchased from that coun-
try $1,671,000 worth of merchandise, so that
our power to purchase from France would
have been much greater than our selling
power to her. Well, let us see the detailed
statement of those exports.

Abestus.................
Lobsters preserved in their

natural form .............
Building timber, etc........
Agricultural implements ....
Apples, dried...............
Clover seed................
Books .....................
Fruits presrved..........

$29,679

59,946
127,225

13,651
3,125
2,687
2,000
1,014

$239,427 00
In this connection I wish to put the pub-

lic on their guard. Our system of statistics
is yet in a very crude, incomplete, and some-
times delusive state. It needs a thorough
reform, although much improvement has
been effected in some branches.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Hear, hear.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-I have already estab-
lished, in this very chamber, that our census
was most incorrect, a permanent source of
great injustice, in so far as the enumeration
of English-speaking and French-speaking
citizens of this country is concerned. And

no satisfactory reply bas been offered to the
charge which I made and which is supported
by uncontroverted evidence. Since, two
eminent French economists, Mr. E. Rameau
de Saint-Père and Mr. Onésime Reclus, who
follow closely our national growth, have pub-
lished elaborate criticisms on that subject,
the first named gentleman in La Revue Fran-
çaise and the other in the Nouvelles Géo-
graphique8, of Paris, in which they fully
endorse my contention. I need not add
that this remark is not in any way directed
against the hon. Minister of Agriculture, as
we had not then the advantage of his pres-
ence in the councils of the nation. Well,
our fiscal statistics, or many of them, I am
sorry to say, do not seem to be more reli-
able in many respects. Such a matter is
worth the attention of our indefatigable
Minister of Trade. Our exports to France,
for instance, have always been reduced by
one-half if not more. By what process and
for what object i I have not scrutinized the
process, but the object may be fairly open to
suspicion. This fact has been made quite
clear in the course of the negotiations of
Sir Charles Tupper with the representatives
of France. Our High Commissioner con-
tended, which no one will deny, that the bal-
ance of trade was much against Canada
in her intercourse with France, that that
balance of trade existed even under a tariff
lower than the present one; but when he
asserted that our imports from France were
ten times larger than our exports to her, he
was promptly interrupted by the French mi-
nistre plénipotentiaire, M. Gabriel Hanotaux,
who told him that the figure of $239,000-
the estimated amount of our exports to
France-was absolutely false, and that the
difference between our imports and our ex-
ports was not ten times greater, but six
times, quite a muaterial discrepancy. Sir
Charles Tupper does not easily back down,
we all know, but he had to do it. The re-
turns of the various seaports of France were
shown to him and he had to acknowledge
that the French statistics, accurate as they
generally are, were the only correct ones-
according to the Canadian returns, the
lumber exported to France in 1882 only
reached $128,000 against $127,225 for the
previous year, whilst the French statistics
put the amount at $447,600, a difference of
$219,600 in our favour, or a difference almost
as large as the total amount of our exports
to France, as estimated by our trade returns.
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Hon. Mr. BOULTON-If the hon. gentle-
man will allow me to quote from the trade
returns; I see an importation into France
from English colonies in America. That of
course includes Canada, Newfoundland,
British West Indies, Honduras and all the
colonies of Great Britain in America, and
they are as follows: principal merchandise,
cocoa, 5,500,000 francs ; wood,-that is
common wood, exotic, 3,100,000 francs ;
manufactured wood 900,000 francs. That
is the total import from the British colonies
in America and that is all the imports that
are given there-no other of any kind or
description. That is the official Trade and
Navigation Returns of France.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-If my hon. friend
will refer to page 21 of the papers laid upon
the Table, the consumating of the negotiating
re this very treaty, he will find the follow-
ing note, dated November, 1892, from the
French commissioner on this very point.
In that note addressed to Sir Charles Tup-
per to be communicated to the Canadian
Government it was said in connection with
our exports from Canada to France :

If, as is customary, the returns at the point of
arrival are taken, it is found that the importa of
Canadian products into France exceed greatly the
proportions given by Sir Charles Tupper, thus:
wood in the returns of the exports of Canada
stands at 640,000 francs, whereas the returns of the
French Customs Department, based upon the rate
of valuation adopted by the permanent commission
of valuators, show that we have received from
Canada, wood of the value of 2,238,000 francs, re-
presenting upwards of 20,000,000 kilogrammes.
The permanent commission of valuators for the
Customs Departinent value Canadian woods, rough
or sawn, as follows : 55 francs if in the rough, and
95 francs if sawn.

If hon. gentlemen will look at the letter from
Sir Charles Tupper just preceding this note
of the French Minister's they will see the
following admission-that our trade returns
are not accurate compared with the trade re-
turns from France.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-He does not say
that.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-He does-Sir Charles
Tupper says :

The French Commissioners showed me replies
from the various outports of France as to the
amount of wood imported from Canada, and sub.
mitted a statement in confirmation of the accuracy
of their assertion as to the amount sent from Canada
to France, and which I was obliged to admit fur-

nished very strong evidence that our returns of the
exports of woods had been under-estimated.

I think I have made my point.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-We have here
the Trade and Navigation Returns of France.
The hon. gentleman has drawn attention to
the inaccuracy, according to his statement,
of ourTrade and Navigation Returus. Thete
must bé some tremendous discrepancy some-
where, because I have here the official
documents of France and the official docu-
ments of Canada, and the total impor-
tations from the British American colonies,
which includes all the colonies of America,
are, cocoa 5,500,000; wood 3,100,000 francs
and manufactured wood 900,000 francs.
That includes the hardwood of Honduras
and West Indies, or wherever wood came
from, including Canada and Newfoundland.
The exportations from France to all the
British North American colonies is put
down in the Trade and Navigation Returns
of France at 2,600,000 francs whereas our
Trade and Navigation Returns show upwards
in 1892 of 12,000,000 francs. Our Trade
and Navigation Returns show imports of
12,000,000 francs, and Trade and Navigation
Returns show exports from France of 2,600,-
000 francs. There is an extraordinary
discrepancy between the two returns.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-There is no doubt of
that and that is the point I am making.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-That differ-
ence could not be the difference in value at
the place of export and entry.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is utterly iim-
possible to come to any accurate conclusion
of the trade of either country owing to the
fact that the statistics are kept altogether
differently. I have tried for months through
our agent, the Hon. Mr. Fabre, to ascertain
the exact importation and the prices paid
for the articles coming direct from Canada.
In their Trade and NaVigation Return, from
which the hon. gentleman from Shell River
quotes the figures, or from the British provin-
ces or from the American British provinces,
as the case may be, and there is no distinction
drawn between one province and another in
those returns. It is a question I admit you
have got to guess at to a very great extent.
Then I would point this out, without desiring
to interrupt my hon. friend, the statistics of
France are more correct, so far as impor-
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tations from any one country are concerned,
than the export return- of the country from
which they are sent. The hon. member
from Halifax knows quite well the difficulties
we have had in trying to get the exact
quantity of goods shipped from Halifax to a
foreign port. I have scores of invoices put
in my hand from Newfoundland. The same
applies in reference to what my hon.
friend has told me in reference to lumber
from France. They will put 250 barrels
of flour in their export returns when it
should be 2,000, and the way we have dis-
covered that is by the export entries made
in the port and comparing them with the
import entry in the country which they were
sent to, and I need not say to my hon.
friend from Halifax that that was one of the
great causes of complaint they had against
me, because I imposed penalties for not
acting in accordance with the law, and I
give that explanation in order to account
for a discrepancy which will always occur
so long as the statistics are kept so differently
in the different parts of the world.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL-It is quite clear
that the gentleman who is making a classifi-
cation has never been engaged in the export
trade of Canada, otherwise he would know
that there are lots of ways of evadîng the
laws, and I will tell you one of them. The
deck-load law reads that a vessel shall not
carry a deck-load of over 3 feet after the lst
day of October. If you give a vessel over 3
feet deck-load to a port in Europe you can
get a little over freight, and by evading the
law in this way it is sometimes profitable. I
do not intend to evade the laws any more,
but in the lumber trade we clear a vessel to
a Mediterranean port, we clear it to Africa,
with instruction to proceed to Marseilles.
The cargo is sold and we clear to a foreign
point to avoid the deck-load law. That is
one of the reasons why France does not get
credit for all that goes there, and a great
many vessels going to French ports are sent
in this way, because they have a lower rate
of freight from the Baltic than they have to
the Mediterranean. We cannot compete
with ports north of Brest. When we get
down to Bordeaux we can possibly get in
there without disadvantage, but when we
get into the Mediterranean the freights are
pretty nearly equal and that is where the
bulk of the eastern province timber trade is
with the French Mediterranean ports, and a

large number of vessels are cleared to Gib-
raltar and when they reach there they get
their orders. So that for these two reasons
we do not get the full value by your Trade
and Navigation Returns, because we consign
to Gibraltar and call there for orders, and
because after the 1st October we consign to
an African port to evade the deck-load law.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-I am very thankful
to the hon. gentlemen who have so kindly
interrupted me, but I must confess that
I still stick to my contention that the
statistics of France are more accurate than
those of Canada in so far as the exports
from Canada to France are concerned.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL-I say that is
correct.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-I am not referring to
the hon. gentleman. Not only has it been
acknowledged by Sir Charles Tupper, our
High Commissioner, that our statistics are
less accurate in that respect, but the Hon.
Minister of Finance has expressed the same
opinion. In referring to France some hon.
gentlemen, and the hon. member for Mar-
quette is one of them, speak always of a
people of 38,000,000, but they forget that
the treaty applies not only to that country-
and she is still a great country notwithstand-
ing her misfortunes-but also to Algeria and
other colonies of France. If my hon.
friend had read carefully article 3, he would
have found the following words:

The followingarticles of Canadian origin imported
direct from that country accompaniedby certificates
of origin shall receive the advantage of the mini-
mum tariff on entering France, Algeria or the
French colonies.

What is the population of Algeria, which
is considered as a detached part of jFrance,
and of the French colonies, which are scat-
tered in almost every part of the world, Asia,
Africa, America and Oceania ? About
20,000,000, of which Algeria alone counts
nearly 4,000,000. These 20,000,000 added
to the 38,000,000 of France, form a markqt
of about 58,000,000, almost as large as that
of the United States as far as population is
concerned. Besides these 20,000,000 of
colonists, France controls about 11,000,000
inhabitants of what are called protected
countries, Tunis, Madagascar, 'Annam, Cam-
bodia, Dahomey, Sahara, Soudan and Niger
Region. The French colonies import about
$52,000,000 and export $57,500,000; most
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of them are nearer to Canada than to
France, or to any European port. They
consume more foreign than French goods,
and we have already a large trade with
Saint Pierre-Miquelon, and some of the West
Indies. Now, let me allude to another point.
If we judge by the utterances of some
newspapers and some public men, this
treaty was not made in the interests
of Canada as a whole, but made specially
to please the province of Quebec. Such a
statement is not only ill-advised, inspired by
prejudices which should have ceased to exist,
but absolutely contrary to the facts. As a
province, Quebec is less interested in this
treaty than Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick, because she exports less to France,
and her colonies, according to our returns,
than either of these provinces. The whole
exports of Quebec to France and her colonies
during the year 1892, represent but one-
tenth of the exports of Canada to those
countries. If you have any doubts on that
point let me tell you that during the year
1892, Nova Scotia exported to France and
her colonies $470,151, that New Brunswick
exported to France and her colonies $148,-
570, when the exports of the province of
Quebec did not exceed $67,356, and in the
exports of Quebec we may fairly attribute a
considerable share to Ontario, Montreal
being the great distributing part of the
Dominion. The point will be better illus-
trated by the following statement:
Exports of the Dominion to France and her colonies

during the year 1892.
To France. French

Ontario...................$ 20,489
Quebec.................... 44,59-2
Nova Scotia ..... . ......... .160,228
New Brunswick ............ 140,453
Manitoba.................. 3,243

$369,005
340,804

$709,809

Colonies.

$ 22,764
309,923

8,117

$340,804

From this statement it will appear also
that the market of the French colonies is
not to be despised, as Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick and Quebec exported to the
colonies almost as much as to France her-
self.

tion. Mr. BOULTON-Where do you
take those figures from?

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-From our trade re-
turns.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Was not the bulk
of that to St. Pierre-Miquelon ?

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-No doubt, but they
are French colonies.

Hon. Mr. POWER-They are free ports.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Free ports do not pre-
vent them from being French colonies. In
1890, our exports to St. Pierre-Miquelon
reached $184,782: they will necessarily in-
crease. I wanted to show the extent of our
trade with France and with the French
colonies, and now I am going to contend that
the market of that trade is still larger than
the figures show.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It really does not
affect the trade of St. Pierre-Miquelon.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-I do not say that the
treaty does, as they are free ports, but I take
into account the trade of France with our
provinces. I want to show that there are
two provinces which will be more affected
by the treaty with France than the pro-
vince of Quebec. The figures that I have
submitted certainly sustain my argument.
Much ado has been made, as I said, about
the fact that our exports to France are only
set down at $329,000 according to the trade
returns of Canada. I think it is my hon.
friend from Marquette who undertook more
especially to make that point.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-You did not get
those figures from the Trade and Navigation
Returns.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-I got them from the
hon. gentleman's speech which is supposed
to come from a good source. Will the hon.
gentleman be kind enough to tell me where
he did get those figures.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-From the Trade
and Navigation Returns of 1893 in the table
of the value of exports to countries. The im-
ports according to the frade and Navigation
Returns of 1893 were $2,832,000.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-I am not referring to
1893, but to the figures of 1891, which the
hon. gentleman cited the other day. This
treaty has been styled the little French treaty,
but not, I am sure, with an offensive intent.
It may be small as far as the number of articles
affected thereby is concerned, twenty-four
in all. It may be small if you compare the
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population of one of the contracting powers
with that of the other. It may be small
as far as the loss of revenue, if any, is
involved. The loss of revenue on the present
trade is estimated at $82,000, but we must
take into account that our imports from
France are bound to be larger, and that the
remaining duties will produce larger receipts.
But it is not a small treaty if you consider
its probable consequences in the near
future. The hon. gentleman fron Ottawa has
tried to minimize France as an importing
country, but he is utterly astray. France
is not the mistress of the seas nor the
greatest centre of trade and commerce, but
as a rich nation she comes immediately after
Great Britain. She is the second purchasing
power of the world, lier imports numbering
about one thousand millions, the imports of
the 65,000,000 of the United State not ex-
ceeding $800,000,000. She imports-and
this is a material pointto us-about $38,000,-
000 of articles similar to those which are
indicated in the treaty ; she imports $137,-
000,000 of goods, ruled by the same tariff
which Canada can produce, and she imports
also, in merchandise, about $220,000,000 of
goods which Canada can produce also. To
better illustrate the import of about
$38,000,000 of the articles referred to in the
treaty, let me mention the following facts.
France imported in 1892:-

Lumber ............ .
Fresh water fish, fish and

lobster preserved in their
natural form ............

Canned meat ..... .......
Prepared skins ............
Flavouring extracts ........
Staves ...................
Boots and shoes............

$16,000,000

8,450,000
7,300,000
5,180,000
2,090,000
2,050,000
1,350,000

I referred this afternoon to the extent of
the lumber industry-according to those
figures, France buys about $16,000,000,
which shows how large is her market.
Canned meat is also mentioned in the
treaty. France imports $8,450,000 of
fresh water fish, fish and lobster preserved
in their natural form-which J am sorry to
see gave so much trouble in so far as trans-
lation is concerned.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The translation is
flot good.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-That may be: J do not
think it was translated by the Government.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-It, was translated
on the other side.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-The bill was drafted
in Paris I

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, in both lan-
guages.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Was it signed as
prepared in both languages ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-J am sorry the inter-
pretation of the treaty gave so much trouble
in our higher circles, because that little in-
cident, coupled with the controversy about
soap, was given as the reason for delaying
the treaty for a year.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-In putting the.
interpretation on the treaty, J toòk the
English version, and giving it the same in-
terpretation as we would in administering
the Customs Act in this country it would
not bear out the interpretation given to it by
those who understand the French language,
and consequently we were misled by the
bad translation, if such it were.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-Well, I am not coin-
plaining; I am only asserting a fact which
shows, besides, that perhaps the time is not
ripe yet for the abolition of the French
language, if we care to indulge a little more
in diplomacy.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Unless we estab-
lish the English in France.

Hon. Mr. TASSÉ-The English language
is an offspring of the French language. It
is a noble language. But French is the
language of the treaties. Let me continue
my argument. Without a treaty the ports
of France would be almost closed to our
trade, as we could not compete with nations
enjoying the minimum tariff whilst governed
by a maximum tariff, which in many cases
means prohibition. It is not a small treaty
if you consider that it is but the forerunner
of a greater treaty, a real treaty of commerce
with France. Small as it is, that treaty is
as important as the treaty which the United
States secured from France two years ago.
By that treaty we have obtained advantages
which were denied to the United States; for
instance, the admission of lobsters at the
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minimum tariff, notwithstanding the very
strong pressure which they made. It is not a
small treaty if you consider that it may be
the predecessor of other treaties equally and
perhaps more advantageous. Take the case
of Spain for one. She exports a great deal
of wine to this country, but she will draw
no benefit from the present reduction of
duty because the alcoholic power of her
wines is above 26 per cent, and ere long
she will apply probably for some concession
for her wine in the fear that they will be
superseded by the lighter wines of France.
Sir Charles Tupper, I am boundto say,applied
for a much larger treaty. Besides the eighteen
articles mentioned in the treaty, he urged
also the extension of the tariff minimum to
asbestus, pearlash-pearlash is free-brooms,
agricultural implements and machinery, sew-
ing machines, clover seed, petroleum and
coal oil, books, agricultural products, includ-
ing hay and bran, cheese and butter, eggs, etc.
But the High Commissioner had to be
satisfied with what was attainable and no
man could have done better than he did. In
fact, he demanded the application of the
whole minimum tariff. But after very
serious consideration his proposal was
declined, because, among other reasons, the
French commissioners apprehended that the
United States would direct the same classes of
goods to France through the Canadian route.
We must not forget also that, however pro-
tectionist France may be at present, her
duties on Canadian articles will not exceed
10 and 14 per cent, compared to the
Canadian duties of 38 and 40 per cent on
French goods.

Some have beendisappointed becausecheese
was not included in this arrangement, and
I confess that I am one of them. Our cheese
bas become renowned throughout the world
since it took the palm at the Columbian Ex-
position of Chicago. Cheese has become one
of our best and most remunerative agricul-
tural products: more that $13,000,000 is
shipped to Great Britain alone, with increas-
ing prospects, and we should lose no oppor-
tunity to open new markets to our farmers. A
more opportune time could not be selected for
tbat purpose, owing to the fact that the
treaty with Switzerland has been rejected
by the Chamber of Deputies. That coun-
try used to supply the 36,000,000 pounds of
Gruyere cheese consumed in France. On that
Switzerland will have to pay hereafter 25
francs, instead of '15 francs, the minimum

duty, and Canada could produce that kind of
cheese just as well as it produces the ched-
der for the British market. We could have
secured the admission of cheese had we been
willing to reduce the duties on paintings,
engravings, designs and architectural plans,
which would have implied a loss to the
revenue of about $3,500. I do not know
what are the reasons which warranted the
refusal of that reduction of duty, but I hope
that the matter will be reconsidered, and that
new overtures will be made to secure that
object at the earliest opportunity. Re-
garding butter we shall not lose much,
France importing very little of the article
and exporting a much larger quantity. In
1892, France imported $185,258 worth of
salt butter, but she exported during the same
year $13,571,125, of which over ten millions
were sold to England. Hon. gentlemen,
this is not a small treaty if you consider
the other difficulties which were in the
way of our negotiator. His predecessor, the
late Sir A. T. Galt, made so many excessive
and uncalled for demands, in the negotiations
of 1882, that the French statesmen were led
to believe that Canada was not in earnest.
Our representative demanded, for instance,
what has never been granted to any nation,
the abolition of the surtaxe d'entrepôt on all
Canadian articles, and of the duties on cut-
lery and razors, although we have not yet a
single manufacture of that kind-I question
if the Dominion has yet produced a single
razor-and although France is an exporter of
cutlery. He also made promises which
have never been fulfilled. Sir Charles Tupper
had to meet all these difficulties, and it re-
quired a man of his commanding ability, of
his convincing power, and of his indomitable
perseverance to overcome them. Our High
Commissioner was, no doubt, ably assisted
by Lord Dufferin, Sir Joseph Crowe, and the
other members of the British Foreign Office
in Paris, but let us give credit to whom
credit is due, as he was, in fact, our sole
negotiator, his name will remain attached
to the treaty, and deservedly so. If you
have any doubt you have only to read the
letters of Lord Dufferin to Lord Roseberry,
of Lord Grey, and of Lord Ripon to Lord
Stanley, then Governor General of Canada,
which speak in the highest manner of the
ability displayed by Sir Charles Tupper and
his able assistant, Sir Joseph Crowe. It
has been repeatedly asserted by the hon.
member for Ottawa that this question was a
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matter of business and not of sentiment. I
agree with him to a certain extent. Still,
sentiment is a great factor, a factor which
you cannot eradicate from human affairs,
even from commercial and political under-
takings-there is a sentiment in the fact
that trade follows the flag. I would rather
deal with people I like, whose blood is mine,
whose language I speak, whose laws and
usages I know, than with people utterly
foreign to me.

The distinguished gentlemen who assem-
bled here lately at the request of the hon.
Minister of Trade, from all parts of Australia,
f rom New Zealand, and even frem the Cape,
had no doubt a great business to transact.
In their collective wisdom, they wanted to
discuss the best means to open new avenues
of trade between some of the most impor-
tant colonies of Great Britain, to cement
and enlarge their commercial relations, and
if possible, to establish differential duties
to their and to our own benefit. This was
strictly business. But sentiment is not irre-
concilable with dollars and cents. Apart
from the material considerations, there was
a sentiment which prompted them to travel
so many thousand miles and to brave the
perils of the sea with the view to accomplish
such a purpose. Blood is thicker than
water, even salt water. They came here
also, to make the acquaintance of their elder
and more powerful brothers of Canada.
They came here to form a league union
based on a community of origin and aspira-
tions. They had heard a great deal of the
vastness and richness of our domains, of the
sterling qualities of their inhabitants, of our
illimitable possibilities, and they wanted to
see all that with their own eyes. They were
proud of Canada before thev came, but they
tell us that they shall go home still prouder.
They shall go home more determined than
ever to benefit from what they saw, to make
their own land greater, more prosperous and
more closely united, and to co-operate in our
efforts to throw additional lustre upon a flag
which floats all over the world already
covered with glory. Such a sentiment I
respect and admire. Such a sentiment is
mnost legitimate, most noble. It has made
maany a great man, it has built many a great
nation. This is the very sentiment which,
coupled with business considerations, induced
the other day every French member of the
House of Commons and the other night every
French member of the Senate to vote for the

54J

treaty. It is true that one of us, and the
most eminent on the Liberal side, spoke
against the treaty, but, to atone for his offence
he had to vote for it. The Mail had said
that this treaty was a dream of the French
Canadians, but it was likely to be effaced
through English influence. Far from that,
the treaty has been endorsed also by a
great majority of the English speaking ele-
ment.

Sir Charles Tupper knew the force of that
moral power, and in his urgent representa-
tions to the French Government, in his efforts
to present a case as strong as possible, he did
not fail to remind them that there are still
beyond the seas one million and a half of
people of their blood who, although intense-
ly loyal to Great Britain, still cherish
the name of France, perpetuating her best
traditions, speaking her noble language,
and who would be immensely gratified.
if commercial relations were opened with
her after more than one hundred years
of political separation. Hon. gentlemen,
in 1855 appeared the first ship, or rather
the first sloop of war, la Capricien8e, which
the waters of the St. Lawrence had floated
since that separation. She was commanded
by Mr. de Belvèze, special envoy of the Em-
peror of France. Almost a century had
elapsed, and the rejoicings, the festivities
were as general as enthusiastic, our English
speaking brothers saluting her arrival with
as much warmth as those of French origin.
This was the year of the Universal Expo-
sition of Paris. Canada represented by such
men as Sir William Logan and Dr. Taché
took a most successful part in it, her exhibits
being a revelation to the world who
had lbeen led to believe that our country
was but a few acres of snow. In that
very year, under the auspices of Mr. de
Belvèze, as the representative of France,
and of Sir Edmund Head, as the representa-
tive of Great Britain, and in the presence
of an immense multitude, was erected on the
heights of Quebec a common monument to
the heroes of the two nations who had fallen
gloriously at the battle of the Plains of
Abraham. The oration of the day was
delivered by a former president of the
Senate, the late lamented Hon. Mr.
Chauveau, and it was a speech worthy of
the occasion and of his eloquence. This
monument teaches us that the days of the
sword, of the rifle, of the gun are over, and
that it remains to the deecendants of those
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heroes to knQw but one struggle, the struggle
in the arts of peace, in those arts which are
calculated to increase the welfare and the
grandeur of the nation. That visit of Mr.
de Belvèze, vas a message of peace and
marked a new era; a French consulate was
established at Quebec, at the request of the
British Government (it isjust being removed
to Montreal), and the tariff of the coun-
tries was rearranged so as to facilitate
the exchange of our lumber and other
natural products, with the wines, spirits and
fruits of France. Nothing but a powerful
sentiment could have produced this
great commercial transaction. That reci-
procal tariff gave for a time quite a
stimulus to our commerce, and our customs
returns, undervalued as they have always
been, fully demonstrate that during some
years we exported to France nearly a million

(In the Comnittee.)

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The object of the
first clause is to provide that all the expenses
connected with the seizure shall be taken
out of the proceeds, and the balance shall be
distributed.

The clause was adopted.

On the second clause,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL.-The object of this
clause is to enable the Jnland Revenue De-
partment to allow spirit to be put under
excise supervision in any manufacturing es-
tablishment where the article is made for
exportation, and not to exact the excise
duty upon it. It is really to encourage the
manufacture of the article in this country.

of dollars worth of our products. Unfor- Hon. Mr. DEVER-Is it really any profit
tunately, inisunderstandings occurred, the to manufacture a majority of the spirits
duties were raised on the products of the manufactured here to-day? These spirits
two countries, and of late years the trade are not manufactured out of the native grain,
between the two nations has been reduced but out of foreign grain, for which we have
to comparatively small proportions. To to pay gold, and worse than that, it is manu-
bring back a better understanding, a better factured as raw grain spirit. We can make
trade and more prosperous days is the as good malt spirits here, as in any part of
object of this treaty. Animated by those the world out of our native 'grain, but we
sentiments and convinced as I am that have not attempted to do it to any great
the treaty is still more advantageous to extent. 1 can show here, by the returns of
Canada than to France, that it will be bene- the Inland Revenue Department for 1893,
ficial not only to the province of Quebec, but that the quantity of native grain used is
to all the provinces of the Dominion, I shall insignificant as compared with the foreig
not hesitate, acting with the imposing grain imported and that we are supporting
majority of this Parliament, to continue to an establishment known as the Excise De-
support this treaty till it has become the partment where the great bulk of the revenue
law of the land and proclaimed to the world which comes out of that departmcnt is on
that the Dominion of Canada, in her onward spirit, and that spirit is made out of foreign
march towards her destinies, is prepared to grain for which we are losing $1,649,321 per
deal fairly and liberally with all men and ail annum of revenue. We are giving a pro-
nations of good will. tection today, as against the same article

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

INLAND REVENUE ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of Bill (158) " An Act further to
amend the Inland Revenue Act."

The motion was agreed to and the bill was
read the second time.

The House resolved itself into a committee
of the whole on the bill.

manufactured any where else, of 62) cents
per proof gallon of spirit. In the returns of
the Inland Revenue Department, I find that
for the last two years an average of 2,638,-
915 gallons of proof spirit was duty paid and
used in Canada. To make that spirit, 49,-
851,784 lbs. of foreign grain were used-
Indian corn. I find that of rye we have used
9,893,545 lbs. That, I presume, is native.
We have also used wheat, 702,247 lbs.,
oats 674,068, barley 104,000-only that
quantity of barley, and th&t was con-
verted into ale or lager beer, as I under-
stand, and not into spirit. Consequently the
whole of the spirit is made out of Indian
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corn and a little rye and wheat, but the
quantity of Indian corn as against the rye
and wheat is so great that the native grain
is hardly worth while speaking of. We are
really making spirit out of imported instead
of native grain, and consequently it cannot
do any good to the country when you take
into account that we are losing $1,649,321
of customs by protection of this article. We
are losing that much duty to enable these
people to manufacture alcohol out of corn,
and I hold that it is for the Government to
consider whether this is a proper transaction
or whether it is not a foolish one. We are en-
couraging an unwholesome, vicious liquor, an
alcohol made out of grain, and compelling
our people to infuse it into other liquors he-
cause the duty on it is less by $1,649,321
than on the same quantity of malt liquor
imported from abroad. This is a point
worth looking into. We are going on from
year to year and, apparently, do not seem to
understand the genius of this thing. It bas
got so now that it bas compelled us not to
import good liquor on which we would pay
$2.12 per proof gallon, because liquor
brought through the customs-house of the
same strength pays $2.12j, and we lose or
give to the distiller $1,649,321 per annum
for iaking this stuffr If this is a prosperous
pursuit, I fail to see it. I think, perhaps,
it is one of the most losing branches of busi-
ness which we have in the country. It is
losing this much revenue every year. If we
imported from abroad we would certainly
have that much more revenue, and certainly
a better spirit because this is a raw grain we
are getting. Now the quantity of malt liquor
made in this country at present is insigni-
ficant, and somehow*or other our men do not
see the point. If they would only make
malt liquor and charge on it duty or excise,
there would be some consolation, and we
would feel that we were making a good liquor
and leading our people to drink good liquor,
but instead of that, we are restricting them
to a liquor, which nobody would drink if
they knew what good liquor was, and we
are charging thein too 900 per cent duty
on it. Everybody in this country who
drinks this liquor is paying 900 per cent
duty on it. If we want this raw grain spirit
or alcohol for medicinal purposes we can im-
port it from the United States, and there we
get it for a great deal less than half the price
at which we can make it here, and yet we
are compelled to use it from year to year,

because it is shutting out the same quantity
of good liquor which would come through
our customs-house and we are losing a million
and a half of dollars every year from the
manufacture of it, yet there seems to be no-
body to take hold of the matter and it is
multiplying officers until we are eaten up by
them and other expenses attending this Ex-
cise Department.

The clause was adopted.

On clause 4,

Hon. Mr. BOWELL - The principal
change in this clause is tÔ give power to re-
fund the excise duty which bas been paid
upon spirits which have been used in the
manufacture of malt extract when exported
and the drawback also upon the malt.

Hon. Mr. POWER-There is no change
in the duty7

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-No.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I notice there are
two or three words left out in paragraph
"A " in the bill, " without any allowance
for

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I think it appears
in the last clause. It was brought under
my notice during the consideration of the
tariff that if they were given a drawback of
the 2 cents per pound upon malt that they
could carry on a general manufacturing
business in Canada for export. Now as the
principle of the excise law is not to exact
duty upon liquor or beers in which malt
is used if it does not go into consumption,
it was thought advisable to extend the
rebate to any manufacturing establishment
that would manufacture any of these articles
for exportation. It is to encourage the
manufacture in this country and to give
employment to our peole.

Hon. Mr. DEVER- Every article of that
kind. should be manufactured out of our
native grain. Anything by which we could
use our native grain should be encouraged,
but alcohol is used for every kind of liquor
in Canada. Whisky is virtually alcohol
diluted with water.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not think my
hon. friend should run down our native
whisky.
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Hon. Mr. DEVER-I am in favour of
malt from our native grain.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-We are not dealing
with the question of the manufacture of spirit
at all, and in case we were, probably the
remarks of the hon. gentleman might receive
more attention than they have received at
my hands just now.

'The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL, from the com-
mittee, reported the bill with an amendnient,
which was concurred in.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY
LAND SUBSIDY BILL.

SECOND READING.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of the Bill (159) '' An Act respecting
the subsidy to the Canadian Pacific Railway."
He said : The bill is important in one respect
and simple in another. As the House is
aware, under the Subsidy Act, lands were
granted to the Canadian Pacific Railway in
alternate blocks. A large portion of the
land lying between Medicine Hat and Calgary
on this side of Calgary is of a somewhat arid
character from the fact that for two or three
years out of five there is scarcely any rain.
Consequently it is of a character which the
Canadian Pacific Railway can refuse to
take, not being arable or suitable for settle-
ment. But there are about two million acres
out of the twenty-five that have not been set
apart for this company, and the company
have agreed that if the Government will
allot them their lands on this portion of
country which is supposed not to be arable,
though the soil is good provided it is watered,
in blocks instead of alternate sections, they
will accept that land, and through a system
of irrigation bring it under cultivation. Ail
it requires is water to make it probably one
of the most fertile portions of the North-
west. The House can readily understand
that the Canadian Pacific Railway, or any
person . owning that land, would not be
willing to construct ditches to convey the
water fron the mountains or from the river
and thereby irrigate the whole portion of the
country if one half of the whole land thus
benefited was t o pass into the hands of other
people. The Government believe, and I
think the House will affirm the proposition

that it is better, if that land by means of
irrigation can be brought under cultivation,
to give it to the company in block instead
of in sections. Provision is also made in
the law protecting the sections which were
reserved for school purposes, and also those
sections which belong to the Hudson Bay
Company. Their rights will not be inter-
fered with until arrangements can be made
with the Hudson Bay Company, by which
they will either sell to the company or re-
ceive other lands in other sections of the
country equally good in lieu of the lands
which would be affected by this irrigation.
These are the whole of the provisions of the
bill, and in the other House it was supported
on a vote by the whole House less some 15
members.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second tine.

The House resolved itself into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on the bill.

Hon. Mr. SNOWBALL, from the com-
mittee, reported the bill without amend-
ment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

SECOND RFADINGS.

Bill (149) "An Act further to amend the
Act respecting the North-west Territories."
-(Mr. Angers.)

Bill (165) " An Act to amend the Act
respecting Domiiion Notes."-(Mr. Bowell.)

The Senate adjourned at 10.10 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, 20th July, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Prayers and routine îroceedings.

THE MANITOBA SCHOOL QUESTION.

Hon. Mr. BERNIER-Before the Orders
of the Day are taken up, -with the consent of
the House I should like to say a few words
on a question which the Catholic members
of Manitoba have very much at heart. I
quite understand that this is not the proper
tima to make long speeches, but I wish to
say a few words. At the opening of this
session, I had the honour of making a motion

[SENATE]854



[JULY 20, 1894] 855

for the production of papers in connection
with tie Manitoba school question. I ex-
pected these papers would have been brought
down early in the session, and would be
printed and distributed amongst the mem-
bers so that all the facts connected with that
question would be before the House and
discussed, and it was my intention then to
maake a motion founded on these documents.
It is a disappointment to me not to have
had those documents printed and distributed,
but I have to deal with the circumstances
as they exist, and, after all, as there is
an appeal pending at present before the
Privy Council, there may be no harm in
suspending the consideration of the matter.
I want, however, to inform the Government,
the House and the country, that whatever
may be the outcome of that appeal, we
have no intention to recede from the posi-
tion which we took at the outset, and it is
the intention of the Catholic members of
Manitoba to pursue their case as strongly
as any constitutionali means will allow. I wish
also to put before the public a new incident
in connection with this question. I want to
refer to the legislation of the Manitoba Leg-
islature during this last spring. These are
public statutes to which I may refer. By
the law of 1890 we contended that we had a
right through the municipalities to levy
school taxes to maintain our schools. We
were deprived of our share of the public
money, but we maintained our schools. After
paying taxes for the other schools, we were
still maintaining our schools out of our own
money, and we imposed school taxes and the
machinery of the law enabled us to collect
those taxes, but in the legislation of the ses-
sion of 1894, the Legislature of Manitoba
has gone a great deal further. They have
enacted that we shall not be able to col-
lect any school taxes f rom the Catholic rate-
payers by means of the municipality. That
is the law now. It is an amendment to
Chap. 127, sec. 151, of the Revised Statutes
of Manitoba. That section provided that
schools not conducted according to the regu-
lations and the law of 1890 should not re-
ceive any share of the public money. The
new enactment goes on :

Nor in the municipal grant under section 115
and 116 of this Act, nor shall any school assess-
ment be levied or school taxes be collected for the
benefit of such school.

Though it may be the logical outcome of
the first law, the first law being unjust to
us we contend that this is an aggravation

of the injustice, but the law goes further.
The Act of 1894 goes so far as to confiscate
our real and personal estates. Under the
law that existed before 1890, we bought
land for school purposes, erected buildings
and school-houses and furnished them. All
this property by the law of 1894, is con-
fiscated. That law defines the duties and
the powers of the municipalities when
the organization of a school district
fails to be continued by reason of non-
election of school trustees or abandon-
ment or non-performance of duties by
school trustees. One of the duties of
school trustees is to maintain the schools
according to that new law, and by non-per-
formance of this duty, by not conforming
themselves to the law, the school district
comes under this clause:

The council of the municipality in which such
school district lies shall have full power and
authority and it shall be the duty of the said
council to take charge of all the property of such
school district, real and personal and to administer
the sane for the benefit of the creditors of such
school district, if any.

Hon. gentlemen will see that all lands up-
on which schools are built, the school-house
itself, the furniture, and even the money, if
they could lay their hands upon it, would be
confiscated. The municipality would have
the right, and it is even their duty, to realize
on this property, real and personal. What
would be the result i First, they will have
to pay the liabilities. I may mention that
our school districts were generally without
liabilities. What will they do with the
residue?. They will act with the residue ac-
cording to subsection 2 of section 2 of chap-
ter 28, 57 Victoria, 1894, which reads as
follows:-

Any funds which shall arise from the administra-
tion of the said property shall, after payment of
liabilities, be kept in a special account to the
credit of such school district, and disposed of as
nearly as may be in accordance with the provi-
sions of section 89 of this Act.

Now, the provisions of this section 89 of
Revised Statutes, says:

And the residue of such proceeds shall be ap-
plied to the erection of a new school-house in the
old school district, or to other public school pur-
poses of such old school district.

When it is said that it must be applied
in that way, it means clearly that that
money must be applied to school purposes
according to the Public School Act. As the
Catholics cannot conform themselves to that
School Act, the consequence will be that the
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money realized from the sale of school pro- fot subject to the regulations of the
perty purchased by our own money will be Normal school, that they are. Had this in-
used to build school-houses for other people formation been before the fouse, I am sure
who have never contributed any portion of that the statement would not have been
it. That is regular spoliation. I merely made. It has been stated also that we could
want to state facts which may be of some not quote any book to which we objected. 1
importance to hon. gentlemen, and leave it have here a book which is on the list of text-
to them to appreciate the high-handed policy books for Normal school teachers, and 1
of the Manitoba Government. As to the éould refer to one sentence in which the
North-west schools, it has been stated many Jansenists are spoken of as the only people
times that the Catholic institutions were not who understood education and tried to im-
subject to the regulations of the North-west prove it, but neither their piety nor their
schools as established at present in the zeal could save them. It says:
North-west. I will nerely read here an of- Vhat a contrast hetween the direct attack on
ficial document coming from the North-west the mmd and intelligence of the pupil made in these
Territory, and here again I shall leave the schools, and the ingenlous waste of time practise(
facts to be appreciated by this honourable bytheJesuits. The Jansenistswere the best hope
House. At the beginning of this year, 1894, that French education ever had, and their suecess

n was too înuch for the jealousy of their rivais.
a sister, who used to be a teacher in Battle- Neither piety, nor mît, nor virtue could save thein.
ford, applied for a certificate. It is recog- ilere is another sentence:
nized that she possessed the qualifications in The hunan mmd revolted from the fetters ii,

this way: thath the str atem en would not hav;e bee

It is hereby certified that the Rev. Sister Lucie
(Hermninie Vilandi é) has passed the non-professional
examination, held in Nicolet, June, 1893, for second
standing (Model School Diploma, P Q.)

(Sgd.) JAMES BROWN,
Sec. C.P. Instruction.

REGINA, l2th April, 1894.

No.-The holder of this may (on satisfactory
proof of age and character) be admitted to a Normal
School to be trained for a professional certificate.

Now, strange as it appears, it is recognized
she has the proper qualifications for a second
class non-professional certificate. Still she
is given permission only to teach with a
third class permit.

Rev. Sister Lucie is hereby given permission to
teach in the Territories with a third class standing
until the opening of the Normal school session for
secon:l class teachers for September 1894.

Now, here is the letter communicating
the same :

MADAM ,-Inclosed please find non-professional
second class certificate in your favour on the
strength of your standing in the province of Que-
bec. Permission is given you to teach with a
third class certificate until the opening of the
Normal session for second September next. The
application of certificate in your favour was made
by Mr. A. E. Forget, Assistant Indian Commis-
sioner. Yours truly,

(Signed) JAMES BROWN,
Secretary C. P. I.

Rev. Sister Lucie,
Battleford, Sask.

This shows plainly, notwithstanding the
statement that our religious orders were

Thre are many other sentences in this
book of a similar character. This is not the
proper time to discuss whether these opinions
are right or not, but we contend that they
are false, ridiculous, offensive, and in mat-
ters of religious feeling we have the right
that our feelings should be respected every-
where. Here they are not, and consequently
this book is an objectionable one to us. That
is a book which is put on the list of text-
books for Normal schools in the North-west
Territories. J do not intend to make a
speech. I simply want to call the attention
of the Government to our position and to
give the House certain facts in regard to the
treatment we are receiving in Manitoba and
it the North-west. I have to thank the
House for the kind hearing that has been
given me, and I hope that these new facts
will lead this House and the public at large
to think over this serious matter and ultim-
ately to see that the Catholics of Manitoba
and of the North-west should receive full
justice.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-As the Government
on a previous occasion congratulated the
hon. gentleman from St. Boniface for the
moderation he showed in dealing with the
school question, it is my duty to repeat that
compliment and congratulation to him to-
day. At the beginning of his remarks he
very properly referred to the fact that there
was an appeal now pending in England upon
this subject. He may also rely that the
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Government will give its earnest attention
to the petitions that have been sent to the
Privy Council relating to this question. He
also referred to the Manitoba statute of 1894
by which, it is alleged, the minority in Mani-
toba have been deprived of the machinery
necessary to collect taxes for the support of
their schools, and also, as they allege, con-
fiscating their school-houses if not used for
the purpose of public schools within a given
time. I may, upon this very point, also
assure the hon. gentleman that it will be the
duty of the Government to look closely into
this matter and to report upon the effect
and wisdom and validity of the legislation of
which he complains.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGF4.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Before proceeding
with the business of the House I desire to
call attention to the report of yesterday's
proceedings in one of the newspapers of the
city. I refer to the Ottawa Citizen. I
have been now about twenty-seven years in
parliament and it is the first time I have
ever conceived it necessary to cal] attention
to any remarks which may have been made,
or any reports which may have appeared,
in the newspapers in reference to anything
that I may have said or done as a member
of parliament, but the character of this
report is such that I take the earliest op-
portunity of setting the matter right. It
seems to me that newspapers which do not
send reporters to the Senate to take notes
of the proceedings should be careful how
they pick up from the lobbies the remarks
or statements which may have been made
in this House. I have no doubt that hon.
gentlemen who have not read the report
will be a little amused and surprised when
I read to them a few lines from it. Speak-
ing of the amendment which my hon. friend
to my right had proposed in the Insurance
Bill, and the fact that he subsequently
withdrew it, this is reported to have occur-
red :-

That amendment, said Sir Frank, had been
agreed upon between him and Mr. Angers as a
compromise, and he fully expected it would have
been mnoved.

Hon. Mr. Angers, replying to several senators,
persisted in pressing the motion.

Thereupon Hon. Mr. Bowell remarked that if
the Minister of Agriculture conceived it to be his
duty to press this clause and the government were
defeated then he would have to take the conse-
quences.

"Fortuuately, hon. gentlemen," was Mr. Angers's
rejoinder, " I have but one leader."

In order that it mnay be fully understood
what did take place I asked the official re-
porter of the Senate to give me his notes
and I find that Mr. Angers's remarks were as
follows :

I wish to explain to the House that what I have
done in relation to withdrawing the amendment, I

The amendmnent of Senator McInnes was then
carried " on division " and thus the incident ended.
have been authorized by the leader of the Govern-
ment to do and I have doue nothing that any-
body in this House or outside of it has a right to
question. What I have done is within my right,
and my authority and instructions.

There is nothing in that to imply that the
hon. gentleman had any reference to myself
when he used the word "leader." I find
that my closing remarks were as follows:

The bill interferes in no way with investnents*al-
ready made,but it preventsin the future their taking
similar risks to those which they have been tak-
ing. That is really the whole provision of the bill,
and it is quite evident to me, from the remarks
that have been made by the hon. gentlemen who
have spoken, and particularly the difference of
opinion between two of my colleagues, that it is a
grave question whether it would not be better to
accept the suggestion of the House as expressed
by those who have spoken. However, nmy hon.
friend has it in his charge. I have no desire to
interfere with him in the discharge of what he con-
ceives to be his duty. and further, I like pertinma-
city when you have anything to do. My hon.
friend from Ottawa laughs, I suppose he thinks
that is characteristic of the gentleman who is speak-
ing at this moment. I confess I do not like to be
frustrated when I take a thing in hand, and my
hon. friend who is a mixture of Celt and Anglo-
Saxon, probably had the same feelings, submits the
clause, and if he is defeated the government will
take the consequences.

Now those who read this official record,
in which I have made no changes or amend-
endments whatever, will see that the report
of the newspaper is altogether wrong. If
there was any feeling existing between my
hon. friend and myself there is not the
slightest danger I can assure this country,
of there being any duel between us.

EXTRA SITTINGS OF TUE HOUSE.
MOTION.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved:
That when this Senate adjourns to-day, at the

second sitting thereof, it do stand adjourned until
to-morrow at eleven o'clock in the morning, such
sitting to continue until one o'clock in the after-
noon. unless the Senate be sooner adjourned, when
the Senate shall stand adjourned until three o'clock
in the afternoon, such sitting to continue until six
o'clock in the afternoon, unless the Senate be sooner
adjourned, when the Senate shall stand adjourned
until eight o'clock in the evening; and that each
of such sittings be considered a distinct sitting.

The motion was agreed to.
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NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES ACT

AMENDMENT BILL.
THIRD ,READING.

The House resolved itself into a Commit-
tee of the Whole on Bill (140) " An Act
further to amend the Acts respecting the
North-west Territories."

(In the Committee.)

On clause 2,

Hon. Mr. POWER-How many judges
are there in the North-west Territories 1

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-There are four.
This is to provide for a kind of court of re-
view, or appeal, composed of three judges, but
the judge who rendered judgment in the
first instance is not to sit in review on his
own judgment. The law is similar to that
which we have in the province of Quebec in
our court of review.

Hon. Mr. POWER-It is a matter on
which there are differences of opinion
aniongst lawyers and judges, as to whether
or not it is desirable that the judge who has
given the decision in the court of first in-
stance shall sit at the hearing of the appeal.
What I wish to direct the attention of the
Government to is the inconvenience that nay
possibly arise under the operation of this
enactment if it becomes law. There are four
judges of the Superior Court in the North-
west Territories. The Court of Appeal is
to be composed of three. We provide by this
enactment that the judge who has given the
decision appealed from, shall not sit in the
Court of Appeal ; that reduces the possible
court of appeal to just three judges. Now,
if one of those judges happens to be ill, or
absent from the Territories on leave, the
appeal cannot be heard. This amendment
ought to be qualified, so as to provide that
the judge shall not sit, unless his presence
is necessary to constitute a quorum. Every
professional man in Nova Scotia knows that
where there are seven judges, and the court
may be composed of only four, there is some-
times a difficulty in getting a quorum to
hear an appeal under the same rule exclud-
ing the judge who has heard the case in the
first instance. As a matter of prudence, the
minister ought to add to that " except in
cases where the presence of such judge is
necessary for the purpose of constituting a
quorum."

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-As to the propriety
of a judge sitting in review on his own
judgment, we have had the experience of it
in the province of Quebec for many years,
and it was found inadvisable that it should
be permitted, and consequently the law has
been for years past, in that respect, as this
clause provides. There may be something
in the second objection of the hon. member,
that the judge might be sick and the court
could not sit for want of a quorum. I may
state that this clause has been f ully weighed,
and it has been offered by the judges them-
selves as it stands. This clause and the
next preceding one have been both recom-
mended by the judges. They being in the
territory themselves have seen no disadvan-
tage In proposing it as it is. However, I
would have no very great objection to
adding the words mentioned by the hon.
member, although it is strange that the
jurisdiction of a judge should be optional.
It is perhaps better to let the clause stand
as it is; the judges themselves, who must
have weighed this objection, have offered it
as it is.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think it is unne-
cessary to call the attention of the House to
the fact that although judges, as a rule, are-
very wise and judicious men, still it must be
remembered that the position of a legislator
is different from that of a judge--that these
judges were looking at what they considered
an abuse. They thought on the whole that
it would be better that the judge who had
given the decision in the firstinstance should
not sit in the Court of Appeal, and they
did not advert to the possibility of the ends
of justice being defeated if one of the num-
ber happened to be ill or unavoidably absent.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-That would not
escape their attention.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am not responsible
for the conduct of business in the North-
west Territories, but I think it would be
decidedly wiser to prevent a delay of justice,
perhaps in an important case. While I think
the tendency of opinion just now is against
having the trial judge sitting in the Court of
Appeal, still there is no uniform rule on it.
In some English speaking countries, and in
some of our own provinces, the judge sits on
appeal from his own judgment. There is
this advantage about it, that he can give in-
formation about the demeanour of the wit,
nesses and other circumstances which they
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could not get otherwise. I do not think
there is any serious objection to it, and it
would be a very much more seriousmisfortune
that an appeal shall fail altogether for want
of a quorum.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-In the province
of Nova Scotia, as my hon. friend says,
although the court is coinposed of seven
judges, contingencies have arisen in more
than one case in which it was impossible to
get a quorum of four judges. In Nova
Scotia a judge never sits on a case that was
tried before him in the first instance. I have
known of two instances in which appeals
have been delayed in consequence of the
difficulty of getting a quorum. It is a ques-
tion to my mind whether a judge could sit in
review on his own judgment.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-I have no objection
to adding those words-" Unless his presence
is necessary to constitute a quorum."

The amendment was adopted and the
clause as amended was agreed to.

On clause 16,
Hon. Mr. POWER-This clause makes a

change the propriety of which I doubt.
Section 3, of the Act of 1891, fixes the term
of the Assembly at three years, unless sooner
dissolved. This section extends the term of
the Legislative Assembly from three to four
years, but it seems to me that this section
should not go into operation until after the
terminatioi of the present Legislative As-
sembly, because the electors of the North-west
Territories elected the present Legislative
Assembly for three years, and the electors
have the right to have these gentlemen re-
turn their mandates at the expiration of the
three years.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Their parliament
expires, I believe, this fall, and it is not the
intention to give the present occupant a
longer lease. I have no objection, however,
in order to make it clearer, to add these
words : " This shall not affect the duration
of the present Legislative Assembly."

The clause as amended was adopted.

On clause 17,

Hon. Mr. POWER-With respect to the
first subsection, I wish to ask whether the
Governor sits with his council, or apart from
them ?

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-He sits with them.
I have to offer an amendment to this section,
which will be a third subsection, as follows:

That the Legisative Assembly may by ordinance
make such provision as may be deemed necessary
for the filling of any vacancy or vacancies that
may at any time occur in the Executive Committee
during the recess and between the sessions of the
Assembly, whether such vacancy or vacancies are
occasioned by death, resignation, or otherwise ;
provided that any action taken under the pro-
visions of such ordinance shall be subject to con-
firmation by the Assembly at its first session held
next after such action has been taken.

This is to provide for the filling of a vac-
ancy in the council in case of one of them
resigning or dving during the recess. One
to replace him may be chosen, which choice
is to be ratified by the House as soon as it
meets. At present there is no provision for
such an occurrence.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I am not objecting
to this, but one cannot help realizing that
what they have in the North-west Territories
is not a copy of the British form of govern-
ment and of our own form of government
here. The Executive Committee, according
to the British practice, are appointed by the
Executive, by the Governor or whoever repre-
sents the Queen, but in the North-west Ter-
ritories they are appointed by the Legisla-
tive Assembly.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-Yes, they are
advisers given to the Lieutenant-Governor by
the House. They have no responsible govern-
ment. I would rather class them as a crown
colony.

The clause as amended was adopted.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW, from the commit-
tee, reported the bill with amendments.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed, under a suspension of the rule.

DOMINION NOTES AMENDMENT
BILL.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (165) "An
Act to amend the Act respecting Dominion
Notes."

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I presume what this
means is that the Government can borrow
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five millions more without putting up any
more security than they have.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-They get a loan by
issuing notes and borrowing, but there is
sufficient gold already as security for the
issue.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I hope the
issue will be made in small notes. There is
a deficiency of small notes, which is a great
inconvenience to the public. Perhaps it
would be well to double the issue. The
security, of course, is as good as gold, and is
redeemable with gold, and why should not
the country have the convenience and the
profit as well ? I consider that we could
circulate a great deal more- money than we
do, and the country wants it. The Govern-
ment has a right to some of the profits of
currency. The sound policy and credit of a
Government supply the place of gold so far
as the public confidence is ooncerned. It is
a legitimate Government operation, and a
source of convenience and profit to our whole
people. Wben a bank wishes to increase
its own issue of notes, it bas to deposit 40
per cent of the proposed issue with the
Government, in gold, for which it gets the
like quantity of Dominion notes, which it is
obliged to hold in its vaults as a guarantee
against its own note circulation. Dominion
notes redeemable in gold are more convenient
for circulation than gold.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-This nav not be an
inopportune moment to call the attention
of the Government to the fact that when we
passed the Bank Act it wa understood that
when notes became old and filthy they should
be returned and new ones issued. I am
quite sure the Government are prepared to
do that. In drawing money out of a bank
you are often given a quantity of notes that
have a frightful stench about them and
carry and propagate disease, and yet the
banks will not conform to the law that when
notes become old they must be exchanged.
The cost of the exchange would be trifling,
and it would be a convenience to all. I
cannot understand how it is that tellers in
banks are not more frequently attacked by
disease. Our currency is much more satis-
factory where it is clean and there is no
reason why we should have a dirty, filthy
circulation as we have.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The suggestion of
the bon. gentleman from Ottawa is one
which should be enforced. I shall call the at-
tention of the Finance Department and the
Minister of Justice to it. The suggestion of
my hon. friend from Lunenburg, of course,
requires a great deal of consideration and
discussion. Personally, I confess I arn
strongly of his opinion, but the banks are
very powerful and they object to any in-
terference with currency out of which they
make a good deal of profit, but I will not
enter into any discussion of that kind. We
have had experience of it in the United
States and in other countries and after al],
when we look at the stability of the banking
and monetary institutions of Canada, and
when we see the sad failures and disasters
occurring all over the world, it makes us feel
proud that we have a banking system so
perfect in its character, that notwithstand-
ing all the crashes throughout the world we
have not had the loss of a bank, except a small
one in Winnipeg, and that was through
reckless management and not through losses.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW, from the committee,
reported the bill without amendment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

CANADIAN MANUFACTURES AL-
LOWANCE DRAWBACK BILL.

FIRsT, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (166) " An Act to
amend the Act to provide for'the allowance
of the drawback on certain articles manufac-
tured in Canada, for use in the construction
of the Canadian Pacific Railway."

The bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that the rule
be suspended and the bill be read the second
time at length at the Table.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the third
reading of the bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I wish to make one
observation with respect to this bill, the pur-
pose of which is to carry into effect the
provision in the original charter of the
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Canadian Pacific Railway Company, and, I
think, the bill simply gives that particular
provision of the charter to which it refers a
fair and liberal construction. That natural-
]y suggests to one how much Canada has
done for the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany, and suggests that the company ought
to be willing to go as far as they can in the
way of helping Canada. Now, hon. gentle-
men know how the people in certain por-
tions of the North-west suffer from the high
rates which they have to pay for transporta-
tion. I am,not saying that these rates are
higher than are charged on other roads, but
they are high enough to injure materially
the settlers of the North-west, for whom we
have built this road and for whom we have
spent a great deal of money. There is an-
other thing which we might consider when
we look at the condition of things; for in-
stance, in California, a state which has got to
be almost completely, .as far as its trans-
portation is concerned, in the hands of the
Southern Pacific Railway, a great corpora-
tion like our Canadian Pacific Railway, we
find that all the people in the rural sections
of that state are hostile to that railway coin-
pany, and that they have broken out into
almost what is civil war in consequence of
the exactions of the company. It would be
wisdom on the part of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company here to make some con-
cession to the people in the North-west to
prevent things coming to such a crisis as
they have come to in California. The Gov-
ernment have something to say with respect
to the rates charged on the Canadian Pacific
Railway, and when this matter is under
consideration it would be well to look for-
ward to the possibility of the people in the
North-west breaking out as the people of
California have broken out against the
Southern Pacific. I am not finding fault
with any one, but I am indicating that it
would be the part of wisdom to avoid, per-
haps, very serious dificulties in the future if
the Government and the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company can, between them, secure
some reasonable reduction in the transporta-
tion rates in the North-west.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-It seems that
the greatest trouble in the North-west is
the low price of the products of that coun-
try. If those products were bringing any-
thing like what you would suppose is their
normal value, there would be no dissatis-

faction nor, from what I can hear, would
the rates be thought excessive. In fact, I
understand that the main line of the Canada
Pacific railway does not pay expenses. It
must be in the interest of the company to
do all in their power to promote the settle-
ment of that country and the prosperity of
those who go into it, and I do not think
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company has
taken any other view, or pursued any other
course than that which would be in their in-
terest and in the interest of the settlement of
the country. Though we have done a great
deal for the Canadian Pacific Railway, the
Canadian Pacific Railway has done a great
deal for Canada; in fact the existence of
Canada as a confederation to-day is due
largely to our putting through the railway at
the time we did. But for that I am af raid
there would have been far more dissatis-
faction in Canada than there is in California.
It is the pride of Canada and the wonder
of the world that we have such a railway,
and one built in such a manner and in such
a short time. The Government gave liberal
aid and encouragement to the company, and
the company possessed indomitable pluck
and perseverance to go on with the road at
the time that they did, and we must- be all
thankful to them for what they have done.
The allowance for a drawback for the duties
charged on all articles used in the original
construction of the road was only right.
Having accepted all subsidies and land
grants is proof of the completion of the
original construction, but wooden works
were considered merely temporary for
public convenience and should not be con-
sidered original or permanent construction.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

SUBSIDIES OF LAND IN AID OF
RAILWAY COMPANIES BILL.

FIRsT, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received fron the House
of Commons with Bill (158) "An Act to
authorize the granting of subsidies in land
to certain Railway Companies."

The bill was read the first time.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the suspen-
sion of the rule and the second reading of
the bill.
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The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second time.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on the bill.

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. POWER-Perhaps the Minister
can tell us whether these are re-votes or new ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-They are most of
them new, but some were promised aid be-
fore. This Rocky Mountain Railway sub-
sidy is new. It is to aid the construction of
a road from north of Calgary to the Rocky
Mountains • to where large deposits of
anthracite and other coal have been discov-
ered. It is believed to be in the interests,
not only of the company itself, but of that
section of the country. Considering the
charges made for coal in different parts of the
North-west, it is in the interest of every
portion of the North-west that fuel, in so
cold a country, should be made as cheap as
possible, and by the construction of this
road it will open up and develop a large
coal field, and by that means furnish to the
settlers of the country, as well as the resi-
dents in the towns of Calgary and Edmon-
ton, and other places, cheaper coal. With
regard to the proposed subsidy of land for
the Pipestone branch of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, I may say that on the 14th
July, 1892, the secretary of the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company made an applica-
tion for a land subsidy, at the usual rate of
6,400 acres per mile, for a line of about 32
miles forming the westerly extension of the
Souris branch of that company's line. It
was represented, and it is the fact, that the
construction of this exteision had the effect
of affording railway and market facilities to
an important section of country at that time
without them, that is to say, the section of
country laying between the Souris valley
and the Pipestone valley, in which there was
a large and flourishing settlement. It was
a matter of very great consequence that the
construction should have been proceeded
with during that season, in order to enable
the farmers to get out their crops, and the
company accordingly, without waiting for
the actionof Parliament upon the application,
proceeded with construction and completed it
during that season. The Government did not
ask the approval of Parliament, at its last ses-
sion, of any subsidies in land to railways, and

as business was very much hurried up at the
close of the session, it was not thought ex-
pedient for a short line of thirty miles to
then ask for the requisite parliamentary
authority. This explanation is made in view
of the objection that has been taken in the
past to the authorization of subsidies for
lines of railway already constructed. There
can be no doubt that the Pipestone branch
was undertaken and finished on the strength
of an understanding between the Minister
of the Interior at that time-Mr. Dewdney
-and the Canadian Pacific Railway Coi-
pany that the subsidy now asked for would
be granted. From my own personal know-
ledge, having travelled through that portion
of the country two or three years ago, I
know that it is very important that the
road should be constructed from the Souris
valley to the Pipestone valley. Some
portions of the land are very good for settle-
ment. The coal fields, aiso, are on the
banks of the Souris River, which were not
then developed, but which may be in the
future, although not to a very great extent
at present. The coal in that section of the
country, so far as ascertained, is not supposed
to be as good as that further west, par-
ticularly that to which I have just referred.
Still, it burns, and while it is of a shaly
character, it answers very well for domestic
use, and in order to furiiish cheap fuel in that
country, it is important that this road
should be constructed.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Is this district
which my hon. friend is talking about south
of the main line of the Canadian Pacific
Railway ?

Hon. Mr. BOWELL--Yes. It is a long
way from the main line of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, one hundred miles nearer
the United States border, and then it runs
in a south-westerly direction until it strikes
the Pipestone valley.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think that this
policy of giving away lands to the railway
companies is a questionable one, but it has
been adopted and there is no use protesting
against it now. The policy would not be sO
objectionable if the companies did the work
of peopling the North-west in the saine way
in which the UnitedStatesrailway companies,
who got subsidies from the United States
Government, have brought settlers into that
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country. But the work of peopling our
North-west has been slow to such a degree
as to cause very great disappointment. While
I am not disposed to contradict what was
said by the hon. member from Lunenburg
with respect to the enterprise of the Can-
adian Pacific Railway Company, I must say
that I have been disappointed at their coin-
parative failure in peopling the lands which
have been granted to them. They have, as
a rule, held on to their lands, and let the
people who have come in increase the value
of them while they derived the benefit. So
far as I can learn, the company has not
brought in many people to settle on the land.
These subsidies, valuing these lands at a
moderate figure, amount to about $10,000 a
mile. The grant made to the Rocky Moun-
tain Railway and Coal Company would be
about $600,000, and I cannot understand
why the Government and Parliament should
be so very ready to make large grants out in
a sparsely-settled country, and so unwilling
to inake comparatively small grants in some
of the older provinces where there is a large
population which has never had railway
facilities.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-My hon. friend
referred to the settlement of the north-west-
ern states by railways to the south of us and
compared it with the tardiness shown by our
own Canadian Pacific Railway Company.
My hon. friend forgets that a great many of
those who settled to the south of us are
coming across the line by thousands with
their families and are settling in our own
country and prospering.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I think the hon. mem-
ber from Halifax scarcely speaks with a full
knowledge of the facts or he would not say
that the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
are not making efforts to settle the North-
west. They are spending more than the
Canadian Government to accomplish that
object. The hon. gentleman must see in the
newspapers that they have agents all over
Europe, and are exhibiting car-loads of pio-
ducts everywhere in the old country and that
lectures are delivered from the cars to the
people-they are making every effort in that
way to bring settlers to this country. They
are as much interested as the Government
of this country in the settlement of the North-
west because they have the lands there,
which are utterly useless to them until they

are peopled. The railway must have people
there to furnish traffic. Until they people
the North-west the road cannot get paying
traffic in that country. They are straining
every nerve, to my certain knowledge, to
people that country and doing all they can,
certainly not sparing any money to accom-
plish that object.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW, from the committee,
reported the bill without amendment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

The Senate adjourned at 4.45 p.m.

SECOND SITTING.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Eight
o'clock.

Routine proceedings.

UNITS OF ELECTRICAL MEASURE
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (117) " An Act
respecting the Units of Electrical Measure."

(In the Committee.)

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-This is a sequel to
the bill passed by the House the other day
relating to the regulation and inspection of
electric meters. The principle adopted in it
has been copied from legislation in England,
Germany, France and the United States,
and at the last congress of electricians in
Washington, the principle of what is known
of electricity now has been sanctioned and
approved of by scientists. If I were to read
the brief which I have in my hand I would
be making a display of knowledge which is
not my own, and as everybody in the House
knows as much and probably more than I
do about it I will not inflict it upon the
House.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I suppose there is
a necessity for this bill now, in consequence
of our having passed the bill for inspection.
This is a necessary adjunct to it. I do not
think it will be of practical benefit, but
having passed the other bill I suppose we
must pass this. These units have been
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agreed upon by a body of experts in
Chicago, and the principles laid down in the
bill are what are considered necessary.
Electricity is in its infancy, and there is no
knowing what may take place in a short time,
but I think the bill is premature now. The
only possible advantage in this bill is that if
any one should rob the power from your
lines you will be able to arrive at what the
value may be according to this expert de-
termination. That is all the benetit there
will be; but then there will be a great diffi-
culty in establishing what the current may
be at the source of supply. There are a
great many technical objections to it, but I
suppose it must pass, and hereafter I have
no doubt we shall find it necessary to change
it, because these things are undergoing changes
every day, and what is suitable to-day may
not be suitable a year hence. It is just as
well to make the experiment at the present
time.

Hon. Mr. MACINNES (Burlington)-
This is simply adopting certain names in the
nature of a code between individuals, each
term meaning some certain thing. At the
conference in Chicago these terms were
adopted and they have since been legalized
by the United States and England.

Hon. Mr. K AULBACH-I do not know
anything about it, and I have to take the
Bill on faith.

Hon. Mr. DESJARDINS, from the com-
mittee, reported the bill without amendment.

The bill was then read the third time
passed.

and

The Senate adjourned at 8.40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Saturday, July 21st, 1894.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at Eleven
a.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BOYNTON BICYCLE ELECTRIC
COMPANY'S BILL.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons returning Bill (85) " An Act

86-1

to incorporate the Boynton Bicycle Electrie
Company " and stating that they disagree to
the amendment of the Senate.

Hon. Mr. READ moved that the Senate
do not insist upon its amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (128) "An Act
further to amend the Dominion Elections
Act "

The bill was read the tirst time.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS moved the second
reading under a suspension of the rules. He
said : The object of the bill is to provide a
ballot paper, the form of which is included
in the bill, for the purpose of safer registra-
tion of votes by electors.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the second and third times, and
passed.

THE SUPPLY BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (171) " An Act for
granting to Her Majesty certain sums of
money required for defraying certain expen-
ses of the public service for the financial
years ending respectively 30th June, 1894,
and the 30th June, 1895, and for other pur-
poses relating to the public service."

The bill passed through all its stages
under a suspension of the rule.

SUBSIDIES IN AID OF RAILWAYS
BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (169) " An Act to
authorize the granting of subsidies in aid of
the construction of the lines of railway
therein mentioned."

The bill was read the first time.
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved that the rule
be suspended and that the bill be read the
second time.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I do not propose to
discuss the general policy of this measure.
That has been discussed in another place,
where they have the right to dispose of
financial questions, but I just wish to call
attention to one or two items. It will be
remembered that some days ago I made an
inquiry with respect to a railway, the con-
struction of which I thought ought to be
helped-a railway in the province of Nova
Scotia, in the county of Halifax, generally
known as the Musquodoboit Valley Railway.
Subsequently, I expressed my disappoint-
ment that in the resolutions with respect to
the railway subsidies introduced in the
House of Commons there was no provision
for giving aid to this particular line of rail-
way. Since that time I see that some change
bas been made in the wording of one of the
paragraphs with respect to a subsidy which
would, perhaps, let this railway come in for
assistance. The paragraph now reads as
follows:

For ninety miles of the railway from Newport or
Windsor to Truro, or to a point between Truro and
Stewiacke, and from a point on the said railway to
a point at or near Eastville, and from Eastville
through the valley of the Musquodoboit River to-
wards a point on the proposed Dartmouth branch
of the Intercolonial: in lieu of the subsidy granted
by chapter 5 of 1892, a subsidy not exceeding
$3,200 per mile ; and also for a railway bridge over
the Shubenacadie River on the line of the said rail-
way, a subsidy of 15 per cent on the value of the
structure; the whole not exceeding $300,000.

The words " and from Eastville through
the valley of the Musquodoboit River to-
wards a point on the proposed Dartmouth
branch of the Intercolonial" have been
inserted : whether the fact that these
words are inserted there is likely to do much
in promoting the construction of the road or
not, I cannot say. The road from Newport
or Windsor to the Intercolonial Railway,
and from that to Eastville, would be more
than ninety miles, unless I am mistaken, and
that would not leave anything for the Mus-
quodoboit Valley road ; but it is possible
that arrangements may be made, if the Gov-
ernment are favourable to the construction
of this road, that might allow a portion of
the subsidy to go for the construction of the
road from Eastville through the valley of
the Musquodoboit River, even though some
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other portion of the road were not con-
structed. I hope the Government may take
that view of it. If responsible parties come
forward who are prepared to construct that
road, I hope the Government in their dis-
cretion, which I think they can exercise
under this provision, will give a subsidy to
the company undertaking to construct the
Musquodoboit Valley Railway. I see one
of the paragraphs proposes to subsidize a
railway "f rom Port Hawkesbury towards
Cheticamp, twenty-five miles, a subsidy not
exceeding $3,200 a mile, nor exceeding in
the whole $80,000." I am pleased to see that
little subsidy there as subsidies are being
given; but I think it is very much to be
regretted that the Government had not
taken this action several years ago, when a
company was subsidized. That company
apparently satisfied the Local Government
that they had the ability to construct the
road from Port Hawkesbury towards Cheti-
camp, and were to get a subsidy from the
Local Government, and the municipal council
of Inverness granted them a bonus and they
could have constructed some forty miles or
so of road if they had got a subsidy of $3,200
a mile f rom this Parliament. The company
showed their bona fides by going to work and
grading some fifteen or twenty miles of the
road. For sôme reason or other the Dom-
inion Government, instead of granting for
this road the usual subsidy of $3,200,
granted only $1,000 a mile and granted
that with an understanding that it was
intended to recoup the county of Inver-
ness for the bonus which it proposed to
grant. It was $50,000 which the county
granted and the line was to be fifty miles
long. The result of that was that the
company which had undertaken to build
this road were unable to do so. The sub-
sidy from the Local Government and this
$1,000 a mile subsidy from the Dominion
Parliament were not sufficient to enable
the company to go on, and that road has
not been constructed. There are several
miles of the road graded. I hope that the
company is still in existence and in a po-
sition to resume the work now that this
grant is secured to them. It is very much
to be regretted that the Government, in-
fluenced by I know not what-at least I
have some idea as to what the influence
was but I cannot speak positively--the
Government impelled by some malign in-
fluence refused to grant the usual subsidy
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for this railway at the time when the road
might have been constructed. The people
of the county might have been enjoying
the benefits of their railway from Port
Hawkesbury to Port Hood, a distance of
fifty miles, in the last two or three years if
the usual subsidy had been given instead of
this absurd subsidy of $1,000 amile which was
granted. There is another item which calls
for attention. I am not opposing any of these
items, but they naturally attract attention.
It is not very long since the Government
constructed as a public work a railway from
the Strait of Canso to Sydney, in the Island
of Cape Breton. This railway was con-
structed at a very large cost-not less than
$2,000,000- and here the Government in
this bill grant subsidies for roads on both
sides of this line-roads which to a certain
extent enter into competition with the Gov-
ernment roads. I am not finding fault with
the subsidies, because to my mind the
Governnent's road was located in the wrong
place. It was urged upon the Government,
before they finally decided upon the location
of the Cape Breton railway, that a better
way would be to carry the line below the
Bras d'Or Lake to Louisburg and to build
another line running north of the lake to
suit the wants of the people of Inverness
and Victoria. The Government did not
adopt that plan. They built the road by
the central route, the most expensive route,
and where it would do the least benefit on
the way between the terminal points, and
now they are helping to construct the roads
which their friends told them before they
should have built. This Cape Breton exten-
sion railway company is simply a company
who are building a line which would be
identical almost with the southern route,
which was advocated for the Government
railway, and if the Government had built
their main line by this southern route, it
would have cost not nearly as much as the
central line has cost, and Parliament would
not be called upon to give a subsidy to this
southern route. I think that is very much
to be regretted. I am not undertaking to
find very much fault with the Government
for the way the line was located, except that
it strikes me that if they had exercised proper
discretion before selecting the central route,
they would not have made the very costly
mistake which they did make.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I do not agree
with my hon. friend with regard to the

Cape Breton road. I have been through
the island and I know where the line is
located, through the centre of the island,
and it was not done without mature con
sideration. It has now proved to be satis-
factory to the whole island.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Not at all.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I have been
through the island, and I doubt if my hon.
friend was ever on the island.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Oh, yes, I have
been.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-I was there
last year, and J found from the people that
it was perfectly satisfactory. Being a main
line, the branch lines are needed to complete
it. About the Musquodoboit Railway, I
hope my hon. friend will not go back on me
on that subject. He and I were pulling
together to have that line run through the
county of Lunenburg, where it should go,
but my hon. friend wants to have it deflected
to another route altogether.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Not at all.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Yes, it would
leave Lunenburg hopelessly in the cold. I
hope my hon. friend will stick to his first
love and let us work together and get a rail-
way by the Musquodoboit valley through
the county of Lunenburg.

Hon. Mr. POWER-The hon. gentleman
is in error. If the road provided for by this
bill is constructed it says that it shall go to
a point on the Dartmouth branch. As the
hon. gentleman knows, it is proposed to build
the Dartmouth Branch Railway from Windsor
Junction to the town of Darmouth. The
Musquodoboit Valley Railway might unite
with it at Windsor Junction, and that is
what probably would'be done.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-If that were
done it would not be carried into Lunenburg.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-I do not intend to
object to any of these railway subsidies. I
think the country is interested in having as
many railways as possible. I do not think
the hon. member from Halifax has any rea-
son to complain, because I find that a great
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Inany of these subsidies are given to roads
in1 the province of Nova Scotia. What I
have to complain of is that the Government
did not think it advisable to give assistance
towards the construction of a very important
Work in this section of the country-that is
the interprovincial bridge connecting this
City with Hull. We all know this work will
be of great advantage to the whole country,
as it will become part of the highway to
ludson Bay, from which point we yet expect

to obtain our supply of anthracite coal,
and I am disappointed that the Government
did not consider it advisable to grant a sub-
sidy, particularly in view of the fact that
the city of Ottawa has granted a bonus of
$150,000 in aid of the bridge, and seeing that
Ottawa has never received one dollar towards
the construction of any of its railways. We
have certainly more reason to complain than
the hon. member from Halifax has. As far as
We are concerned in this section of the coun-
try, we would have been very well pleased had
the Government found it advisable to ap-
Propriate the sum of $250,000 towards the
construction of this bridge. I am afraid
nlow that the bridge will not be constructed,
as it is utterly impossible for the parties
Who have taken it in hand to construct it
With the bonus of $150,000 granted by the
City of Ottawa. Had the Government given
$250,000 in aid of the bridge, I thinks the
Governments of Ontario and Quebec would
have followed suit aid that would have en-
Sured the construction of the bridge. The
failure of the Government to assist the en-
terprise will retard the construction of the
bridge for many years, and I am sorry for
this section of the country because, as I have
said, we have received no subsidies while we
have contributed our share towards the con-
struction of other works all over Canada.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
Was read the second and third times and
Passed.

IRON AND STEEL BOUNTY BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (170) " An Act to
Provide for the payment of bounties on iron
and steel manufactured from Canadian ore."

The bill was read the first time.
55à

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the suspen-
sion of the rule and that the bill be read the
second time now.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Perhaps the hon.
gentleman will give us some reason why this
bill is introduced. The Government do not
bring in any measure to pay the farmers
for the potatoes they dig, and I do not see
why this bounty should be given.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-Had this bill been
brought down at an earlier period of thesession
it might have been profitable to enter into a
discussion upon it, but I do not think hon.
gentlemen will care to discuss the subject
now. We have been giving those bounties
for a number of years to the iron industries
of this country and I do not think they
have really developed to the extent that was
contemplated eight or ten years ago when we
commenced to give those bounties. As has
been very forcibly expressed by my hon.
friend from Halifax, we do not give bounties
to the farmers, the wealth producers of this
country. There is no other industry which
has received this assistance. It was at one
time proposed to give a bounty to the beet-
root sugar industry. I do not know whether
that lias been continued or not. I do not
know that we have lost very much by the
experiment, because it has not been found
to be a profitable industry.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I bave no objec-
tions to the remarks made by the
hon. gentlemen, but I must demur to the
statements made by them that nothing is
done by the Dominion Government to aid
the farmers.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I did not say that.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-If you look at the
Supply Bill which we have just passed, you
will see that there is no class in the commu-
nity upon whom more money is expended
end in whom greater interest is taken by
the Government than the agriculturists
and yeomanry of the country. Experi-
mental farms have been established for their
special benefit, dairies have been established
in different parts of the country, and we
have taken their product to the markets in
England and given them a guarantee of a
return for it. These facts furnish ample
proof of the desire of the Government to
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look after the interest of those who, as my
hon. friend says, are the wealth-producing
class of the country. There is no branch of
industry in the whole Dominion that has
been looked after with greater interest or
more keenness or assiduity on the part of the
public men who rule the country at this
time, than the farmers. This constant
statement which is made that the interests
of the agriculturists of Canada are not looked
after, is not borne out by the facts. I will
not enter into the minutiæ of this question
at the present moment, but I ask any un
biassed man in the country to look at the
Supply Bill, and then cast his eye from one
end of the Dominion to the other and say if
I am not justified in the claim that I make
on behalf of the Government. In reference
to the general question of bonusing the iron
industry, I shall not discuss it now. It
has been the policy of the country for many
years to grant bonuses in aid of the produc-
tion of pig iron, which is the foundation of
our iron industry. I freely admit with the
hon. gentleman from Ottawa, it has not been
as successful as every Canadian would have
liked it to be, and I regret to say that even
in the passing of this bill, by which we
guarantee, as far as a guarantee can be given,
to continue this bonus for ten years, its object
will be frustrated to a certain extent by the
announcementof the leadersof the Opposition
that if they get into power they will not con-
sider themselves bound to continue the bonus
which Parliament at the present moment
grants. What will be the result ? It
would be unfair for me to say that it
is done with the object of preventing invest-
ments, but its tendency must be to frus-
trate the purpose in view in granting
this bonus. Capitalists will not invest as we
had hoped they would invest, in an enter-
prise of this kind, when they learn of the de-
claration of the leaders of one party, that if
they obtain power they will not be bound by
any division of parliament, to that extent they
would destroy any investments that might
be made. I have no right to complain of
people taking different views from which
Government hold on questions of this kind.
Our policy has been protection to all our
industries and if we can develop this enter-
prise to a greater extent than in the past by
means of bounties, then our object will have
been attained. My hon. friend to my left,
(Mr. Masson) thinks that we should have
gone further-that we should continue the

bonus given in the past to encourage the
beet-rootsugar industry. That offer has beeli
on the statute-book for the last fifteen or
twenty years. Unfortunately, whether fro0n
mismanagement or from our climate-I givO
no opinion on the subject-we know that
although large investments have been made
in the beet-root sugar industry none of therw
have succeeded. In carrying out this policY
of bonuses, I should like to have seen that eX-
periment a success, but it has not been. If
there is any probability of it succeeding in
the future, I am inclined to think that the
Government, carrying out their general
policy, would be only too glad to aid it. I
thought it my duty to make the few remarks
in reference to the matter, more particularly
in view of the course of the two hon. gentle-
men opposite, when they are pursuing the
policy which is followed by politicians gene-
rally, but which we in this House should
not follow, that is, in raising that continUa1

cry that the poor farmers are not looked
after by the Government. The farmers are
an intelligent class of people,and they know,
as well as any others, where their interests
lie, and who has looked after them in the
prst.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-As far as the
Maritime Provinces are concerned, there 18
no industry in which Nova Scotia is s0
greatly interested as the iron industry. it
is peculiarly a Nova Scotia industry and re-
quires protection. It contributes more than
any other to the material prosperity of the
country. We have the ore and everything
necessary to produce the iron and we should
encourage the industry.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second and third times and
passed.

The Senate adjourned at 1.10 p.m.

SECOND SESSION.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Three
o'clock.

Routine proceedings.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMEN-
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Coniit'
tee of the Whole on Bill (128) " An Ab
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further to amend the Dominion Elections
Act."

(In the Committee.)

On clause 1,
Hon. Mr. POWER-I notice that the

clause adds two or three electoral districts
in which the Governor General does not fix
the date of the election. It adds the elec-
toral district of Gaspé and Chicoutimi and
8 aguenay in the province of Quebec, and
Nipissing in Ontario. Of course it is better,
where practicable, that the elections shall
take place upon the same day. We have
adopted the plan of simultaneous elections,
and I wish to ask the Government why it
has been thought desirable now to add
Gaspé and Nipissing in particular to the
districts where the returning officer fixes the
date. I should have supposed that in the
electoral district of Gaspé, at any rate, the
elections might have been held upon the
same date as in other counties.

Hon. Mr. ANGERS-The reason is first
of all Nipissing is a new district, where the
travelling is very difficult. There is no rail-
way communication and no telegraphic com-
niunication, and the extent of the territory
is immense. As to Gaspé, it is situated in
the same way; that is, the difficulties are very
great according to the season. There are
lo railways, there are telegraphic communi-
cations which may be interrupted; moreover,
there is a portion of the county that for five
lonths of the year is inaccessible, that is, the
Magdalen Islands. It is true the law author-
Izes the using of telegraphs, but the rupture
Of a cable or some other accident, which
Occurs often enough, might be in the way and
Prevent them having the election on the same
day that it is held throughout the Dominion
generally. These are the reasons which have
Ilduced the Government to include those in
the exceptions. Cariboo in British Columbia,
I believe, is similarly situated on account of
the great difficulty of communication.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-Has not Gaspé
always been an exception i

Hon. Mr. POWER-No.
The clause was adopted.

On clause 4,

Hon. Mr. POWER-With respect to
the new ballot, it possesses possibly some

advantages over the present system, as ren-
dering it less likely that a comparatively
ignorant voter shall mark his ballot for the
wrong candidate, but I think the great ad-
vantage in connection with the new form of
ballot is the wide black border which
separates the spaces in which the names of
the candidates are placed, and as I under-
stand the law, the elector nay mark his
ballot either in the white circular space, or
in the division where the name of the can-
didate is to be found. Now, that being the
case, I think it is to be regretted that so
much ink has been unnecessarily used. The
wide black border all round would have
been enough, and then the elector would
mark his ballot in the division either just
very close to the name or a little further
along, and the Government would not need
to consume so much ink as they will under
the present system, although it would not
have made quite as pretty a picture.

The clause was adopted.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW, from the committee,
reported the bill without amendment.

The bill was then read the third time and
passed.

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRsT, SECOND AND THIRD ÊEADINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (143) "An Act
further to amend the Electoral Franchise
Act."

The bill was passed through all its stages
under a suspension of the rule.

DUTIES OF CUSTOMS ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A Message was received from the House
of Commons with Bill (135) " An Act to
consolidate and amend the Acts respecting
the duties of Customs."

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the suspen-
sion of rule 41 for the purpose of allowing
the second reading of this bill.

The motion was agreed to.
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Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the second
reading of the bill.

Hon. Mr. POWER-I think the Govern-
ment will give the Opposition credit for
saying that during this session they have
not occupied much of the time of the House
in discussing measures. At the opening of
the House a few observations bearing on
the subject of the tariff were made by an
hon. member of the Opposition. I do not
think there has been anything said since,
and it does seem that, after all the time that
has been devoted to this in the other House,
it would show upon our part a certain want
of respect if we did not give the bill at least
a reasonable amount of consideration in the
Senate. Now, hon. gentlemen, the bill is a
very voluminous one, but perhaps its con-
sequence is not to be measured by its length.
The tariff question is one that vitally inter-
ests the people of Canada. The Government
intimated through their leaders at the last
session of Parliament, and in some instances,
I think, previous to the last session of Par-
liament, that the system which had been in
operation since 1889 needed very consider-
able amendment, and the Government de-
clared last year their intention of recon-
structing the tariff during the present session,
and it was understood that very considerable
modifications were to be made in it. The
Government did not say that they were pre-
pared to depart from the principle of the
tariff, but they proposed to make very exten-
sive modifications in the details of the mea-
sure, and they set to work in a way which
some people have condemned, but which I
did not, myself, feel disposed to disapprove
of very strongly. They sent out four mem-
bers of the Government, the two hon. Min-
isters who are present now, the Minister of
Finance, and another Minister or one of the
Controllers ; and these gentlemen, like a cer-
tain individual mentioned in Scripture, went
up and down al] over the earth and held
meetings at various central and important
points in the different provinces throughout
the Dominion,and the object of these meetings
was that these gentlemen, who were charged
with the duty of preparing for the Govern-
ment an amended tariff, should ascertain what
the sentiments of the people affected by the
tariff in the various sections of the country
were. I cannot speak as to what took place
in every place except from what I saw in
the newspapers, but I know that as regards

Halifax, the hon. commissioners, or roving
committee, or whatever you might choose tO
call them, did their work in a very business
like, and as far as one could judge, satisfac-
tory way. These hon. gentlemen communi-
cated to the Board of Trade of Halif ae
their intention of visiting Halifax and hear-
ing what persons in the various departments
of business and in the various manufactur-
ing interests had to say with respect to the
tariff, and very careful arrangements were
made to provide that everyone who had anY-
thingto say upon thetariff-thatis, when Isay
every one I mean persons engaged in the
different departments of manufacture-
should have an opportunity to present their
views to the commissioners, if I may call
them so. The business men of Halifax and
the manufacturers waited upon these com-
missioners, they were treated courteouslY
and gave their evidence at as much length
as they could reasonably expect, and as far
as I could gather, the gentlemen who aP-
peared before the commission were satis-
fied with the manner in which they had
been treated. The commission spent three
days in Halifax, taking evidence of that
kind and then they closed their meeting
there and went to other places. This salue
thing took place all over the country, even
as far west as British Columbia, and these
commissioners came back having ascer
tained, I should suppose, pretty accur-
ately what the feelings of the mercantile and
manufacturing portions of the country were
with respect to the tariff. They were then,
one would suppose, naturally prepared to
make such a revision of the existing tarig
as would meet the views of the mercantile
and manufacturing classes, and also of the
consumers at large, because I presulne
they took care to hear what the masses 0
consumers, who were neither mercantile men
nor manufacturers, thought about the tarig-
I am not sure if they did, but I presurne
they must in some way have informed thern
selves as to the wishes of the great body Of
consumers. They met here and devoted
some months, I believe, to reconstructing
the tariff. Parliament which, with a vieW
to the convenience of the country and the
members of Parliament, should meet about
the end of January or the beginning of FeW
ruary, was not summoned until the middle
of March ; the reason given was that the
tariff measure was not quite ready to be sub-
mitted to Parliament. However, on the
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27th March the tariff measure, which one
would suppose was pretty complete by that
time, was submitted to Parliament and the
Minister of Finance made a very long speech
in the other branch setting out in detail the
changes which were supposed to be made.
Those changes were not of a very sweeping
character. Take them as a rule, as far as
they went they were in the right direction.
There were certain changes which had
been expected which did not appear,
but taken altogether the changes were
made in the right direction. With-
out going into detail, it may be said that
the valuable changes in the tariff were
the reduction of the duties upon agricultural
implements from 35 per cent to 20 per cent,
the abolition of specific duties upon woollen
and cotton goods, and a number of minute
details dealing with the different items in
the tariff, making as a rule slight reductions.
One would suppose after all the pains which
the Government had taken to inform them-
selves of the views of the country, after the
Government had taken a very considerable
time, with the report of the commissioners
before them, to form and perfect this measure,
that it would have gone through nearly in
the shape in which it was introduced into
Parliament, and that the passing of the tariff
should not have occupied a very long time,
and that if the measure took longer to pass
than might have been expected, this delay
would have arisen altogether from the Oppo-
sition who found fault with the changes as
not being sufficiently fundamental or radical.
The experience has not been that way. The
budget speech of the hon. Finance Minister
had hardly been delivered when the benefi-
ciaries under the protective principle of th--
old tariff began to come to Ottawa. They
came day after day, in single files and whole
battalions. Day after day after the lapse of
a little time the result of those visitations
became apparent in the action of the Finance
Minister. One would suppose that the three
or four principal members of the Cabinet,
having heard all that was to be said by all
classes, would not be willing to give to one
class who had been heard an opportunity
which was not given to all other classes,
but such was the case, and if the
tariff has taken well on to four months
to be completed-because it was only yester-
day the last of the changes were made in
the tariff--it has not been on account
of any factious opposition on the part of

gentlemen who usually oppose the Govern-
ment, but it has been because the Govern-
ment themselves had not made up their
minds what the tariff was finally to be.
They have been changing that tariff, which
they took such pains to construct, day after
day and week after week since the 27th
March last, and here we are on the 21st
July, and it was only yesterday that the last
of the changes were made. I presume if we
had sat for a month longer there would have
been a great many more changes. It is only
right that the country should understand
these facts. I do not think we can point to
any instance where a Government have
placed themselves in such a position. They
brought down their measure, which they
claim was a well and carefully-prepared
measure, and then at the instance of inter-
ested parties they have mutilated that
measure in almost every detail from begin-
ning to end and with one or two exceptions,
which I shall refer to presently, all the
changes have been in one direction-in
favour of the protected minority and against
the interests of the great bulk of the popu-
lation. The one exception-in fact the only
important exception-is the matter of coal
oil. The pressure from the general public,
and f rom the Opposition in the other House
of Parliament, was so strong that a conces-
sion-not a large concession, but still a
moderate concession-was made to consumers
of coal oil, and with that exception all the
changes have been adverse to the consumer
and in favour of the protected industries. I
have not watched over the changes in the
tariff, but I believe the Government have
not reimposed the objectionable specific
duties on cotton-I mean they do not now
combine specific and ad valorem duties upon
cotton goods-but they have, with re-
spect to other classes of goods, renewed the
old, hateful combination of specific with
ad valorem duties, notably in the various
classes of wooden goods. Any hon. gentle-
man who will take the trouble to take up
the speech of the Finance Minister, delivered
on the 27th March, and carefully compare
the tariff changes which he proposed then to
make with the changes which have actually
been made, will find that in a vast number of
details that tariff, which was pronounced at
that time almost perfect, has been altered,
and altered for the worse from the point of
view of any one who looks at it from the
consumer's standpoint. I repeat, because
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sufficient attention has not been called to
the fact-I do not think there is any
instance where a Finance Minister has come
down and introduced a tariff measure, and
has subsequently, at the instigation of classes
who had been heard before that measure was
introduced, altered his measure in almost
innumerable details. If we have suffered
this session, as we have suffered from re-
maining here so long at a time when it is
almost too much for human nature to remain
at work in a warm place like Ottawa, it is
due almost altogether to the conduct of the
Government with respect to this tariff
measure. The various classes of the popu-
lation of Canada, who did expect from the
Government some reasonable concession to
the wishes of the consumers, must be very
much disappointed indeed by the result of
the labours of the Government in connection
with the tariff. I can imagine any man out-
side asking did ever so very great a moun-
tain produce so very small a mouse? For
all the work that has been bestowed upon
it, all these changes might have been made
in a week-the reduction of the duty on
coal oil, the omission of the specific duties
on cotton goods, and the reduction of the
duties upon agricultural implements, which
are, I think, all the substantial changes
that have been made, might have been dis-
posed of by the House of Commons in a
week, if they had been proposed by them-
selves. In some respects the tariff has been
aggravated, made more oppressive than it
was before. I think there must be a general
feeling of disappointment among the manu-
facturers throughout the country that their
iron, which is raw material to most of
them, has been left in practically the
sane position in which it stood before.
The experiment to try and bolster up and
bring into existence industries in connec-
tion with iron has been proved, by the ex-
perience of fifteen years, to be a substantial
failure, and the general feeling amongst
manufacturers, so many of whom use iron as
raw material, is that there should be
some reduction on the indefensible and, I
might say, outrageous iron tariff introduced
in the session of 1887 by the gentleman who
is now High Commissioner. There will be
a great dissatisfaction through the country
at the general character of the tariff measure
and particularly at the fact that there has
has been no reduction made in the. iron
duties, and the duties on the necessaries of

life, except in the case of cotton goods, and
that we are going on substantially under
the saine old tariff. There is just one point
that I may notice with respect to the reason
given by the Government for delaying the
summoning of Parliament, and to some ex-
tent, I believe, for the changes which have
been made since the measure was introduced.
It has been stated that one of the reasons
why Parliament was not summoned earlier
was, not that the Government has not
prepared their tariff measure, or that
their own views were not fixed and definite,
but that they thought it was their duty to
wait and see what was done with the tariff
measure at Washington. I believe in culti-
vating friendly relations with the adjoining
country, as well as with all other nations,
but Canada should make lier own laws, her
tariff as well as other laws, to suit her own
wants and should not be governed to any
great degree by the actions of other coun-
tries, and it would have been, to my mind, a
much more business like and wiser course
for the Government to have framed their
tariff in accordance with the wishes and
the needs of the people of this country.
They need not have troubled their heads
very much as to what was being done in the
neighbouring republic. They might have
looked at the general fact, that the disposi-
tion there was to reduce the duties and
make the tariff less protective than it was.
The Government here might have recon-
structed their tariff with the general object
in view of making the burdens of our people
somewhat lighter then they had been. Then
they might have summoned Parliament at
the usual time, passed their measure, and
the following session, if it appeared as a
consequence of the action taken by the Con-
gress of the United States that it was
desirable that certain other changes should
be made in our tariff after some months' ex-
perience of the practical working of the
tariff of the United States with respect to
Canada, the Government could have at the
next session introduced such amendments to
the tariff as would have removed any ine-
qualities in connection with its working. It
is to be very much regretted that they did
not do that. The Government have been
in the habit of posing as an exceedingly loyal
one which prefers the mother country and
its methods to the United States and the
methods of that country, and above all, they
have prided themselves upon being a Cana-
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dian Government, a Government which
looks solely or almost solely at the interests.
of Canada. I regret to say that in the
mnatter of this Tariff Bill, as well as in a
great many other matters, they have belied
their professions. They have been looking
to Washington for hints as to the course
which they should adopt here, and I have
heard it said-I do not know whether it
is a fact or not, but certainly it looks a
little suspicious, that from the time when it
appeared that the United States Senate was
nlot going to accept the House Tariff Bill, the
Wilson Bill, but was going in the direction
of protection, and when the impression had
begun to get abroad that the electors of the
United States were not as strongly in favour
of tariff reform as had been supposed, that
the hedging process began, and continued
with respect to this measure. The popular
chamber in the United States shows that in
that country the tariff reform sentiment is
as strong amongst the bulk of the people as
it has ever been, and if the Democratic
party there are iii a worse position now than
they were some months ago, it is because the
people were disappointed at the fact that the
Democratic party, which now controls both
branches of Congress, has not carried out its
pledges. So that I think even in respect tô
that matter the Government have made a
inistake. As I said before, I think theyshould
have made the best tariff they could, look-
ing at the interests of Canada, and not look-
ing to Washington at all, and then they
could, at a subsequent session, have made any
changes which practical experience showed
to be desirable. I am glad to see the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa here and also the
hon. gentleman from Shell River. These two
hon. gentlemen have made the tariff a spe-
cial study-a thing which I have not done,
and I have no doubt they will be able to
give the House a great many more ideas and
detain the House considerably longer than I
have been able to do.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I do not think it is
quite fair to inflict a speech on the House at
the present time, and all I can say is that I
think the title of the bill is not quite what
it ought to be. It professes to be for the
Purpose of raising a revenue for the country.
From my standpoint, it is just the opposite.
It is for the purpose of taxing the people of
Canada for the benefit of a few privileged
Individuals, because that is really what the

result of it is to a very great extent. It is
quite true that we do, incidentally, perhaps
get $30,000,000 under it. I do not know
exactly what the figures are. I have no
recollection of them, but it must be admitted
that in order to get them you tax the people
of Canada considerably more than that, from
my point of view. From the investigation
I have been able to give this subject, you
tax them a very much larger sum, which tax
of course goes into the hands of those who
are protected, and that is really the view of
the case that ought to be considered, because
the bill professes to be one in support of giv-
ing us a revenue. Now, I will just take one
item which illustrates sufficiently the whole
subject. Take the duty on sugar. I see
the Government have reduced it this year.
It was eight-tenths, and I think it is reduced
to six-tenths of a cent. At all events it is
reduced some fractional part. What was the
object of reducing it I Surely it must have
been to withdraw a part of the protection
and to cheapen the article. That is the only
answer I can arrive at. The duty has been
so arranged that no part of that, or a very
trifling sum, comes to the revenue of the
country. I find by the returns that the
duty paid on sugar at the end of 1893 was
$900,000 odd, while the value of the imported
sugar which came in f ree was $6,600,000
and the returns show we imported 252,000,-
000 pounds. Now that, of course, is not
refined, and reducing that, I suppose our
consumption of sugar would be 150,000,000
pounds.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It is nearly double
that.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-At 30 pounds per
head of the population it would be fully
that. That is a rough calculation of my
own. Well, if we get the eight-tenths of a
cent on that it would mean over a million
dollars. We would be able to pay the sub-
sidy to the fast line without any trouble out
of it, where as a matter of fact we only get
the $900,000 odd. Supposing we reduce
the duty, and import more - sugar, we
would get more revenue fron the imported
article. Supposing we brought it down to
1 cent on the raw and j cent on the refined,
that would give our refiners some consider-
able advantage. They would have 1 cent
at all events, and it would give a very con-
siderable sum to the revenue of this country,
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but it is so adjusted that they get the raw
material f ree, and the duty being just gauged
at that particular point, we enable them to
keep out the refined article. They had the
opportunity of taxing the people of this
country for the article, not uþ to the eight-
tenths, but up to a certain proportion of it;
otherwise why did the Government, during
the present session, reduce the duty on
sugar ? It was, I suppose, to meet the
clamour of the consumers who want to get
their sugar cheaper, and you will find
to the extent of that reduction you will
get a cheaper sugar. I do not suppose
it is reduced now to a point that will enable
the foreign-made sugar to come in, but if it
were brought down alittle further the foreign
article would come in, and it would help to
pay part of the revenue of this country, con-
tributing to the amount taken for duties. I
think that is a very fair illustration of what
I say, that the duties are so adjusted that
the consumer is obliged to buy within Canada,
products made in the country, not of course
in all instances, but in a very considerable
number of instances where the tariff is so
arranged as to favour those who are its bene
ficiaries. You are practically taxing the great
body of the people in order that a compara-
tively few industries may be able to live, and
I think I may go a little further and say that
a good many of them inake a considerable
amount of money out of it. At least that is
the general belief. At all events, from my
standpoint the duties ought to be so levied
as to give at least the lion's share of the
duties to the public revenue.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Thosewho represent
the Government can have no fault to find
with the tone which has characterized the
remarks made by the hon. gentleman and his
lieutenant upon this occasion. It is just
what we might have expected, the general
principle of complaint which has always pre-
vailed, and I presume will prevail so long as
the Opposition lasts-and J am under the
impression that it will be for a very long
time provided the people of this country
remain in their ordinary senses. The Oppo-
sition have a certain amount of fault to find,
and I do not know that the spirit which
pervades them could be better illustrated
than by a very old couplet:

I do not like thee, Dr. Fell,
The reason why I cannot tell,

But this I do know full well,
I do not like thee, Dr. Fell.

If you paraphrase that couplet and
apply it to the Government, you will have
a fair illustration of the principles-not prin-
ciples, I will not say that, because I would
scarcely dignify them by that name-but
the policy that is pursued by those who-
oppose the Government. I give my hon.
friend from Halifax credit for having made
at least one or two very fair, and, I have no
doubt, honest confessions. If he had been.
actuated by the same feeling and the sanie
principle that the leader of the Opposition
declared he was actuated by, of never talking
topeopleoutside, Ishouldsuppose he wouldnot
have said it. He says the members of the Gov-
erninent wentto differentparts of the country
in this Dominion for the purpose of ascertain-
ing the feelings generally of the manufactu-
rers and importers and those who were
interested in the trade and progress of the
country ; and he went further and said that
he believed what they did they did honestly
and fairly, that they heard the complaints,
if any there were, in the different commercial
centres of the Dominion, but he is not so
sure that they acted upon the suggestions
which were then made. I truly confess to
him that upon some of the suggestions we
have not acted; upon others we have. There
were men who, like himself, have a very
strong idea that the tariff should be con-
pletely revolutionized. How they proposed
to raise the revenue to carry on the affairs
of the country, they deigned not to tell us,
and when we asked them whether they
were desirous of resorting to direct taxa-
tion, they at once, particularly at
at the period when they appealed to the
people, repudiated any such idea. How-
ever, my hon. friend behind me (Mr. Boul-
ton) is a little more honest in his convic-
tions and expression of opinion upon this
point. Parliament was called together at a
period of the year when the Government
thought it most advisable in the interest Of
the country. My hon. friend f rom Halifae
laid down the principle that Canada should
frame its tariff and its fiscal policy alto-
gether in its own interest. In that respect
J fully agree with him. He says that we
should not look to Washington when we are
dealing with questions of tariff or the in-
position of taxation. To a certain extent
I agree with him, but unfortunately for
him he was scarcely logical in the conclus-
ion at which he arrived in making that
declaration. He told us that we should
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have gone on framing our tariff in such a
direction as we believed would be in the
interest of Canada, and then he immediate-
ly told us that if the Americans had changed
their tariff in such a way as to interfere
with or affect the Canadian tariff, then at
the next session we should have come to
Parliament and asked for changes. Now
it is that very principle to which the manu-
facturing and importing classes object
in toto. When a tariff can be framed upon
any principle of permanency, so much the
better for the country, and if the proposi-
tion laid down by the hon. gentleman is
correct, that we should frame our tariff in
order to meet conditions in the United
States, then it was much better that we
should do so after we knew the effect which
it would have upon us than to adopt a tariff
and then amend it in accordance with the
tariff of the neighbouring country. This
question of looking to Washington, as ap-
plied to the present Government and those
who support them, is ill-timed and out of
place. If the hon. gentleman had pointed
to members of his own party-if he had
pointed out that a member of his own party
went to Washington and suggested to the
Governinent there how they could frame
items in their tariff so as to coerce us into
a certain line of conduct, then he would
have been not only telling facts as they
occur, but he would have been conferring a
benefit upon the' country and doing credit
to himself.

Hon. Mr. POWER-One member, of
whose conduct I certainly do not approve.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I have not heard
either his leader or the hon. gentleman him-
self repudiate the conduct of that member,
is very prominent in his party, even in mat-
ters of trade. He is as fickle as the weather
itself. There is no phase of political economy
that he has not advocated.

Hon. Mr. POWER-His conduct was not
defended by any member of the Opposition
elsewhere.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-There is an old
adage that silence gives consent, and when
it is proved that a leading member of a party
so forgets himself and his duty to his coun-
try, and becomes so unpatriotic as to sug-
gest to a foreign country a means by which

they could injure his own country, if the
leaders of that party which he supports, and
by whose side he sits, and with whom he
constantly consults, do not repudiate it, then
the leaders of the party are just as guilty as
he is himself.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Instead of thinking
of his country he was consulting his own in-
terests.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentle-
man has the same estimate of that politi-
cian's character that I have myself. I am
sorry that there are so many like him in this
country. It would be a waste of time at
the present moment to dwell upon the dif-
ferent points that have been raised by the
hon. gentleman, but he made a mistake, un-
intentionally I am sure, when he stated
that the duties upon iron had not been re-
duced. There is not a single article in the
iron duties, so far as partially manufactured
articles are concerned, that has not been re-
duced. Whether they have been reduced
to suit the views of the hon. gentleman, I
am not prepared to say. I do not think they
have, nor would it have been advisable in
the interests of the country that they should
be. In some respects, the hon. gentleman
says, the tariff is higher than it was before.
I should like him to point out in what re-
spect it is so.

Hon. Mr. POWER-That has been point-
ed out in another place.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It has been assert-
ed, but it has not been pointed out, and it
is quite true that a number of changes have
been made. The principle upon which
those who have had the administration of
affairs, particularly the tariff, have acted,
has been to consult those who are interested,
and when they received suggestions to treat
them respectfully, and if at all consistent
with the principles upon which the tariff is
based, to carry them out, and not to inso-
lently tell peoople, who really know as
much if not more about the operations of
the tariff than the politicians themselves,
that they know nothing at all about it, and
that they might go home. That is not the
principle upon which this country should be
governed, and in that respect I can tell the
hon. gentleman that we are more inclined to
act upon the principle of concession and
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reform than those whom he has supported that if they paid it on the refined sugar it
in the past. I do not propose to discuss the must come out of their pockets. If the raw
question raised by the leader of the Oppo- sugar comes in free and a tax be put on the
sition. As to the title of the Bill with refined sugar to enable the industry to be
which he has found fault, he gave the carried on in the country, they do not pay
best possible answer to his own objection. any more than they would if the policy of
He says it is not for the purpose of raising the hon. gentleman were adopted. But in
a revenue, but for the purpose of taxing the dealing with tariff matters, with what ex-
people. I have been under the impression perience I have had, I have found that the
that the taxing of the people was for the free traders are, to a very great extent, of
purpose of raising a revenue. He admitted this calibre: they lay down a general
afterwards that we received about thirty principle as to the course that should
millions of dollars, but he argued that we be pursued in ýhe raising of the revenue,
could receive more if the principle of taxation but if there is anything in which they
was different. Then we had the same old are themselves directly or indirectly in-
story-I do not say it disrespectfully-in re- terested, they are always the first to
ference to the sugar duties. He wanted to come to the Government and urge that
know why the sugar duties were reduced. they be protected. I will not particularize,
They were reduced for the very reason which but I could give you dozens of cases of that
he himself has indicated, because it was kind which suggest themselves to my mind,
found from experience that it was unneces- and they are industries which might be
sary to have as high a duty in order to pro- developed in this section of the country.
tect the industries of the country. I deny, Sore of them bave gone -o far as to urge
however, the deduction that he has drawn that a leavy duty be put on articles which
from the premises which he laid down. you can take f rom tle sou here, send across
If what the hon. gentleman says be true to the United States and have it manufac-
that the imposition of eight-tenths or six- tured there and brouglt back duty free. This
tenths of a cent, whichever it may be, goes policy is advocated by free traders-why?
into the pocket of the manufacturer and Because tle raw product is an article obtained
out of the pocket of the consumer and the in Canada. I should be inclined to put a
revenue of the country, I should like him to duty on the manufactured article to keep it
explain to me how it is that sugars during out in orderto create an industry by manufac-
the last 12 months, a good portion of the turing the raw material in the country. But
time, bave been mucl cheaper in Canada theidea of asking he Government to allow the
tlian across tlie border, wliere they have not raw material to be sent out of tde country and
only free sugar but give a bounty of 2t cents have it manufactured elsewhere and brougt
per pound upon anl the sugar raised in the back manufactured because tlie raw material
country, wlicl ias enabled tlep to receive is here, is a principle wlici I a sure the
out of the revenue of tie country a suflicient hon. gentleman from Haiifax would not advo-
sui to reriunerate them for the labour cate or sustain if the proposal were nade to
necessary to produce the article and by himself. However, taking the tarif as a
which means they could put it upon the wiole, it is a reduction so far as the principles
market at a muclt cheaper rate. However, upon which it is based wouldjustify. Numer-
the present free trade party-tpe Denocratic ous changes were made during its progress
party and the Senate of the United States- tlrougl tle House of Comnons and those
bave thougt proper to clange the sugar changes were made at the suggestion and
duties and impose a duty onsugarfor revenue from the reasoning advaneed by those who
purposes. But if we impose the duty on know best how a change will affect the in-
sugar as suggested by the leader of the dustries of tle country. I ar strongly of
Opposition, that is on refined sugars, and the view- have neyer had any others since
also a duty upon raw sugar, tie resuat would I knew anything of politics-that in all new

ie no dout what he says in that respect, countries, particularly one like ours, situated
that is, that you would have more revenue, as we are alongside of a strongly protected
but you would shut up all the refineries in country, we slould protect all our in-
the country. Would the people who con- dustries to as great an extent as is neces-
aume sugar get it one fraction of a cent less sary to develop tlem, and the moment you

d say tiey would not, from the simple fact deviate from that, you must resort to some
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other system by which you can raise Hon. Mr. BOWELL-J might give rea-
your revenue, and if you do not get it by sons why the population is not as great
the means of a protective duty it must be as it should be. However, we wiil look for-
got by means of direct taxation and closing ward to the future with brighter hopes.
up the industries which have been built up
in this country. If not to the extent that Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Aithough these
we should like to see, certainly they have are the dying moments of the session, I can
been built built up, and they will continue hardly resist the invitation from the hon.
to grow in proportion to the growth of the gentleman from Halifax to make some re-
country. If they have not advanced as marks on the bill before the buse. I do
rapidly as we should like them to have done, not propose now to enter into a dissertation
I lay the charge straight to the policy of the on free trade, or argument, but it is worth
Opposition-to their constant denunciation, while to refer to what the hon. gentleman
either directly or indirectly, of their own from Halifax said, that it did appear, in con-
country, pointing out that other countries sequence of the session being put off so late,
were better than ours, advocating a policy that the Government were desirous of
by which we should become identified and mouiding their tarif in accordance with
closely allied with a country that has a tariff American principes of protection-that is
from 20 to 25 per cent higher than ours. We in a cerain way iooking to Washington. I
are closing this session, I hope, as we began think myseif that it is most desirabie that
it-parting on the very best of terms with we should endeavour te estabiish on our part
each other, and Icanonly hope that the result the most friendly relations with our neigh.
of the legislation will prove, as I believe it bours. The littie difference in language
will be, beneficial to the whole country. If and customs and everything shouid teach
the time should unfortunateiy ever come us that Americans and Canadians shou d
when the whole poaicy of the country is to be one so far as friendship is concerned,
be changed, we shaw have to look wia h some not necessarily one s far as our Government
dismay as to the resuit. aowever, one or our constitution is concerned, because we
party cannot expect te be in power for- can work them out on different principies,
ever. Pegple do run wild on certain theo- but one of the ways in which we can estab-
ries now and again, and they may possibly iish a lasting friendship with them, it is with-
do as they did once before-turn out men in our power te inauourate without asking
advocating one set of principies, and put them or being attracted by their poicy
others advocating another set in, but as soon at ail, and that is to throw down our barriers
as they get an opportunity, after having upon a f ree trade basis, a basis that
had a few years' experience, I af sure the the people of Great Britain have for the
people wil do as they did once before, turn past fifty years adepted. A great many peo-
them out and put in men with principies pie in the country say and believe that if we
more in accord with their mwn views and the throw down our barriers our country wilt be
generai interest of the country. overrun with their goods and our industries

destroyed. I can point to Europe for iIustra-
Hon. Mr. POWER-I sheuid not like tion-the sma l state of Holand is a free

the hon. gentleman to wook with dismay at trade country, and Begium is also a free
the past experience of Canada. The country trade country. These two are surrounded
got aiong fairly weli with a revenue tarif by Germany, France, Austria, Italy, al
under his old leader, Sir John Macdonand, among the most highly protected and popu-
between 1867 and 1873. It woud probaby bus countries in Europe, yet Holland stands
do fairy well another time under a similar te-day one of the most weathy countries in
tarif. the word, ony second to Engiand in weath.

Begium sikewise, though their barriers are

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-That is a very down, though every country in the word has
grave question. The country grew, I know, free run se far as their industries are con-
very sowiy, but it did not deveiop as weii cerned, they are not over-powered. England
under that systetu as it has deveioped since. 18 not over-powered, but the economic con-

dition that free trade affords tp manufac-

Hon. Mr. POWiER-The population in- tures is of such a powerful character that it
creased much faster. enabes them te enter into the word's
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markets, force their way through almost the
strongest barriers and maintain the larg-
est amount of industry in the world, larger
under that policy than you can ever hope to
maintain under protection, because under
protection your manufacturing power is con-
fined to the population that is within the
protected area. Our manufacturing cannot
go further than the power of manufacturing
for 5,000,000 people in the country. That
has been shown because, after 14 years of it,
we are to-day exporting comparatively little
as against the 115 millions of our natural
products. Therefore we need not be a bit
afraid of being overrun so far as the United
States is concerned. There is one thing that
is worth while drawing attention to at the
present moment, and that is the fact that
our exports are exceeding o ar imports. A
great many people argue that that shows
prosperity, that because we are selling more
and importing less, we must be getting rich.
That is, I believe, a fallacy pure and simple.
The fact that our imports are falling off
while our exports are being increased shows
that our purchasing power is diminishing to
pay for those imports.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-That only ap-
plies to purchasers from abroad.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-You send out
$100,000,000 worth of exports and you get
back only $90,000,000; it shows your pur-
chasing power is $10,000,000 less.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Where does the
$10,000,000 go?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-It goes to pay
your foreign indebtedness.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-You would have
to pay that any way.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Certainly, but if
you held that $100,000,000 in your own
country and had not to send it out, your pur-
chasing power would be increased to that
extent.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-How are you going
to do it if you buy all that you consume?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-You cannot get
rid of that broad fact, that if you send
out $100,000,000 of produce and get back
only $90,000,000, there is a reduction in
your purchasing power of $10,000,000.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-You have $10,000,-
000 in your pocket.

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-The United States
to-day, are exporting far more than they
buy, but in addition to that they have been
out over a million dollars in gold a week,
until they have been obliged to issue treasury
bonds to return gold to the treasury.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-That is the result
of protection.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-Does the hon. gen-
tleman mean to say that the United States
has deteriorated either in wealth or in
strength during the last few years?

Hon. Mr. SCOTT-I mean to say that
the financial condition of the United States
is being year by year destroyed by its policy,
and that is the very point that the hon. gen-
tleman opposite was making, showing that
the exports exceeding the imports is no
criterion of prosperity. They are exporting
gold, and the hon. gentleman knows they
are in a quandary. It is thought to be ex-
traordinary that although they sell more
than they buy, yet they have to send
gold abroad. It should be the other way.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Let the hon.
gentleman just compare the condition of
the United States to-day as far as its foreign
trade is concerned : its foreign trade was
$1,500,000,000 and it has been reduced the
past year to $1,300,000,000, and while it is
being reduced to $1,300,000,000 the exports
exceed the imports by $150,000,000, while
the imports into Great Britain are almost
double the exports. It shows they are get-
ting wealthy and their purchasing power is
always on the increase. That is in conse-
qnent of the economic condition that free
trade gives to their industry which enables
them to make such a large profit. They im-
port from abroad and manufacture, put their
labour on to it, and send it abroad again,
and the process is such that it gives them a
purchasing power greatly in excess of their
exporting power, and at the same time it
must be remembered that most of the im-
ports are raw material at the lowest grade
of their price, while the exports are manu-
factured and represent the highest value of
the raw material.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The hon. gentle-
man does not want us to believe that every-
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thing that is imported into England, not to
be manufactured, is not sent out. There are
hundreds of millions of dollars worth of
goods imported into England and sent out
just in the same state as they are brought
in.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Three hundred
millions of the foreign trade are imports of
the manufactured or partially manu-
factured article ; £65,000,000 is the im-
portation of manufactured articles out
of that $3,700,000,000 of foreign trade,
and that is a very small amount out
of the excessively large amount of im-
ports that they may bring in, which is, I think
over $2,000,000,000 a year. With regard
to the revenue, it is not a question of rais-
ing a revenue by taxation and protection,
because, of course, if you charge every
single thing that comes into the country it
is very easy to squeeze a revenue out of a
population, but coupled with the revenue
under the present mode of levying is the
fact that you impose $2 of taxation which
goes into manufacturers pockets for $1 that
the Government requires. That can be
proved, and has been proved over and over
again.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-It has been stated.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Yes, and proved.

Hon. Mr. McMILLAN-How would you
prove it?

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Take coal oil
which has been increased in price by 10 cents
a gallon duty or has been increased until
lately a slight reduction has been made.
That 10 cents a gallon is a duty collected on
6,000,000 gallons that come f rom the United
States but the 10,000,000 gallons that is
produced in Canada is increased in price by
the amount of duty at the port of entry.
Now, there are 16,000,000 gallons of coal oil
consumed. If you were to put a excise
revenue of 10 cents on that you would collect
$1,600,000, every penny of which would go
into the treasury, but under the present
system $1,000,000 of it goes into the pockets
of the producers of coal oil and only $5,000,-
000 into the treasury. Now, that is one
example very easily understood as to the
difference between raising a revenue by taxa-
tion and protective taxation or raising it by

ordinary purposes limited by the require-
ments of the Government and if the purchas-
ing power of the great mass of the people,
which is the industrial population, has been
reduced by taxation in that way you must
not only impair their purchasing power, you
must impair their prosperity in the long run,
and hold the country down to a very normal
state. A country such at this, with a healthy
climate, magnificient water powers, good and
ample resources, should extend and increase
in population far more than we have done
in the past fourteen years. You put on a
protectivetaxinorder to produceiron in Nova
Scotia. What for I To sell to us in the
North-west. Now, hon. gentlemen you can
convey the iron that you produce in Nova
Scotia to Australia by a water carriage at a
far less rate of f reight than you can send the
ironto theNorth-west. Thereforewhichis the
best ? To take advantage of the lower freights
and find a market of 4,000,000 people in
Australia, or put on your protective taxation
in order to find a market for your own iron
for 250,000 people in the North-west, and
tax them heavily on all the iron they consume?
That is the difference,but you can only reach
the Australian market by having the most
economic conditions applied to your indus-
tries. You cannot have a protective tax and
find an outlet for your wares in Australia
because there you have to enter into competi-
tion with all other countries, and countries
like England that do work under the free
trade economic condition. Therefore I say
a f ree trade policy will enable you in Nova
Scotia to quadruple and multiply your iron
trade ten fold byseeking the market of Aust-
ralia, if you only apply the economic condi-
tions to enable you to do so. The hon.
gentleman spoke of paper. He says our
raw material should go into the United
States and there be manufactured and
brought again into this market free.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-I said that had
been advocated by some free traders.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Yes, and that is
what I an advocating. If you apply our
free trade to all our industries, paper in-
cluded, instead of our raw material being
sent to the United States and manufactured
there, and supplying large amounts to news-
paper publishers, one hundred tons a day,
I believe, to one publisher, instead of that
we would be manufacturing that one hun-
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dred tons a day for that paper and sending
it direct from Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER-No publisher can
consume one hundred tons a day.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Yes, at any rate
it is a large amount, but not an excessive
estimate for an importing publisher. Some
of those papers in Australia use fifteen tons
a day, and inquiry will, I think, satisfy the
hon. gentleman that I am not far astray.
When the Australian and New Zealand
delegates were here they asked Mr. Eddy, I
believe, for estimates for large quantities.
The United States manufacturers largely
supply this trade, and no doubt the paper is
largely manufactured from our own raw
material. Why cannot we do it ourselves? I
believe that we would increase our consump-
tion, our manufacture of paper and every-
thing else by a different policy. The hon.
gentleman refers to a theory. This is no
theory, but solid practical results which
have been attained by free trade count ries,
Holland, Belgium and Great Britain, which
may be pointed to with pride by anybody
who desires to find a living example of
what not the theory of free trade but
the principle of free trade will do for a
country. I do not wish to impose any free
trade remarks on the House, but holding
the views I do I cannot but express regret
that the protective features have been
maintained at a very high standard in the
tariff whilst the changes have been slight,
and I think are not calculated to work any
advantage to· the country. The Govern-
ment announced in their speech from the
Throne that they intended to maintain
their protective policy and I think they
have successfully done that so far as this
tariff is concerned.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The views of the
hon. gentlemen are in advance of the party's
policy. He is 4 free trader pure and
simple. I am a protectionist from the word
go. It is all very well to talk of free trade,
but what employment would we have in
this country if we had free trade ? What
is it that has built up this country I We
had a sample of free trade in 1877 and
1878 and we know the desolation and dis-
aster which occurred during those five
years.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-Would the hon.
gentleman inform me, in the city of Ottawa,
with 50,000 population, what particular
industry or individual would be injured by
free trade or is benefited by protection I

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-If we had not
protection we could not have ad operating
establishment in Ottawa city or any part of
Canada.

Hon. Mr. POWER-How about the
lumber mills?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-The Americans
could manufacture every article required for
our domestic use to supply the limited num-
ber of our population without feeling it in
the least degree. The surplus stocks on
hand could easily realize that double object,
so far as the manufacturing interests of the
United States are concerned. If we had free
trade this country would be a slaughter
market. The prices would be reduced it is
true, but what would be the use of low prices
when the people would not have the where-
withal to purchase ? I think we had better
abandon the idea of free trade in our day.
A great deal has been said with reference
to the action of the Government respecting
the various gentlemen who made a tour of
the country to ascertain the feelings of the
people. I think it was a sensible course.
They were anxious to take the people into
their confidence and find out what they re-
quired. That was a different policy to the
one followed by the members of the Mac-
kenzie Government. They would not listen
to representations from any source, friend
or foe, and felt themselves above hearing
anything. I suppose in many instances
the present Government have met the
views of those who made representations to
them. I am not altogether satisfied that they
have not made too great concessions in many
instances. I would not have given in at all.
I would have held out'for a more protective
tariff. I think the evidence of last year,
showing the advantages to be gained under
the McKinley tariff, demonstrates that if we
would only wait patiently we would ultim-
ately succeed far better than by submitting
to any modification of it. I hope the Mc-
Kinley tariff will continue and give us
the opportunity of developing the trade
of our country, and doing business in
our own way. We have progressed in this

880 [SENATE]



[JULY 21, 1894]

country to an amazing extent. We have
built the Canadian Pacific Railway and
made other improvements which would have
been impossible without the National Policy.
We have heard of unrestricted reciprocity
and commercial union. These are impossi-
bilities; they could not be carried out. The
only sensible thing proposed by some gentle-
men of the Liberal party was annexation
pure and simple. That is the only course
that should be observed, so far as their
policy was concerned.

Hon. Mr. POWER-Is the hon. gentle-
man in favour of that ?

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-No, most decided-
ly not. That was urged by members of the
Liberal party, Cartwright and Farrar, who
together with Wiman went round the coun-
try and advanced arguments tending in that
direction, but they did not accomplish their
purpose, and the people of this country
know their own interests too well to aban-
don their own flag and the protective
system by which they have benefited in
every respect. If the Opposition were in
power to-morrow they would not deviate
from the present policy to any extent; we
cannot carry on the affairs of the country
without a revenue, and I do not believe the
time has arrived yet to advocate direct
taxation. I do not believe the radical party
would attempt it for a moment, because
they know the people would not submit to
it. We ought to feel proud that we have
succeeded so well in this policy which was
initiated a few years ago. It is astonishing
how beneficially it has been carried out. In
every respect the people have been prosperous.
Some of the manufacturers have not succeed-
ed as well as might be desired, but that is
an incident that must be expected, and no
very great loss has resulted therefrom,
but to talk of a nostrum of free trade,
as the hon. gentleman on my left (Hon.
Mr. Boulton), has been doing, is wasting
time. I admit there have been some diffi-
culties in the North-west, as he says, and
he may have had to pay a high price for
coal oil, but it amounts to nothing in com-
parison with other advantages derived from
the National Policy. The tariff has been
modified to a great extent now, and the
people are satisfied, My hon. friend com-
plains of the extravagant price of coal oil,
but it has been shown that freight and

56

the middlemen were to blame for that. We
know that it is a difficult thing to handle,
and they put on a large margin of profit.
A dealer obtaining coal oil for 12J cents
would retail it at 25 cents. That is obviated
by allowing the coal oil to be brought into
the country in tanks, and we will hear no
more of that difficulty in the future. We
should feel satisfied to live in a prosperous
country like this, where every man can
obtain employment if he is able and willing
to work, and can make money, and it is all
the result of the National Policy. There is
no place on the face of the globe so well situ-
ated as Canada. I hope the freight rates in
the North-west will be reduced. Possibly they
have been excessive, but I believe the Gov-
ernment are going to appoint a commission
to inquire into the subject, and I believe
the leader of the Opposition will agree with
me that the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany are willing to do everything in their
power to benefit the country-that is one
of the principles of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company on all occasions. Let us
never forget that we live in a free country,
and should be satisfied with our advantages,
and the way in which we are governed. It
will be a long time before the Opposition
obtain power unless they change their
tactics. I do not think they have shown a
capacity to manage the affairs of the country
satisfactorily: it is quite evident that the
people feel that they can be best taken care
of by the Conservative party.

Hon. Mr. BOULTON-The hon. gentle-
man stated that we should be satisfied with
the price of coal oil now, because arrange-
ments have been made to use tank cars, but
we passed a bill here the other day reducing
the flash test by 10 per cent, so that now
we will re:uire to have two lamps burning
where we only had one before. Instead of
being benefited by the legislation relative
to coal oil, we will have to pay double on
account of the test. This reduction gives
you a poor light, and you have to use double
the quantity of oil to get the same light.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL-The United States
has a lower test than ourselves.

Hon. Mr. CLEMOW-It was proved the
other day that 85 was a sufficient test, and
the whole trouble was to get a proper chim-
ney. With a proper chimney 85 will be
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safer than 95 with an improper chimney. I
was of the other opinion myself until I
heard the matter explained. In the United
States the test is reduced to 73. I am sat-
isfied the Government have done what is
right in reducing the test.

The motion was agreed to.

Hon. Mr. BOWELL moved the third
reading of the bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 5.40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, July 23rd, 1894.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at Two
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

The House was adjourned during pleasure.

After some time the House was resumed.

THE PROROGATION.

At three o'clock p.m., His Excellency
the Governor General proceeded in state to
the Senate Chamber, in the Parliament
Buildings, and took his seat upon the Throne.
The members of the Senate being assembled,
His Excellency was pleased to command the
attendance of the House of Commons, and
that House being present, the following
bills were assented to, in Her Majesty's
name, by His Excellency the Governor
General, viz.:-

An Act respecting the Wood Mountain and
Qu'Appelle Railway Company,

An Act to again revive and further amend the
Act to incorporate the Lindsay, Bobcaygeon and
Pontypool Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Canada and Michigan
Tunnel Company.

An Act respecting the Bell Telephone Company
of Canada.

An Act respecting the Ottawa Gas Company.
An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the

Steam Boiler and Plate Glass Insurance Company
of Canada.

An Act respecting the Atlantic and North-west
Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Niagara Grand Island
Bridge Company.

An Act respecting the River St. Clair Railway
Bridge and Tunnel ompany.

An Act to incorporate the Elgin and Havelock
Railway Company.

An Act respecting the St. Lawrence and Adiron-
dack Railway Company.

An Act to revive and amend the Act to incor-
porate the Brandon and South-western Railway
Company.

An Act respecting the Montreal and Ottawa
Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Winnipeg and Hudson
Bay Railway Company, and to change the name
thereof to the Winnipeg Great Northern Railway
Company.

An Act to incorporate the Dominion Wonan's
Christian Temperance Union.

An Act to amend the Act respecting the Ladies
of the Sacred Heart of Jesus.

An Act to amend the Harbour Masters Act.
An Act to amend the Act respecting Lighthouses,

Buoys and Beacons, and Sable Island.
An Act f urther to amend the Acts respecting the

Harbour of Pictou, in Nova Scotia.
An Act for the relief of Caroline Jane Downey.
An Act to incorporate the St. Clair and Erie

Ship Canal Company-
An Act to incorporate the Duluth, Nepigon and

James's Bay Railway Company.
An Act to authorize the purchase of the Yar-

mouth and Annapolis Railway by the Windsor and
Annapolis Railway Company, Limited, and to
change the name of the latter company to the
Dominion Atlantic Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Guelph Junction Railway
Company.

An Act respecting the Medicine Hat Railway
and Coal Company.

An Act to amend the Inspection of Ships Act.
An Act to amend the Railway Act.
An Act to amend the Acts relating to the Monc-

ton and Prince Edward Island Railway and Ferry
Company.

An Act to again revive and further amend the
Act to incorporate the Red Deer Valley Railway
and Coal Company.

An Act to incorporate the Wolseley and Fort
Qu'Appelle Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Dominion Burglary Guar-
antee Company (Limited).

An Act to incorporate the Canadian Railway
Fire Insurance Company.

An Act respecting the Richelieu and Ontario
Navigation Company.

An Act to incorporate the Canadian Railway
Accident Insurance Company.

An Act to incorporate the Northern Life Assur-
ance Company of Canada.

An Act to amend the Acts respecting the Clifton
Suspension Bridge Company.

An Act to confirm an agreenient between the
Ottawa City Passenger Railway Company and the

882 [SENATE]



EJULY 23, 1894] 883

Ottawa Electric Street Railway Company, and an
agreement between the said companies and the
Corporation of the city of Ottawa, and to unite the
said companies under the name of " The Ottawa
Electric Railway Company."

An Act to disfranchise Voters who have taken
bribes.

An Act to incorporate the Colonial Mutual Life
Association.

An Act to incorporate the Dominion Gas and
Electric Company.

An Act to incorporate the Ottawa Electric Coin-
pany.

An Act to empower the Niagara Falls Suspension
Bridge Company to issue debentures, and for other
purposes.

An Act to incorporate the Welland Power and
Supply Canal Company (Limited).

An Act to incorporate the Lake Megantic Rail-
way Company.

An Act to revive and amend the Act to incor-
porate the Rocky Mountain Railway and Coal
Company.

An Act respecting the Erie and Huron Railway
Company.

An Act respecting Public Harbours.
An Act to incorporate the Ontario Mutual Life

Assurance Company.
An Act to incorporate the Cariboo Railway

Company.
An Act respecting the Chaudière Electric Light

and Power Company (Limited).
An Act to incorporate the Metis, Matane and

Gaspé Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Consumers' Cordage Com-

pany (Limited).
An Act respecting the Ontario Loan and Deben-

ture Company.
An Act to incorporate the Alberta Southern

Railway Company.
An Act further to amend the law relating to

Holidays.
An Act to amend the Seamen's Act.
An Act to provide for the examination of wit-

nesses on oath by the Senate and House of Com-
mons.

An Act to repeal the Homestead Exemption Act.
An Act to amend and consolidate the Acts relat-

ing to the Harbour Commissioners of Montreal.
An Act further to amend the Revised Statutes,

chapter seventy-seven, respecting the safety of
ships.

An Act respecting the Manitoba and North-
western Railway Company of Canada.

An Act for the relief of Nicholas Joshua Filman.
An Act for the relief of Willian Samuel Piper.
An Act for the relief of Joseph Thompson.
An Act for the relief of Orlando George Rich-

mond Johnson.
An Act respecting the Calgary Irrigation Com-

pany.
An Aet to provide for the better preservation

of Game in the unorganized portions of the North-
west Territories of Canada.

56J

An Act to amend an Act relating to the Custody
of Juvenile Offenders in the province of New
Brunswick.

An Act to amend the Act respecting the incor-
poration of Boards of Trade.

An Act respecting Arrest, Trial and Imprison-
ment of Youthful Offenders.

An Act to incorporate the Alliance of the Re-
formed Baptist Church of Canada and the several
churches connected therewith.

An Act respecting the Canada Southern Railway.
An Act further to amend the North-west Terri-

tories' Representation Act.
An Act respecting the Speaker of the Senate.
An Act further to amend the General Inspection

Act.
An Act respecting the Montreal Island Belt Line

Railway Company.
An Act to incorporate the General Trust Cor-

poration of Canada.
An Act further to amend the Revised Statutes

respecting Interest.
An Act to amend the Consolidated Revenue and

Audit Act.
An Act respecting the Seigniory of Sault St.

Louis.
An Act respecting the St. Lawrence Insurance

Company.
An Act respecting the St. Catharines and Niagara

Central Railway Company.
An Act to amend and consolidate the Acts re-

specting the North-west Mounted Police Force.
An Act further to amend the Steamboat In-

spection Act.
An Act further to amend the Act respecting

certificates to Masters and Mates of Ships.
An Act respecting the Common School Fund.
An Act respecting certain subsidies granted to

the Government of the province of Quebec by
chapter eight of the Statutes of 1884.

An Act further to amend the Cullers' Act.
An Act to consolidate and amend certain Acts

relating to the Ottawa and Gatineau Valley Rail-
way Company, and to change the name of the com-
pany to the Ottawa and Gatineau Railway Com-
pany.

An Act to make further provision respecting
Grants of Land to members of the Militia Force on
active service in the North-west.

An Act respecting Houses of Refuge for Females
in Ontario.

An Act to incorporate the New York, New Eng-
land and Canada Company.

An Act to incorporate the Nova Scotia Steel
Company (Limited).

An Act further to amend "The Indian Act."
An Act further to amend the Petroleum Inspec-

tion Act.
An Act further to amend the Acts respecting

the Civil Service.
An Act further to amend the Act respecting the

Judges of Provincial Courts.
An Act to incorporate the Edmonton Street

Railway Company.
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An Act respecting the Lake Erie and Detroit
River Railway Company and the London and Port
Stanley Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Montreal, Ottawa and
Georgian Bay Canal Company.

An Act respecting the utilization of the waters
of the North-west Territories for irrigation and
other purposes.

An Act to incorporate the Pontiac and Ottawa
Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Cobourg, Northumberland
and Pacific Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Gleichen, Beaver Lake
and Victoria Railway Company.

An Act to again revive and further amend the
Act to incorporate the Brockville and New York
Bridge Company.

An Act to incorporate the French River Boom
Company (Limited).

An Act respecting the Atlantic and Lake Superior
Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Montreal Park and Island
Railway Company.

An Act respecting Dominion Lands.
An Act further to amend the Act respecting

Ocean Steamship Subsidies.
An Act further to amend the Act respecting the

Senate and House of Commons.
An Act further to amend the Post Office Act.
An Act respecting a certain treaty between Her

Britannic Majesty and the President of the French
Republic.

An Act respecting the land subsidy of the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company.

An Act further to amend the Fisheries Act.
An Act respecting the Inspection of Electric

Light.
An Act further to amend the Criminal Code,

1892.
An Act in restraint of Fraudulent Sale or Mark-

ing.
An Act for the relief of James St. George Dillon.
An Act to amend the Act respecting Dominion

Notes.
An Act to amend an Act to provide for the

allowance of drawback on certain articles manu-
factured in Canada, for use in the construction of
the Canadian Pacific Railway.

An Act to authorize the granting of subsidies in
land to certain Railway Companies.

AnAct respecting the Units of Electrical Measure.
An Act to incorporate the Boynton Bicycle

Electric Railway Company.
An Act further to amend the Insurance Act.
An Act to consolidate and amend the Acts re-

specting Land in the Territories.
An Act further to amend the.Inland Revenue

Act.
An Act to authorize the granting of subsidies in

aid of the construction of the lines of railway
therein mentioned.

An Act to provide for the payment of Bounties
on Iron and Steel manufactured from Canadian ore.

An Act further to amend the Dominion Elections
Act.

An Act further to amend the Acts respecting the
North-west Territories.

An Act further to amend " The Electoral Fran-
chise Act."

An Act to consolidate and amend the Acts re-
specting the Duties of Customs.

Then the Honourable the Speaker of the
House of Commons addressed His Excellency
the Governor General as follows

MAY IT PLEASE YouR EXCELLEECY:

The Commons of Canada have voted certain sup-
plies required to enable the Government to defray
the expenses of the public service.

In the name of the Commons, I present to Your
Excellency the following bill:-

An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain
sums of money required for defraying certain ex-
penses of the Public Service, for the financial years
ending respectively the 30th June, 1894, and the
30th June, 1895, and for other purposes relating to
the Public Service,
to which bill I humbly request Your Excellency's
assent.

To this bill the royal assent was signified
in the following words:-

In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency the Gov-
ernor General thanks his loyal subjects, accepts
their benevolence, and assents to this bill.

After which His Excellency the Governor
General was pleased to close the Fourth
Session of the Seventh Parliament of the
Dominion with the following speech:

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate :
Gentlemen of the House of Commoms:

In bringing to a conclusion this laborious session
of Parliament, I have to thank you for the assiduity
and zeal with which you have attended to the
various matters which have been brought before
you.

I congratulate you upon the notable fact that
the invitation which my Government extended to
the Governments of the other Colonies to send
representatives to Canada to confer on matters
affecting their mutual interests was so promptlY
accepted ; and that Her Majesty's Government also
enhanced the dignity and usefulness of the Confer-
ence by sending a representative to assist at its
deliberations. It is confidently hoped that the
results of the Conference will be found beneficial
to the Colonies and to the Empire generally.

The ratification of the Treaty of Commerce with
France will lead, I hope, to a large increase in our
exports and an extension of friendly relations with
-that country.
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I trust that the arduous work which has engaged
you in readjusting the Duties of Customs will
accomplish the desired result of adapting the tariff
to the present conditions of the various classes of
our popalation.

The Statutes of the session will show that the
laws affecting many public interests have been
revised and greatly improved by your efforts, and
I observe that you have likewise made generous
provision for public improvements which are de-
signed to increase the facilities for travel and
transportation throughout the country.

Gentlemen of the House of Common.; :

I thank you for the liberal provision which you
have made for the services of the current year.

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

In relieving you from your present duties I pray
that your labours may be fruitful of benefit to the

country and that on returning to your homes you
will find that a generous harvest is about to reward
the toil of our farmers and that the blessing of
Providence has been likewise bestowed abundantly
on all the other interests of the people whom yon
represent.

The SPEAKER of the Senate then said:

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate, and Gentlemen

of the House of Commons :

It is His EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR GENERAL'S

will and pleasure, that this Parliament be proro-

gued until Saturday, the first day of September

next, to be here held, and this Parliament is accord-

ingly prorogued until the first day of September

next.
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*, Without comment or debate.

In Part II., Index to Subjects,
BILLS which have become STATUTEs have the CHAPTER iýdded in each case

(57-58 Vict., cap. .)





1.-INDEX TO SENATORS.

ABBOTT, the late Hon. Sir J. Caldwell.
REMARKS ON THE DEATH OF. Mr. Bowell, 4;

Messrs. Scott, Allan, 5; Mr. Armand, 6; Mr.
Boulton, 69.

ALLAN, Hon. George William.
ABBOTT, THE HON. SIR J. CALDWELL.

Remarks on the death of, 5.
ATLANTIC AND LAKk SUPERIOR Ry. Co.'s B. (73).

Reported fron Ry. Coin. with Amt., which ex-
plained, 692.

ATLANTIC, FIRST STEAMER THAT CROSSED, COMMEM-
ORATION. Sec " Library Committee's Report."

BILLS, PRIVATE, IRRFGULARIT1ES, &C. See "Order
and Procedure."

BOOKS, PURCHASE OF. See " Library Conmmittee's
Report."

BOYNTON BICYCLE Ry. Co. INCORP. B. (85).
Reported froin Ry. Coin. with Amt., which ex-

plained, 705.
CANADIAN MUTUAL LIFE ASSOCIATION B. Sec

" Colonial."

CLEMENT'S CONSTITUTION OF CANADA, PURCHASE.
See " Library Committee's Report."

COLONIAL MUTUAL LIFE ASSOCIATION INCORP.
B. (K).

On Order for consideration of Banking and Com-
merce Com.'s Report: remarks on Amts., with
reference to the new Insurance B., and the in-
tention of mover of this B. to m. its reference
back to Coin., 310.

Reported again from that Coin., with Ants.,
which explained, 360.

COMPANIES, JOINT STOCK, NEW REGNS. Sec " Joint
Stock."

CONSUMERS' CORAGE Co.'s B. (31).
3rd R. m. (in absence of Mr. Ogilvie)*, 613.

CONTINGT. ACCTS. COM. Se "Internal Economy."

CRIMINAL LAW, ADMINISTRATION OF. Sec "Youth-
ful Offenders, B."

DILLON, JAS. ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Coin. Re-

port, in favour of B., and Aint. (Mr. Bellerose)
to re-commit and strike out cl. of B. permitting
re-marriage: ques. on the procedure, 619.

ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPECTION B. (118).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. On amount of

Govt. legislation in Senate; and on date of
calling session, 694.

EVIDENCE, PARLIAMENTARY WITNESSES, B. Sec
" Parliamentary."

FISHERIES ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (145).
In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 5: on Amt. (Mr.

Power) appt. of Inspector, 707.
On sub-cl. 10: lobster canning regulations, 710.
On sub-cl. 12: duties of Inspector, 715.
On cl. 6: on Mr. Clemow's proposed Amt., saw-

dust in rivers, 723, 724.

ALLAN, Hon. George William-Contd.
GAME PRESERVATION, N.W.T. ee " N.W.T."
HAY, INSPECTION OF. See " Inspection, General,

Act."

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Power) for Resolution, legislation to grant dis-
charges to insolvents whose estates are equit-
ably administered: Amt. will reflect discredit
on Senate, should be withdrawn, 610.

INSPECTION, GENFRAL, ACT, AMT.; HAY INSPECTION;
B. (125).

In Coin. of the W.-Defects: good qualities be-
sides clover and timothy; inspection should be
before baling, and obligatory, 489.

INSPECTION OF ELECTRIC LIGHT B. Sec " Electric."
INSPECTION OF LOBSTERS, &C. Sec " Fisheries Act

Ait."

INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (V).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for concurrence in Commons'

Amts., and Amt. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)
for non-concurrence in 27th Amt., inserting cl.
d in the B., 832-3.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COM., 3RD REPORT.
On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption of. Ques. of

supervision of Messengersby Serjt.-at-Aris,
651.

On Amt. (Mr. McInnes, B. C.) for increase of Post-
master's salary: that Report must be re-com-
mitted, 654.

JOINT STOCK COS., INCORP., &C. ; new Regulations;
B. (EE).

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 195: ques. as to ex-
tending liquidation provisions to existing Cos.,
584.

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF. Sec "Youthful Of-
fenders, B."

JUVENILE OFFENDERS. See "Youthful Offenders, B."

in N.B. Sec "New Brunswick."

KINGSFORD'S HISTORY OF CANADA, PURCHASE. Sec
" Library Committee's Report."

LIBRARY ComiITTEE's REPORT.
Adoption m. and Report explained: commemora-

tion plate, of first steamer that crossed the
Atlantic; purchase of Clement's book on Con-
stitution of Canada, and Kingsford's history of
Canada, 309. Reply to Mr. DeBoucherville :
Report will be adopted in Commons to-day, 309.
To Mr. Kaulbach : nothing can be done as to
expenditure, till adopted in Commons, 309.

2nd Report, adoption n. ; Memorial of first
steamer across the Atlantic, 521.

LIGHTROUSES, BUoYs, &C., AND SABLE ISLD., B. (B).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : on ques. of

salaries being fixed by a Senate B. : that this
B. does not fix salaries, 88.

LOBSTER CANNING. See "Fisheries Act Amt."
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ALLAN, Hon. George William--Contd.
LORD'S DAY OBSERVANCE B. (2).

On Message from Hl. of Commons and 1st R.*:
M. for 2nd R. to-morrow (14th June), 527.

2nd R. m., and B. explained, 565. On Amt.
(Mr. Almon) for six months' " hoist," and de-
bate thereon ; the B. advocated, history of such
legislation in Europe, in the Province, &c., 569,
570. Comment on Sir F. Smith's speech: Sun-
day newspaper selling in Toronto, 572. The
B. further defended, 575.

MESSENGERS, SUPERVISION BY SERGT.-AT-ARMS.

Ques., on adoption of Internal Economy Com. Re-
port, 651.

MONTREAL PARK AND ISLAND Ry. Co.'s B. (68).
Reported from Ry. Com. with Amts., which ex-

plained, 692.
MOUNTED POLICE-See " N. W. M. Police."

NEW BRUNSWICK, JUVENILE OFFENDERS, CUSTODY
OF; B. (GG).

In Com. of the W.-Reply to Mr. Bowell: age
fixed in "Youthful offenders, punishment of,
B." 565 ; further, 565.

N. W. MOUNTED POLICE ACTS CONSOLID. B. (121).
In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 4: duties of Com-

missioner, 647.

N. W. T. GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).
In Com. of the W. -On cl. 5: on Mr. Power's

suggestion to extend close season, 334.
On cl. 8: ques., meaning of, " inhabitants," 337;

slaughtering of fur-bearing animals for food,
alteration of Cl. suggested, 338.

On cl. 22: scientific collectiond, taking out certi-
ficates suggested, 342.

OATHS, PARLY. WITNESSES, B. Sec " Parliament-
ary."

OCEAN STEAMSH IP SUBSIDIES B. (161).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-A ques., 801;
remarks, 803.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF:
Bill, Companyl, name ojectionable. See "Trust

Corporation of Canada, B." (below).
Bill within Senatepoiters. On Mr. Masson's ques.

as to Lighthouses B. : that it does not fix
salaries, 88.

Bills, private, Notice wanting . On Report of
Standing Orders Coin., Notice wanting in
several cases : that, instead of Report, Clerk
should have notified parties, 264.

Bills, privaie, timee for reportinj. On Report of
Standing Orders Coin., to extend time till end
of Session, for reporting: that time for report-
ing should correspond to extension of time for
petitions, 284. On the reading of cl. of Rule,
284.

Comn. Report, improper Amt. of. That, instead of
Amt. to Internal Economy Com. Report, at
table, it should be referred back to Com., 654.

Com. Report, involving expenditure. Explanation
that Library Com.'s Report may be adopted, as
nothing can be done upon it till adopted in
Commons, 300.

Constitutional questions. See "Senate, Speaker,
temporary, B.," debate on. Also "Youthfu
Offenders, B." (paroling power to Provincia:
Govts., &c.)

Divorce Procedure. Ques. on procedure, on con
sideration of Report of Coin., 619.

Senate, Govt. legislWaion in. Remarks, 694.
Session, date of calling. Remarks, 695.

ALLAN, Hon. George William-Contd.
OTTAWA & GATINEAU Ry. Co.'s. B. (72).

Reported from Ry. Coin. with Amt., which ex-
plained, 665.

PARLIAMENTARY WITNESSES OATHS ACT, 1894; B.
(90).

In Com. of the W.-Suggestion of Mr. Vidal, for
a verbal Amt., supported, 365.

POSTMASTER, INCREASE OF SALARY. Sec:

" Internal Economy Coin. Report."

PRIVATE BILLS, IRREGULARITIES, &.-Sec " Order
and Procedure " (above).

REFORMATORIES. See " Youthful Offenders."

RIVERS, SAWDUST IN. Sec:
" Fisheries Act Aint B."

SENATE, GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION, AMOUNT OF.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Electric Light Inspection
B., 694.

SENATE OFFICIALS. Sec "Internal Economy Comn."

SENATE, SPEAKER, TEMPORARY, PROVISION FOR, B.
(Q).

On M. (M. Angers) for 2nd R. : constitutionality
of B. questioned, 260.

SESSION, DATE OF CALLING.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Electric Light Inspection
B., 695.

STEAMER, FIRsr THAT CROSSED ATLANTIC, COMME-
MORATION. Sec " Library Committee Report."

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See "Lord's Day."

TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADA INCORP. B. (D).
On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for 2nd R. : that the naine

of Co. (as first proposed) is objectionable, 156.
Reported fron Bankng Com., with naine changed

as above, 250.
On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for adoption Standing Or-

ders Coin. Report: on Mr. Power's remarks:
clerical errors, 265; on change of naine of Co.,
265.

On proposed Amt. (Mr. Power) to change naine to
" Alberta Trust and Guarantee Co.,' 274.

On Order for consideration of Amts: postpone-
ment li., 521.

WESTERN CANADA TRUST AND GUARANTEE CO. See
" Trust Corporation of Canada, B."

WITNESSES, PARLIAMENTARY, B. See "Parliamen-
tary."

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS, ARREST, TRIAL AND IMPRI-
SONMENT; B. (Y).

Introduced*, 277.
2nd R. m., by consent (not being printed il'

French), 300; principle of B. explained, 301-2-3-
4; allusion to ques. of -giving of paroling power
to Provincial Govt., 304; reply toMr. Boucher-
ville, Aid Societies only in Ont., 305; ,o Mr.
Dickey, reasons for amending the Criininal
Code, 306.

In Com. of the W.-On 1st cl. : substitution of ag
16 for 17 n., 348.

On 2nd cl.: suggestion of Mr. Power, to alter
wording, to obviate putting up separate build-
ings, accepted, 348 ; Mr. Vidal's, to substitute
" with " for " used for," 349.

On 4th cl. : Children's Aid Societies, in Ont. on71Y
349; reply to Mr. Drummond, machinery under
Ont. Act, 349; substitution of "shal" for
" may " m., 349.
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ALLAN, Hon. George William-Contd.
YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS, ARREST, ETC.-Contd.

On sub-cl. a : addition m., respecting foster homes,
349; reply to Mr. Sanford: binding out until2l
not obhgatory, 349.

3rd R. rn.*, 360.
Remarks on this B., in Com. on " N.B., Juvenile

Offenders, B.," 565.

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS INN. B., BILL. See "N.B."

ALMON, Hon. William J.
BALLOT, ELECTION BY. Sec:

"N.W.T. Representation Act Amt. B."

BRIBED VOTERS, DISFRANCHISEMENT B. Sec
"Voters."

CANADIAN PACIFIC Ry., FREIGHT RATES.
On M. (Mr. Boulton) for schedule, and on Mr.

Power's speech: Halifax instead of Portland as
terminus ; transfer of I.C.R. to C.P.R., 142.

CARVELL, THE HON. SENATOR.
Remarks on the death of, 6.

COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE B. Sec
" Trade."

DILLON DIVORCE B. (T).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Bellerose), six months' "hoist," both parties
being Roman Catholics, 300.

On ques. (Mr. Power), position on Order paper of
consideration of Report and Minority Report :
that its settlement should be hastened, race and
religious questions deplored, 384.

On Com. Report in favour qf B., and Minority
Report (Mr. Kaulbach).-Comment on Mr.
Power's speech: on facts of case, 404.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit Report: on
procedure, 432; on the evidence, 459.

On M. (Mr. Clenow) for adoption of Com. Re-
port: that vote be taken now, 614.

ELECTION BY BALLOT. SeC:

" N. W. T. Representation Act Amt. B."

INSPECTION oF, SHIPS ACT AMT.; provisions ex-
tended to all ships ; B. (113).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : ques., inspection
of Foreign men-of-war, 465; of British, 465.

INTERCOLONIAL Ry., TRANSFER TO C.P.R. CO.

Remarks on M. (Mr. Boulton) for Schedule of C.
P.R. freight rates, 142.

LORD'S DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allan). for 2nd R. to-morrow (14th

June): that six months' "hoist" will be m.,
528.

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R. : Amt. m., as
above, 566-7. Comment on Mr. Scott's speech:
Provincial Sunday law, 568; in N.S., 568.
On Mr. Prowse's : effect of throwing out B., 572.

MANITOBA AND N.W. SCHOOL QUESTION,

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in
Council, &c. On Mr. Ferguson's (P.E.I.)
speech: ques. as to P.E.I. Act, 183.

M. (Mr. Bellerose) to print Petition of Quebec
Bishops, seconded, 332.

N.W. MOUNTED POLICE ACTS CONSOLID. B. (121).
In Com. of the W.-On cl. 4: that pay of Po-

licemen should be increased, 645.

ALMON, Hon. Williar J.-Continued.
NORTH-WEST TEREmB. REPRESENTATION AcT AMT.:

elections"by ballot; B. (5).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : ballot system

opposed; disfranchisement of Dom. officials in
N.. elections, &c., 462. Comments on Mr.
Power's speech, 462.

In Con. of the W. -On cl. 6: on ques. whether
ballot system petitioned for, 486; further re-
marks on the ballot in N.S., 486.

On inefficacy of ballot voting, see also remarks
on "Voters, bribed, disfranchisement," B. 498.

NOVA SCOTIA, THE BALLOT IN--See debate on:
"N.W.T. Representation ActAmt. B." (above).

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Division demanded.-Objection to passing of
Trade, combinations in restraint of, B.: division
demanded, Mr. Muîphy joining in demand,
461.

Divorce Procedure.-Remarks on proposed "hoist"
Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to B. where both parties
are R. Catholics (Dillon case), .300.

On ques. of position on Order paper of con-
sideration of Con. Report; that a settlement
should be hastened, race and religious questions
deplored, 384.

Petition, printing of.-On ques. of printing, or
referring to Printing Coin. in usual course, the
Petition of Quebec Bishops respecting N.W.T.
School laws: held that a petition by people of
such importance should be printed ; Mr. Belle-
rose's M. therefor, seconded, 332.

P. E. I. SCHOOLS ACT.
Ques., in debate on Man. and N. W. Schools

question, 183.
SENATE, BILLS OF LIBERAL GOVT. AMD. IN.

Comment on remarks of Mr. Read (Quinté) in
m. 2nd R. of Trade Combines B., 353.

SENATE, THE USEFULNESS OF, &C.

On remarks of Mr. Read (Quinté), in 7a. 2nd R.
of Trade Combines B., newspaper comments on
Mr. Eddy's rumoured appointment to Senate,
351.

SHIPS, INSPECTION OF, B. Sec " Inspection."

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. Sec " Lord's Day."

TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT oF, B. (AA).

On M. (Mr. Read, Quinté) for 2nd R.-On his
remarks, newspaper comment on Mr. Eddy's
rumoured appomtment to Senate, 351; Bs. amd.
in Senate during Liberal régime, 353 ; the
undertakers' combine, 355,356.

On M. (Mr. Read) for 3rd R., postponement for
further discussion requested; ques. of medical
tariffs, 460.

Six months' " hoist " m., 460.
M. that B. do not pass, 461; division demanded,

461.

UNDERTAKERS' COMBINE.
Comment on remarks of Mr. Read (Quinté) in rn.

2nd R. of Trade Combines B., 355, 356.

VOTERS WHO HAVE TAKEN BRIBES, DISFRANCHISE-
MENT, B (6).

On M. (Mr. Dickey) for 2nd R.-Inefficacy of
ballot voting; on features of present B., 498.
Comment on Mr. McKay's speech; lawyers
soulless, 499.
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ANGERS, Hon. Auguste Réal.
ABERDEEN, His Ex. THE EARL OF.

Remarks of welcome, in debate on the Address,
62.

ArRE£ss IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.
On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for: On Mr.

McInnes's (B.C.) speech: ballot for N.W.T.,
543.

On the Address: Compliments to mover and
sec>nder, 61-2; to His Ex. the Earl of Aber-
deen, 62; Behring Sea award, 62-64; P.E.I.,
state of trade, &c.. 64; Canada and the U. S.
depression, exports to England, &c., 65-6; an-
nexation spirit and Quebec loyalty, 66; in-
creased ocean communication and St. Lawrence
navigation, 66-7.

On Mr. Boulton's speech: ques., 77.
On Mr. Macdonald's (B.C.): increased ocean

communication, 83.
ADJOURNMENTS-See "Senate, adjournment of."

ANNEXATION SPIRIT, NOT IN QUEBEC.
Remarks, in debate on the Address, 66.

ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE. See " Ocean steam com-
munication, increased."

AUDIT ACT. See "Revenue and Audit Act."
BALLOT, DOMINION, NEW FORM OF. Sec " Dominion

Elections Act Amt. B."

BALLOT FOR N.W.T.
Reply to Mr. McInnes (B.C.) in debate on the

Address, 54.
See also " N.W T. Representation Act Amt. B."

BEHRING SEA AWARD.
In debate on the Address, 62-3-4.

BRITISH COLUMBIA, INTEREST RATE. Sec "Interest."

JUDG Es. Sec " Judges."

CABINET, SIR F. SMiTH'S DIFFERENCE OF OPINION.
See " Insurance Act Amt. B."

CERTIFICATEs, 13. See "Masters and Mates."
CHAFFERS, HON. SENATOR.

Decease announced; eulogy, 743.

CIVIL SERVICE ACT AMT.; appointments prior to
1882; B. (154).

Introduced*, 687.
2nd R. m.*, 691.
3rd R. m.*, 702.

COAL OIL. See " Petroleum Inspection Act."

COMMON SCHOOL FUND ; payments to Ont. and Que.
authorized; B. (151).

Introduced*, 664.
2nd R. m.*, 679.
3rd R. m.*, 679.

COMPANIES, JOiNT STOCK, NEw REGNS. See "Joint
Stock."

CONSOLID. REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT. See
"Revenue."

CONTINGT. ACCTs. See " Internal Economy Com."

CRIMINAL CODE, 1892, AUT. B. (126).
Introduced*, 692.
2nd R. n.*, 704.
In Com. of the W.-On the schedule: Amt. (Mr.

Power) to strike out 549a, option of jury trial,
not opposed, 748-9.

On sect. 662: in debate on grand jury panel, 749,
751.

On seet. 871: replies on increase of constable's
fees, 751.

ANGERS, Hon. Auguste Réal-ContinueL

CRIMINAL CODE-Continued.
3rd R. m., with explanation on grand jury panel

and constable's fees, 751-2; in debate on grand
jury, 751-2-3.

CRIMINAL LAw, ADMINISTRATION OF.
Death sentence commuted, two B.C. Indians;

on M. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for Petitions,
Orders in Council, &c. : explanation of the
case; papers will be brought down, 202-3-4-5.

Repl to Inqy. for the papers (Mr. McInnes,
B.C.): Return is being prepared, 348.

Sec "Criminal Code Amt. B." (above).
See "Ont. Houses of Refuge for Females

B."
CULLERS' ACT, AMT. OF WORDING; B. (124).

Introduced*, 635.
2nd R. m.* 635.
In Coin. of the W.--Change in wording explained,

686.
3rd R. rn.*, 686.

CURRENCY ISSUE. Sec "Don Notes Act Amt."

CUSTOMS SEIZURES AND PROCEDURE. Sec " Revenue
Act Amt."

DEATH SENTENCE, COMMUTED. See "CriminalLaw."

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T.)
On Report of Com., in favour of B., and Minority

Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Com. had ruled
out questions and excluded evidence. Com-
ment on Mr. Scott's speech: on facts of the
case, 392. On Mr. Ogilvie's: Heward case,
race and creed of parties, 394. On Mr. Mc-
Innes's (B.C.): questioning respondent, occa-
sion for, 397.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit report for
further evidence. In resuned debate, on ques.
of Order, M. not appearing on Order paper,
432-3.

On Notice of M. for future reconsideration of
Com. Report: that another Notice should be
given, 482.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Report to Order
paper : that Minority Report should be restored
also, 514; further, on the procedure, 515, 516,
518.

On M. (Mr. Scott) for three months "hoist": on
the procedure, 520.

DOMINION ELECTIONS ACT AMT. ; polling days in
certain districts; new form of ballot, &c.; B.
(128).

On receipt from Commons and 1st R.,
Suspension of Rules, and
2nd R. -m., and B. explained, 864.
In Com. of the W.-On el. 1: to Mr. Power, ex-

planation of exceptional districts, 869.
3rd R. m. *, 869.

DOMINION FRANCHISE ACT. Sec "Franchise."

DOMINION LANDS; SETrLERS ON SCHOOL LANDS,
confirmed; selection of other school lande; B-
(160).

Introduced *, 774.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 798. On Mr.

Lougheed's suggestion to enlarge the B., 799;
reply to Mr. Power, 799.

3rd R. Y». *, 799.
Sec also " Land in Terries. B."

DOMINION NOTES ACr AMT. ; increased currencY
issue; B. (165).

Introduced *, 840.
(2nd R., in Com. and 3rd R., by Mr. Bowell,

854,860).
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ELECTIONS ACT AMT. Sec "Dominion Elections."
ELECTIONS BY BALLOT. Sec " N. W. T."
ELECTRIC LIoHT, INSPECTION OF, B. (118).

(Introduced by Mr. Bowell*, 676).
2nd R. in., 693. Reply to Mr. Scott : amount of

legislation in Senate, 694; lateness of session,
695. To Mr. Clemow: B. cannot be with-
drawn, 695. Further on date of session, and
legislation in Senate, 696, 697.

In Com. of the W.-Similar laws in England and
U. S., explained, 741; replies to different Sena-
tors thereon, 741-2.

On el. 3: explanations, 743.
On cl. 5: further explanations, 743.
Again in Com.-On cl. 4: to Mr. Drummond,

variation of pressure, 745; to Mr. Lougheed,
746.

CI. 7 explained, 746.
On cl. 12: Amt. m., qualifying examination, 746;

addition thereto (Mr. Power) accepted, 746.
On el. 15: Aint. (Mr. Drummond), optional, ac-

cepted, 746.
On cl. 16: explanation of measuring, 746.
On cl. 19: Amt. m., verification of meter, 747.
(3rd R., in. by Mr. Bowell*, 751).

ELECTRICAL MEASURE, UNITs OF; B. (117).
(Introduced by Mr. Bowell *, 639).
2nd R. -n., with remark, 699.
In Com. of the W.-The B. explained, 863.
3rd R. m. *, 864.

EVIDENCE OF PARLIAMENTARY WITNESSES. Sec:
" Parliamentary Witnesses Oaths A ct, 1894."

EXPORTS. Sec " Tariff and trade matters."

FEMALEs, REFUGES FOR. Sec "Ontario."
FISHERIES ACT AMT. ; numerous offences and penal-

ties defined ; B. (145).
Introduced*, 692.
2nd R. m., 704.
In Com. of the W. -The B. explained ; lobsters,

salmon drifting, lifting nets on Sunday, &c.,
705. To Mr. Kaulbach, killing by explosives,
706; further, 706. To Mr. Macdonald (B.C.),
application beyond 3-mile limit, 706.

On cl. 3: on proposed Amt. (Mr. Power), regia-
tration of boats, 707.

On cl. 5: on proposed Amt. (Mr. Power) stamp-
ing of lobster cases, 708.

On sub-cl. 5 : replies to Mr. Power, false labels,
709 ; to Mr. Kaulbach, 709.

On sub. -cl. 10 : to Mr. Power, on re-packing, 710;
to Mr. Allan, 710; to Mr. Reesor, presence of
Inspector, 711; re-inspection, 711; date, 712;
to Mr. Power, Inspector's presence, 713; fur-
ther, 713; to Mr. Primrose, 713; to Mr. Loug-
heed, re-packing, 713.

On sub-cl. 11: to Mr. Power, inspection, 714;
further, 714.

On cl. 4: to several Senators, tidal waters and
Sunday fishing, 717-18-19; el. reserved, 719,
720.

On cl. 6: on proposed Amt. (Mr. Clemow) saw-
dust proviso, 721-2-3 ; that cl. and Amt. may
stand, 725.

Again in Com.-Amd. cl. 14 m., Sunday fish-
trapping, 727 ; in debate thereon, 727-8-9.

On Mr. Clemow's proposed sawdust Amt., 729,
730, 731, 733-4-5.

On el. 8: replies to Mr. Power, confiscations,
736-7.

On cl. 9: in debate on penalties, 737-8-9; modi-
fication of sub-section 7 proposed, 739 ; in fur-
ther debate, 739, 740 ; that the sub-section be

ANGERS, Hon. Auguste Réal-Continued.
FIsHERIEs ACT AMT.-Continued.

left out, 740. To Mr. Power, that cl. 8 must
remain, 740. To Mr. Clemow, further on
penalties, 740.

3rd R. n., 744. Amt. (Mr. Power) new sub.-cl.
5 of cl. 3, stamping of lobster cases, accepted,
745.

A mt. (Mr. Power) to strike out cl. 8, not accepted,
745.

FISHERY, SEAL. Sec "Behring Sea."

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION OF B. (147).
On Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) whether most-favoured

nation cl. will not preclude Intercolonial pre-
ferences, 672; on ques. of his speech being in
order, 674.

B. (147) introduced*, 725.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 754-5-6-7-8-9, 760.

Comments on Mr. Scott's speech, 763, 4-5-6.
On Amt (Mr. Boulton) to return Treaty for fur-

ther negotiations. Comments on his speech,
767, 769, 770, 773-4. On Mr. Kaulbach's, 780.
On Mr. Dever's, 782. On Mr. Drummond's,
786. On Mr. Burns's, 787, 790. Mr. Boulton's
further speech on his Amt. objected to, 791.
Comments on Mr. Power's speech, 792.

Amt. being lost: suggestion that Mr. McCallum
defer speech, 795.

In Com. of the W.-On schedule A: reply to Mr.
Power, 824; to Mr. Scott, 824; to Mr. Mc-
Callum, 824; to Mr. Dever, 824; to Mr. Mc-
Callum, 824-5.

3rd R. ma., 840. Comments on Mr. Tassé's speech,
843-49.

FRAUDULENT SALE OR MARKING (white lead, Paris
green, &c.) ; restraint of; B. (123).

Introduced*, 686.
2nd R. n. ; that honey will be excluded from

B. ; reply to Mr. Kaulbach thereon, 699.
In Com. of the W.--On schedule: Amt. m., to

strike out honey, 799.
On Mr. Kaulbach's suggestions: Amt. m., as to

penalty, 799.
3rd R. n.*, 800.

FRENCH TRANSLATORS, ADDITIONAL.
On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption of Internal

Economy Com. Report, and Mr. Power's objec-
tion, that Report restricting translators to Bs.,
does not embody Coin.'s recommendation, 250;
Report should be adopted meantime, 250.

GENERAL INSPECTION ACT AMT. B. Sec "Inspec-
tion."

GLASIER, THE HON. SENATOR.
Decease of, announced ; eulogy, 679.

GRAND JURY SYSTEM. See debate on:
"Criminal Code Amt. B."

HAY, INSPECTION OF. Sec:
"Inspection, General, Act, Amt. B."

HOMESTEAD EXEMPTION ACT REPEAL B. (104).
Introduced*, 615.
2nd R. n., 620; to Mr. Power, repeal, in view of

law of N.W.T., which explained, 620.
3rd R.*, 627.

HONEY, FRAUDULENT MARKING OF. Sec:
"Fraudulent Sale or Marking B."

HUDSON BAY, FEASIBILITY OF ROUTE.
On attention called to subject (Mr. Ferguson,

Niagara), with inqy. whether any reports since
1887: reply, 220; no later reports, except one
on James' Bay, 221.
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On Mr. Power's renarks: that inqy. was a very
proper one, 222.

HcDsoN BAY RY., CONSTRUCTION OF, B. (-).

On introduction (Mr. Boulton): ques. of Order,
B. involves taxation ; can only be introduced
with Crown's sanction, and in Commons, 272;
publication in Debates also objected to, 272 ; to
M r. Power, speech should appear, not B., 272;
to the Speaker, decision asked, 272.

- -CONSTRUCTION BY MAN. AND N.W.T.
GdvTS., B. (BB).

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for 2nd R. : objection taken
to his reading the B. at length, 475; ques. of
relevancy of is remarks on price of shi les,
473; Massey binders not paid for in N.W.T.,
474.

INDIANS, SAULT ST. LOUIs SEIGNIORY. Sec " Sault
St. Louis."

INDIANS, TWO, DEATH PENALTY COMMUTEI). See:
" Justice, Administration of."

INLAND REVENUE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (158).
Introduced*, 825.
(2nd R., in Coim. and 3rd R., by Mr. Bowell,

852-4.)

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894, B. (C).
M. for printing of 1,000 additional French copies,

308.
In Coin. of the W.-On M. (Mr. Bowell) for new

3rd cl., B. to apply only to traders as here de-
fined: definition, when fariner becomes a
trader, 589.

INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT, AMT.; hay, inspection
of ; B. (125).

In Coin. of the W. ; a definition " Marsh grass"
suggested, 493.

INSPECTION OF ELECTRIC LIGHT B. See "Electric."

INSPECTiON OF LOBSTERs. Sec "Fisheries Act
Amit."

INSPECTION OF PETROLEUM ACT. See "Petroleun."

INSPECTION OF STEAMBOATS ACT. Sec "Steam-
boat."

INsURANCE ACT AMT. B. (V).
Introduced ; will be explained when printed, 251.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 289, 292, 293. On

Mr. Scott's speech: commenta, 296. Further
explanations of B., 298-9.

In Coin. of the W.-On 5th cl. : Amt. in. to 3rd
sub-section ; also Mr. Vidal's Amt., Cos. having
two chief agencies, 328. On Mr. Vidal's pro-
posal to add cl. to relieve Cos. from penalties,
whose reports are signed by secretary, 329; re-
plies to Messrs. Vidai and Scott, 329.

On sub-sect. 5: Amt. (Mr. Pelletier) extending
time for reports, accepted, 329.

On sect. 10: addl. sub-sect. mz., renewal of
licenses, 329.

Sect. 13: in. to add, providing for an error in
age, 330.

On Mr. Scott's suggestion, explanation of " pre-
miums," 330; Mr. Power's suggestion, to add
" intra vires," accepted, 330.

M. that Coin. report progress, 330.
Again in Coin., on sub-sect. 5: Amt. m., ex-

tending time for reports, 333.
3rd sub-sect., provisions made by local legisla-

tures: M. to drop, 333.
3rd R. n.*, 348.

NGERS, Hon. Auguste Réal-Continued.
INSURANCE ACT AMT.-Continued.

On Message with Commons Amts. Proposal to
extend list of investmests authorized for Cos.,
823.

Commons Amts., concurrence m. ; above proposal
dropped, with explanation, 825.

On Amt. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington) for non-
concurrence in 27th Amt., to insert cl. d in the
B: expianation of above withdrawal of pro-
psed Amt., 835 on the cl. generally, 835; to

r. MacInnes, the Canada Life Co., &c., 835.
Refusal to withdraw the cl. inserted by Com-
mons, 836. On Sir F. Smith's explanation of
his differing from colleagues, 838.

INTERCOLONIAL CONFERENCE.

Reference to, on Mr. Boulton's Inqy. re French
Treaty, 672.

INTEREST LAw AMT. ; RATE IN B.C.; B (129).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd IL ; on Mr. Scott's

ques. : rights of Provinces not interfered with,
636.

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 4: reply to Mr.
Power, defining what a judgment is, 660.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COM., reports of.
French Translators, additional. On M. (Mr.

McKay) for adoption, and Mr. Power's objec-
tion, that Report, restricting translators to s.,
does not embody Coi.'s recommendation, 250;
that this Report should be adopted meantime,
250.

3rd Report: on supervision of Messengers by
Serjt.-at-Arms, 652, 658; on cl. directing
officers to report one another, 652.

4th Report: clerical error (Postmaster's salary)
pointed out, 681.

IRRIGATION, N. W. TERRIES., B. See " N.W.T."

JOINT STOCK COS., INcORP., &c., new Regulations;
B. (EE).

In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 81: on Mr. Power's
speech, process of serving notice on Cos. in
Quebec, 582.

JUDGES' APPOINTMENTS IN N.W.T. Sece:

" N.W.T. Act Aint. B."

JUDGES, PROVINCIAL COURTS, SALARIES, CHANGES
IN; B. (155).

Introduced*, 687.
2nd R. m. ; Acting Chief Justice, Que. ; addl.

Judge, B.C., 691.
In Coin of the W.-On cl. 2: to Mr. Kaulbach,

addl. Judge, B.C., 702; to Mr. Dever, Judge's
salary at St. John; to Mr. Power, salaries
enerall, 704.

3rg R. m. , 704.
JURY SYSTEM (GRAND). Sec:

"Criminal Code Amt. B."
JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION, OF.

Death Sentence commuted, two B.C. Indians.
On M. (Mr. MeInnes, B.C.) for Petitions,
Orders in Council, &c. : explanation of the
case; paprs will be brought down, 202-3-4-5.

Repiy to nqy. for the papers (Mr. McInnes,
B..) : Return is being prepared, 348.

See "Criminal Code, 1892, Amt. B."
-- Sec "Fisheries Act Amnt. B." (penalities).

B. Sec "Homestead Exemption Act Repeal

----- See "Judges' salaries B."
-- Sec " N.W.T. Act Aint. B."
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JUSTICE. See " Ont. Houses of Refuge for Feinales

B."
LAND IN TERRIES. ACTS CONSOLID. B. (HH).

Introduced, C29. ToMr. Lougheed: copies of B.
sent to judges in N.W.T., &c., 629.

2nd R. m.*, 635.
In Com. of the W.; general remarks, 675.
On cl. 2: replies to Mr. Power, mineral lands,

675; to Mr. Lougheed, 675.
On cl. 5: explanation, 675; to Mr. Scott, power

of executor, 676; to Mr. Lougheed, 676.
On cl. 23: to Mr. Power, Department in charge,

676.
On cl. 56, sub-sect. d: to Mr. Lougheed, regis-

tration of leases, 676.
Again in Co.-On el. 89: on Mr. Scott's sug-

gestion (limitation of winding-up time) that the
cl. stand, 677.

On cl. 92: to Mr. Power, sub-sect. 3 is new, 677.
On cl. 94: to Mr. Scott, registration, 678; to Mr.

Power, 678; to Mr. Kirchhoffer, 678; to Mr.
Lougheed, 678.

On cl. 99: Mr. Lougheed's Amt., caveat powers,
accepted, 678.

On sub-sect. 6: to Mr. Lougheed, caveat limita-
tions, 678-9.

Again in Coin. -On el. 89: that it be now adopt-
ed, 681.

On cl. 92: that sub-sect. 3 be now struck out, 681.
3rd R. m.*, 681.

- See also " Dominion Lands Act " (School
lands).

LANDS, B. AFFECTING. See also:
" Homestead Exemption Act, Repeal B."

LEGISLATION, AMOUNT OF, IN SENATE.
In debate on Electric Light Inspection B., 694,

696.
LORD'S DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Almon) six months' " hoist "; comment on Mr.
McCallum's speech: sailors drinking, 569.

MAILS, IMPROPER USE OF. See " Post Office Act
Amt."

MANITOBA AND N.W.T. SCHoOLs QUESTION.
On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in

Council, &c. : on the constitutional ques., 166;
Govt. assents to the M., 167.

Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Bernier): no opportunity
yet for reply to be given by Govt. of N.W.T. to
recommendation from Dom. Govt. that School
Ordinances be reviewed and and., 332.

On attention called (Mr. Bernier) to the question,
with his further information and remarks:
course that Govt. will pursue stated, 856.

MANITOBA SCHOOL LANDS, B. See:

" Dominion Lands Act."

MARKING, FRAUDULENT, B. See "Fraudulent."

MARKING OF LOBSTER CASES. See "Fisheries Act
Amt."

MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES; extension of
rights to British sailors; B. (130).

(Introduced and 2nd R. nt. by Mr. Bowell, 635,
638-9).

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 8: to Mr. Power,
scale of fees, 677.

3rd R.*, 677.
MESSENGERS, SENATE. See "Senate."

ANGERS, Hon. Auguste Réal-Cotinued.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMISsRS. AcTs CONSOLID.
B. (S).

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 26: Mr. Power's sug-
gestion, to insert after subsect. v, the power of
fixing of Commissioners' salaries, is only a re-
petition, 318.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for concurrence in Commons
Amts. ; on Mr. DeBoucherville's ques., control
of river in winter, 628.

MOUNTED POLICE B. See " N. W. M. Police."

MUSQUODOBOIT VALLEY RY.
Reply to Inqy. ýMr. Power): that bis plea for

subsidy will be duly considered, 644.
NORTH SHORE RY. SUBSIDY. See "QuebeC."

N. W. M. POLICE AcTS CONSOLID. B. (121).

In Con. of the W.; B. explained, 645.
On el. 4 : reply to Mr. Almon, pay of constables,

646; to Mr. Power, duties of comptroller, 646;
of commissioner, 646-7.

On cl. 5: to Mr. Scott, number of vet. surgeons,
647, 648: to Mr. Kaulbach, strength of Force,
647.

On cl. 6: to Mr. Power, Force cannot be reduced;
its duties, 647.

On el. 9: constables' powers in other Provs., 648.
3rd R. m., number of vet. surgeons given, 674.

N.W. TER. ACT, SEVERAL AhTS..; B. (149).
Introduced*, 825.
2nd R. m.*, 854.
In Coin. of the W.-On el. 2: to Mr. Power,

number of Judges, 858; sitting in review, 858;
Armt. in., presence necessary for quorum, 859.

On cl. 16: Amt. m., increased duration not to
affect present Assembly, 859.

On el. 17: Amt. in., to add 3rd sub-sect., vacan-
cies in Executive Com., 859; reply to Mr.
Power, 859.

Suspension of Rule, and
3rd R. m.*, 859.

N.W.T., BALLOT FOR.
Reply to Mr. MeInnes (B.C.), in debate on the

Address, 54.

N.W.T. IRRIGATION B. (134).
Introducea*, 676.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 679.
In Com. of the W.-General remarks, 681; toMr.

Scott, private rights, 681.
On cl. 4: to Mr. Bernier, owner's rights, 682;

water tariff, 682; marslh lands, 683 ; to Mr.
Kaulbach, damages, 683.

On cl. 6: to Mr. Loughead, swamp lands, 684;
to Mr. Power, swamp rights, 683, 684; further,
864.

On cl. 8: to Mr. Lougheed, cls. clashing, 685;
Amt. (Mr. Power) excepting applications under
cl. 7, accepted, 785.

On el. 12: to Mr. Lougheed, engineer, 685; com-
panies selling water, 686.

On cl. 29: to Mr. Lougheed, prices, 686.
3rd R. m.*, 686.

N.W.T. LAND IN, B. See "Land."

N.W.T., REPRESENTATION ACT AMT. ; ballot voting,
provision for; B. (5).

Introduced*, 426.
2nd R. n. and B. explained, 461.
M. into Coin. of the W., 486.
In Com.-On el. 3: to Mr. Power, provision for

ballot-voting is made by enacting section in the
Dom. Act, 486.
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N.W.T., REPRESENTATION ACT AMT.-Continued.
On el. 6: to Mr. Almon, the ballot has been pe-

titioned for, 486; further, 486. To Mr. Power,
sect. 29 of Dom. Elections Act suffices, 486.

On cl. 7: Ant. rn., applications for recounts, 486.
Again in Com.-Ant. may be required, doubt

existing as to possibility of dual representation;
requested that progress be reported, 497.

Again in Com.--Ant. m., to add to sect. 18, sub-
sect. against dual representation, 614. Reply
to Mr. Power: mode prescribed for resignng
seat in local legislature, 614; further, to Mr.
Power, 615; to Mr. Kaulbach, 615.

Concurrence ni., in Amts. of Con. of the W.*,
620.

3rd R. m.*, 620.

N.W.T. (AND MAN.) SCHOOL QUESTION.
On M. (Mr. Bernier) for Ordinances, Orders in

Council, &c. : on the constitutional ques., 166;
Govt. assents to the M., 167.

Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Bernier): no opportunity
yet, for reply to be given by Govt. of N.W.T.
to recommendation from Dom. Govt. that
School Ordinances be reviewed and amd, 332.

NORTHUMBERLAND STRAITS TUNNEL SCHEME. See
" P. E.I."1

NOTEs, DOMINION ISSUE OF. See "Dominion."

OATHs, PARLIAMENTARY WITNESSES. See:
"Parliamentary Witnesses Oath Act, 1894."

OCEAN STEAMSHIP COMMUNICATION, INCREASED.
Remarks, in debate on the Address, £6-7. On

remarks of Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 83.
Sce also " Hudson Bay Route."
Also the following:-

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES B. (161).
Introduced*, 774.
2nd R. m., 800. B. explained ; fast Atlantic line;

Pacific line negotiations, &c., 800, 801. Con-
ments on Mr. Scott's speech, 802-3-4. On Mr.
Clemow's, 807. On Mr. Power's, 809. Tabling
of papers, 810, 814. Further explanation of pa-
pers brought down, and reply to Mr. Power,
814, 815. Comment on Mr. Snowball's speech,
819. On Mr. Drummond's, 821.

Suspension of Rule, and
3rd R. n., 822. Further explanation as to papers

tabled, 823.

ONT. HOUSES OF REFUGE FOR FEMALES B. (II).
Introduced and explained, 631. To Mr. Kaul-

bach: regardless of age, 631.
2nd R. m.*, 632.
In Com. of the W.--To Mr. Scott: same as On-

tario Statute, 645.
3rd R. m.*, 645.

ONT. SCHOOL FUND. See " Common School Fund
B."

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.
Bill, Com. of W. same as 2nd R. On Mr. Power's

objection to this procedure (Parly. Witnesses
Oath Act, 1894); readiness to accept his Amts,
as proposed at 2nd R., explained, 365.

Bill involving taxation. Ques. of Order. Hudson
Bay Ry. construction B. (Mr. Boulton), intro.
duction objected to; involving taxation, can
only be introduced with Crown s sanction, and
in Commons, 272.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE-Continued.
Bill, irrcyular, Publication of. That Mr. Boul

ton's B., Hudson Bay Ry. construction, cannot
appear in Debates, 272 ; his speech only, not
the B., 272.

Bill, reading, at length. Objection taken to Mr.
Boulton reading his Hudson Bay Ry. construc-
tion B. at len h (for its publication in Debates)
on his in. 2nd ., 469.

Cabinet, Diference of opinion in. Refusal of
Govt. to withdraw cl. of Insurance B., 836.
Comment on Sir F. Smith's explanation of his
disagreement thereon, 838.

Committee, Report, restoration of Orders. That
the Minority Report should be included ; fur-
ther remarks on the procedure (Dillon case)
514-5-6-8.

Cionstitutional Questions, reiarks on. Man. School
question, 166-7. Executive clemency, 202-3-4-5.
Senate, Speaker, temporary, provision for, B.,
262-3, 266; Interest .rate, Amt. of law, B.C.,
636.

Correspondence, tabling of. Discussion with Mr.
Power, as to papers tabled re fast Atlantic
service, 810, 814, 815, 823.

Debate, reference to motives. On Mr. Power's re-
marks that certain Senators came for special
purpose of speaking on French Treaty, 787.

Debate, relevancy of remarks. Ques. of relevancy
of Mr. Boulton's remarks on price of shingles
to his Hudson Bay Ry. B., on his nt. the 2nd
R., 473.

Divorce procedure. See the debate on "Dillon
Divorce case " (above).

Motion, postponement of. For reconsideration of
Com. Report (Dillon Divorce case); that new
Notice should be given, 482..

Senate, Legislation, aiount of. Remarks in debate
on Electric Light B., 694, 696.

Session, date of calling. In same debate, 694,
696, 697.

Speech, on Inqy. That objection might have been
taken to Mr. Boulton's lengthy speech (upon
an Inqy.) discussing French Treaty B., not yet
before House, 672; further thereon, 674.

Speech, second, objected to. Mr. Boulton'sattempt
to speak twice to his Amt. to French Treaty
B., 791.

PARLIAMENTARY WITNESSES OATH ACT, 1894;
B. (90).

Introduced *, 364.
2nd R. m., 364.
M. into Com. of the W., 364. On Mr. Power's

objection, on same day as 2nd R., readiness to
accept his proposed Amts. explained, 365.

in Con. of t he W.-Verbal Amts. (Mr. Power)
accepted, 355.

Amts. of Con. of the W., concurrence ni., 407.
Reply to Mr. Power's remarks as to B. con-
flicting with chap. il of Revised Statutes, 408;
further, 408.

3rd R. m. *, 408.

PETER AND JACK, DEATH SENTENCE COMMUTED. Sec:

" Justice, administration of."

PETROLEUM INSPECTION ACT AMT. B. (122).
Introduced *, 687.
2nd R. in., 689; reply to Mr. Power, lowering Of

flash test, 689 ; to Mr. Dever, on the same, 689 ;
further, 689 ; to Mr. Power, 690: to Mr. Dever,
690, 691.
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ANGERS, Hon. Auguste Réal- Continued. ANGERS, Hon. Auguste Réal-Continued.

PETROLEUM INSPECTION AcT-Continued.
In Coin. of the W.--On cl. 1 : to Mr. Powe

above point, 701; further, 701.
On cl. 5 : to Mr. Power, importation in

steamers, 701 -2.
3rd R. m. *, 702.

POST OFFICE ACT AMT. ; letters sent in other
matter, &c. ; B. (JJ).

latroduced *, 692.
2nd R. 11. *, 704.
3rd R. m. *, 705.

PRINCE ED. ISLAND, TRADE, STATE OF.
In debate on the Addresi, 64.

PRINCE EI>WARD ISLAN) TUNNEL SCHEME.
On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for reports oi

D. Fox and Mr. Baine.-Request for A
to omit plans, 585.

QUEBEu, AC'rING CHIEF JUSTICE. Sec "Judge
QUEBEC, LOYALTY, SPIRIT OF.

Remarks, in debate on the Address, 66.

QUEBEC, SCHOOL FUND. Sec "Common Sc
Fund B."

QuEBEc; SUBSIi)Y FOR RY. CONSTRUCTON, Qui
Ottawa, payment authorized; B. (150).

Introduced*, 664.
2nd R. m.*, 679.
3rd R. n.*, 679.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES, PROV. OF QUEBEC. See"
bec."

RAILWAY SUBSIDY, MUSQUODOBOITRY. Sec
quodoboit."

REFORMATORIES, FEMALE. Sece "Ontario."

REVENUE ANI) AUoIT ACT ANrT. B. (127).
In Com. of the W.-On lst cl. : reply to

Power, limitation, 660.
On sub-sect. 6: to Mr. Power, protectio

seizing officer, 661 ; to Mr. Lougheed, d
tion of probable cause, 661-2, 662; on C
dian and English statutes, 662; discu
with Mr. Power on progress of tariff rev
in U. S. and in Canada, 653; a frivolous A
653; on a seizure case quoted by Mr. D
664.

RIVERS, SAW-DUST IN. See:
" Fisheries Act Amt. B."

ROMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOLS. See:
" Man. & N. W. T. Schools question."

ST. LAWRENCE NAVIGATION, IMPROVEI).
Remarks, in debate on the Address, 66-7.

SALES, FRAVDULENT MARKS. Sece:
" Fisheries Act Ant. B." (lobster cases).
" Fraudulent sales or marking B."

SAULT ST. LoUIs SEIGNIORY; settlement of cla
in interest of Indians; B. (97).

Introduced*, 635.
2nd R. iit. and B. explained, 638.
3rd R.*, 664.

SAW-IIUST IN RIVERS. Sec:
" Fisheries Act Amt. B."

SCHOOL LANDS, MAN. AND TERRIES.
" Dominion Lands Act."

SCHOOLS, COMMON, FUND. See:
"Common Schools fund, B."

57

Sec:

SCHOOLS, SEPARATE, QUESTION. See:

r, on "Ma i. & N. W. T. Schools question.

tank SEALFisHERY. Se "Behring Sea."
SENATE, ADJOURNMENT 0F.

(Ascension Day) 2iid-4th May; M. for, 311. On
mail Mr. Kaulbach's objection, without notice, 312.

Att. (Mr. Flint) adjt. 2nd-th, objed tu,
311. Reply to Mr. Scott's remarks that a M.
tu adjourn over a holiday is unnecessary, 311.

SENATE ANI) GOMMONS ACT. Sce "Sessional In-
desnity."

SENATE AND COMvbONS, WITNEÇSSES. Sec "Parly.
wtnesses.

fSir SENATE LEasI.IATION, AMIOUNT OF, &C.
.11L., In debate on Electric Liglit Inspection B., 694,

696.

s."5 SENATE MESSENGERS.

Suprvson by Serjt. -at-Arms. Remarks on 3rd
Reotof Internai Economy Coin., 652; replies

hool to Mr. Dever, 658.
SENATE, 0'FICERS, REPORTING ONE ANOTHER.

ato Remarks on 3rd Report of Interniai Ecouiomy
Com., 652.

SENATE, SPEAKER, TEMPORARI, PROVISION FOR; B.
mt..

Sntroduced and explained, 224.
Que- 2nd R. m., further explained, 256. To Mr. Scott:

wording of B., 257. To Mr. Logheed: royal
Mus- pleasure by proclamation, 262; further, on the

constitutional power, 263; on Mr. Gowan's oh-
jection, 263. To Mr. Dickey: bijiperial legis-
lation wvhen required, 263. To Mr. Gowan:
Imperial law officers' opinion, 263.

Mr. n CoAm. of the W.-On lst c.- reply to Mr.
Gowan'e last ques. : B. will be sent to) England,
with copies of debates, 266.

n to On 2nd ci.: on Mr. Vidal's suggestion to strike
efini ota " unavoidablei" 266.

Sana- On 4th c.: proclamation at reqest of Imperia
sson GSE ovt., 266. To Mr. Power: 0S the wording,

266.
.int.,
ever, SENATE, TRANSLATOnS, ADITIONAL.

On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption of Interna
Economy CoMr . Report, and Mr. Power'65 8b.
jection, that Report restricting translators to
Bs. does not embody Com's recommendation,
250; Report sbould be adopted meantinie, 250.

SENATORS, DECEAEEMR A
(Chaffers, Hon. Mr.) Eulogy, 743.
(Glasier, Hon. Mr.) Eulogy, 679.

SEoJEANT-AT-RB, DUTIES. Sec "Senate" (Mes
sengers) above.

SESSION, iATE OF CALLIN.
6jms, In debate on Electric Ligts Inspection B., 694,

696, 697.

SESSIONAL IN DEMN ITY, 12 DAIS' ABSENCE not charge-
able; B. (164).

On Me.sage froWn ommons and rst R.,
Suspension of Rule and
2nd R. :n., 838.
3rd R. in., M3.

SI, MASTERS AND MATES' CETIFICATES. Sec
" Masters, &c. "

SPEAKER, TEMPORAR, B. Sec "Senate" (above).
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ANGERS, Hon. Auguste Réal-Concluded. 1 BELLEROSE, Hon. Joseph H.-Continued.
STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT AMT. ; several exemp-

tions; B. (137).
(Tst and 2nd R. m. by Mr. Bowell, 635, 637-8).
3rd R. m. *, 676.

STEAMSHIP COMMUNICATION. See:
"Ocean steam communication, increased."

SUBSIDIEs, Ry., QUEBEC, B. See "Quebec."

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See "Lord's day."

TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS.
In debate on the Address: P.E.I., state of trade,

&c., 64; Canada and the U.S. depression, ex-
ports to England, &c., 65-6.

Discussion with Mr. Power (in Com. on Revenue
Act Aint.) on tariff revision in U.S. and Can-
ada, 663.

See also "France, Treaty with, ratification."
Also " Petroleum Inspection Act Amt. B."

(importation in tank steamers).

TERRITORIEs LAN) AcT. See "Land."

TIMBER, CULLERS OF, B. Sec "Cullers."

TRANSLATORS. See "Senate, Translators."

TREATY WITH FRANCE. See "France."

U. S., ANNEXATION SPIRIT, NOT IN QUEBEC.
Remarks, in debate on the Address, 66.

U. S., BEHRINO SEA AWARD. Sce "Behring Sea."

U. S., TARIFF REvISION.
Discussion with Mr. Power, in Com. on Revenue

Act Amt. B., 663.

U. S., TRADE, STATE OF, &C.
Remarks, in debate on the Address, 65-6.

VOTERS' LISTS, REVISION. Sec "Franchise Act
Amt."

WITNESSES, PAR LIA IENTARY, OATHS B. Sec:
" Parliamentary Witnesses Oaths Act, 189-1."

YoRK, T. R. H. THE DUKE AND DUCHESS OF.
Birth of a son.-Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Read,

Quinté) : That it is intended to pass an Address
to the Queen, 693.

Birth of a son. M. for joint congratulatory
address of Parlt. to the Queen, 725. M. for
congratulatory address of Senate to T. R. H.,
726; for address to His Ex., for transmission
thereof, 726.

ARMAND, Hon. Joseph F.
ABBOTT, THE HON. SIR J. CALDWELL.

Renarks on the death of, 6.

BELLEROSE, Hon. Joseph Hyacinthe.
DEBATES COMMITTEE, REPORTS OF.

1st Report-Leave to withdraw requested, an-
other being substituted, 253.

2nd Report-Adoption m. : to do away with un-
revised edition; charges for extra copies, 264.
To Mr. Kaulbach: no more unrevised copies,
265. To Mr. Miller: Queen's Printer fixes
charges, 265.

DILLON DIVORCE B. (T).
On M. (Mr. Clemnow) for 2nd R. : objection

taken to B., on ground that both parties are R.
Catholics, 299; Amt. n., six months' "hoist,"
300. On the doubt expressed, as to their being
R.C., Amt. withdrawn, 300.

DILLON DIVORCE- •Continucd.

On Ms. (Messrs. Gowan and Kaulbach) postpone-
ment of consideration of Report of Com., and
of Minority Report: held that the two should
be discussed together, 350.

On consideration of Report of Com. in favour of
the B., and Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach)
that questions had been ruled out and evidence
excluded. Divorces to R. Catholics opposed;
English law discussed; the law in Quebec;
facts of present case commented upon, 379,
380 1-2-3; further, in re ly to Mr. Ogilvie, 383.

In resumed debate- On dr. Mclnnes's (B.C.)
speech : question as to church rites put in
Piper case, 396.

To Mr. Boulton: ques. as to his church opposing
divorce, 422; canons of Ch. of England on
divorce quoted, 423.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-comnit Report,
for further evidence. In resumed debate,
Ques. of order: this M. does not appear on
Order paper, 431; Debates quoted, that this
M. was put, 432 ; further, on the procedure, 432.
On Mr. Poirier's speech: practice in England,
442; further, 442; comments on Mr. Vidal's
speech, 445; Amt. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-com-
mit Report for further evidence, supported,
445-8. On Mr. McInnes's speech, and the
evidence, 454.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Report of Coin.
to Order paper; Mr. Angers' contention- sup-
ported, that Minority Report should be included
in M., 517.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Com. Re-
port: Amt. îa., to re-commit and strike out
re-marriage el. of B.. 616; in debate thereon,
616, 618, 619.

INSOLVENcY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
In Com. of the W.--On remarks on Provincial

laws: Quebec, insolvency under common law,
554.

Again in Com.-On el. 3.-On Amt. (Mr. Power)
B. not to apply to others than traders: on
principle of the B.; the Aint. supported, 562.

On cl. 61, claims based on notes: in. to restore
(as cl. 61) cl. 62 of B. as originally introduced,
602-3.

INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (V).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for concurrence in Commons

Aints., and Ant. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)
for non-concurrence in 27th Amt., to insert el.
d of B., 835; further, 835.

LoR's DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Almon) six months' "hoist. "-Provinces should
provide such legislation; the Aint. supported,
567. To Mr. Scott: constitutional ques. not
raised, 568.

MAN. & N. W. T. SCHOOLS QUESTION.
On Ms. (Mr. Bernier) fer Ordinances, Orders in

Council, &c.-On Mr. Lougheed's speech :
three questions as to school boards, 150. Adjt.
of debate m., 154.

In resumed debate: on the present Ms., and that
on saine subject (Mr. Bellerose) which was
dropped; on the constitutional points and the
practical question, 156-7-8-9, 160-1, 162-3-4-5-6.

M. (Mr. Bellerose) on same subject, with Inqy. as
to intentions of Govt. : remarks, and leave
requested to drop the M., in view of the above
de te, 112.
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BELLEROSE, Hon. Joseph H.-Concluded.
MAN. & N.W.T. SCHOOLS QUESTION-Continued.

On presentation (Mr. Bowell) of Petition from
Quebec Bishops, in relation to School laws,
N.W.T.: in. that petition be printed, 331, 332.

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE RY. Co's B. (59).
Introduced (in absence of Mr. Tassé) *, 513.
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 2nd R., and debate there-

on: that objections can be made in Com., 565.
M. for consideration of Amts. of Ry. Com., to-

morrow, 604.

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. Sce " Lord's day."

BERNIER. Hon. Thomas Alfred.
ADDR ESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for: on the pro-
posed insolvency law, 84-6.

BALLOT, VOTE BY, OPPOSED.
Remarks in Com. of the W., on N. W. T. Re-

presentation Act Amt. B., 486.

DOMINION GAS AND ELECTnRIC Co. INcoRP. B. (77).
Introduced *, 426.
2nd R. in. and B. explained, 480.
3rd R. in. *, 550.

INSOLVENCY LAW, 1894, B. (C).
Remarks in debate on the Address, 84-6.
In Com. of the W. -Application of B. to farmers

opposed, &c., 558-9.
MAN. AND N.W.T. SCHOOLS QUESTION.

Two Ms., for ordinances, Orders in Council, &c.,
98. Remarks on constitutional points and the
practical question, 99-108, 108-1.11. Comment
on Mr. Scott's speech, 133; on Mr. Bowell's,
195.

The second Order on paper (Man.) m., 197.
Inqy. whether reply received eo recommendation

from Federal Govt. to Lt. Gov. of N.W.T.,
that the school ordinances be reviewed and
amd., 332.

Attention of Govt. again called to the question,
with further remarks and information, 854.

N.W.T. GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).
In Com. of W.-Suggestion, to strike out el. 19

(burden of proof on the accused) 358 ; reply to
Mr. Bowell, Custons cases not analogous, 358.

N.W.T. IRRIGATION B. (134).
In Cont. of the W.-On 4th cl. : settlers' rights

and narsh lands, 682, 683.
N.W.T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT.; BALLOT VOT-

ING, PROVISION FOR; B. (5).
In Com. of the W.-Secret voting generally

opposed, 486.
ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bill, withdrawal of.-Wood Mountain Ry. B.,
there being a similar B. from Commons, m. for
discharge of Order for 2nd R., 252; form of
M. amd., 252.

Constitutional Question.--See "Man. and N.W.
Schools " (above).

SCHOOLS QUESTION. See " Man. & N.W. Scliools"
(above).

WOOD MOUNTAIN & QU'APPELLE Ry. Co.'s B. (R).
Initroduced *, 226.
On Order for 2nd R. : there being a similar

B. from Comnions. m. that Order be discharged,
252. On Mr. Miller's suggestion, M. amd.,
and B. withdrawn, 252.

B. (20) from Commons, introduced, 229.
2nd R.*, 264.
3rd R.*, 277.

57J

BOLDUC, Hon. Joseph.
GAGNON, M., MESSENGER, DISMISSAL OF.

Remarks upon, 653.
INTERNAL ECONOMY COM., 3RD REPORT.

On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption: remarks on
dismissal of M. Gagnon, Messenger, 653.

MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES, B. RESPECT-
ING (130).

Reported fron Com. of the W., without Amt.,
677.

BOTSFORD, the late Hon. A. E.
REMARKS ON THE DEATH OF. Mr. Bowell, 25; Mr.

Scott, 25; Mr. Dickey, 26; Mr. Wark, 27; Mr.
Boulton, 69.

BOUCHERVILLE, De.
See "DeBoucherville."

BOULTON, Hon. Charles Arkel.
ABERDEEN, THE EARL OF, AS GOVERNOR GEN.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 69.

ABBOTT, THE LATE SIR JOHN.

Remarks on the death of, in debate on the
Address, 69.

ADDRESS IN REPLY TO SPEECH FROM THRONE.
On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for On Mr.

Bowell's speech.: England an open market, 30;
consumers paying the duties, 35; coal oil
duties, 45.

On Mr. Kaulbach's speech : manufacturers' losses
due to confined markets, 50.

On Mr. McInnes's (B. C.): reading an editorial
on Behring Sea, 56; free trade a more impor-
tant question, 56.

On Mr. Angers': Behring Sea close season, 63;
P.E.I. exodus, not to North-west, 64 ; England
a free trade market, 66.

On the Address : death of Sir John Abbott and
Messrs. Boyd, Montgomery and Botsford, and
value of the Senate, 69 ; compliments to mover
and seconder of the Address, 69 ; to Lord
Stanley and to Lord and Lady Aberdeen, 69 ;
Behring Sea award, and destruction of the
buffalo, 69, 70; international arbitration, prin-
ciple of, 70; prairie chicken protection, 63, 70 ;
exploring expeditions, Labrador and Hudson
Bay, 70; Chicago exhibition and the Manitoba
Building, 71; the tariff and free trade ques-
tions, Canadian exports, &c., 71-2-3-4 ; coal oil
production and duties, 74-5-6-7-8; agricultural
implements, manufacture and export, 78-9;
free trade, 79, 80, 81; the paper industry, 81.

ALLOWANCES, RETIRING, STAFF. See "Militia."

ARBITRATION, INTERNATIONAL, THE PRINCIPLE OF.
Remarks in debate on the Address, 70.

BEHRING SEA AWARD AND REGULATIONS.
In debate on the Address.-On Mr. McInnes's

(B.C.) speech: dispensing with reading edi-
torial suggested, 56. On Mr. Angers : the
close season, 63. On the Address : the Behring
Sea award and extinction of buffalo, compari-
son, 69, 70; principle of arbitration, 70.

BOTSFORD, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.
Remark on the death of, in debate on the Ad-

dress, 69.
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BOULTON, Hon. Charles A.-Continued.
BoYD, THE LATE HON. JOHN.

Remark on the death of, in debate on the Ad-
dress, 69.

BUFFALO, EXTINCTION OF THE.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 69, 70.

CANADA'S COMMECIAL POLICY. Sec:

" Tariff and Trade matters."

CANADIAN PACIFic Ry., COST OF, &c.

Ques. on speech of Mr. Ferguson (P.E.I.), on his
M. for correspondence respecting P.E.I. vin-
ter communication, financial claimis, &c., 535.

CANADIAN PACIFIC Ry., FREIGHT AND PASSENGER
RATES.

M. for schedule, includinz rates from St. Paul
and Minneapolis to seaboard, 135. Remarks:
depression in Man. and C.P.R. dividends, 135;
increase of C.P.R. stock, 136 ; dividends and
freight rates, 137 ; comparative stateients, &c.,
137-140.

Inqy. when information will be furnished, 288.
Freight rates referred to also in introducing

Hudson Bay Ry. construction B., 267 ; also on
similar B., 473-4.

M. for Return, revenue derived from Western
division, Port Arthur to Calgary, 1892 and
1893; remarks, 405.

Sec also remarks on 2nd R. of Ocean Steanship
Subsidies B., 805-6.

CANADIAN STATESMEN IN IMPERIAL ARBITRATION.
Remarks in debate on the Address, 70.

CANNED LOBSTERS. Sec "Fisheries Act Amt. B."

CHICAGO EXHIBITION AND THE MANITOBA BUILDING.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 71.

COAL OIL DUTIES. Sec:
" Tariff and Trade matters."
Also " Custons duties Acts consolid. B."

COMPANIES, JOINT STOCK, Incorp., new Regns. Sec:
" Joint Stock Conpanies."

CONSUMERS' CORDAGE CO. ; ISSUE OF PREFERENCE
STOCK ; B. (31).

On M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 2nd R. : remnarks on free
trade, and on trade combines, 484.

CRIMINAIL CoDE AÅMT. B. (136).

Reported from Com. of the W., with Amt., 751.
CUSTOMS DUTIES ACTS CONSOLIn. B. (135).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. ; free trade ad-
vocated; reference to coal oil duties, &c.,
877-8-9, 880. Comments on Mr. Clemow's
speech, 880, 881.

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On consideration of Com. Report, in favour of B.,

and Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Com.
had ruled out questions and excluded evidence.
On Mr. Boulton's speech: ques. as to N.S. di-
vorces to R. Catholics, 371; further on same
ques., 371 ; further, 371. On Mr. Scott's
speech : comment, effect of separation only,
392. On Mr. Dickey's: a ques., 417. On the
constitutional ques. of divorces to R. Catholics,
419, 420-1-2-3. Reply to Mr. Bellerose's ques.:
not the representative of a church on this ques-
tion, but to administer existing law, 422.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit the Report
for further evidence. On Mr. Kaulbach's
speech: ques. on rules of evidence, 458.

BOULTON, Hon. Charles A.-Continued.
DILLON DIVORCE B.- Continued.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Com. Report to
Order paper for further consideration, amd. to
include Minority Report; and Ant. (Mr. Scott)
for 3 nonths' " hoist ": Aint. ni., consideration
Tuesday next, 520. On Mr. McKay's ques. of
Order thereon: Amt. withdraien, 520.

DUTIES, CUSTOMS B. Sec " Customs " (above).

ENGLAND, TRADE RELATIONS, &C. Sce:
" Tariff and Trade matters."

E-PORTS. Sec " Trade and Tariff matters."

FISHERIES ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (145).
In Com. of the W.-On sub-cl. 5: marking of

cases of canned lobsters, 709.
FISHERIES, ARCTIC, &C.

Reference to, in introducing Hudson Bay Ry.
construction B, 268.

FISHERY, SEAL. Sec " Behring Sea."

FRANCE, COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH, Ratification B.
(147).

Attention called to provisions of Treaty, and Inqy.
whether ratification will not preclude intercolo-
nial preferences ; remarks on this and other
treaties, 665-6-7-72. Reply to Mr. Angers on
ques. of order, 672; further, 672. Reply to re-
marks of Mr. Kaulbach and others, 674.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. of B. Comnents
on his speech, 757, 758, 759, 760. On Mr. Scott's,
763, 764.

Amt. nt., to return Treaty to Imperial Govt., for
further negotiations, 767-8-9, 770-1-2-3-4: 774-5-
6-7. Comments on Mr. Kaulbach's speech, 778,
781. On Mr. Dever's, 783. On Mr. Drui-
mond's, 784, 785. On Mr. Burns's, 788, 790.
Leave to reply requested, 791.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R. Comments on
Mr. Tassé's speech, 842, 845/846; further, 846,
848 ; further, 848.

FRAUDULENT SALE OR MARKING, B. (123).
Reported from Com. of the W., with Amt., 799.

FREE TRADE. Sec " Tariff and Trade matters.'

FREIGHT RATES. C.P.R. See "C.P.R."
GAME PRESERVATION. Sec "N.W.T."

GRAND TRUNK Ry., construction of.
Referred to, in introducing Hudson Bay Ry. con-

struction B., 270.

GREAT BRITAIN, TRADE RELATIONS, &C. See:
" Tariff and Trade matters."

HUDSON BAY EXPLORING EXPEDITION.
Remarks in debate on the Address, 70.

HUDSON BAY ROUTE, FEASIBILITY OF.
Oh attention called to (Mr. Ferguson, Niagara),

with Inqy. whether there are Reports since
1887. Comment on Mr. Angers' speech : whale-
backs, 220.

HUDSON BAY RY., CONSTRUCTION B. (--.
Introduced and advocated, history of G.T.R.,

Intercol. Ry. and C.P.R., 266-270; preamble
read, 271; further remarks, 271-2. On Mr.
Angers' objection that B. is irregular, involving
taxation; 1st R. urged, 272.
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BOULTON, Hon. Charles A.-Continued.

HUDSON BAY RY., CONSTRUCTION BY GOVTS. OF
N.WT. and Man.; B. (BB).

Introduced*, 309.
2nd R. mj., 466; the B. at length, 469; on feasibility

of route; Intercol. Ry. construction: C.P.R.
bonuses and freight rates in N.W., &c., 466-
475. On Mr. Kaulbach's renarks: expense of
debate hereon, 475.

On Aint. (Mr. Kaulbach) for 6 months' " hoist:"
on the expense of his debate on a divorce case,
477. Comment on Mr. Bowell's speech saving
of N.W.T. fron present taxation, 478. On
Mr. Power's: Man. requires the legislation, 480.

Withdrawal of B., leave for, requested, 480.

INSUIRANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (y).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for concurrence in Commons

Amts., and Amt. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington),
for non-concurrence in 27th Amt., to insert cl.
d. in the B., 838.

INTERCOLONIAL RY., CONSTRUCTION OF.

Reference to, in introducing Hudson Bay Ry.
construction B., 270.

Further reference, in sn. 2nd R. of similar B.,
468, 473.

-- PASsENGER AND FREIGHT RATES.

M. for schedule ; renarks, comparison with
C.P.R. rates desired, 405.

JOINT STOCK CO's., INCORP., &C.; NEw REGULA-
TIONS; B. (EE).

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 195: that provision as
to watering stock should apply to existing Co's.,
584.

LABRADOR EXPLORING EXPEDITION.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 70.

LOBSTERS, CANNED, MARKING. Sec:
"Fisheries Act Anit. R."

MAN. & N. W. RY. ; TIME FOR CONSTRUCTION EX-
TENDED; B. (X).

On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for 3rd R.-Aint. m., to
substitute "not less " for "not exceeding " pre-
scribed amount of annual construction, 321.
Remarks on Ry. construction in N. W., and
the present condition of this road, 321-326.
Further, on Mr. Kaulbach's remarks, 326. On
Mr. Lougheed's, 327. With further remarks,
Ait. withdra wn, 328.

MANITOBA AT THE CHICAGO EXHIBITION.

Reniarks in debate on the Address, 71.

MANITOBA, DEPRESSION IN--referred to on:

" C. P. R. freight rates, M. for schedule."

MANUFACTURERS AND DUTIES. Sec:

" Tariff and Trade inatters."

MARKING, FRAUDULENT, restraint of, B. (123).
Reported from Com. of the W., with Ant., 799.

MARKING OF CANNED LOBSTERS. Sec:

"Fisheries Act Amt. B."

MILEAGE OF MEMBERS.

Remarks on Sessional Indemnity B., 840.

MILITIA STAFF, RETIRING ALLOWANCES.

Lt. Cols. Villiers and Van Straubenzie, Major
Street : Inqy. as to amount; remarks on Mili-
tia pensions, 142-3.

BOULTON, Hon. Charles A.-Continued.

MONTGOMERY, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Renark on the death of, in the debate on the Ad-
dress, 69.

MONTREAL BELT LINE RY. CO'S B. (59).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Power) to restriet elevated Ry., in the city, to
passenger tratfic: the Ant. opposed, 624.

NELSON VALLEY RAILWAY.

Referred to in ne. 2nd R. of Hudsbon Bay Ry.
construction B., 467.

NORTH-WEST TERRIES., GAME PRESERVATION B. (2).
In Com. of the W.-On cl. 5: on Mr. Power's

remarks, close season in high latitudes, &c., 335.
On cl. 8: reply to Mr. Allan s ques., the Act ap-

plies to settlers, 237.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES B. (161).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. ; comments on

effects of new fast line, the C. P. R., &c., 805-6.

ORDER ANI PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bill, powers conferred.-Aint. to Montreal Belt
Line Ry. B., restricting to passenger traffic, op-
posed; that this parental position should not
be taken. Reference to Telephone B. of last
session, 624.

Bill, publication in Debates Report. -Discussion of
this ques., and Hudson Bay Ry. construction
B. read at length for insertion in Debates Re-
port, 468, 469.

Debate, Relevancy of.--On Mr. Angers' ques. of
relevancy of remarks on C. P. R. freight rates,
to 2nd R. of Hudson Bay Ry. construction B.:
that this point shows necessIty of such B.. 473.

Debate, renurks in.-Reply to Mr. Kaulbach's
comments on speech on French Treaty ques-
tion, 674.

Debates, unnecessary, Expense of.--Replies to Mr.
Kaulbach, and reference to his debate on a
divorce case, on his objection to 2nd R. of Hud-
son Bay Ry. construction B., 475, 477.

Divorce Procedure. -- See constitutional points in-
volved in debate on "Dillon Divorce B."
(above).

PAPER INDUSTRY, THE. See:
" Tariff and Trade natters."

PASSES, FREE, ON RAILWAYS.

Renarks on Sessional Indemnity B., 840.

PENSIONS. See " Militia Staff, retiring allowances.

PRAIRIE CHICKEN, CLOSE SEASON FOR.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 63, 70.

PRINCE EDWD. ISLD. TUNNEL, FINANCIAL CLAIMS,
&C.

On M. (Mr. Ferguson) for correspondence. On his
speech: ques., cost of C.P.R., 535.

PROTECTION. See " Tariff and Trade matters."

RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION IN N.W. See:

"Man. & N.W. Ry. B.", Amt. to.
Also " Hudson Bay Ry."

RAILWAY FREE PASS SYSTEM.

Remarks, on Sessional Indemnity B., 840.

RETIRING ALLOWANCES, STAFF. See "Militia."

SEAL FISHERY. Sec "Behring Sea."

SENATE AND COMMONS ACT. See "Sessional In-
demnity."

901
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BOULTON, Hon. Charles A.-Concluded.

SENATE, THE VALUE OF THE.
Remarks in debate on the Address, 69.

SESSIONAL INDEMNITY, 12 DAYS' ABSENCE NOT
chargeable; B. (164).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R. ; members at long
distances; free pass system, &c., 840.

STAFF, MILITIA, RETIRING ALLOWANCES.
Lt. Cols. Villiers, VanStraubenzie, Maj. Street

Inqy. as to amount; remarks on Militia pen-
sions, 142-3.

STANLEY OF PRESTON, LORD, AS GOVERNOR GEN.
Compliment to, in debate on the Address, 69.

STREET, MAJOR, MILITIA STAFF.
Inqy. : amount of retiring allowance, 142.

TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS.
In debate on the Address.-Renarks on Mr.

Bowell's speech: England an open market, 30;
consumer paying the duties, 35 ; coal oil duties,
45. On Mr. Kaulbach's: manufacturers' losses
due to confined markets, 50. On Mr. Me-
Innes's: importance of free trade question, 56.
On Mr. Angers': England a free trade market,
66. On the Address : the tariff and free trade
questions, Canadian exports, &c., 71-2-3-4 ;
coal oil production and duties, 74-5-6-7-8;
agricultural implements, manufacture and ex-
port, 78-9 ; free trade, 79, 80, 81 ; the paper
industry, 81.

France, Treaty with. Sec " France" (above).
Free trade remarks, in debate on "Consumers'

Cordage Co., issue of preference stock, B." 484.
Sec also "Custons Acts consolid. and Amt. B."
Sec also "Ocean steamship subsidies B." (above).

TRAiE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINI' OF, B.
Referred to, in debate on " Consumers' Cordage

Co., issue of preference stock, B." 484.

TREATY, FRENCH. Sec "France."

UJ.S., BEHRING SEA AWARD. Sec " Behring Sea."
- TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS. See " Tariff

and Trade."

VAN STRAUBENZIE, LT.-COL., MILITIA STAFF.
Inqy. : amount of retiring allowance, 142.

VILLIERS, LT.-COL., MILITIA STAFF.

Inqy. : amount of retiring allowance, 142.
WINNIPEG ANI) HUDSON BAY Ry.

Referred to, in wt. 2nd R. of Hudson Bay Ry.
construction B., 467.

WORLD'S FAIR. Sec "Chicago Exhibition."

BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie.

ABBOrr, THE HON. SIR J. CALDWELL.

Remarks on the death of, 4.

ABERDEEN, HIs EX. THE EARL OF.

Eulogies of, in speeches on the Address, joined
in, 23.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.
M. for consideration of speech on 19th March, 4.
On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for Address. On

Mr. Scott's speech: personal remarks, and
compliments to mover and seconder of Address,
23 ; on the eulogies to past and present Gover-
nors General, 23; on such appointments and
Imperial premotions, 23; date of calling Parlt.,

BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE

-Continued.
23; U.S. and Canadian policies, 23-4; volume
of trade, 24-5, 27 ; farmoing and lumber indus-
tries, 28; agricultural implements and protec-
tion, 28-9 ; trade with Australia and the U.S.,
28-9; with England, 30; P.E.I. dairying, 30;
animal exports, 30 ; other exports and the fiscal
policy, 31-2-3; past deficits and taxation, 33,
34 ; cotton and sugar industries, 35; protection
advocated, 36-7; Behring Sea award, 37; visit
to Australia, 37; increased ocean communica-
tion, 38-9.

Comments on Mr. Power's speech: coal oil duty,
44 ; Mr. Huddart and the Australian line, 46-7.

On Mr. McInnes's (B.C.): U.S. and Canadian
tariffs and excise collections, 61.

On Mr. Boultoî's: drawback on manufacturers'
materials, U S. and Canada, 79 ; U.S. paper
export to England, 81.

ADJOURNMENTs. See "Senate."

AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRIES, GOVT. ASSISTANCE TO.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Iron bounty B., 867.

ALLOWANCES, RiETIRING, MILITIA. Ste:
"Militia Staff Officers, retiring allowances."

APPROPRIATION ACT. Sec "Supply Bill."

ATLANTIC MAIL. See "Ocean communication."

AUIrT ACT AMT.; time limitation, actions against
revenue officers, &c. ; (127).

Introduced*, 635.
2nd R. e. and B. explained, 637. To Mr. Scott:

present limoit, 637.
3rd R.*, 664.

AUSTRALIA, TRADE WITH.

In debate on the Address, 28, 29, 37, 39.
(Sec also " Ocean steam communication.")

BALLOT IN N.W.T. Sec:
"'N. W. T. Representation Act Amt. B."

BANKING SYSTEi OF CANADA.

Remarks in Com. on Dom. Notes Act Amt. B.,
860.

BAPTIsT, REFORMED, CHURCH ALLIANCE INCORP. B.,
(84).

On M. (Mr. McClelan) for 2nd R. That powers
of the corporation must be defined in Coni., 527.

BEET SUGAR BOUNTY.
Remarks on 2nd R. of Iron bounty B., 868.

BEHRING SEA AWARD AND REGULATIONS.
In debate on the Address, 37.
Partial reply to Inqy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.):

statement in Imperial Parlt. that Canada does
not claim compensation, not strictly correct,155.

Reply: no claim under present Imperial Act;
claîms for past seizures hot affected, 199.

Further: that Mr. Buxton denies language
attributed to himu in Imperial Parlt., 226.

BILLS, PRIVATE, EXTENSION OF TIME FOR.
That Govt. has no objection, 155 ; on Mr. Vidal's

remarks: as H. of Comnons has not extended
time, not advisable for Senate, 155.

On M. (Mr. Lougheed) to adopt 15th Report of
Standing Orders Com., extending time for
reporting on Private Bs. till end of Session :
held that rule should be enforced, but it does
not interfere with Bs. sent up from Commons,
283-4-5.
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BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.

BOARDS oF TRADE INCORP. ACT AMT.; definition of
districts.in N.W.T.; B. (FF).

Introduced and explained, 426.
2nd R. ni. and further explained, 461.
3rd R. n.*, 485.

BOTSFORD, THE HON. Amos E.
Remarks on the death of, 25.

BoYD, THE HON. JOHN.
Remarks on the death of, 4.

BRIT. COLUMBIA, CHINESE RESIDENTS IN.
Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.): no in-

tention to alter Chinese Act this session, 497.
BRIT. COLUMBIA, INTEREST RATE. See:

"Interest Law Amt. B."
BUFFALO, PRESERVATION OF. Sec:

"North-West Terries., game preservation B."

CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. FREIGHT RATES, &C.
On M. (Mr. Boulton) for schedules ; no objection

to M., 140. Comment on Mr. Power's speech;
Pacitic terminus, 141.

Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Boulton): returns not fur-
nished yet.

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for Return showing revenue
derived from Western division, Port Arthur to
Calgary, 1892 and 1893; and on his proposed
comparison of rates with those of the I. C. R.,
405. This debate referred to, in debate on
Hudson Bay Ry. construction B. (Mr. Boulton),
478, 479.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. LAND SUBSIDY ; EXCHANGE
of alternate sections for blocks in irrigable
region ; B. (159).

Introduced*, 840.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 854.
3rd R. m.*, 854.

-- PIPESTONE BRANCH, LAND SUBSIDY.
Explanation in Con. on Ry. land subsidies B.,

852. Reply to Mr. Kaulbach thereon, 862.
CANADIAN PACîF1C RY., MANUFACTURED ARTICLES

(iron bridges) drawback, B (166).
Suspension of Rules, and
2nd R. m.*, 860.
3rd R. mt., 860.

CARNOT, THE LATE PRESIDENT. Sec "France, Presi-
dent."

CARVELL, THE HON. SENATOR.
Remarks on the death of, 6.

CERTIFICATES, MASTERS' ANI) MATES'. See " Mas-
ters, &c."

CHINESE RESIDENTS IN B. C.
Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.): no in-

tention of altering Chinese Act this session, 497.

"CITIZEN," OTTAwA. ERRONEOUS REPORT.
Ques. of Privilege: report of debate on Insur-

ance B. (p. 837), 857.

COAL OIL DUTIES. See:
" Customs duties Acts Consolid. B."

COMBINATIONS, TRADE. See "Trade."

COMMITTEES, APPOINTMENT OF. See "Senate."

COMPANIES, JOINT SToCK, B. See "Joint Stock
Cos."

BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
CONSERVATIVE ATTITUDE TOWARDS R. CATHOLICS.

Referred to under " Man. & N. W. T. Schools."

CONSOLID. REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT. See "Audit."

CONSPIRACIES, TRADE. Sec "Trade."

COTTON INDUSTRY. See " Tariff matters."

CRIMINAL LAw, ADMINISTRATION OF.
Death sentence, commutation of.
Reply toInqy. (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.): papersasked

for will be inquired about, 289.

Sec "Indian Act Amt. B.," cl. respecting
penalties for trespassing on reserves.

Sec " N.B., juvenile offenders, custody, B."
Sec "N.W.T. Game preservation B.," cls.

respecting convictions and penalties.
Sec "Youthful Offenders, B."

CURRENCY ISSUE. Sec "Dom. Notes Act."

CUsTOMs DUTIEs AcTS CONSOLID. AND AMD. B.
(135).

On being received from H. of Commons:
Suspension of Rules m.*, 869.
2nd R. 1t., 870. Comment on Mr. Scott's speech,

873. Reply to Messrs. Power and Scott, on
tariff policies of Govt. and Opposition, 874-5-6-
7. Reply to Mr. Power's remark, 877; further,
877. Comments on Mr. Boulton's speeches,
878, 879', 881.

3rd R. me.*, 882.
Sec also " Tariff and Trade niatters," generally.
Also "C.P.R. manufactured articles, drawback,

B."; and "France, Commercial Treaty with."

CUSTOMS OFFICERS, PROSECUTIONS. Sec " Audit
Act."

DEATH SENTENCE COMMUTED, TWO B.C. INDIANS.
Reply to Inqy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.): papers asked

for will be inquired about, 289.
DECK- LOADS oF SHips, B. Sec:

"Ships, safety of, Act, Amt., B."

DEFICITS, PAST.
In debate on the Address, 33-4.

DERBY, THE EARL OF.
Eulogies of, as Governor Gen., in speeches on

the Address, joined in, 23.

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIvoRcE B. (T).
In debate on Com. Report, in favour of B., and

Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Coin.
had ruled out questions. On Mr. Scott's
speech : comment on the facts of case, 390.

M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit the Report for
further evidence, and M. (Mr. Clemow) for
adjt. of debate, explained, 425.

Explanation submitted, from Queen's Printer,
showing there was no delay in printing papers,
406.

On Order of business: that resumed debate should
stand first on the Orders, 406; further re-
marks, 406.

In resumed debate on Mr. O'Donohoe's M.-
Comment on Mr. Power's speech, Mr. Reesor's
argument in favour of petitioner reversed, 452.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Com. Report to
Orders, and ques. of procedure theroon: sug-
gested addition to M., to include Minority
Report, 519. On Mr. Scott's Ant., six
months' "hoist ": further, on the procedure,
520; further, 520.
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BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Contiued.

DILLON DIVORCE B.- Continued.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Coni. Re-
port, and Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to re-commit,
to strike out iarriage permission; against
acceptance of reports of petitioner's father's
views, 617; reply to Mr. Scott, 617 ; on ques.
of Order . that Mr. Bellerose is explaining, 618.

DOMINIoN NOTES ACT AMîT. ; increased curre..cy
issue ; B. (165).

(Introduced by Mr. Angers*, 840).
2nd R. w.*, 854
In Coin. of the W. ; to Mr. Scott, effect of B.,

loan by issuing notes, 860 ; on his suggestion,
redemption of old notes, 860; on Mr. Kaul-
bach's, larger issue of currency, remarks on
banking -ystem, 860.

3rd R. ?iî.*, 860.

DRAWBACKS, CUSTOMS. See "Customs.
-INLAN REVENUE. Se " Inland Revenue.'

DUTIES, CUSTOMs. Sce " Custons duties B."

Also " Tariff and Trade mnatters."

ELECTORAL FRANCHISE AcT AMT. ; Voters' Lists,
revision under Redistribution Act; B. (143).

On receipt from H. of Commons,
Suspension of Rules, and
lst, 2nd and 3rd Rs. r.*, 869.

ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPEcTION B. Sec " Inspection."

ELECTRIC RY. MOTORMEN, PROTECTION OF. See:

"Railway Act Ant. B."

ELECTRICAL MEASURE, UNITS OF ; B. (117).
Introduced*, 639.
(2nd R., mn. by Mr. Angers, 699).
(In Com. and 3rd R. in. by Mr. Angers, 863-4).

ENGLAND. Se " Great Britain."

EVIDIENCE, PARIAMENTARY WITNESSEs. See "Par-
liamentary Witnesses Oaths B."

EXPORTS. Se "Tariff and Trade iatters."

FARMING INDUSTRIES, GOVT. AssislANCE TO. Re-
marks on 2nd R. of Iron bounty B., 867-8.

FISCAL POI.ICY. Ste "Tariff and Trade."

FISHERIES, SEAL. See " Behring Sea."

FITZGERALD, HON. N., VISIT OF.

Invitation to floor of Senate, 639.

FLINT, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Decease announced ; eulogy, 563.
Funeral expenses, M. for payment of, 687, 688.

FRANCE, COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH; B. (147).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R. ; comments on
Mr. Tassé's speech, 846; further, 846, 849.

FRANCE, THE LATE PRESIDENT CARNOT.

On announcement (the Speaker) of invitation to
funeral: that Cabinet were similarly invited,
635.

FRANCHISE ACT AMT. Sec " Electoral Franchise."

FREIGHT RATES ON C. P. R. See " C. P. R."

FRENCH TRANSLATORS, INCREASE OF.

On 2nd R. of Insolvency B. ; explanation that
more translators are required, 229.

M., for Clerk to employ such as are necessary, 272.

FUNERAL EXPENSES, DECEASED SENATORS.

(Hon. Messrs. Flint and Glasier). M. for pay-
ment of; precedents quoted, 687, 688.

BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie- Continued.

GAME, PRESERVATION OF, IN N.W.T. See:
"North-west Territories, gaine preservation B."

GENERAL INSPECTION ACT AMT. B. See "Inspec-
tion."

GLASIER, THE LATE HoN. SENATOR.

Funeral expenses, M. for payment of, 687 ; further
remarks, 687, 688.

GOVERNOR-GENERALSHIP ANI) IIPERIAL PROMO-
TIONS.

Comments on Mr. Scott's speech on the Address,
23.

GREAT N. W. CENTRAL RY. Co.
Repliy to Ingy. (Mr. Perley): no knowledge

as to intention of proceeding with construction;
ques. of land grant lapsing is before Dept. of
Justice, 635.

HARBOUR MASTERS ACT Aw. ; power to appoint
Deputies; B. (A).

Introduced and explained, 86.
2nd R. m., 87.
3rd R. m. 90.
Pointed out that defect in this Act as to defining

limits of Harbours is remedied by Public Har-
bours Act, B. (U), 228.

HARBOURS, PUBLIC; DEFINITION ANI) EXTENSION OF
LIMITS, &C. ; B. (U).

Introduced and explained ; extension of St. John,
N.B., limits, 228.

2nd R. 11., 275; to Mr. Power, B. further ex-
plained, 275.

3rd R. m., 277 ; on Mr. Power calling attention
to Rules, held that Aints. in Coin. of W. cor-
recting only clerical errors, B. may pass 3rd R.
saine day, 277.

Commons Ant., concurrence ni. : further restric-
tion as to Govt. regns., 580.

HAY, INSPECTION of. Ste:

" Inspection, General Act, Amt. B."

HOLIDAYS ACT AMT. ; LABOUR DAY ADDED, B.(106).
Introduced*, 615.
2nd R. in. and B. explained, 620.
M. for reading at length, and
3rd R. mi.*, 620.

HUDSON BAY ROUTE, FEASIBILITY OF.

On Inqy. (Mr. Ferguson, Niagara) whether any re-
recent reoortb, and on Mr. Power's renarks that
this ques. had been already discussed in Senate,
222; on Mr. Read's (Quinté) rermarks thereon,
222.

HUDSON BAY RY., CONSTRUCTION as a public work;
B. (BB).

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for 2nd R., a ques., as to his
reading the whole B. for publication in Debates,
468. On Ait. (Mr. Kaulbach) for 6 months'
"hoist ": reply to Mr. Perley's reference to I.
C.R. and C.P.R. freight rates ; absurd to dic-
tate to Provinces as to their self-taxation; this
not a public B. ; C.P.R. bonuses; the Aint.
supported, 478-9. Mr. Perley's explanation
upon his speech, accepted, 479.

INDIAN ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (CC).
Introduced*, 309.
2nd R. i. and B. explained: Indian wills; tres-

passers on reserves ; leasing of lands; disquali-
fication of deposed chiefs, &c., 343-347. Reply
to Mr. Kaulbach : Inidianî wills; 347; property
outside reserves, 347.
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BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-- Continued.
INniAN ACT FURTHER AMT.-Continued.

In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 1: el. explained; any
parts of wills subject to disapproval, 361.

On sub-sect. 2: replies to Mr. Power, disposal of
property, 361 ; difficulty of tracing relationship,
361.

On sub-sect. 8: explained, disposition of child-
ren's shares, 361 ; replies to Mr. Macdonald
(B. C.), disposal of location ticket rights, 362; and
improvemients, 362; powers of devising duly
given, 362.

On cl. 2: replies to Mr. DeBoucherville, penalty
upon trespassers on reserves, 362 ; B. not retro-
active. 362. To Mr. Vidal, cl. is to prevent im-
position upon Indians. 362.

On cl. 11 : reply to Mr. Power, no control over In-
dians off reserves, 362.

3rd R. en. *, 364.

INLANi> REVENUE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (158).

(Introduced by Mr. Angers*, 825).
2nd R. mI., 852.
In Coin. of the Whole.-lst el. explained, expenses

of seizure, 852.
2nîd cl. explained, spirits manufactured foi ex-

port, 852.
4th cl., drawback on malt extract. 853; replies to

Mr. Power, 853 ; to Mr. Dever, 854.
3rd R. mi*, 854.

INSOLVENcY ACT, 1894; B. (C).

Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Read, Quinté): that B. will be
brought down in Senate, and iimediately, 90.

B. introduced and explained, 90 ; reply to Mr.
Scott, printing of the B., 97; to Mr. Lougheed,
wiW be referred to Coin. of W., 97; to Mr.
Gowan, decision of Pri vy Couicil in England on
Ont. Insolvency Act, 97.

M. to print 2,500 copies, 134.
On Notice of M. for reference (after 2nd R.) to

.Joint Com. of both Houîses; large Coin. of Sen.
ate being preferable, that Notice be dropped,
225.

Notice of M. for reference to a Com. of 25; but
number may be enlarged, 227.

2nd R. m.; French edition in progress; delay in
printing; more translators required, 229. On
Mr. Dickey's speech: effect of Imperial Privy
Cotncil decision permits Provincial Insolvency
laws, 234. On Mr. Wark's suggestion to adj.
debate: 2nd R. urged, then reference to Special
Com., then to Coin. of W. ; on cl. extending Act
to farmers; 2nd R. does not bind Senate, 247-8.
To Mr. Sullivan, discussion cl. by cl., 248 ;
copies to Boards of Trade, 248; to Mr. Dickey,
iembers should supply constituents, 249: to
Mr. Ferguson, 2,500, more if House wishes, 249.

M. for reference to Special Coi., 249. To Mr.
McKindsey: Com. nay make sub-Coms., 249.

M. that Mr. Smith be added to Coin. ; authority
to Coin. to send for persons and papers, 273.

In Coin. of the-W.-On cl. 2, sub-sect a: on Amt.
(Mr. McKindsey) to substitute word "trader"
for " debtor "; suggested that the interpreta-
tion cl. be left to last, 502; further, on the de-
finition of " debtors," 502. That priiciple of B.
should not be discussed in Con., 503; that a
nember cannot reserve such a right for himself,

503; on Mr. Uickey's protest, previous arrange-
ment for such discussion admitted, 505, 506.

On Amt. (Mr. McKinîdsey) that B. apply to
traders only: suggested postponenent of Aint.,
and clearer definition of traders, 510.

4gain in Com.: mîisuînderstanding as to procedure
further explained, 550.

BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
INSOLVENCY AcT-Continued.

Amts. of Messrs. McKindsey, Dickey and Power,
as to classes to whom B. shall apply, defined,
558.

M. that cl. 3 may stand, 562.
On cl. 6, sub-sec. a: replies to Mr. McKindsey,

insolvents who have not assigned, 562.
On cl. 35: On Amts., amount to be paid by in-

solvent: that cl. may stand, 563.
M. that Coin. report progress, 563.
Again in Con.: in. that progress be reported,

pending printing of the various Ants., which
explained, 579 ; further, 579. On Mr. Dickey's
suggestion for a scale of fees, 580.

M. again into Coin., 586. In Con. : Amt. ni.
for new 3rd cl., B. to apply only to traders,
with definitions, 587. On ques. of ranching
farmers, 588 ; millers. 588.

M. for new 12th cl., annulment of receiving orders,
&c., 590.

On cl. 35: amount to be paid by insolvent, 590.
At length on the ques. ; Amt. (Mr. Miller) for
50 cents, supported, 598-600.

Concurrence m., in Aints. of Con., 603; on Mr.
Power's objection, 603.

3rd R. ., 604.

INsPECTION, GFNERAL, ACT, FURTHER AMT.; hay
inspection, provision for ; B. (125).

Introduced*, 427.
2nd R. ii. and B. explained, 464.
In Coin. of the W.-On 2nd cl. : reply to Mr.

Dickey's remarks, 487 ; to Mr. McCallum, 488 ;
to Mr. Ogilvie, 488 ; to Mr. McCle!an, 488-9 ;
that the suggestions of various Senators have
been noted for consideration, and further re-
marks, 493-4-5.

Again in Con.: remarks on the various sugges-
tions made. 524-5 ; adoption of 2nd sect. 71., by
striking out word " hay, " 525.

Ant. (MIr. Dickey) accepted, defining dyke iay,
525; Mr. Power's better definition, mixed hay,
accepted, 526.

3rd R. vi. as and.*, 550.

INSPECTION OF ELECTRIC LiGHT B. (118).
Introduced*, 676.
2nd R. ni. by Mr. Angers, 693 ; taken through

Con. by him, 741-3, 745-7.
3rd R. m.*, 751.

INSPECTION OF SHIPS ACT AMT. ; definition of
ships subject to inspection ; B. (113).

Introduced*, 427.
2nd R. ni. and B. explained, 465. To Mir. Mac-

donald (B.C.): cost of inspection not here pro-
vided for, 465. To Mr. Almon : foreign men-
of-war exempt, 465; and British, 465.

In Coni. of the W.-On lst el.: to Mr. Kaulbach,
provision extends to all except H. M. Ships,
496.

3rd R. m.*, 496.

INSPECTION OF STEAMBOATS ACT. See "Stean-
boat."

INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (V).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for concurrence in Commons
Aints., and Aint. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)
for non-concurrence in 27th Amt., to insert cl.
d in the B. Comments on Mr. Allan's sp h
833. On Sir F. Smith's attitude uipon thie B.,
836-7.

Ques. of privilege: Ottawa Citizen's erroneous
report of above, 857.
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BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
INTERCOLONIAL RY., PASSENGER AND FREIGHT

RATES.

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for schedule; and on his
proposed comparison with C.P. R. rates, 405.

This debate referred to in debate on Hudson Bay
Ry. construction B. (Mr. Boulton), 478, 479.

INTEREST LAW AMT. ; B.C. RATES FIXEn ; B. (129).
Introduced*, 635.
2nd R. n. and B. explained, 635; reply to Mr.

Scott, right under B. N. A. Act to fix interest,
636.

3rd R.*, 660.
INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMITTREE.

Appointment of : adoption of cl. of report of Coin.
of selection, m., 98.

Chnnge of name from Contingt. Acets. Com.
adoption of cl. of report by c nsent, suggested,
98.

IRON AND STEEL MANUFACTURE BOUNTY B. (170).
Introduced*, 867.
Suspension of rule, and 2nd R. ni., 867. Replies

to Messrs. Power and Scott; Govt. assistance
to agricultural industries ; beet sugar bounty;
bounty system generally, 867-8.

3rd R. n.*, 868.
See also "C.P.R. drawback, iron bridges, B."

JOINT STOCK CO.'S INCORP. AND REGULATION : con-
solidation of Acts on English system ; B. (EE).

Introduced and partially explained, 426.
2nd R. m. and B. further explained, 522, 523.

Mr. Power's suggestion, application of liqui-
dation provisions to existing Cos., will be con-
sidered, 524.

In Com. of the W.-Sects. 1 to 5 explained, 581.
On subsect. 1: on Mr. Power's remarks, liqui-

dation of existing Cos. : that cl. may stand,
581.

On cl. 3: on Mr. Power's remarks, number of
persons in Co., 581.

On cl. 5: ainount of capital, 582; liability of re-
tired stockholders, 582.

On el. 81: process serving cl. unnecessary, 582.
On el. 93: to Mr. Power: no inspection of exist-

ing Cos., 582.
On cl. 160: on Mr. Power's suggestion, Amt. l.,

paid-up capital, $100,000, 583.
On cl. 195: to hon. Senators : applicability of

liquidation provisions, &c., to existing Co.'s
will be considered, 583, 584.

On Table " B ": to Mr. Power: registration fees,
584.

On cl. 2, interpretation : can be amd. by a special
cl., 584.

On cl. 81: can be referred back at 3rd R. if
necessary, 585.

3rd R. m , no changes necessary, 585.

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF.

Death sentence commuted. Reply to Ingy. (Mr.
McInnes, B.C.): papers will be inquired for,
289.

See also

"Indian Act Aint. B," penalties.
"N.B., Juvenile Offenders, custody, B."
"N.W.T. Game Preservation B," penalties.
"Youthful Offenders, Trial, &c., B."

JUVENILE OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIAL, &C. SeC:
"Youthful Offenders " (Mr. Allan's B.)

in N,B., custody of, B. See "N.B."

LABOUR DAY. Sec " Holidays Act Amt. B."

BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
LANe GRANTS, N.W. CAMPAIGN. See "Militia."
LAND ST BSIDY, C.P.R. See "C.P.R."

RAILWAYS GENERALLY. Sec "Rail-
ways.',

LIGHTHOUSES, BuoyS AND SABLE ISLAND AcT-
AMT. ; power to Minister of Marine to appoint
keepers with $200 salaries; and to make con-
tracts for supplies, B. (B).

Introduced and explained, 86.
On Order for 2nd R. : remarks on point raised by

Mr. Masson as to a Senate B. dealing with
salaries, 88 ; B. allowed to stand, 88.

2nd R. n., 88; on point raised by Mr. Kaulbach,
as to Senate B. authorizing making of con-
tracts, 89.

In Coin. of the W. ; on Mr. Power's remarks,
verbal Amt. required, 90.

3rd R. ni. *, 98.

LIQuoR TRAFFIC, PROHIBITION. Sec "Prohibition."

LORD'S DAY, BETTER OBSERVANCE, B. (2).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Ant. (Mr.
Almon) for 6 nonths " hoist ": 2nd R. support-
ed, in hope of change of lirovisions in Com.,
573-4.

MCCARTHY, MR. D., POLITICS OF.

On Mr. Power's speech, on M. (Mr. Bernier),
Man. Schools question, 172.

MANITOBA ANi) N.W. SCHOJLS QUESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for copies of school ordi-
nances, Orders in Council, &c. Comments on
Mr. Scott's speech, 122-3-4.

On M. (Mr. Bellerose) for adjt. of debate; cur-
tailment of debate suggested, 154 ; compliment
to mover (Mr. Bernier), 155.

In debate: on Mr. Power's speech: Mr. Mc-
Carthy's politics, 172 ; Mr. Meredith's hostility
to Cathohcs, 172 ; Ont. Conservative hostility,
.173; ques., school hours, 175.

On the M., and the constitutional and political
questions involved, 188, 190, 191-3-4-5-6.

On Mr. Bernier's second M. on the subject, and
the Speaker's saying it should stand, 197.

Petition presented, by Bishops of Quebec, in re-
lation to School laws of N.W.T., 331. Reply
to Mr. Bellerose: its printing should take
usual course, 331.

MANITOBA, FREIGHT RATES IN. Sec "C.P.R."

MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES.

In debate on the Address. Sec " Address "
(above). Sec also " Iron manufacture bounties
B."

MASTERS AND MATES CERTIFICATES ACT AMT. ; ex-
tension of rights to British sailors; B. (130).

2nd R. ne. and B. explained, 638. To Mr. Kaul-
bacli : no extension t coasting trade, 639.

(In Con. of the W., by Mr. Angers, and 3rd R.,
676-7.)

MEREDITH, MR., ATTITUDE TOWARDS R. CATHOLICS.
On Mr. Power's speech, on M. (Mr. Bernier),

Man. Schools question, 172.
MILITIA IN N. W. CAM'PAIGN; LAND GRANTS; time

further extended; B. (54).
Introduced*, 635.
2nd R. ne. and B. explained, 636. To Mr. Loug-

heed : list of unsettled scrip claims will be ob-
tained. On Mr. Power's suggestion to close
these matters, 637.

3rd R*, 687.
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BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
MILITIA STAFF OFFICERS, RETIRING ALLOWANCES.

Reply to inqy. (Mr. Boulton), on three cases, and
on general system, 143.

MONTGOMERY, THE HON. DONALD.
Remarks on the death of, 4.

MONTREAL HARBOUR ACTS CONSOLUD. B. (S).
Introduced and explained, 226.
On Order for 2nd R., on point that B. is not

printed in French, m. that order be discharged,
227, 228.

2nd R. m.*, 274.
On Order for Com. of the W. : in view of discus-

sion with Marine Dept. as to Harbour exten-
eion, postponement mi., 311.

In Com. of the W.-Cls. 5 and 6: request that
they may stand, in view of discussion upon
limits, 312; to Mr. Desjardins: plan beng
prepared, 312.

On 8th cl.: in reply to Messrs. Desjardins and
Ogilvie: the personnel of the Board, and
mode of their appointrent, 313-14.

On 16th cl. : on Mr. Power's suggestion that re-
muneration should be subject to Govt. appro-
val, 315.

On 18th cl.: on Mr. Power's suggestion that ap-
pointnent of shipping officer be also in hands
of the Board, 316.

On 25th cl. : to Mr. DeBoucherville: prevention
of old Provincial laws interfering with Trade
and Navigation, now Dom. matters, 317.

On 26th cl. : explanation of powers enbodied,
317. Subsect. n. (control of tow-boats) unne-
cessary; mi. it be struck out, 318. On the
further subsections, and on Mr. Power's fur-
ther remarks as to remuneration of commis-
sioners, 318.

On 35th el.: replies to Messrs. Desjardins,
Power, no extra borrowinîg powers conferred,
319.

On cl. 36: to Messrs. Power, Desjardins, adver-
tisement of sales, 319, 320.

On cl. 41: change explained, subsect. b, any
magistrate, 320.

On cl. 47 : exemption f rom jury service ; on legal
ques., cl. reserved, 320.

Again in Com.--On cl. 5 (postponed) : that there
proves to be no necessity for a change, 331.

Again in Com.-On cl. 6: M. that a new cl. 6,
defining limits, be substituted, 331.

On cls. 25 and 47 : on constitutional point, cl. 25
doubtful, but allowed to stand ; cl. 47, M. to
strike out, 331.

Concurrence in Amts. mi. *, 331.
3rd R. li. *, 332.
Comons Amts., explained and concurrence li,

628; replies to Mr. DeBoucherville, control of
ice-bridge, 628, 629.

MOUNTED POLICE AcTs CONSOLID. B. Sec " N. W.
M. Police."

MUSK-OX, PROTECTION OF. Sec:
"North-west Terries., gaine protection B."

NEw BRUNSWICK, JUVENILE OFFENDERS, CUSTODY
OF; B.(GG).

Introduced; explanation, Lady Tilley's Refor-
matory, 483.

2nd R. ni. *, 526.
In Com. of the W. -On ques. (Mr. Macdonald,

B.C.) as to age ; attention of Min. of -Justice
will be drawn, 565.

3rd R. *, 565.
(For Mr. Allan's general B. -Sec "Youthful

Offenders.")

BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie--Continued.
NORTHUMBERLAND STRAITS, BORINGS IN.

Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.): inten-
tion to proceed with, this summer, 497.

NORTH-WESTCAMPAIGN, SCRIP. Sec "Militia."
NORTH-WEST TERRIES., GAME PRESERVATION; buf-

falo, musk-ox, &c.; B. (Z).
Introduced and explained, 286; to Mr. Lougheed,

close seasons and periods of prohibition, 287-8.
2nd R. la., 306 ; on Mr. Kaulbach's suggestion,

to extend provisions to territories North of
Quebec, 307.

In Com. of the W.-On 1st el: Mr. Power's Amt.,
altering title to "Territories Game Preservation
Act," accepted, 333.

On 2nd cl: Mr. Power's suggestion to extend
lirnits, to include Labrador, &c., will be con-
sidered for 3rd R., 334.

On 5th cl: on Mr. Power's suggestion, that close
season for animals is too short: that suges-
tions by Hudson Bay Co. officials have bn
followed, 333, 334. On Mr. Power's remarks
as to being guided by those officials in legisla-
ting, 336; further remarks thereon, 336.

On sub-sect. y : Mr. Kaulbach's suggestion, that
swan should come under category of wild fowl,
accepted ; that Mr. Ogilvie's advice has been
followed, 337.

On cl. 8 : replies to Hon. Senators, measures for
preventing indiscriminate slaughter, 337, 338 ;
Hudson Bay Co. will carry out provisions of
law, and officials will enforce it, 338. On Mr.
Lougheed's ques. as to licenses, 339; as to de-
signation " travellers," 339.

On cl. 15: Mr. Power's objection, liability of
Indian and person employing him: cl. allowed
to stand, 340.

On el. 17: on Mr. Power's ques. as to convicting
officer retaining the gaine seized, and Mr.
Lougheed's remarks, 340. Mr. Power's sug-
gestion, record by convictinîg officer, noted, 341.

On cl. 19: ,n remarks of Hon. Senators as to
primai facie evidence of violation of law, 341,
342 ; cl. allowed to stand, 342.

On cl. 22: on Mr. Allan's suggestion, as to per-
sons making collections, cl. allowed to stand, 343.

On el. 26: Mr. Power's suggestion, power to Govt.
to alter close season, noted, 343.

Again in Com.-Amt. in title suggested: "Unor-
ganized Terries. Game Preservation Act." 356.

On cl. 15: substitution of new form 12 m.:
penalty for employing others to take game,
356; reply to objection of Mr. Power, 357.

On CI. 5 : special el. prepared to enable Govt. to
change close season, 357 ; on Mr. McClelan's
suggestion, that Govt. give due notice, Amt.
7n., 357.

On cl. 19 : adding " on reasonable suspicion " m.,
357 ; to Mr. Power, necessity for extraordinary
powers, 357.

On cl. 22: Amts. m., departmental scientific per-
mits, also exception of buffalo therefrom, 357;
M. to strike out " other purposes," 357.

Again on cl. 19: replies to several Senators on
burden of proof, 358-9 ; consent to cl. being
struck out, 359 ; M. therefor, 359.

On cl. 8: reply to Mr. Masson, not advisable to
restrict Indians to close season, 360; to Mr.
Power, sub-sect. b to stand ; title of B., &c.,
360.

Again in Com.-Cl. 27 : m. to insert lst Jan., 1896,
to bring Act into operation, 364 ; reply to Mr.
Power, delay to enable notices to be given, 364.

3rd R. it., 364.
Commons Amts. : non-concurrence in change

"Keewayden " m., 466; concurrence in other
Amts. mr.*, 466.
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BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE ACTS CONSOLID. B-

(121.)
Introduced*, 631.
2nd R. in. and B. explained, 632; replies to Mr.

Lougheed, vet. surgeon's pay, 633; ques. of
graduated salaries, 633-4.

NORTH WEST TERRIES., BOARDS oF TRADE B. See
" Boards of Trade."

NORTH-WE,'STTERRIEs. Freight rates. Se"C.P.R.'

NORTH-WEST TERRIES. REPRESENTA TION ACT AMT.
ballot voting, provision for ; B. (5).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R., on Mr. Power's
speech: a ques. as to voting of Dom. officials
in 1878, 462.

NORTH-WEST TERRIES. SCHOOL QUESTION.
On M. (Mr. Bernier) for school ordinances,

Orders in Council, &c. ; conments on Mr.
Scott's speech, 122-â-4.

On M. (Mr. Bellerose) for adjt. of debate; cur-
tailnent of debate suggested, 154; compliment
to mover (Mr. Bernier), 155.

In debate: on Mr. Power's speech : Mr. Mc-
Carthy's politics, 172; Mr. Meredith's hostility
to Catholics, 172; Ont. Conservative hostility,
173; ques., school hours, 175.

On the M. and constitutional and political ques-
tions involved, 188, 190, 191-3-4-5-6.

On Mr. Bernier's second M. on the subject, and
the Speaker's saying it should stand, 197.

Petition presented, from Quebec Bishops, in re-
lation to school laws of N. W.T., 3.31; reply to
Mr. Bellerose, printing should take usual
course, 331.

NOTES, DoMINioN, B. Se " Dominion."

NOVA SCOTA, ELECTIONS IN 1878.
Ques., on Mr. Power's speech on 2nd R. of N.W.

T. ballot voting B., 462.

NOVA SCOTIA SCHOOLs, referred to under:
"Man. and N.W. Sehools question."

OCEAN STEAM COMMUNICATION, INCREASED.

In debate on the Address, 38-9. Replies to Mr.
Power, 16, 47.

ONTARIO SEPARATE SCHOOLS, referred to under:
"Man. & N.W.T. Schools question."

ORDER ANn PROCEDURE, ON POINTS OF.
Bill, Cominons Aînts.-Concurrence in some only:

in debate on Mr. Lougheed's M., Trust Cor-
poration B.: the proper procedure suggested,
631.

Bill framned on adrice of Hudson Bay officials. -On
Mr. Power's remarks that if Senate is to take
B. (preservation of ganie in N.W.T.) as pre-
sented, its legislation is a farce, 336.

Bill, not a public one. -That Mr. Boulton's B.,
for construction of Hudson Bay Ry. as a public
work, is a private B., 478.

Bill, principle of, discussion.-In Com. on Insol-
vency B., held the principle cannot be discussed
in Com)., and that no member could reserve a
right to do so, 503. On Mr. Dickey's protest,
previous arrangement in this case adnitted,
505, 506. Misunderstanding further explained,
550.

Bill, proper cl. to be amid.-Debate in Com. on
Insolvency B., as to proper cls. to be amnd., de-
fining classes to whom B. shall apply, 502.

BOWELL. Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
ORDER AND PROCEDURE-Continued.

Bill, proper mode of anending cl.-The ques.
forn of definition (above) also discussed, 510.

Bill, provision for penalties.-On N.W.T. game
preservation B., and Mr. Lougheed's conten-
tion that burden of proof should not be on the
accused : comparison with Customs law, 341-2.
See also debate on penalties, in previous els. of
this B., 340.

Bill, 2nd B. does not commit to principle.-Pointed
out (on Insolvency B.) that Rule merely says
principle is usually debated at 2nd R. ; the 2nd
R. of this B. urged, 248.

Bill, erd R. sane day as reported.-On Public
Harbours B., held that as Coui. of W. had only
corrected clerical errors, B. night pass 3rd R.
saine day, 277.

Bills, constitustional points of.-Insolvency \Act,
decision of Inperial Privy Counioil on Provincial
Acts, 97, 234.

Bills, private, extension of tine for.-That Govt.
has no objection, 155 ; on Mr. Vidal's remarks:
as H. of Cominons has not extended time, not
advisable for Senate, 155. On Report of Stand-
ing Orders Coin., that tiie for reporting on
Private Bs. be extended to end of Session:
held that Rule should be adhered to, but it
does not interfere with Bs. coming up fron
Commoîns, 283-4-5.

Cablegroais, unreliablie, attention to.-On Behring
Sea Inqy.. suggested that news cablegrams be
not noticed, as they come through U. S. sources
and are unreliable, 226.

Circulars, G'ovt., distribution of.-On complaint
that circulars sent to hay dealers were not dis-
tributed in Maritime Provinces, 493.

Committee, Internal Economyp, clange of nane.-
Unaninous consent, for adoption of cl. of Coi.
of Selection, suggested, 98.

Connittee on Insolvency B.-On Notice of M. for
reference (after 2nd R.) to a Joint Con. ; large
Coin. of Senate being preferable, that Notice
be dropped, 225. Notice for a Coin. of 25;
may be enlarged, 227. Sub-coms. may be
formed, 249.

Committee on Rules, draft of last Session.--Notice
of M. first given for reference of draft to Coin.
of the W., 25. Notice for refexence of draft to
a Special Con. to consider, 7. M. (with
leave for substitution) for appt of a Special
Coin. to consider and revise Rules of Senate, 68.

Co7amittees, Standiny, appointent of. -ques. as
to adoption of Report of Coin. of Selection as a
whole, 98. '

Constitutional question.-See " Man. & N. W.
Schools," debate.

Debate, curtailment of.-Inexpediency of pro-
tracted debate on M'anitoba Schools question
pointed out, 154.

Debate on subjects already discussed in Senate.-
On Mr. Power's remarks. and objection of Mr.
Ferguson (Niagara) thereto, to effect that the
ques. had already been discussed in Senate, 222.

Debate, previous, reference to.-That Mr. Perley's
reference to debate on I. C. R. and C. P. R.
rates was contrary to Rules, in Hudson Bay
Ry. B. debate, 478.

Frenmch Translators, additional.-Necessity eX'
plained, 229 ; M. for employment, 272. Further
re translators, 300.
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BOWELL, Hon. Mac1lenzie-Continued. BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
ORDER AND PROCEDURE-Continued.

Ms. on sinilar questions put totether.-Mr. Ber-
nier's M. for papers respecting N. W. T. Schools,
having been agreed to, the Speaker said that
the M . respecting Man. Schools should stand;
but reference was made to the agreement that
both subjects were to be discussed together.

Newspaper report, erroneous.-Ques. of Privilege
on Ottawa Citizen report of debate on Insurance
B. (p. 837), 857.

Orders of the Day. -- That resumed debate in
Dillon Divorce case, should stand first, instead
of tenth, on the Order paper, 406 ; further re-
marks, 406.

Printino of Bills, &c. See "Printing" (below).
Prorinces, dictation to, on taixaition.-Pointed out

(on Mr. Boulton's M. for 2nd R. of B. for Hud-
son Bay Ry. construction as a publie work)
that it is absurd to dictate to Provinces as to
their self-taxation, 478.

Report, printinyg of.-Oni Mr. Ferguson's request
for printing of Sir D. Fox's report on P. E. I.
tunnel, Notice of M. suggested, 545.

S'ession, last, wvork of, not continued. See " Con.
on draft of Rules " (above).

OTTAwA CITIZEN, ERRONEOUS REPORT.

Ques. of Privilege : report of debate on Insurance
B. (p. 837), 857.

PACIFIC STEAMSHIPS. See " Ocean communication."

PAl'ER EXPORT. See " Tariff and trade matters."

PARLIAMENT, DATE OF CALLING.
Reply to Mr. Scott's renarks, in speech on the

Address, 23.

PARLIAMENTARY WITNESSES' OATHS ACT, 1894; B.
(90).

On Order for consideration of Ants. of Con.:
request that B. stand (temnporarily), 407.

PENSIONS, MILITIA OlFICERS. Ste -
" Militia Staff Officers, retiring allowances."

PICTOU HeARBOUR, N.S., ACTS, AMT. ; giving title of
wharf constructed to the Commission ; B. (F).

Introduced and explained, 199.
2nd R. i. and B. further explained, 227.
In Com. of the W. .- to Mr. Power: New Glasgow

wharf, explanation, 252.
3rd R. 7/.*, 264

PRINCE EDwARD ISLAND, SCHOOLS QUESTION.
Referred to under "Man. and N. W. Schools."

TUNNEL SCHEME, FINANCIAL CLAIMS, &C.
Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.): intention

to proceed with borings this summer, 497.
On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for correspond-

ence. On his request for printing of Sir D.
Fox's report, M. suggested, 545.

PRINTING, DELAYS IN, AND QUANTITIES OF.
On postponing 2nd R. of Insolvency B. : delay in

printing French edition will be inquired into,
228.

On n. 2nd R., more translators prove necessary,
229.

M. for 2,500 copies of sane B., 134; to Hon.
Senators, larger supply if desired, 249.

On Mr. Masson's protest against delay in French
edition of Youthful Offenders B., 300.

Explanation front Queen's Printer, respecting
papers in Dillon Divorce case, 406.

PRIVATE BILLS, EXTENSION OF TIME FOR.

That Govt. has no objection, 155; on Mr. Vidal's
remarks: as H. of Commons has not extended
time, not advisable for Senate, 155.

On M. (Mr. Lougheed) to adopt 15th Report of
Standing Orders Con., extending time for re-
porting on Bs. till end of Session : held that
Rule should be observed, but it does not inter-
fere with Bs. fron Commons, 283-4-5.

PRIVILEGE, QUESTION OF.

Ottawa Citizen report of debate on Insurance B.
(p. 837), 857.

PROHIBITION CoMMiissION REPT., PRESENTATION OF.
Reply to Inqy. (Mr. McClelan): will be inquired

into. 348.
Reply to further Inqy. (Mr. McClelan) : will ob-

tain information, 361 ; prelimîinary Report
beîng prepared, will be at once printed and
tabled, 365.

PUBLIC HARBOURs B. Sec " Harbours."

RAILwAY ACT AMT. ; shelter for motormen on
Electric Ry. cars; B. (14).

Introduced*, 427.
2nd R. în. and B. explained, 465.
3rd R. m.*, 496.

RAlLWAI SUBSII)IES B. (169).
Suspension of Rule, and
2nd R. sn., 865.
3rd R. 'i.*, 867.
See also "C. P. R. manufacture drawback B."

" C. P. R. land subsidy B."

RAItwAY SUBSIDIES (LAND) B. (158).
Suspension of Rule, and
2nd R in., 861.
In Con. of the W.-Votes explained ; Rocky

Mountain Ry. Co.; C. P. R., Pipestone Branch,
862; reply to Mr. Kaulbach, 862.

3rd R. m.*, 863.
See aiso " C. P. R. land subsidy B."

REDISTRIBUTION ACT, ENFORCEMENT. Sec:
" Electoral Franchise Act Amt."

REFORMATORIES. See " Youthful offenders, Bs."

REFORMED BAPTIST CHURCH INCORP. B. Sec
" Baptist."

RETIRING ALLOwANCES, MILITIA. See " Militia
Staff Officers, retiring allowances."

REVENUE OFFICERS, PBOsECUTIONS. Sec " Audit
Act Amt. B."

ROCKY MOUNTAIN Ry. CO., LANT) SUBSIDY.
Explanation in Coin. on Ry. land subsidies B.,

862.

ROMAN CATHOLIC SCIHOOLS QUESTION. Sec:
"Man. and N.W.T. Schools."

RULES, REVISION OF THE.
Notice of M. for reference of draft to Com., 25;

further notice, 67 ; M. for Special Com. toIre-
vise Rules, 68.

On presentation (Mr. Power) of report of Special
Con., M. for suspension of rules 14 andâ18 (for
adoption of Report), 87.

ST. JOHN, N.B., HARBOUR, LiMTrs. See:
" Harbours, Public, B."
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.BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
SCHOOLS, SEPARATE, MAN. AND N.W.T.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for copies of School ordi-
nances, Orders in Council, &c. Comments on
Mr. Scott's speech, 124.

On M. (Mr. Bellerose) for adjt. of debate; cur-
tailment of debate suggested, 154; compli-
ment to mover (Mr. Bernier), 155.

In debate, on Mr. Power's speech : Mr. Mc-
Carthy's politics, 172; Mr. Meredith's hostility
to Catholics, 172; Ont. Conservative hostility,
173; ques., school hours, 175.

,On the M., and the constitutional and political
questions involved, 188, 190, 191-2-3-4-5-6.

On Mr. Bernier's second M. on the subject, and
the Speaker's saying it should stand, 197.

'SEAL FIsHERY. See "Behring Sea."

SEAMEN's ACT AMT. ; Master's lien on vessel for
disbursements, &c. ; B. (11).

Introduced*, 365.
2nd R. in. ; saine as B. of last year, 407. Reply

to Mr. Kaulbach, relief of our seamen by
foreign nations, 407.

In Coin. of the W.-B. further ex plained, 425;
to Mr. Kaulbach: on ques. as above, will ob-
tain information. 425.

3rd R. m. ; comnients on lst cl., 427 ; Amt. (Mr.
- Power) respecting liens for disbursements,
accepted, 428.

.SENATE ADJOURNMENTS.
(21st March.) Notice of M. for adjt. till 27th*,

67; adjt. till 28th u.m*, 69.
(Ascension Day, 2nd May.) On M. (Mr. Perley)

for adjt. till 15th : Aint. m., till 7th, 309; Amt.
(with the M.) withdrawni, 309. (Adjt. till the
4th discussed and carried, 310-11.)

(27th June to. 3rd July.) M. for, with remarks,
630.

SENATE AND COMMONs, WrrNESSEs. Sec "Parly.
Witnesses B."

SENATE COMMITTEES, APPOINTMENT OF.
Appointments, recommendation for, deferred till

new Rules are adopted, 25.
Rules of the Senate: Notice of M. for reference

of draft to Com., 25 ; further notice, 67 ; M.
for Special Coin. to revise Rules, 68.

M. (under new Rules) for appointmîent of Com. of
Selection, to nominate Standing Coms., 87.

On Order for consideration of Report of Coin. of
Selection : ques. as to its adoption as a
whole, 98.

Library and Printing, Joint Coms., adoption of
Report of Com. of Selection respecting m., 98.

Standing Orders Coin., adoption of Report re-
specting ni., 98.

Banking, Railways and Private Bs., adoption
»L., 98.

Debates, Divorce and Restaurant, adoption m.,98.
Internal Economy Coin., adoption i., 98; change

of name from Contingt. Accts. Com., unani-
mous consent for adoption of this cl. suggested,
98.

BENATE, EXTRA SrrrINGS.
M. for (July 20), 857.

SENATE, INVITATIONS TO FLOOR OF.
Sir H. Wrixon, Victoria, 636 ; Hon. N. Fitz-

gerald, 639.

SENATORS, DEcEASEi); REMARKS ON DEAi OF.
(Sir John Abbott, Hon. Messrs. Boyd, Mont-

gomery), 4.

BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Continued.
SENATORS, DECEASED-Continued.

(Hon. Mr. Carvell), 6.
(Hon. Mr. Botsford), 25.
(Hon. Mr. Flint), 563.

FUNERAL EXPENSES (Messrs. Flint and
Glasier), M. for payment of, 687, 688.

SEPARATE SCHOOLS. See " Schools " (above).

SEssIoNs, EXTRA, OF SENATE.

M. for (July 20), 857.

SESSION OF PARLT., DATE OF CALLING.
Reply to Mr. Scott's renarks, in speech on the

Address, 23.

SHIPS, INSPECTION OF, B. See " Inspection."

See also "Steamboat Inspection Act."
SHIPs, LIENS ON. See "Seamen's Act Ànt. B."

SHIPS, 'MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES. Sce
" Masters, &c."

SHIPS, SAFETY OF, ACT, AMT. ; -definition of ports;
six feet deck-loads allowed, to W. 1. and
Newfld. ; B. (G).

Introduced and explained, 199.
2nd R. ii. and B. further explained, 251 ; reply

to Mr. Power, definition of W. 1. ports, 251.
In Coin. of the W.-On Ist cl., and remarks of

Mr. Power, six foot deck-load, with permission
to go to S. America, &c., 281.

On 3rd cl.: Aint. (Mr. Power) adding S.
America, agreed to, 282; on remarks of Mr.
Macdonald (P.E.I.), vessels not likely to round
Cape Horn, 282.

On titie of B. : to Mr. Scott, deviation of B. froîm
principle of English deekload law, 282.

3rd R. m.*, 286.
Commnons Aints., explained and concurrence m.

interpretation "S. America," &c., 629.

SOUTH AMERICA, TRADING To. See:
" Ships, safety of, Act, Ant. B."

STANDING ORDERS COM., 15TH REPORT OF.
On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for adoption.

extending time for reporting on Private Bs.
till end of session: held that rule should. be
adhered to, but that it does not interfer- with
Bs. from Commuons, 283-4-5.

STANLEY OF PRESTON, LORD.

Eulogies of, as Governor Gei., in speeches on the
Address, joined in, 23.

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT AMT. B. (137).
Introduced*, 635.
2nd R. m., (same B. as last year) 637. To Mr.

Kaulbach: cis. already enacted, 638.
(3rd R. nt. by Mr. Angets4*, 676).

STEAMSHIP COMMUNICATION. See " Ocean Com-
mnunicatior."

STREET CARS, MOTORMEN, &c., PROTECTION. Sce:
"Railway Act Amt. B."

STREET, MAJOR, RETIRING ALLOWANCE.

Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Boulton), and on general
ques. of pensions, 143.

SUBSIDIES TO RAILWAYS. See "Railways."

SUGAR, BEET, MANUFACTURE, BOUNTY.
Remarks on 2nd R. of Iron bounty B., 868.
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BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie- Continued.
SUGAR DUTIES. Sec debate on :

"Customs Duties Acts Consolid. B."
SUGAR INDUSTRY. See also "Tariff matters" (be-

low).
SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See "Lord's day."

SUPPLY BILL (171).
On Message from Commons and lst R.
Suspension of Rules, and
2nd R. n.*, 864.
3rd R. mn*, 864.

TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS.

In debate on the Address. On Mr. Scott's
speech: U.S. and Canadian policies, 23-4-5;
volume of trade, 24-5, 27 ; farning and lumber
industries, 28; agricultural impleinents and
protection, 28-9; trade with Australia and
U.S., 28-9; with England, 30; P.E.I. dairying
and animal exports, 30 ; other exports an d the
fiscal policy, 31-2-3; cotton and sugar indus-
tries, 35; protection advocated, 36-7; Australian
trade, 37-8.

On Mr. Power's speech: coal oil duty, 44.
On Mr. McInnes's (B.C.): Canadian tariffs and

excise collections, 61.
On Mr. Boulton's: drawback on nianufacturers'

materials, U.S. and Canada, 79; U.S. paper
export to England, 81.

See also " Customs duties Act consolid. B."
"France, Treaty with, Ratification B."
" Inland Revenue Act Amt. B."
"Iron manufacture bounty B."
" Trades Combines, B." N

TAXATION AND DEFICITS.

In debate on the Address, 33-4.

TEMPERANCE LEG ISLATION. See," Prohibition."

TERRITORIES GAME PRESERVATION ACT. See
N. W. T."

TRADE, CONSPIRACIES AND COMBINATIONS, RESTRAINT
oF ; B. (AA).

On Introduction (Mr. Read, Quinte): request for
explanation of object of the B., 289.

TRADE. See also " Tariff and Trade " (above).

TRANSLATORS, FRENCH, EMPLOYMENT OF.

On 2nd R. of Insolvency B.: explanation, more
translators necessary, 229.

M. for Clerk to employ such as are necessary, 272.
TREATY, THE FRENCH. See " France."

TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADA INCORP. B. (D).

On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for adoption of Banking
Com. Report : correction of clerical errors, 266.

On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for concurrence in some
only of Commons Amts. : procedure suggested,
631.

UNORGANIZED TERRIES., GAME PRESERVATION. See:

" N. W. T. game preservation B."

J.S. AND BEHRING SEA / WARD.

In debate on the Address, 37.
Partial reply to Inqy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.):

statement in Imperial Parlt., that Canada does
not claim compensation, not strictly correct,
155.

Reply: no claim under present Imperial Act;
claims for past seizures not affected, 199.

Furtner: that Mr. Buxton denies language in
Imperial Parlt. attributed to him, 226.

BOWELL, Hon. Mackenzie-Conluded.
U.S. FISCAL POLICY, OUR RELATION TO.

Reply to Mr. Scott's speech on the Address,
23-4; to Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 61 ; to Mr. Boul-
ton, 81.

VAN STRAUBENZIE, LT.-COL., RETIRING ALLOWAN E.

Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Boulton), and on general
ques. of pensions, 143.

VESSELS, INSPECTION OF. Sec " Inspection of Ships
B."

VESSELS, LIENS ON. Sec "Seamen's Act Amt. B."
VICTORIA GOVT., MEMBERS OF, PRESENT.

Invitation to floor of Senate, 636, 639.

VILLIERS, LT. -COL., RETIRING ALLOWANCE.

Reply to Inqy. (Mr. Boulton), and on general
ques. of pensions, 143.

WEST INDIES, SHIPS TRADING TO. Sec:
" Sh ips, safety of, Act, Amt. B."

WESTERN CANADA TRUST, &C., INCORP. B. Sec:
" Trust Corporation of Canada."

WITNESSES, PARLIAMENTARY, OATHS, B. Sec
" Parliamentary."

WRIxON, SiR HENRY, VISIT OF.
Invitation to floor of Senate, 636.

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIAL, PUNISH-
MENT, &C.; B. (Y).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Mr. Masson's
>rotest against delays in the printing in
French : steps have been taken, 300. On prin-

ciple of the B. : no objection to 2nd R. : ques.
as to how far other Provinces than Ont. will
be affected, 305.

IN N.B., CUSTODY OF, B. See "N.B."

BOYD, the late Hon. Jôhn.
REMARKS ON THE DEATH OF. Mr. Bowell, 4 ; Mr.

Scott, 5; Mr. LBoulton, 69.

BURNS, Hon. K. F.
Introduced, 229.

FRANCE, COMMERCIAL TREATY WITH, B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Boultoi) to return Treaty to Impl. Govt.
speech on merits of the Treaty, 787-8, 790. On
Mr. Power's speech : a ques., 793.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.: on Mr. Tassé's
speech, a ques., 842; reply to Mr. Power, 842:

CARVELL, the late Hon. Senator.
REMARKS ON THE DEATH oF: Mr. Almon, 5; Mr.

Bowell, 5.

CASGRAIN, Hon. Charles Eusèbe.
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for, seconded, 14;
compliments to His Ex. the Earl of Aberdeen,
14-15; prosperity of the Dominion, Bank
reports, ncreased ocean communication, work
of the Session, 15.

CHAFFERS, the late Hon. Wm. H.
DEATH OF, ANNOUNCED, with eulogy (Mr. Angers),

743 ; further remarks (Mr. Soott), 744.
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CLEMOW, Hon. Francis.
ATLANTIC LINE. Se "Ocean Steamship Subsi-

dies B."
BRIDGE, INTERPROVINCIAL. See "Ottawa."

BROCKVILLE & N. Y. BRIDGE CO. INcoRP. ACT
REVIVFI); B. (157).

Introduced *, 704.
2nd R. nî. *, 704.
3rd R. . *, 727.

CAN.AIAN MUTUAL LIFE ASSoC N B. See "Colonial."

CANADIAN PACIFC RY. FREIGHT RATES.
Remarks on 2nd R. of Custons duties B., 881.

CANADIAN Ry. ACCIDENT INSURANCE CO. INCORP.
B. (36).

Intro(duced *, 426.
2nd R. nî. and B. explained, 481.
3rd R. ne *, 521.

CANA DIAN RY. FIRE INSURANCE CO. INCoRP. B. (42).
Introduced *, 426.
2nd R. i. and B. explained, 481.
3rd R. m. *, 521.

CHAUIERE ELECTRIc LiGHT AND POWER CO. Sec:
"Ottawa Electrie Co. B. (75)."

CLFTON SUSPENSION BRIDGE CO. ACTS AMT. B. (41).
Introduced *, 360.
2n1d R. nt. *, 408.
3rd R. i. *, 521.

COAL OIL, FLASH TEST, PRICE, &C.
Reply to Mr. Power, on 2n1d R. of Customs

duties B., 881; to Mr. Boulton, 881.

COLONIAL MUTUAL LiFE ASSOC'N INCORP. B. (K).
(Introduced by Mr. Cochrane*, 223.)
2nd R. m1.*, 252.
On Order for consideration of Amts. of Banking

Com.: in view of Govt. Insurance Act Amt.
B., w. to refer this B. back to Con., 310.

3rd R. .*, 364.

COMPANIES, JOINT STOCK, NEw REGNS. Sec "Joint
Stock."

CONTINGENT ACCTS. See "Internal Economny Com."

CRIMINAL CODE AMT. B. (126).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.; ques., Grand

Jury quorum, 752.

CUSTOMs DUTIES ACT AMT. B. (135).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.; reply to Mr.

Boulton's free trade policy ; Liberal and Con-
servative policies compared ; C. P. R. freight
rates; coal oil flash test, &c., 880, 881.

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
(Introduced by Mr. Ogilvie*, 226.)
2nd R. 1., 299.
On Report of Con., in favour of B., and Minority

Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Coni. had ruled
out questions and excluded evidence. On M.
(Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit the Report:
adjt. of debate 111., 425.

Ques. as to 2nd Rs. of Bs. preceding resumed
debate, 406.

On the constitutional ques., and merits of the
case : report of Con. supported, and action of
Coin. upheld, 428-431.

On Notice of M. for reconsideration of Coin.
Report: remark on the procedure, 482.

CLEMOW, Hon. Francis-Continued.

DILLON DIVORCE B.-Continued.
M. to restore Report of Coin. to Order paper for

further consideration, 514; on the procedure,
518 19; M. amd., to include Minority Report
also, 519.

M. for adoption of Con. Report, 614; at Mr.
Kaulbach s request, postponement consented
to, (i14.

Adoption of Report n., 616.
3rd R. 1H.*, 619.

DOMIîNioN ELECTIONS ACT AMT. B. (128).
Reported froin Coin. of the W., without Ant.,

869.

DOMINION NOTES AMT. B. (165).
Reported fron Com. of the W., without Amt.,

860.

DOWNEY, CAROLINE J., DJVORCE B. (E).
2nd R. ni.*, 274.
3rd R., 308.

DUTIES REVISED. See " Custoins."

ELECTRIc LI;HT INSPECTION B. (118).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : th&t B. is pre-

mature, and should be dropped, 695.
In Coin. of the W.-B. unnecessary; Inland

Rev. Dept. creating offices, 741; further, 741;
comment on Mr. Angers' speech, 742.

On cl. 5: variation too little, 743; change to 8
in., 743.

On el. 12 : examination of inspectors advocated,
746.

On el. 19: reply to Mr. Lougheed, meters, 747.
On cl. 37: too vague, ques. of standard, 747, 748.

ELECTRIC RYS., SHELTER FOR MOToRMEN. See:
" Railway Act. Amt. B."

ELECTRICAL MEASURE, UNITS OF, B. (117).
In Coin. of the W.-Remarks as to necessity of

B., &c., 863.

FILMAN, JOSHUA N., DIVORCE B. (M).
Introduced *, 224.
2nd R. i. *, 289.
3rd R., 343.

FISHERIES ACT AMiT. B. (145).
In Com. of the W.--On cl. 6: Amt. m., new pro-

viso, sawdust in rivers, exemptions precluded,
720. Comments on Mr. Angers' speech, 723 ;
allowed to stand, on Govt. explanations, 724-5.
On Mr. Angers' further speech, 730; stoppage
of sawdust at Ottawa further urged, 735.

On subsect. 4 of cl. 18: ques., buymîg fish, 740.
On notice (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R. : ques. of pen-

alties, 740.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : ques., fresh

water fish, 758.

FRENCH RIVER BOOM Co. INCORP. B. (100).
Introduced *, 692.
2nd R. ne. *, 692.
3rd R. i. *, 744.

GRAND JURY. See " Criminal Code Aint. B."

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.: ques. of exten-

sion to non-traders; general principle of B.
supported, 242-3-4.
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CLEMOW, Hon. Francis-Continued.
INSOLVENCY ACT-Continufed.

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 2, sub-sect. a, and
Amt. (Mr. McKindsey) to substitute "trader"
for "debtor": principle of B. supported, ex-
clusion of farmers advocated, 528.

On cl. 35: on Amt. (Mr. Miller) to reduce J
to h, and Amut. (Mr. McKindsey) J: on Mr.
Mckindsey's speech, a remark, 594.

On cl. 61: in debate on ranking of Banks, 601;
further, 601.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) to change cl. 35 front i to §: the Amt.
supported, 606.

INSPECTION oF ELEcTRic LIGHT B. Sec "Electric."

INSURANCE ACT AMT. B. (V).
Commons Amts.-On M. (Mr. Angers) for con-

currence, and Amt.(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)
for non-concurrence in 27th Amt., to insert cl.
d in the B.: adverse vote deprecated, Govt.
urged to withdraw this cl., 836.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COM., 3RD REPORT.

On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption, and Amt.
(Mr. McInnes, B.C.) to re-commit, to increase
Postmaster's salary. On the question of fixing
basis for all salaries; on supervision of messen-
gers by Serjt.-at-Arms; on number of iessen-
gers, 656, 657.

JOUNSON, ORLANDO G. R., DIVORCE, B. (W).
Introduced *, 263.
2nd R. M. *, 333.
3rd R. n. *, 428.

JOINT STOCK COS.; INCORP., &C.: new regulations;
B. (EE).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.; B. approved,
returns inade by Cos. unsatisfactory, 524; fur-
ther, 524.

In Com. of the W.-On el. 93: inspection of Co's
affairs approved; but unfair to apply to exist-
ing Cos., 583.

On cl. 195: ques., liquidation of existing Cos.,
584.

JURY SYSTEM. Sec " Criminal Code Amt. B.

LORD'S DAY, BETTER OBSERVANCE, B. (2).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Almon) six months' "hoist ": comment on Mr.
Vidal's speech: day of rest, 578.

MESSENGERS, SENATE. Sec " Internal Economy
Com."

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE Ry. B. (59.)
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 3rd R., and Amit. (Mr.

Power) restraining elevated line, in city, to
passenger traffic: the Amt. opposed, 626.

MONTREAL, OTTAWA AND GEORGIAN BAY CANAL CO.
Incorp. B. (138.)

Introduced*, 692.
2nd R. i).*, 692.
3rd R. ni.*, 705.

N.-W. TERRITORIES ACT ANRT. B. (149).
Reported from Com. of the W., with Amts., 859.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIEs; Atlantic fast line;
B. (161.)

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comment on
Mr. Scott's speech, 804. The B. supported,
807, 808.
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CLEMOW, Hon. Francis-Continued.
ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTION OF.

Order.; of the Day.-Ques. as to 2nd Rs. of Bs.
preceding resun:ed debate on Dillon divorce
case, 406. Further debate on ques. of restoring
Minority Report as well as Report of Com. to
Orders: M. thus amnd., 514-19.

OTTAwA AND GATINEAU Ry. Co. ACrS CONSOLID.
B. (72.)

Introduced*, 635.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 638.
Amt. of Ry. Coin. : concurrence in, m., 665.

OrrAwA ELECTRIC Co. INcoRP. B. (74).
Introduced*, 426.
2nd R. i. and B. explained, 481.
3rd R. m.*, 550.

OTTAwA ELECTRIC CO. ; Chaudière Electric Light
and Power Co. ; amalgamation, name changed,
&c. ; B. (75.)

Introduced*, 426.
2nd R. in. and B. explained, 481.
3rd R. m. as Amd.*, 550.

OTTAWA ELECTRic Ry. Co. ; amalgamation of
Ottawa City Passenger Ry. Co. and Ottawa
Electric Street Ry. Co. ; B. (65.)

Introduced*, 426.
2nd R. ni. and B. explained, 480.
3rd R. m.*, 521.

OTAWA GAS CO.; BORROWING POWRRS CONFERRED;
B. (26.)

Introduced, 308.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 310. Reply to Mr.

Power's objection, necessity explained, 310.
3rd R. m.*, 360.

OTTAWA INTERPROVINCIAL BRIDGE.

Govt. aid advocated, on 2nd R. of Ry. Subsidies
B., 867.

OTrAwA RIVER, SAWDUST. See "Fisheries ActAmt.
B."

PETROLEUM, FLASH TEST, PRICE &C.
Reply to Mr. Power, on 2nd R. of Customs

duties B., 881; to Mr. Boulton, 881.
PIPER, WILLIAM S., DIVORCE B. (O).

Introduced*. 224.
2nd R. m.*, 331.
3rd R. m.*, 425.

PONTIAC AND OTTAWA RY. CO. INCORP. B. (139.)
Introduced*, 687.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 704.
3rd R. m.*, 726.

POSTMASTER'S SALARY. See " Internal Economy
Com."

RAILWAY ACT AMT. ; SHELTER FOR EMPLOYEES; B.
(14).

Reported from Coin. of the W., without Amt.,
496.

RAILWAY SuBsIDIES B. (169).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Aid to Ottawa

Interprovincial Bridge advocated, 867.
RAILWAY SUBSIDIES (LAND) B. (168).

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,
863.

RIVERS, SAWDUST IN. See " Fisheries Act Amt. B."
ST. LAWRENCE INSURANCE Co.'s B. (99).

Introduced*, 631.
2nd R. n.*, 632.
(3rd R. ni. by Mr. Ogilvie*, 665.)
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CLEMOW, Hon. Francis-Concluded.
SAWDUST IN RIVERS. See "Fisheries Act Amt. B."
SENATE OFFICIA LS. See "Internal Economy Com."
STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES B. See "Ocean Steamship."

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See " Lord's Day."

TARIFF. See "Customs Duties Act Amt. B."

THOMPSON, JOSEPH, DIVORCE B. (P).
Introduced*, 224.
2nd R. m.*, 310.
3rd R. m.*, 425.

COCHRANE, Hon. Matthew Henry.

CANADIAN MUTUAL LIFE INS. AssoC'N INcORP. B.
(K).

Introduced*, 223.
(2nd and 3rd Rs. n. by Mr. Clemow.)

C.P.R. RATES AND N.W. PROSPERITY.

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for schedule of C.P.R.
rates, and Mr. Kaulbach's speech showing
prosperity in N.W. : ques. as to district, 140.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES; Atlantic fast line;
B. (161).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comment on
Mr. Drummond's speech: carriage of dressed
beef, 821.

DeBLOIS, Hon. P. A.

SAULT ST. Louis SEIGNIORY B. (97).
Reported from Coin. of the W. without Aint.*,

664.

DeBOUCHERVILLE, Hon.C. E. Boucher,
C.M.G.

COMPANIES, JOINT STOCK, NEW REGNS. Sec " Joint
Stock."

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On consideration of Report of Coin., in favour of

B., and Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that
Com. had ruled out questions and excluded
evidence. Comment on speech of Mr. Read
(Quinté): opposition of R. C. Senators to di-
vorces, on prnciple, 399.

INDIAN ACT AMT. B. (CC).
In CoIr. of the W.-On cl. 2: ques., what differ-

ence f rom old Act, 362. On Mr. Bowell's ex-
pilanation, remarks respecting squatters on

aughnawaga reserve, 362.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
In Com of the W.-On el. 3, and Amt. (Mr.

McKindsey) to define classes of debtors. On
Mr. MacInnes's speech: no insolvency law in
Quebec, 5M.

LIBRARY COMMITTREE, REPORT OF.

On M. (Mr. Allan) for adoption, recommending
commemoration plate of first steamship across
Atlantic, and purchase of books: not custom.
ary to take up such a Report, until adopted in
Conimons, 309.

JOINT STOCK COS., INCORP., &C.; new Regula-
tions ; B. (E E).

In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 195: ques., whether

provisions as to watering stock apply to exist-
mng Cos., 583.

DeBOUCHERVILLE, Hon. C.E. Boucher,
C.M.G.-Concluded.

MAN. & N. W. T. SCHOOLS QUESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, correspond-
ence, reports, &c.-On Mr. Lougheed's speech:
ques., normal school qualifications, 151; cer-
tificates in Ont., 152; Ont. & Man., 15.3.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMISsIONERS AcTs CON-
SOLID. ; B. (S).

On proposal of Mr. Bowell to m. 2nd R. : should
not proceed until printed in French, 227.

In Com of the W.-On cl. 25: ques. as to Dom.
law over-riding Provincial, 317; point debated,
and held that this cannot be done, 317.

On cl. 47: exemption from jury service, &c.:
ques. whether this can be done, 320.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for concurrence in Commons
Amts. : ques., control of river when frozen over,
628, 629.

N. W. T. GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).
In Com of the W.-On cl. 17: remark on disposal

of confiscated animals, &c., 340.
ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bill not printed in French. -That 2nd R. of Mon-
treal Harbour Commissioners B. should not
proceed till printed, 227.

Connittee, Joint, Report.--Library Com.'s Report,
recommending purchases: not customary to
take up, until adopted in Commons, 309.

Commons, Amts., partial concurrence.-Sugges-
tion to refer matter to Com. for report of pro-
per Amts., 631.

Constitutional Questions.-See debate on " Mon-
treal Harbours Acts Consolid. B."

Dirorce procedure.-Opposition of R. C. Senators
to divorces, on principle ; comment on speech
of Mr. Read (Quinté) in Dillon case, 399.

PRINCE EDWD. ISLAND, TUNNEL SCHEME, &C.
On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for correspondence.

Comment on English channel sub-way, 548.
ST. LAWRENCE & ADIRONDACK RY. Co's B. (39).

3rd R. in. (in absence of Mr. Landry) *, 384.
TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADA INCORP. B. (D).

On. M (Mr. Lougheed) for partial concurrence In
Commons Amts. : suggestion to refer matter to
Coin. for report, 631.

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIAL, IMPRISON-
MENT, &C. ; B. (Y).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R.-Ques., institu-
tions in Ont. only, 304.

DESJARDINS, Hon. Alphonse.

ELECTRICAL MEASURE, UNITS oF, B. (117).
Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,

864.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Ques. on his

speech, tariff arrangements, 760; further, 760.
Comment on Mr. Scott's speech, 766, further,
766.

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,
825.

HOLIDAYS ACT AMT. ; LABOUR DAY ; B. (106).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.: the B. opposed,

620.
LABOUR DAY. See " Holidays Act Amt."
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DESJARDINS, Hon. Alphonse-Concluded.
MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMISSRS. AcTs CONSOLID.

B. (S).
In Com. of the W.-On 5th and 6th cls. being held

over by Mr. Bowell, in view of correspondence
respecting limits: enquiry for a plan, to show
present and proposed lmits, 312.

On 8th cl.: renarks on responsibility of Govt.,
to prevent local interests interfering with
through traffic, &c., 312. On deficiencies of
the Commission as constituted; Montreal in-
terests conflicting with national traffic, 314.

On 16th cl. : on Mr. Power's objection to Com.
missrs. fixing their own salaries, 315, 316.

On 18th cl.: further on the Commissrs. being
influenced by local interests, 316; reply to Mr.
Power, shipping officer appointed from outside
more independent, 316.

On 35th cl. : ques. as to anount available under
present borrowing powers, 319; remark as to
effect of sub-cl. 3 on borrowing power, 319.

On 36th cl.: on Mr. Power's objection as to ad-
vertising: systems of auctions explained, 320.

Commons Amts.-On M. (Mr. Bowell) for con-
currence in: on Mr. DeBoucherville's ques.,
control of the river when frozen, 628.

MONTREAL HARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS.

M. for Reports and correspondence; also reports
of progress and expenses incurred to date;
contracts; and correspondence respecting ac-
cess of Rys. to wharfs, 278.

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE RY. Co.'s B. (59).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 2nd R., and Mr. McCal-

lum's remarks : that objections can be met in
Com., 565.

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) to restrict elevated line to passenger
traffic in city: the Amt. opposed, 624, 625.

PARLIAMENTARY WITNESSES OATHS ACT, 1894; B.
(90).

Reported from Com. of the W., with Amts., 365.
PETROLEUM INSPECTION ACT AMT. B. (122).

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,
702.

DEVER, Hon. James.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO THE SPEECH PROM THE
THRONE.

On motion (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for.-On Mr.
Mclnnes's (B.C.) speech: English tariff, 61;
customs and excise duties, 61. On Mr. Angers':
protection in the U.S., 65.

ATLANTIC FAST LINE. See " Ocean steanship sub-
sidies B."

BALLOT VOTING IN N.W.T. BILL. See " N.W.T."

BAPTIST, REFORMED, ALLIANCE BILL. See " Re-
formed."

COAL OIL, INSPECTION OF, BILL. See " Petroleum."

COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE B. See
" Trade."

CONSOLIDATED REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT. See
"Revenue, &c."

CONTINGENT AccTs. Com. See "Internal Econ-
omy."

CRIMINAL CODE AMT. B. (126).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-Remarks on the

reduction of Grand Jury quorum, 754.
û8½

DEVER, Hon. James-Contined.
CUSTOMS PROCEDURE COMPLAINED OF.

Instance of hardship quoted, in Com. on Revenue
and Audit Act Amt. B., 662-3-4.

DILLoN DIvORcE B. (T).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 2nd R., and proposed

Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) six months " hoist," both
parties being R. Catholies: remarks, 299.

In debate on Com. Report in favour of B., and
Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Com.
ruled out questions and excluded evidence; on
Mr. Scott's speech: comments, the petitioner
cannot be R. C., 391.

On Mr. Kirchhoffer's speech: definition of re-
ligion, 439; further on religious issue, 439.
Ant. (Mr. Landry) to re-commit the B. for
further evidence, supported, 454-5.

DISTILLERS, PRICES CHARGED BY.

Comment on remarks of Mr. Read (Quinté) in
m. 2nd R. of Trade Combines B., 354 ; further,
354.

ELECTRIC LiHT INSPECTION B. (118).
In Com. of the W. : on Mr. Angers'remarks, 742.

Inland Rev. Dept., and its unnecessary officers,
protested against, 742.

ELGIN AND HAVELOCK RY. CO. INCORP. B. (40).
Introduced*, 347.
2nd R. m.*, 363.
3rd R. m.*, 384.

FIsHERIES ACT AMT. B. (145).
In Com. of the W.-On sub-cl. 12: brand of the

packer preferable to that of an inspector, such
offices opposed, 714; lobster inspection, 716.

On cl. 4: Sunday protection of fish supported,
717-18-19, 720.

Again on cl. 4: Sunday protection advocated,
St. John charter being respected, 728-9.

On cl. 6: on Mr. Clemow's proposed Amt., saw-
dust in rivers, precluding exemptions, 734-5.

On cl. 8: confi-cating boats approved, 736.
Remarks on fish planting, 740.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-On Mr. Power's

comment, 755. On Mr. Angers' speech, 757;
on his comnent on Mr. Scott s speech, 763. On
Mr. Scott'- speech, a ques., 764.

On Amt. (Mr. Boulton) to return Treaty for
further negotiations. Comments on his speech,
769, 770, 771, 773, 775-6-7. Subject reviewed
and Treaty supported, 781-2-3. Comment on
Mr. Drummond s speech, 786; on Mr. Power's
speech, 792 ; further, 792.

In Com. of the W. ; reply to Mr. McCallum,
824.

GLASIER, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Eulogy upon, 680.
GRAND JURY PANEL, QUORUM OF.

Remarks on 3rd R. of Criminal Code Amt. B.,
754.

HARBOURS, PUBLIC, AcrS AMT. ; power of Govt. to
define. and to extend area, &c., B. (U).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. On Mr. Power's
speech : navigability,.&c., of St. John harbour,
276.

HAY INSPECTION. See "Inspection, General, Act,
Amit."

HOMESTEAD EXEMPTION REPÉAL B. (104).

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.*
627.

915



I.-INDEX TO SENATORS.

DEVER, Hon. James-Continued. DEVER, Hon. James--Continued.

INLAND REVENUE ACT A MT. B. (158). MESSENGERS, CONTROL OF.

In Com. of the W.-On _nd ci.: coînnents on Remarks on 3rd Report of Internal Economy
spirit manufacture for export, &c., 852. Com., 658.

On cl. 4 : mnalt fromi native grain further advo-
cated, 853-4.

INLANI) REVENUE DEPARTMENT.
Useless Bills complained of (Petroleum Inspec-

tion Act Amt. B.), 690, 691.
The Dept. and its unnecessary officers, protested

against (Electric Light Inspection B.), 742.
INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).

In Com. of the W. : held that principle of B. was
accepted when House appointed special Coin.,
&c., 507.

A gain in Com.-On cl. 3: on Amnt. (Mr. Mc-
Kindsey) defining classes of debtors, 553.

On Amt. (Mr. Power) B. not to apply to others
than traders : comment on Mr. Prowse's speech,
66c. payment, 560.

On cl. 35: Ait. (Mr. Miller) to reduce § payment
to ½, and Amt. (Mr. McKindsey), A : recommen-
dation of Com. supported, 595.

On cl. 61: that bankers should be no more pro-
tected than others, 602.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Scott) to sec. 35, proportion or amount fixed in
composition deed: the Amt. opposed, work of
Special Coin. supported, 611-12.

INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT, AMT. ; HAY INsPEC-
TION ; B. (125).

In Com. of the W. -Remarks: best descriptions of
hay, 489 ; on baling and warehousing, 490, 492;
shipment in good order, 494; proof thereof,
494.

Again in Com.-On Amt. (Mr. Power) defining
dyke hay as mixed hay : mixed marsh hay
suggested, 526. On Mr. McClelan's renarks:
a ques., 526. On ques. of grading mixed hay
after timothy, 526.

INSPECTION OF PETROLEUM, B. Sec "Petroleum."

INSURANcE ACT AMT. B. (V).
Commons Amts.-On M. (Mr. Angers) for con-

currence, and Amt. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)
for non-concurrence in 27th Amt. to insert cl.
d in the B. ; on Sir F. Smith's speech : ques.,
dividend of Toronto Gas Co., 834.

INTEREST ACT AMT. B. (129).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for2nd R. The rate in N.B.

explamned, 636.
INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMITrEE, 3RD REPORT.

On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption, and Amt.
(Mr. McInnes, B.C.) to re-commit to increase
Postmaster's salary : favouritisi opposed ; the
Amt. supported; ques. of control of messen-
gers, 657, 658.

JUDGES, PROVINCIAL COURTS, SALARIES B. (155).
In Com. of the W.-Remarks on appt. and salary

of Judge Watters, 703, 704.

JUVENILE OFFENDERS IN N.B., B. Se "N.B."

LOBSTER PACKING. Sec ".Fisheries Act Amt."

LORD's DAY, BETTER OBSERVANCE, B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Almon) six months' "hoist": the B., though
not sweeping enough, supported, 579.

MANUFACTURES AFFECTED BY FRENCH TREATY. SeC
"France, Treaty with."

MOUNTED POLICE BILL. See "N.W.M. Police."
NEw BRUNSWICK, CUSTODY OF JUVENILE OFFEND-

ERS; B. (GG).
Reported froin Con. of the W., without Amt.,

565.

N.W. MOUNTED POLICE ACTS CONSOLD. B., (121).
In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 9: ques., powers of
constables in other Provinces, 648.

N.W.T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT.; BALLOT VOT-
ING ; B. (5).

Progress reported froin Com. of the W., 486, 498.
Reported from Com., with Amts., 615.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES; fast Atlantic line;
B. (161).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comment on Mr.
Angers' speech, St. John the winter port, 801;
St. John advocated as winter port, 806-7.

PETROLEUM INSPECTION ACT AMT., B. (122).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Ques., any fault

with former test, 689; experience with Ameri-
can oil, 689, 690; useless Bs. of Inland Rev.
Dept., 690, 69).

POSTMASTER, SENATE, SALARY OF.
M. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) to re-commit Internal

Economy Com. Report, for increase, supported,
657-8.

PROVINCIAL COURT JUDGES. See "Judges."

REFORMED BAPTIST CHURCH ALLIANCE INCORP.
B. (84).

Reported froni Private Bs. Coin., with Amts.,
615.

REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT AMT., B. (127).
In Com. of the W.-On sub-sect. 6, el. 1: probable

cause for seizure ; comments on customs pro-
cedure, instance of hardship quoted, 662-3-4.

ST. JOHN CITY, IMPERIAL CHARTER.
Remarks in Com. on Fisheries Act. Amt. B.,

728-9.
ST. JOHN, COUNTY COURT JUDGE. Sec " Watters."

ST. JOHN HARBOUR AS WINTER PORT, &C.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Ocean Steamship Subsidies
B., 801, 806-7. Sec also " Harbours, Public,
B." debate on.

SAWDUST IN RIVERS.
Remarks in Coi. on Fisheries Act Ait. B., 734-5.

SEIZURE, CUSTOM HOUSE. Sec " Custons."

SENATE OFFICIA LS. See "Internal Economy Com."

SENATOR, DECEASED.

Hon. John Glasier: eulogy, 680.
SPIRITS, MANUFACTURE. Sec " Inland Rev. Act."

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. Sec "Lords day."
TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF, ACT, AMT.

B. (AA).
Comments on remarks of Mr. Read (Quinté) in

in. 2nd R.: prices charged by distillers, 354
further, 354.

WATTERS, JUDGE, APPT. AND SALARY OF.
Remarks in Coin. on Judges of Provincial Courts

salaries B., 703, 704.
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DEVER, Hon. James-Concluded.

WHISKEY, MANUFACTURE. See " Inland Rev. Act."
WINE, NATIVE, MANUFACTURE. See:

" France, Treaty, ratification B."

DICKEY, Hon. Robert B.
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for.-On Mr.
Power's speech: trade with G. B., change in
values, 40.

ATLANTIC & N. W. RY. Co.'s B. (30.)
Reported fron Ry. Co., with Amt., which ex-

plained; advertising as to agreements with
other Cos., 309.

BOI1SFORD, THE HON. A Mos E.
Remarks on the death of, 26.

BRIBED VOTERS, DISFRANCHISEMENT OF, B. See
" Voters."

CHILDREN, PUNISHMENT. See " Youthful Offenders
B."

COMMITTEES, STANDING. See " Senate Committees."

COMPANIES, JOINT STOCK, NEw REGNS. See "Joint
Stock."

CRIMINAL LAW, ADMINISTRATION OF. See:
" Youthful Offenders, B."

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On Report of Com. in favour of B., and Minority

Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Com. had ruled out
questions and excluded evidence. Review of
the case ; raising of question of petitioner's
creed objected to ; on the questions of law, and
public policy ; on the evidence; and on the
practice in Divorce Coin., 416-7-8-9.

On Notice of M. for future re-consideration of
Coin. Report : that Ques. of Order will be
raised, 482. .

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to replace Coin. Report on
Order paper for consideration, and the Aits.
thereto: remarks on the better procedure, 520.

DISFRANCHISEMENT OF BRIBErD VOTERS, B. - SeC
" Voters."

DULUTH, NEPIGON & JAMES BAY RY. CO. INCORP.
B. (37).

3rd R. ni. (in absence of Mr. Perley) *, 366.
FLINT, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Remarks upon the decease of, 564.

GENERAL INSPECTION ACT AMT. Sec "Inspection."

GREAT BRITAIN, TRADE WITH.-See " Trade."

HAY, INSPECTION OF.-See:
"Inspection, General, Act, Aint. B."

INSOLVENCY AcT, 1894, B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell)for 2nd R. -- On vonstitutional

points, and on the practical question, 232-3-4.
Reply to Mr. McClelan: Privy Council deci-
mion on Provincial insolvency legislation, 234.
On Mr. Scott's speech: ques. on Ont. law, 247.
On Mr. Bowell's remarks, distribution of B. to
classes interested, 249.

In Com. of the W.-On principle of the B., 504;
on objections taken : that such was under-
standing on 2nd R., 505 ; who desired this B.,
505. On Mr. Bowell's speech: proper time
for discussing principle of B., 506.

On Aint. (Mr. McKindsey) B. to apply to traders
only, 509.

DIOKEY, Hon. Robert B.-Continued.
INsOLVENCY ACT-Continued.

On Mr. Bowell's further explanation of misunder-
standing on the procedure, 551.

On cl. 3.-On Amt. (Mr. McKindsey) defining
two classes to whon B. shall apply, 553. On
speech of Mr. MacInnes (Burlington): ques. as
to Provincial law, 554. On Mr. Bowell's defi-
nition of the various views held, 558; further,
558.

Again in Com.-A scale of fees advocated, 580.
On M. again into Com.-Opinions of correspon-

dents read; comments on B. as amd.; action
of Govt. commended, 586-7.

INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT, AMT. ; HAY INSPEC-
TION; B. (125).

In Coin. of the W.-On 2nd cl.: explanation
requested, whether inspection obligatory, and
as to grading for export, 487.

Again in Con.-Amit. suggested, to define dyke
hay, 525; that hay explaned, 525.

JOINT STOCK COS., INCORP., &C., NEW REGULA-
TIONS; B. (EE).

In Com. of the W.-On the ques. of application
of liquidation provisions to existing Cos., 584.

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF. Sée:
" Youthful Offenders, B."

JUVENILE OFFENDERS. See " Youthful Offenders
B."

LINDSAY, BOBCAYGEON AND PONTYPOOL RY. CO.'s
B. (29).

Reported from Ry. Com.*, 277.
METIS MATANF & GASPÉ Ry. Co. INCORP. B. (78).

3rd R. wt. (in absence of Mr. Pelletier)*, 613.
MONCTON & P. E. I. Ry. & FERRY B. (I).

Reported from Ry. Com., with Ants., which
explained, 288.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMISSRS.' ACTS CONSOLID.
B. (S).

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 16: Mr. Power's sug-
gestion, that by-law fixing commissioners' fees
be subject to (2ovt. approval, opposed, 316.

On cl. 47: that question of right to exempt from
jury service, &c., should be considered before
enacting, 320.

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE RY. Co.'s B. (59).
Reported fron Ry. Com., with Amts., which ex-

plained, 603.
NIAGARA GRAND ISLD. BRIDGE Co.'s B. (32).

3rd R. m. (in absence of Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.)*,
366.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bill, principle, time for discussing.-That such
discussion, on Insolvency B., was, by agree-
ment, in Com. of the W., 506; but Mr. Bowell
agreed with, that proper time would have been
on M. into Coi., 506. On Mr. Bowell's further
explanation, 551.

Com. Report, restoration to orders. -See the debate
on " Dillon Divorce case."

Cowmittee, Standing Orders.-On M. for appt.:
that there are no Western Members; request
for substitution of Mr. Kirchhoffer, 98.

Comi., Standing Orders, Report.-In favour of
suspension of Rule, for Petition for a B. ; on
Mr. Miller's M. for suspension of Rule accord-
ingly: adoption of Report also, suggested, 497.
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DICKEY, Hon. Robert B.-Concluded.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE-Continued.
Commogittees, Standing, Appointment.-On ques.

(Mr. Bowell) of adopting Report of Coin. of
Selection as a whole : that practice has been to
appoint Coins. separately, 98.

Constitutional questions.-Remarks on Insolvency
B.: Privy Council decision on Provincial In-
solvency egislation, 232; on Speaker of Senate
(temporary), B., 258; Oaths B. disallowance,
and the Imperial procedure thereupon, 263.

Dirorce Procedure.-Sec the debate on " Dillon
Divorce case " (above).

PBINCE EDWARD ISLAND RY. AND FERRY Co.'s
B. ().

Reported from Ry. Coin. with Ants., which ex-
plained, 288.

REFORMATORIES. See "Youthful Offenders, B."

ST. CLAIR AND ERIE SHIP CANAL CO. INCORP. B. (21).
Reported from Ry. Com. with Amts., which ex-

plained: Ry. Act to apply to branch Ry. con-
nections, 365.

SENATE COMMITTEES, APPOINTMENT OF.

On Report of Coin. of Selection, and ques. (Mr.
Bowell) of adoption as a whole: that practice
has been to appoint Cois. separately, 98.

SENATE, SPEAKER, TEMPORARY, PROvISION FOR; B.
(Q).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.: on the constitu-
tional ques., 258 -9 ; on Oaths B. disallowance,
and Imperial procedure thereupon, 263.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTE.
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for adoption of that cl. of

Report of Coin. of Selection : no western mem-
bers, request for substitution of Mr. Kirch.
hoffer, 98.

19th Report (for suspension of 52nd Rule, in case
of Petition for N. S. Steel Co.'s Incorp. B.):
on M. (Mr. Miller) for suspension of Rule
accordingly : adoption of Report also, sug-
gested, 497.

TRADE WITH GREAT BRITAIN.
Remark on Mr. Power's speech, on the Address:

change in values, 40.
VOTERS WHO HAVE TAKEN BRIBES, )ISFRANCHISE-

MENT OF; B. (6).
Introduced*, 485.
2nd R. n. and B. explained, 498.
3rd R., 527.

WOLSELEY AND FORT QU'APPELLE RY. Co. INcoRP.
B. (N).

Reported from Ry. Coin., with Ants., which ex-
plained, 288 ; suggested that Amts. be con-
sidered on date for 3rd R., 288.

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIALS, IMPRISON-
MENT, &C. ; B. (Y)

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R.-On general
principles and special features of the B. :
questions as to facilities for separate confine-
ment, as to age being raised, &c., 305-6.

DOBSON, Hon. John.
LINDSAY, BOBCAYGEON AND PONTYPOOL RY. Co.

ACT REVIVED AND AIMD. ; B. (29).
Introduced*, 229.
2nd R. et.*, 264.
3rd R. in., 277; on Mr. Vidal's objection, B.

having just been reported from Ry. Coin., 3rd
R. to-morrow in., 277.

3rd R. m.*, 278.

DRUMMOND, Hon. George A.
ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPECTION B. (118).

In Coin. of the Whole.--Reply to Mr. Clemow:
the B. a necessity, 742.

On cI. 4: to Mr. Power, pressure explained, 743.
On cl. 5: that 4 p.c. variation is too much, 743.

Aint. 7n., 3 p.c., 743; in debate thereon, 743.
Again in Comn.-On cl. 4: that sub-cl. 3 is too

wide, 745 ; further on claini for loss of light, 745.
On cl. 7: to Mr. Power, earth connection ex-

plained, 746.
On el. 15: Amt. ii., adding optional phrase, 746.
On cl. 16: to Mr. Lougheed, explanation, meters,

747.
On cl. 19: that re-verification should be provided

for, 747.
On cl. 23: Aint. et., to add sub-cl., pressure test-

ing, 747; in debate thereon, 747.
On c. 37: to Mr. Clemow, standard definition,

747, 748.
FISHERIES ACT AMT. B. (145).

In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 9: penalty, forfeiture
of vessels, &c., is excessive, 738; that the dis-
cretionary cl. on the subject should be made a
separate cl., 738.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd. R.-On Mr. Scott's

speech, a ques., 764 ; a comment, 765.
On Aint. (Mr. Boulton) to refer Treaty back for

further negotiations : the subject reviewed, and
ratification supported, 783-4-5-6.

HUDsoN BAY ROUTE, FEASIBILITY OF.
On attention called to subject (Mr. Ferguson,

Niagara) with Inqy. whether any any recent
Reports thereon : feasibility of route discussed,
214-5-6.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894 ; B. (C).
In Coi. of the W.-On cl. 61: in debate as to

Banks ranking, 601.
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Power) for legislation for discharges according
to laws of Provinces: the Amt. opposed, with
remarks on Senate legislation, 609.

MONTREAL ISLD. BELT LINE RY. Co.'s B. (59).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for concurrence in Amts. of

Ry. Com.: Anits. to cl. 27 11., making meaning
clear as to dates for conpletion, 619.

N.W.T. GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).
In Coin. of the W.-On 2nd cl.: on Mr. Power's

suggestion to extend provisions of B. to whole
northern country: opinion of experts suggest-
ed, whether habits of birds, &c., are the saine,
333; further, 334.

On cl. 8: that cl. is too wide, 339; expunging of
sub-sect. a suggested, 339.

Again in Com.-On el. 22: on M. (Mr. Bowell)
to insert Departiental scientific permits: that
the Act is so wide as to be inoperative, 357.
On his M. to strike out " other useful purposes":
remark on taxidermy, 358.

On suggestions (Mr. Bernier and others) to strike
out cl. 19 (burden of proof on accused): a
change of wording suggested, 359.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES; fast Atlantic line;
B. (161).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comments on
Mr. Scott's speech, fogs, 803; icebergs, 804.
On Mr. Power's, ques., arrangements, 810;
tabling of papers, 810; speed of ships, 810. The
subject and objections reviewed, the B. sup-
ported, 820-1-2.
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DRUMMOND, Hon. George A.-Concluded. FERGUSON, Hon. Donald (P.E.I.)-Contd.

SENATE, LEGISLATIVE WORK OF THE. MONCTON AND P.E.I. Rv. AND FERRY Co.'s B. (1).
Remarks in debate on Insolvency B., 609-10. On M. (Mr. Poirier) for 2nd R. on importance

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIAL, PUNISH- of matter, and present delay in mails, 256.
MENT, &c.; B. (Y). MONGOMERY, THE LATE HON. D.

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 4: reply to Mr.
Allan's remarks as to Aid Societies; one in Remarksin ri. the Address in replytoSpeech
Montreal, 349. from Throne, 7.

FER&USON, Hon. Donald (P.E.I.)
INTRODUCED, 4.
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

M. for, 6. Remarks on death of Hon. Senator
Montgomery, 7 ; compliments to Earl of Derby,
7; to his Éx. the Earl of Aberdeen, 7-8; in-
creased volume of trade with G.B. and U.S.,
8-9 ; the tariff, 9-10; commercial depression
and Canada's banking system, 10; public
works and taxation, 10-11 ; Canada at the
Chicago Exhibition, 11; Canadian made agri-
cultural implements, 11-12; unfair awards at
Exhibition, 12; Behring Sea award 13; im-
proved ocean communication, 13; bominion
land laws and increased immigration, 13 ; future
of Manitoba and the North-west, 13-14; of the
Dominion at large, 14.

BALLOT, VOTE BY. Sec "N.W.T. Representation
Act Aint."

BEHRING SEA AWARD.

Remarks in m Address in reply to Speech from
Throne, 13.

CANADIAN PACIFIC Ry. construction. Sec " P.E.
I. claiins," M.

CHICAGO EXHIBITION, 1893.

In m. the Address in answer to Speech from
Throne: Canadian exhibits, 11-12 ; unfair
awards, 12.

HAY, INSPECTION OF. See " inspection, General,
Act, Amt. B."

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
In Com. of the W.-On M. (Mr. Power) that B.

shall only apply to traders hereinafter defined :
exclusion of farmers opposed, 512 ; uniformity
of commercial Jaw in all Provinces only desir-
able point in B., 513.

Again in Com.-On M. (Mr. Bowell) for new 3rd
cl., limiting B. to traders, as defined : that
millers and farmers who sell cattle should be
included, 588.

On cl. 35: on Amt. (Mr. Miller to reduce from
§ to ý, and Amt. (Mr. McKmndsey) i: two-
thirds rate supported, 593, 594.

INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT, AMT. ; HAY INSPEC-
TION, provision for; B. (125).

In Com. of the W.-On 2nd cl. : suggestion that
" good colour " be required, 494 ; replies to
various Senators, 495.

INTERCOL. Ry. CONSTRUCTION. Sec " P.E.I. claims,"
M. for papers.

LOaD's DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Almon) six months' "hoist": the Amt. sup-
ported, 577.

MAN. AND N.W. SCHOOLS QUESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in
Council, &c. : on the constitutional points and
political history of the case, Mr. D. McCarthy,
the P.P.A. ; also P.E.I. Schools ques., 179,
181-2-3-6-7-8.

Ques. of Privilege : Globe report of Mr. Mc-
Carthy's speech, 205.

NIAG ARA GRAND ISLI). BRIDGE CO.'s B. (32).
Introduced*, 321.
2nd R. m.*, 350.
(3rd R. m. by Mr. Dickey*, 366).

NORTHUMBERLAND STRAITS, BORINGS IN.

Inqy. : intention of Govt. to proceed with, 497.
N.W.T. GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).

In Com. of the W.-On cls. 18 and 19: that
burden of proof should not lie on accused, 341 ;
reply to Mr. Bowell's comparison with Cus-
toms cases, 342.

N.W.T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT. ; BALLOT VOT-
ING ; B. (5).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-On the present
B. ; and on disfranchisement of Dom. officials
in N.S. and P.E.I., 463-4.

PRINCE EDWA RD ISLD., DISFRANCHISEMENT OF DOM.
OFFICIALS.

Remarks on 2nd R. of N.W.T. Representation
Act Amt. B. (5).

P.E.I. RY. AND FERRY. Sec " Moncton and
P. E.1. "

PRINCE EDWARD ISLD. SCHOOLS QUESTION.

History of, in debate on Man. Schools question,
180, 182-3, 186-7.

PRINCE ED. ISLAND TUNNEL, BORINGS.

Inqy. : intention of Govt. to proceed with, 497.

PRINCE EDwD. ISLAND, INTERCOMMUNICATION,
FINANCIAL CLAIMS, TUNNEL SCHEME, &C.

Ms. for correspondence on various points, 528.
The history of P.E.I.'s entry into Confedera-
tion reviewed ; Intercol. Ry. and C.P.R. con-
struction, financial readjustments, the tunnel
scheme, &c., 528-550.

M. for Reports of Sir D. Fox and Mr. Baine, with
a view to their being printed, 585 ; M. amd.,
to omit plans, 585.

PRIVILEGE, QUESTION OF.

In debate on Man. Schools ques., Mr. Power
contradicted statement re Mr. D. McCarthy's
political attitude, 182. Globe report of Mr.
McCarthy's speech read, 205.

RIVER ST. CLAIR RY. BRIDGE AND TUNNEI CO.'S
B. (33).

Introduced*, 321.
2nd R. m. *, 333.
(3rd R. m. by Mr. MacInnes, Burlington,* 366.)

SCHOOLS, SEPARATE. Sec " Man. and N.W. Schools"
(above).

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See "Lord's Day."

TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS.

In m. the Address in answer to Speech from
Throne: volume of trade, 8-9; the tariff, 9-10;
commercial depression and Canada's banking
system, 10; public works and taxation, 10-11.
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FERGUSON, Hon. John (Niagara).
DULUTH, NEPIGON AND JAMES BAY RY. Co. IN-

cohp. B. (37).
2nd R. îu.* (in absence of Mr. Perley), 310.

HARBOURS, PUBLIC; POWER OF OvT. TO CREATE,
and to extend ; B. (V).

Reported froin the Coi. of the W., without
Amt., 277.

HUiDsoN BAY ROUTE.

Attention called to feasibility of; Inqy, whether
any Reports since 1887, 205. Reiarks, 205-214.
Comments on Mr. Drunimond's speech, 214 ;
further explanation thereon, 216. On Mr.
Anger' -eply, 221.

Objection taken to Mr. Power's remark, that
subject has already been discussed in previous
sessions, 222; f urther comment thereon, 223.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Remarks on

principle of the B., 244; inqy. for further
copies for distribution, 249.

In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 35: on Amt. (Mr.
Miller) to reduce J to J, and Amt. (Mr. Me-
Kindsey), J : high rate of settlenent advocated,
597-8. On Mr. Bowell's speech, a renark, 598.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) to change cl. 35 from l to 4: higher
rate advocated, 606.

INSURANCE ACT AMT. B. (V).
Commons Amts.-On M. (Mr. Angers) for con-

currence, and Amt. (Mr. MacInnes, Burling-
ton) for non-concurrence in 27th Amt., to add
cl. d to the B., limiting investments of Cos.:
the Amt. supported, 831.

LIGHTHOUSES, BUOYS, &C., ANI) SABLE ISLD. B. (B).
Reported from the Coin. of the W., without

Ait., 90.
ORDER ANI) PROCEDURE, POINTS OF.

Gort., course of, comments upon. -In debate on
Insurance Act Amt. B. (V), and Govt. adher-
ence to Commons Amt., respecting investmnents
authorized for Insurance Cos., 831.

1. on subject alreadyi discussed.-On Inqy. for
recent Reports on Hudson Bay route: objection
taken to M r. Power's renark, that the subject
had already been discussed in previous ses-
sions, 222 ; further comment thereon, 223.

FLINT, Hon. Billa.
SENATE, ADJOURNMENT OF.

(Ascension day, May 3.)-On M. (Mr. Angers)
for adjt. till 4th : Amt. m., till 8th, 311 ; after
discussion, Amt. withdrawn, 311.

SENATOR FLINT'S DECEASE.

Announcement by Mr. Bowell, 563. Remarks:
Messrs. Scott, Read (Quinté), Dickey, 564.

Funeral expenses in Ottawa.- Suggestion for
payment of (Mr. Bowell), 687; remarks:
Messrs. O'Donohoe, Bowell, 687 ; Messrs.
Bowell, Power, 688; M. accordingly (Mr.
Bowell), agreed to, 688.

GT.A IER, Hon. John.
THiE DECEASE OF.-Announcement, and remarks:

Mr. Angers, 679 ; Messrs. Scott, Wark, Dever,
680.

FUNERAL EXPENSES IN OTTAWA.-Suggestion for
pyment (Mr. Bowell), 687 ; remarks: Messrs.
Oinohoe, Bowell, 687; Messrs. Bowell,
Power, 688; M. accordingly (Mr. Bowell),
agreed to, 688.

GOWAN, Hon. James Robert, C.M.G.
DILLON DIVORCE CASE.

Report presented; personal service made; adop-
tion of Report in., 224. At Mr. Power's re-
quest, consideration to-morrow n., 224.

Report presented, and future consideration w.,
320. Mr. Kaulbach having presented a min-
ority Report, held that Coin. minutes should
likewise bI submitted to the House, 320; M.
to that effect, 320.

On Order for consideration : evidence being but
just distributed, postponement m1., 350; coin-
plaint as to delay mn printing, 350.

On consideration of Report of Coin., and Mr.
Kaulbach's minority Report.-On divorce pro-
eedure, and on ques. of divorces to R. Catholics,
366-7-8. On Mr. Bellerose's speech: comment

-as to facts of this case, 380.
DIVORCE CASES. Sec:

" Dillon."
"Downey."
"Filman."

DOWNEY DIVoRCE CASE.

1st Report of Divorce Coin. presented; personal
service impossible, substitutional service, &c.,
111. Adoption n., 112; at Mr. Power's request,
consideration to -morrow in., 112.

10th Report, on order for consideration: evidence
not being printed, future consideration w., 289.

10th Report, adoption ou., with remarks in favour
of the application, 308.

FILMAN DIvORCE CASE.

Report of Standing Coin. (in favour of the B.),
adoption 11., 343.

GAME, PRESERVATION OF. Sec " N. W. T."
N. W. T., PRESERVATION OF GAME, B. (Z).

In Coin. of W.--On cl. 19: burden of proof lying
on the accused, that the wording is too wide,
and cl. should stand, 342.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On introduction of B. (Mr. Bowell): Imperial

Privy Council decision on Ont. Act enquired
for, 97.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : remarks on past
legislation and proposed Act ; reference to a
special Coin. approved, 234-5-6.

INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (V).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : remarks on the

B., and alteration suggested, 297-8.
ORDER, PROCEDURE, &C., QUESTIONS OF.

Constitutional questions. -See " Senate, Speaker,
temporary, B.," debate on (below).

Dirorce Procedure.-Mr. Kaulbach having sub-
mitted a minority Report of Coin. (Dillon case),
held that minutes of Coin. should likewise be
submitted to House, 320 ; M. to that effect, 320.

On the saine case: on divorce procedure in
Canada, and ques. of refusing divorces to R.
Catholics, 366-7-8.

PRINTING, DELAY IN.

Complaint as to printing of evidence in Dillon
Divorce case, 350.

SENATE, SPEAKER, TEMPORARY, PROVISION FOR; B.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.: B. opposed as
unconstitutional, 257-8. Comments on Mr.
Scott's speech: the Inperial Act of 1865, 260;
Senate not constituted without a Speaker, 260.
Ques., compliance with Imperial rules refer-
ence for opinion of law officers of the Crown,
263; further remarks, 263.
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HAYTHORNE, the late Hon. Senator. KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A. N.-Contd.
Remarks, in debate on the Address : Mr. Power, 40. CONTINGT. ACCTS. CoMî. See " Internal Econony."

KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A. N.
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROX THE THRONE.

On M. (Mr. Fereuson, P.E.I.) for.-On speeches
of Messrs. Power and Scott, and on the Ad-
dress: proposed insolvency law, 47; increased
ocean· communication, 47, 48 ; Behring Sea
award, 48-9; manufacturers' conferences with
Ministers, 50; P.E.I., volume of trade, 50;
cotton and sugar industries, 50; trade, &c., in
1873-78, and since, 51 ; present prosperity,
51-2; Canadian statesmen in Imperial matters,
53; tariff revision, 53; Australian delegations
and steamship service 53; Dominion Lands
Act and immigration, 53.

ADJoURNMENTS. See "Senate, adjournments of."
ADULTERATION. See "Fraudulent Marking B."
ATLANTIC MAIL SERVICE. See:

" Ocean communication, increased."

AUSTRALIAN MAIL SERVICE. Sec:
" Ocean communication, increased."

BALLOT, VOTE BY, IN N.W.T. See "N.W.T."
BEHRING SEA AWARD.

In debate on the Address, 48, 49.

BILLS, PRIVATE, TIME EXTENSION.
On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for adoption of

Standing Orders Com. Report, giving till end
of session for reporting: aganst general exten-
sion, 282. Reply to Mr. Vidal, mndividual ex-
tension by askng, 283.

BRiBED VOTERS, DISFRANCHISEMENT OF. See
" Voters."

CANADIAN PACIFIC RY., FREIGHT RATES, &C.
On M. (Mr. Boulton) for schedule: remarks on

N.W. prosperity, letter front Mr. Gaetz, 140.
--- See also "Ocean Steamship Subsidies B."

debate.
See also "Railways, Land Subsidies B."

-- Sec also the following B. :

CANADIAN PACIFIC RY., DRAWBACK ON ARTICLES
for (iron bridges); B. (166).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R.-On C.P.R.
freight rates, construction. privileges, &c., 861.

CANADIAN STATESMEN IN IMPERIAL MATTERS.
Remnarks in debate on the Address, 53.

CAPE BRETON Ry., LOCATION.
Replies to Mr. Power, on 2nd R. of Ry. subsidies

B, 866.

CERTIFICATES, MASTERS AND MATES. Sec "Mas-
ters, &c."

CHILDREN, PUNISHMENT. Se " Youthful Offenders."
COAL OIL. Sec " Petroleun Inspection Act."

COMPANIES, JOINT STOCK, INCORP. Sec " Joint
Stock."

CONSOLIDATED REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT. See
" Revenue."

CONSUMERS' CORDAGE CO. ; ISSUE OF PREFERENCE
shares; B. (31).

On M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 2nd R.-Remarks on the
cordage industry ; better hawsers required, 485.

COURTS OF APPEAL. See "N.W.T. Act Aint. B."

CRIMINAL CODE AlMT. B. (126).
In Comn. of the W.-On sect. 662: on ques. of

Grand Jury quorum, and on Grand Jury system
generally, 750, 751.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-Further on
above point, 752-3.

CRIMINAL LAW, ADMINISTRATION OF.

On M. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for papers re commu-
tation, death penalty, two Indians : that his
speech should not have prejudged ques. of execu-
t ve clemency, 202; on Mr. Angers' speech, a
ques., 204.

Sec also " Criminal Code A mt. B."
" Ont. Houses of Refuge, B."
" Youthf ul offenders, B."

CURRENCY ISSUE. See " Dominion Notes, B."

CUSTOMS SEIZURES. See "Revenue and Audit Act."
DEATH PENALTY, COMMUTATION OF.

On M. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for papers: that his
speech should not have prejudged the ques. of
executive clemency, 202; on Mr. Angers'
speech, a ques., 204.

DEBATES CoMMITTEE REPORTS.
2nd Report.-On M. (Mr. Bellerose) for adoption:

a ques., unrevised edition, 265.

DECK-LOAD LAW. See " Ships, safety of, B."
DILLON DIVORCE CASE.

On M.(Mr. Gowan)for adoption, on presentation,
of Report of Com.: that Mr. Power's objection,
rules being complied with, is unusual, 224.

On presentation (Mr. Gowan) of Coin. Report in
favour of B.: a minority Report presented and
future consideration m., 320. M. (Mr. Gowan)
to bring Com. Minutes before the House, con-
sented to, 320.

On M. (Mr. Gowan) for postponement of con-
sideration of Report: M. for postponement of
minority Report also, 350; suggestion, first
Order of the day, 350.

On consideration of Report of Com.; ques. of
minority Report being also un<der consideration,
368 ; on ques. of divorces to R. Catholics and
Anglicans, on Parlianentary divorce procedure
and that of N. S., &c., on the facts of this case
and the evidence excluded by Com., 368-9,
370-1-2-3-4-5-6-7. Comments on Mr. Vidal's
speech: divorce to a R. Catholic, 377; fishing
for evidence, 378.

On Order of Business: on Mr. Power's sugestion
as to position of this resuined debate, .

In resumed debate : On Mr. Scott's speech: ques.
in Com., 388; Sir J. Abbott's opinion, 389;
ques. put as to creed, 389; ques. by member of
Com., 392. On Mr. Mclnnes's (B.C.) speech:
ques. not answered, 396; first case of the kind,
396; suppression of evidence, 397; incriminat-
ing evidence under present law, 397; Senate
has adopted law of evidence, 397 ; ques. put to
petitioner, 398. On Mr. Power's speech : duty
of Com., 410. On Mr. Dickey's: refusal to
answer, 418 ; questions ruled out, 418. On Mr.
Boulton's: position taken by Mr. Kaulbach,
419; p)licy for good govt., 422. On Mr.
McKay's: ques. excluded, 423; occasion there-
for, 423. On Mr. O'Donohoe's: on ques. of
re-committal for proper evidence, 425.
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KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A. N.-Contd.
DILLON DIVORCE CASE-Continued.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit Report for
further evidence : on ques. of Order (in re-
sumed debate) that this M. does not appear on
Order paper, 433. The case reviewed, and this
M. supported, 458-9.

On M. (Mr. Clenow) to replace Com. Report on
Order paper: on the understanding that mi-
nority Report was included, 518; M. to restore
Com. Report to Orders opposed, 519.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Com. Re-
port: postponenient requested, 614.

On Aint. to above M. (Mr. Bellerose) to re-
commit, to strike out re-marriage cl. of B.:
that such provision should not be in any B.;
'remarks on procedure on present B., 617. That
Mr. Macdonald's (B.C.) remarks in favour of
divorce courts are not relevant to M., 618.

DIVORCE CASES OF SESSION. See " Dillon " (above).
DoMINION ELECTIONS AcT AMT. B. (128).

In Com. of the W.-On el. 1: ques., Gaspé ex-
ceptional, 869.

DOMINION LANDS ACT.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 53.
DOMINION NOTES ACT AMT. B. (165).

In Com. of the W.-Small notes, increased issue
advocated, 860.

ELECTIONs, DOMINION, ACT. Sce " Dominion."
ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPECTION B. (118).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Reply to criti-
cisns of Messrs. Scott and Power, on : amount
of Govt. legislation in Senate; date of calling
Parliament, 696.

In Com. of the W.-Ques., public demand for
this B., 742.

A gain in Com.-On cl. 16: on ques. cf applica-
bility in case of contracts, 746.

ELECTRICAL MEASURE, UNITS OF, B. (117).
In Com. of the W.-Comment on explanations of

the B., 864.
ENGLAND. See "Great Britain."
FEMALE REFORMATORIES, B. See "Ontario."
FISHERIES ACT AMT. B. (145).

In Com. of the W. -On Mr. Angers's explanation
of B. : prohibition of explosives discussed, 706.
Comments on Mr. Angers' replies, 706.

On cl. 5: on Mr. Power's Amt., to strike out
Fishery officer as branding official for lobster
cases, 708; a suggestion thereon, 708.

On sub-cl. 5: that neither packer nor brander
can certify lobsters legally caught, 709.

On sub-cl. 10: on ques. of re-packing, 710, 712-
13-14. On Speaker's remark, Govt.'s know-
ledge of necessity for the B., 713.

On el. 4: Sunday protection of fish, and ques. of
tidal waters; privileges of U.S. fishermen, 717-
18-19.

On cl. 6: on Amt. (Mr. Clemow) precluding ex-
Pmptions, sawdust-throwing; Aint. supported,
721, 723-4-5.

Again in Com.-Again on cl. 4, and Aint. (Mr.
Angers) restricting Sunday net-lifting to
licensed traps: the improvement due to the
above criticisms, 727-8; on Mr. Dever's ques.
of St. John charter privileges, 728.

Amt. (Mr. Clemow) sawdust : that he should not
withdraw it, as asked by Govt., 730; further
un ashes, 735.

On el. 8: on confiscation of vessels, 736.
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FISHERIES Ac-r-Continued.

On cl. 9: penalties too severe, 737-8; further,
738-9; salmon propagation, 740.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) for new subsect. 5, sect. 10(t, stamping
lobster packages (without Fishery official): the
Amt. supported, 744.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) whether Intercolonial

preferences will not be precluded.-That his
speech thereon was premature, discussing a B.
not yet before House ; free trade speeches out
of vanity, 673. On Mr. Power's call to Order
thereon, 674.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. of B.-On Mr.
Scott's speech, a ques., 762. On Amt. (Mr.
Boulton) to return Treaty for further negotia-
tions : comments on his speech, 767, 769, 770,
775. Reply thereto, the subject reviewed and
Treaty supported ; remarks on wine, lumber,
pulp, &c., 778-9, 780-1. Comments on Mr.
McCallum's speech, 796-7-8.

In Com. of the W.- To Mr. McCallum, condensed
milk factory at Truro, 824 ; oak for tanning,
825.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-Comment on
Mr. Tassé's speech, 846.

FRAU DULENT MA RKING, &C., RESTRAINT OF, B. (123).
In Con. of the W.-Fixed penalty objected to,

799.
FREIGIIT RATES ON THE C P.R.

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for schedules of : letter
from Mr. Gaetz, 140.

FRENCH TRANSLATORS. Sce "Internal Economy
Com."

GAME, PRESERVATION, B. See "N.W.T."

GRAND JURY SY'ITEM. See "Criminal Code Amt.
B."

GREAT BRITAIN AND CANADIAN STATESMEN.
Remarks in debate on the Address, 53.

HALIFAX, COUNTY COURT JUDGE.
Remarks on 'inadequate salary, in Com. on

Judges of Provincial Courts B., 702-3-4.
HARBOURS, PUBLIC; GOVT. MAY PROCLAIM ANY

HARBOURS, and make regulations; B (U).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : ballast throwing

in Lunenburg harbour, 276.

HAY, INSPECTION OF. See:

"Inspection, General, Act, Amt. B."
HUDSON BAY ROUTE, FEASIBILITY OF.

On Inqy. (Mr. Ferguson, Niagara) for recent Re-
ports, 223.

HUDSON BAY RY. CONSTRUC rION B. (-).
On introduction (Mr. Boulton): objection (Mr.

Angers) to introduction of such a B. in Senate
sustained ; but the agitation for a Hudson Bay
Ry. commended, 272.

CONSTRUCTION BY GOVTS. OF MAN. & N. W.T.;
B. (BB).

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for 2nd R. : the B. opposed,
475; Amit. ni., six mnonths' " hoist," 476 ; com-
ment on Mr. Power's speech, 480; further, 480.

IMMIGRATION AND DOM. LANDS ACT.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 53.

INDEMNITY, SESSIONAL, B. See "Sessional."
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INDIAN ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (CC).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.: ques., assent of

Supt. Genl. to wills, 347; ques., bequeathing
property, 347.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
Remarks in debate on Address, 47.
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : hasty, legislation

on this subject deprecated, 240. On Mr.
Scott's speech: a q ues., 246.

In Com. of the W.--On Mr. Donohoe's ques., un-
derstanding on 2nd R. that principle might be
discussed in Com.: no, 503: further on same
point, and on.defining classes to whom B. shall
apply, 506.

On Amt. (Mr. Miller) that B. shall not apply to
farmers: comments on Sir F. Snith.'s opposi-
tion thereto; farmers do not need or want the
B., 511.

Again in Com.-On cl. 3: on Amt. (Mr. McKind-
sey) to classify debtors ; preference to farmers

. opposed, 555; further, 555. On Mr. McKind-

. sey's speech: comment on above, 556.
Again in Com.-On M. (Mr. Bowell) for new 3rd

cl., B. to apply only to traders as here defined
millers, classification of, 588, 590.

On cl. 35: on Amt. (Mr. Miller) to reduce amount
from § to J, and Amt. (Mr. McKindsey), J:
highest amount advocated, 594.

On cl. 61: in debate, preference to Banks opposed,
602.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) changing provision of cl. 35 te 4: Amt.
supported, 605.

On Amt. (Mr. Power) to substitute for 3rd R. a
Resolution for legislation, for discharge of in-
solvents, &c.: that present B. should pass
Senate and go to Commons, 610.

INSPECTIION, GENERAL, ACT, AMT. ; HAY INSPEC-
TION; B. (125).

In Con. of the W.-On Mr. Power's remarks:
definition of shipping grades, 495; on Mr.
Bowell's, the same point, 495.

Again in Comn.-Mr. Bowell's definition of dyke
lands corrected, 525. On grading of dyke ay
after timothy : that it is superior, 526.

INSPECTION OF PETROLEUM B. See "Petroleum."
INSPECTION OF SHIPS ACT AMT. ; DEFINITION OF

ships subject to inspection; B. (113).
In Con. of the W.-On cl. 1: ques. as to its exten-

sion to foreign ships also, 496.
INSPECTION OF STEAMBOATS. See "Steamboat In-

spection."
INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (V).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.: a ques., 293:
remarks, 296.

Commons Amts.-On M. (Mr. Angers) for con-
currence, and Amt. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)
for non-concurrence in 27th Amt., to insert cl.
d in the B., limiting investnents authorized for
Cos. : comment on the latter's speech, 828; the
Amt. supported, 830.

INTERCOLONIAL Ry., SALE OF.
Reference to Opposition policy, in Ocean Steam-

ship Subsidies B. debate, 809.
INTEREST, AcTs RESPECTING, AMT. B. (129).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Comment on his
speech: rate in N.S., 636.

KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A. N.-Contd.
INTERNAL ECONOMY CoM., REPORT8 OF.

On M. (McKay) for adoption, re French trans-
lators.-On Mr. Power's remarks, report does
not embody Com.'s intention: then it should be
referred back, 250.

3rd Report, on M. (Lr. McKay) for adoption.-
Ques. on duties of Serjt. -at-Arms, 650. Messen-
gers, supervision by Usher of Black Rod rather
than by Serjt.-at-Arms ; promotion of pages
to messengers recommended, 651. Remarks
on removal of Messenger Gagnon, 653. On pro-
posed Amt. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) and ques. of
procedure, 654. On his Amt. to re-commit, to
increase Postmaster's salary, 657.

1RON AND STEEL BOUNTIES B. (170).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-The B. sup-

ported, 868.
JOHNSTON, JUDGE, SALARY. Sec " Judges " (below).
JOINT STOCK COS., INCORP., NEw REGULATIONS;

B. (EE).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Ques., form of

Return, 524.
JUDGES, PROVINCIAL COURTS, ACT, AMT. B. (155).

In Con. of the W.-Attention called to inade-
quate salary of Counity Ct. Judges, Halifax,
702-3-4.

JURY (GRAND) SYSTEM. Sec "Crininal Code
Amt. B."

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF.
On M. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for papers re com-

mutation, death sentence, two Indians: that his
speech should not have prejudged ques. of ex-
ecutive clemency, 202. On Mr. Angers' speech,
a ques., 204.

Sec also " Criminal Code Amt. B."
Sec also "N.W.T. Act Amt. B." (Judges).
Sec also " Ont. Houses of Refuge, B."
See also " Youthful Offenders, B."

JUVENILE OFFENDERS. See "Youthful Offenders, B."

LAND SURSIDIES, RYS. B. See "Railways."

LANDS, DOMINION, B. See "Dominion Lands."

LAW, AIMINISTRATION OF. See "Justice."

LEGISLATION, GOVT. BACKWARDNESS WITH.

Reply to Mr. Scott's criticism, on 2nd R. of Elec-
tric Light Inspection B., 696.

LIBRARY COMMITTEE REPORT.
On M. (Mr. Allan) for adoption.-As it involves

expenditure, postponement suggested until
adopted in Commons, 309.

LIGHTHOUSES, Buoys, &C., AND SABLE ISLD. ACT
AMT. B. (B).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : that cl. 3, giving
contract-naking powers to Minister of Marine,
would, if a new ci., initiate legislation creating
liabilities, 89.

LORD'S DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Almon) six months' " hoist ": the B. opposed,
571, 572.

LUMBER TRADE. Sec "France, Treaty with."

LUNENBURG HARBOUR, BALLAST THROWING IN.
Remarks on 2nd R. of Public Harbours B. (U),

276.
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MAN. AND N. W. RY., TIME FOR CONSTRUCTION EX-

TENODD; B. (X).
On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for 3rd R., and Amt.

Mr. Boulton) to substitute " not less " for " not
exceeding " prescribedamount of annual con-
struction, 326.

On Mr. Lougheed's speech, a ques., 327.
MAN. AND N. W. SCHOOLS QUESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in
Council, &c. : on the constitutional question,
177-9. On Mr. Ferguson's (P.E.I.) speech; a
ques., 182.

On presentation (Mr. Bowell) of petition of Que-
bec Bishops in relation to school laws, and M.
(Mr. Bellerose) for its printing; reference to
Printing Coin. suggested, 332.

MANUFACTURING. See " Tariff and Trade.
Also " Iron and Steel Bounties B."

MARINE DEPr., CONTRACT-MAKING POWERS. See:
" Lighthouses, buoys, &c., and Sable IsId. B."

MARKING, FRAUDULENT, OF PRODUCTS. See " Fraud-
ulent."

MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTFICATES ACT AMT.
B. (130).

On M. (Mr..Bowell) for 2nd R.-Ques., coasting
vessels, 639.

MESSENGERS, SENATE. See "Internal Econony
Com."

MONCTON ANI) P.E.I. RY. AND FERRY B. (I).
On M. (Mr. Poirier) for 2nd R. : request for ex-

planation of B., 253; longer time extension
suggested, 255.

• MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMISsRs. ACT CONSOLID.
B. (S).

In Coin. of the Whole.-On el. 26: on Mr.
Power's suggestion to add, after• r, power of
fixing salaries, and Mr. Bowell's remarks
thereon, 319.

MONTREAL ISLD. BELT LINE Ry. Co.'S B. (59).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Power) restricting, in the city, to passenger
traffic: the Amt. opposed, 622. On Mr.
Vidal's speech : comment on selling of char-
ters, 623.

MOUNTED POLICE B. See "N. W. M. Police."

MUSQUODOBOIT VALLEY RY.
On Inqy. (Mr. Power) intention of Govt. to sub-

sidize : necessity for a Co. pointed out, &c.,
642-4. On Mr. Power's further renarks, a
ques., 644.

Reference hereto, in Ocean Steamship Subsidies
B. debate, 815; also on Ry. subsidies B., 866.

NEW YORK, N. ENGLAND AND CANADA CO. INCORP.
B. (71).

On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R.-Title of B. dis-
approved, 649.

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE ACTs CONSOLID.
B. (121).

In Con. of the W.-On cl. 5: ques., present
strength, 647.

NORTH-WRST TERRIES. ACT AMT. B. (149).
In Com. of the W.-On cl. 2: on ques. of judges

sitting in review, 859.
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N.W.T. ANI) MAN. SCHOOLS QUESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in
Counciil, &c. : on the constitutional question,
177-179. On Mr. Ferguson's (P.E.I.) speech:
a ques., 182.

On presentation (Mr. Bowell) of ptetition of Que-
bec Bishops in relation to school laws, and M.
(Mr. Bellerose) for its printing; reference to
Printing Coin. suggested, 332.

NORTH-WEST TERRIES. GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Joint action by

Provinces, for uniform system north of St.
Lawrence and the Lakes, reconmended, 307.

In Coin. of the W.--On 2nd cl. : on Mr. Power's
suggestion as to limits ; that will cover Labra-
dor, 333.

On ch 5, sub-sect. y: ques. as to swan protection,
337.

On el. 8: provision against killing for horns and
hides, 337.

NORTH-WEST TERRIES. IRRIGATION B. (134).
In Com. of the W.-On compensation for damage

caused, 786.
NORTH-WEST TERRIES., PROSPERITY IN.

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for schedule of C.P.R.
freight rates: letter from Mr. Gaetz quoted,140.

NORTH-wEsT TERRIES., RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION.
See " Man. and N.W. Ry. B."

NORTH-WEST TERRIES. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT.;
ballot voting, provision for, &c. ; B. (5).

In Coin. of the W.-On Amt. (Mr. Angers) to
preclude dual representation : ques. of evidence
of resignation fron Local, 615; further, 615.

NOTES, ISSUE OF. See " Dominion Notes, B."

NOVA SCOTIA CARRYING TRADE.
Renark on Petroleum Inspection B., 702.

ONT., HOUSES OF REFUGE FOR FEMALES, B. (II).
On introduction (Mr. Angers).--Ques., applica-

tion of B., 631.
OCEAN COMMUNICATION, INCREASED.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 47, 48, 53.
Remarks on Inqy. (Mr. Ferguson, Niagara)

respecting Hudson Bay route, 223.
Remarks on introduction of B. (Mr. Bonton) for

Hudson Bay Ry., construction being ruled out
of order, 272.

See also the following Bill
OCEAN STRAMSHIe SUBSIIES; ATLANTIC FAST LINE;

B. (161).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-The B. sup-

ported ; remarks on C. P .R. construction, &c.,
808. Comments on Mr. Power's speech. 812-
13-14. On Mr. Angers' reply, 815. On Mr.
Read's (Quinté), 817.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.
Bill, creating liabilities.-On Lighthouses, &c.,

B.: that cl. 3, giving contract-making powers
to Minister of Manne, would, if not a mere
re-enactment, create liabilities, 89.

Bill, <Not., immture.-Comments on Insurance
Act Amt. B., and Ants. with which it la
returned from Commons, 831.

Bill, Govt., improved by Senate critici.
Remarks in Com. on Fisheries Act Ant. B.,
727-8.

Bill, ('ort., necessity for. -Speaker's assum tion
objected to, that Govt. is advised of all the
necessities respecting Fisheries Act. Amt. B.,
713.
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ORDER A-ND PROCEIURE-Continued.

Bill, stage for discussing principle.-On claims
made that principle of Insolvency B. might be
discussed in Com., on previous understanding,
503, 506.

Bill, title disapproved of.-N. Y., N. E. and
Canada Co. Incorp. B., 649.

Bils, private, time extension. - On Standing
Orders Com. Report, recommending till end of
session for reporting: against such a general ex-
tension, 282. Reply to Mr. Vidal : individual
extension by asking, 283.

Cornmittee Report, adoption when presented.-
That Mr. Power's objection, in Dillon Divorce
case, rules having been complied with, is un-
usual, 224.

Comi. Report and Minority Report. See "Dillon
Divorce " debates (above).

Com. Report incorrect.-On Mr. Power's state-
ment that Internal Economy Com.'s Report
does not embody Com.'s intention ; that it
should be referred back, 250.

(on. Report, involving expenditure.-Library
Com. eport (purchase of books, commemora-
tion plate of first steamer across Atlantic), in-
volving expenditure, postponement of adoption
suggested, until adopted by Commons, 309.

Con. Report, Restoration to Orders. See " Dillon
Divorce" debate (above).

Constitutional question.-On Man. and N.W,
Schools ques., and Privy Council decision,
177-9.

Debate, motives attributed. - On Mr. Power's
call to order, for attributing Mr. Boulton's free
trade speeches to vanity, 674.

Debate, relevancy of.-That Mr. Macdonald's
(B.C.) advocacy of Divorce courts is not rele-
vant to M. to te-commit Dillon Divorce Com.
Report, 618.

Divorce Procedure.--Minority Report supported;
on ques. of divorces to R. Catholics and Angli-
cans, on Parly. divorce procedure and that of
N.S., &c. ; on the evidence in this case sup-
pressed by Com., and on the facts proved, &c.
Sec "Dillon Divorce B." (above).

Execttive clemency.-Impropriety of prejudging
the case, in speech (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) in wi.
for papers re commutation of death penalty on
two Indians, 202.

Inqy., speech on. See " Speech " (below).
Legislation, Govt., backwardness of.- Reply t

Mr. Scott's criticism, on 2nd R. of Electric
Light Inspection B., 696.

Motion, prej udging on papers m. for. Sec "Ex
ecutive clemency."

M. without Notice.-Mr. Angers' M. to adjn. ove
Ascension Day, objected to, without notice
311 ; Amt. withd rawn, after remarks, 311.

Orders of the Day.-On the correct positio
thereon, of the Dillon Divorce (resumed debate)
384.

Printing, petition of.-Quebec Bishops, respect
ing N..W. School laws ; on M. (Mr. Bellerose
for its printing; reference to Printing Com
suggested, 332.

Session, date of opening. -Co mments upon Mr
Power's criticisn, on 2nd R. of Electric Ligh
Inspection B., 696.

Speech on B. not yet before House.-That Mr
Boulton's speech on his Inqy., French Treaty
was premature, in discussing a B. not yet be
fore House, 673, 674.

PACIFIC MAIL SERVICE. Sec:

" Ocean communication, increased."

KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A. N.-Contd.
PAGES, PROMOTION OF. Sec:

" Internal Economy Com. Report."
PARLIAMENT, DATE OF CALLING.

Reply to Mr. Power's criticism, on 2nd R. of
Eiectric Light Inspection B., 696.

PETER AND> JACK, DEATH PENALTY. Sec:
" Justice, administration of."

PETROLEUM lýIPEcTrION ACT AMT. B. (122).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-On ques. of

U-. S. lower grade. où, 690.
In Com. of t h eW-On ci. 5: on Mr. Power'g

suggestion for tank steamers, and ques. of N. S.
schooners, ï 02.

PosTMASTEtu'S SALARY. Sec " INTERNAL EcoNomy
COR. REPORT. "

PRINCE EDWD. ISLD. Rv. AND FERRY B. Sec:
" Moncton and P. E. I. Ry. and Ferry B."

PRINCE EDWD. ISLAND, TUNNEL SCHEME, &C.
On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.). for correspond-

ence. -Comment, shipping of potatoes to N. S.,
546.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND, VOLUME 0F TRADE.
Remarks in debate on the Address, 50.

PRIVATE BILLS, EXTENSION 0F TIMIL
On M. (Mr. MacdonaldBC)fraotn

Standing Orders Com. Rteport,!oivingti n

of session for reporting: against such generai
extension, 282. RePly te Mr. Vidai: indi-
vidual extension by'asking, M8.

PRIVY COUNCIL (IMPERIAL) DECISIONS.
Remarks in dehate on Man. Schoois ques., 177-8.

PROVINCIAL COURT JUDGEs B. Sec "Judges."

PUBLIC HARBOURs B. Sce "Hlarbours. "

PULP MANUFACTURE. Sec "France, Treaty."

RAILWAY C'ONSTRUCTION IN N. W. Sec Man. and
N. W. Ry."

RAILWAYS, SUBSIDIE4, B. (169).
On M. (Mr. Boweil) for 2nd R., and Mr. Power's

speech: location, C. Breton and Musquodoboit
Rys., 866.

Sec also " Musquodohoit Valley Ry." (Inqy.)

RAILWAYS, SUBSIDIES (LAND) B. (158).
In Com. of the W.-C. P. R., Pipestene Branch,

a ques., 862. Repiy te Mr. Power, settiement
r by C. P. R. Co., imnmigrants from UT. S., 83.

REFORMATORIES. Sec " Youthful Offenders, B."
- FEMALE. Sec " Ont. Houses of Refuge, B."

REVENUE ANI> AUDIT ACT ART. B. (127).
in Gom. of the W. -On sub -sec. 6, ci. 1: seizures

for probable cause, stringency advocated, 664.
RIVERs, SAWI)UST IN. Sec " Fisheries Act Amt. B."
ROMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOLS. Sec "Man. and N.W.

Schools. "
t ST. CLAIR AND) ERIE SHMw CANAL GO. INCORP. B.

(21).
On M. (Mr. Vidai) for 2nd R.: ques. whether al

in Canada, 363.
SABLE ISLAND B. Sec "'Lighthouses, Buoys, &c."

SAWDUST IN RIVERS. Sec "Fisheries Act Amt. B."

SCHOOLS, SEPARATE Sec "Man. and N. W.T."
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SEAL FISHERY. Sec " Behring Sea."
SEAMEN'S AcT AMT.; liens for wages; relief of

seamen in distress; B. (13).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.: ques., relief of

our seamen by Foreign nations, 407.
In Con. of the W.: on cl. 2, the sane ques., 425.

SENATE, ADJOURNMENTS OF.

(Ascensionday.)-M. (Mr. Angers) for adjt., 2nd-
4th May, objected to, without notice, 311; ob-
jection withdrawn, 311.

SENATE ANI) COMMONS B. See " Sessional Indem-
nity."

SENATE, LEGISLATION IN, AMOUNT OF.

Re ly to Mr. Scott's criticism, on 2nd R. of
E'lectric Light Inspection B., 696.

SENATE OFFICIALS. Sec " Internal Economuy Con."
SENATE, SPEAKER, TEMPORARY PROVISION FOR; B.

On . (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : that B. should
be pressed, 259.

SERJT-AT-ARMS, DUTIES OF. Sec:

" Internal Economy Con., Report of."

SESSION, DATE OF CALLING.

Reply to Mr. Power's criticism, on 2nd R. of
Electric Light Inspection B., 696.

SESSIONAL INDDMNITY ; 12 DAYS NOT CHARGEABLE;
B. (164).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.: B. strongly ob-
jected to, 839.

SHIPS, INSPECTION OF, B. Sec " Inspection."

SHIPS, MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES. Sec:
" Masters, &c."

SHIPS, SAFETY OF, ACT, AMT. ; six-feet deck-loads
to W. I., &c. ; B. (G).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : B. approved,
251.

In Com. of the W.-On lst cl. : that provisions
should include S. Aierica, 279; on Mr. Mac-
donald's (P.E.I.) remarks, 280. On title of B.,
and Mr. Scott's remarks on departure from
principle of English deck-load law, 282.

SPEAKER OF SENATE B. See "Senate."

STEAMBOAT INSPECTION ACT AMT. B. (137).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : ques., els. already

enacted, 638.
STEAMSHIP SERVICE. SCe:

" Ocean communication, increased."

SUBSIDIES, LAND, B. Sec " Railways."

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. Sec "Lord's day."

TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS.

Remnarks in debate on the Address: mnanufac-
turers' conferences with Ministers, 50 ; P. E. I.,
volume of trade, 50; cotton and sugar indus-
tries, 50; trade, &c., 1873-78 and since, 51;
present prosperity, 51-2; tariff revision, 53.

Remarks on the cordage industry, on 2nd R. of
Consumers' Cordae Co.'s B., 485.

See a1so "France, Treaty with, ratification B."
"Iron and Steel Bounties B."

TRANSLATORS, EMPLOYMENT. Sce "Internal Econ-
omy Com."

U. S. FISHING PRIVILEGES. Sec "Fisheries Act
Amt. B."

KA ULBACH, Hon. Henry A. N.-Concld.

U. S., RELIEF OF SEAMEN. See "Seamen's Act
Amt. B."

ISHER OF BLACK ROD, DUTIES. See:

" Internal Economy Com. Report."
VOTERS WHO HAVE TAKEN BRIBES, DISFRANCHISE-

MENT ; B. (6).
In Coin. of the W.-CI. to punish bribers want-

ing, 527.
WINE IMPORTATION AND MANUFACTURE. Sece:

" France, Treaty."

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co. Sec the fol-
lowing:

WINNIPEG GREAT NORTHERN Ry. Co.'s B. (22).
On M. (Mr. Sutherland) for 2nd R.--Ques.,

amount to complete to River Saskatchewan,
363; that the time asked is very short, 363.

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIAL, PUNISH-
MENT, &C. ; B. (Y).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R.-Nothing conflict-
ing with rights of Provinces ; questionable
whether trials should be private, 305.

KIRCHHOFFER, Hon. John Nesbitt.
CALGARY IRRIGATION Co.'s B. (53).

Introduced *, 365.
2nd R. m. *, 408.
(Concurrence in Amts. of Private Bs. Com., m.

by Mr. Perley, 581).
(3rd R., m. by Mr. Perley, *, 586).

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On Report of Coin., in favour of B., and Minority

Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Coin. had ruled
out questions and excluded evidence. -On Mr.
Bellerose's rema' ks as to canons of Ch. of Eng-
land: comment on Senate being entitled to
grant divorces, 423.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit Report for
further evidence : speech on the procedure, and
merits of the case, 434-5, 437-8-9, 440. On Mr.
Poirier's speech, a ques. on procedure, 441.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Com. Report to
Order paper for furthur consideration to-day :
proposed Amt. (Mr. Bowell) to include
Minority Report, and for consideration to-mor-
row; consideration to-day urged, 51; again,
519.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adopting Com. Report,
and Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to re-commit and
strike out re-marriage cl. of B. : against street
reports being accepted ; necessity for Divorce
Court urged, 618.

DIVORCE COURT, NECESSITY FOR, URGED.

Remarks in debate on Dillon Divorce B., 618.
HUDSON BAY ROUTE, FEASIBILITY OF.

On attention called to (Mr. Ferguson, Niagara),
with Inqy. whether any Reports since 1887.-
Remarks on the generàl question, on C.P.R.
freight rates, &c., 217-220.

JOHNSON DIVORCE B.
18th Report Divorce Con., in favour of B. : adoP-

tion i. *, 428.

LANDS IN TERRIES., ACTS CONSOLID. B. (RH).
In Com. of the W.-On cl. 94: intention of cl.,

delay for contesting sales, 678.
MEDICINE HAT RY. AND COAL Co.'s B. (64).

Introduced *, 365.
2nd R. i. *, 408.
3rd R. m. *, 460.
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STANDING ORDERS COM., APPOINTMENT OF.

M. (Mr. Dickey) for substitution of Mr. Kirch-
hoffer's nane on the Coin., 98.

LANDRY, Hon. A. O. P.
DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).

On consideration of Coin. Report, in favour of B.,
and Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that
Coin. had ruled out questions and suppressed
evidence.-Comment on speech of Mr. McInnes
(B.C.): on facts of the case, 398.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit Report for
further evidence, and ques. of Order, the M.
not appearing on Order paper: the saie Amt.
vi., 433.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Report:
Ait. miî., to re-commit for ques. to Petitioner
as to adultery, 616. Amt. m., six months'
" hoist " of Report, 619.

LAND IN TERRIEB., ACT CONSOLID. B. (HH).
In Com. of the W.-Progress reported, 676, 679.

B. reported, with Amts., 681.

ST. LAWRENCE AND ADIRONDACK RY. Co.'s B. (39).
Introduced *, 347.
2nd R. m. *, 363.
(3rd R. m. by Mr. DeBoucherville *, 384).

LOUGHEED, Hon. James Alexander.
ALBERTA, IRRIGATION See "Fish Creek."
BALFOUR DIVORCE CASE.

M. that Petition of Jas. Balfour for certain ex-
hibits on file, be referred to Divorce Coin., 285.

BILLs, PRIVATE, IRREGULARITIES. See "Order and
Procedure."

BRANDON AND S. W. RY. CO. INCORP. ACT REVIVED
and amd. ; B. (47).

Introduced*, 347.
2nd R. ut.*, 363.
(3rd R. m. by Mr. Perley*, 384).

CONSOLIDATED REVENUE, &c., ACT. See "Revenue."

CRIMINAL CODE AMT. B. (126).
In Coin. of the W.-On the schedule : on Amt.

(Mr. Power) to strike out the Amt. 549a, option
of jury trial, 748-9.

On. sect. 662: ques. of Grand Jury abolition,
749; of its extension to N.W.T., 749.

On sect. 871: ques., constables' fees, 751.
CusToMs SEIZURES. See "Revenue and Audit Act."
DILLON DIVORCE B. (T).

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Bellerose) six months' "hoist," on ground that
both parties are Catholics; suggestion that this
fact should be established in evidence, 300.

DIvORCE CASES. See "Balfour." "Dillon."
DOMINION LANDs B. See "Lands."

EDMONTON STREET Ry. Co. INcoRP. B. (23).
Introduced *, 687.
2nd R. m.*, 691.
3rd R. m.*, 705.

ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPECTION B. (118).
In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 4: the cl. unneces-

sary, 746.
On cl. 16: ques. as to applicability to contracts,

746-7.

ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPECTION B. -Continued.
On cl. 19: cl. for re-inspection of meters neces-

sary, 747.
On cl. 3: on Amt. (Mr. Drummond) pressure test

by inspector, without notice to contractor sug-
gested, 747.

On cl. 37: on standard for measurement, 748.
FisH CREREK, IRRIGATION PRIVILEGES, HULL, W. R.,

B. (J).
Introduced *, 205.
On Order for 2nd R.: in view of Govt. irrigation

B., postponement m., 275.
FISHERIES ACT AMT. B. (145).

In Coin. of the W.-On sub-cl. 10: ques. as to
proportion, re-packing of lobsters, 713.

On sub. -cl. 12: on necessity of enforcing careful
packing of lobsters, 716.

On cl. 4: on ques. of Sunday protection of fish
interpretation cl. suggested, 718.

On cl. 6: on Amt. (Mr. Clemow) sawdust in
rivers, exemptions precluded : ques., such
proviso in original B., 723; further, 723.

FRANcE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.: ques., native

wine manufacture, 756.
GAME PRESERVATION. See "N.W.T."

GRAND JURY SYSTEM. See " Criminal Code Amt. B."
HULL, W. R., IRRIGATION PRIVILEGES. See "Fish

Creek."

INDIAN ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (CC).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : remark, that an

Indian leaves several widows, 347.
Reported from Com. of the W., with Amts., 362.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for lst R. : ques. as to refer-

ence to a special Coin., 97.
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.: reply to Mr.

Power's speech, as to Halifax not desiring such
a law, 237 ; that Imperial Privy Council de-
cision on Provincial Insolvency laws looks to
a Dominion measure, and the country requires
it, 238-9.

INSPECTION OF ELECTRIC LiGHTs. See "Electric."
INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT.; B. (V).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : remarks on
Mr. Angers's speech, 292; on Mr. Scott's, 296.

IRRIGATION Bs. Sec " Fish Creek."
A nd " N.W.T. Irrigation B."

JURY (GRAND) SYSTEM. See "Criminal Code Amt.
B."

LAND GRANTS, MILITIA, N.W. CAMPAIGN. See" Mihitia."'

LANDS, DOMINION; SETTLERS ON SCHOOL LANDS;
B. (160).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : extension of B.
to pre-emptions advocated, 799.

LAND IN TERRIES., AcTs CONSOLID. B. (HH).
2nd R. objected to; time for examination of B.

required, 629.
In Com. of the W.--On cl. 2: on ques. of mineral

rights, 675 ; further, 675.
On cl. 5: on extcutor's devise, 675; further, 676.
On el. 56, sub-sect. d: registration of leases over

1 year suggested, 676 ; further, 676.
Again in Com.-On el. 92: legal proceedings, cl.

should be reconsidered, 677.
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LAND iN TERIRTORIEs B.-Continued.
On cl. 94: delay in registration of transfer, ques-

tion raised, 677 ; further, 678.
On cl. 99 : filing a second caveat, " unless by

leave of judge " suggested, 678.
On sub.-sect. 6: proceedings within 3 months,

points raised, 678, 679.
On el. 100: corporation instrument, without affi-

davit, inconvenience of cl., 679.

LoBSTERS, PACKING, &C. See " Fisheries Act Amt.
B."

MAN. & N.W. RY. CO. OF CANADA, B. (X).
Introduced*, 264.
2nd R. i.*, 274.
3rd R. m., 321. Amt. (Mr. Boulton) to substi-

tute " not less " for "not exceeding " prescribed
amount of annual construction, opposed; that
the Co. should not be thiis crippled, 326-7-8.

MAN. & N.W.T. SCHOOLS QUESTION.
On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in

Council, &c.-On the constitutional point and
the practical question, 144-5-6-7-8-9, 150-1-2-3-4.
On Mr. Bellerose's speech: explanation of
renarks made, 161. On Mr. Power's speech :
a ques., 174.

MILITIA IN N.W. CAMPAIGN, LAND GRANTS; TIME
further extended ; B. (54).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : remarks on
scrip claims still unsettled, 637; further, 637.

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,687.

MONTREAL HARBOUR CoMMIssRS. AcTs CONSOLID.
B. (S).

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 47, exemption from
juries, &c. : on ques. of right to enact, 320.

MOUNTED POLICE BILL. See "N.W.M. Police."

N.W. CAMPAIGN, MILITIA, SCRIP. Sec "Militia.'

N.W. MOUNTED PoLicE AcTs CONSOLID. B. (121).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : on graduated

scale of salaries for Vet. Surgeons, and for
Inspectors, 633; further, 633.

In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 9 : on constables'
powers in other Provinces, 648; further, 648.

N.W.T., GAME PRESERVATION, B. (Z).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 1st R. : ques. on scope of

the B., 287.
In Com. of the W.-On 2nd cl. : on Mr. Power's

suggestion to extend provisions of B. to all
northern country, 333.

On cl. 5: on Mr. Power's suggestion to extend
close season ; and as to information of Hudson
Bay Co. being accepted, 336.

On el. 8: suggestion, to read "food purposes for
Indians," 337 ; on Mr. Bowell's remarks, indis-
criminate slaughter, 337; by Indians, 338. To
Mr. Masson: traders numerous, 338; licenses
suggested, 339; designation of traveller, 339.

On cl. 15: on Mr. Power's suggestion, penalty on
Indian and employer, 340.

On cl. 17 : that convicting officer should account
for seizures, 340 ; further on the saine, 340.

On cl. 19: that burden of proof should not be on
the accused, 341; that possession of animals,
&c., would make prima facie case, 341 ; reply
to Mr. Bowell's comparison with Customs law,
342.

On cl. 2*2: that declaration be required of appli-
cants for permits for scientific purposes, 343.

Again in Con'.-On cl. 19 (burden of proof on
accused): -on Mr. Bowell's remarks, 358; on
Mr. Power's, 358; that the cl. should be struck
out, 359.

N.W.T., GRAND JURY SYSTE3f. Sec "Criminal
Code Ait. B."

N.W.T. IRRiGATION B. (134).
In Com. of the W.-On cl. 2: that sub-sect d may

stand for Amt., 681.
On el. 4: replies to Mr. Power and others, appli-

cability of B. to swamp lands advocated, 682-3-4.
On el. 8: on ques. of precedence of rights: saving

proviso advocated, 684-5.
On cl. 12: ques. as to necessity for " competent"

engineer, 685. As to Cos. intending to use
water only for their own purposes, 685-6.

On el. 29 : ques., 4 years' discrimination, 686.
N.W.T., LAND IN, B. Sec "Land."
ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bill, Comimons A ints.--Concurrence in some, non-
concurrence in others: discussions on proper
form of M., 630, 631, 634.

Bill, provisions for legal procedure.--On N.W.T.
Game Preservation B., held that burden of
proof should not lie on the accused, 341; that
possession of game would be prina facie
evidence, 341; replies to Mr. Bowell's compar-
isons with Customs laws, 342.-Sec also debate
on penalties, on the previous cs. of the B., 340;
further, on striking out cl. 19, 358, 359.

Bill, ques. of cl. ultra vires.--On ques. as to right
to enact cl. 47, Montreal Harbour Coin-
missioners B., exempting members of the cor-
poration from juries, &c. : held that with regard
to criminal matters, Govt. would have the right,
320.

Bill, 2 nd R.,postponemnent.-Request for postpone-
ment of Land in Terries. B., for proper exam-
ination, 629.

Bills, private, notice wanting. -Standing Orders
Com. having reported notices wanting in case
of several Bs. : nt. that Report be referred back
for further consideration, 264.

Bills, private, Petitions not properly signed.-M.
for suspension of Rule (Red Deer Valley Ry.
B.) being objected to, reference of B. back to
Standing Orders Coin. im., 198. Petition being
received, properly signed, 3rd R. in., 332.

Bills, private, time for reporting on.-Standing
Orders Com. having recommended extension
of time till end of session : remarks on strin-
gency of 52nd Rule, 284.

Constitutional questions.--Sec "Man. and N.W.T.
Schools question," also "Senate, Speaker, B."
(below), also "Insolvency B.," Privy Council
decision (above).

Dirorce procedure.-M. for reference to Divorce
Com., of Petition for exhibits in a Divorce case
of previous session, 285.

Divorce procedure.-On proposed "hoist" Amt.
to Dillon Divorce B., on ground that both
parties are R. Catholics: suggested that this
fact be first established in evidence, 300.

POST OFFicE AcT AMT. B. (JJ).
Reported from Coin. of the W., without Amt.*,

705.
RED DEER VALLEY R Y. AND COAL CO.; REVIVA L OF

charter and extension of time ; B. (L).
On presentation (Mr. Macdonald, B. C.) of Stand-

ing Orders Com. Report, Petition not signed by
Co.'s officials: nt. that 37th rule be dispensed
with, 198. On Mr. Miller's objection : notice
of such M., 198. On Mr. Miller's furtherobjec-
tion : nt. that B. be referréd back to Standing
Orders Coin., 198.

B. introduced*, 224.
2nd R. ii. and B. explained, 227.
3rd R. i., with explanation, properly signed

Petition received, 332.
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REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT AMT. B. (127).
In Com. of the W.--On sub-sect. 6, cl. 1: on

seizures for probable cause, cl. deemed too arbi-
trary, modification suggested, 661, 662.

RIVERS, SAWDUST IN. Sec "Fisheries Act Amt.
B."

ROCKY MOUNTAIN RY. AND COAL CO. INCORP.
Act Amt. B. (H).

Introduced*, 205.
On order for 2nd R. : B. having been introduced

in Commons, discharge of order w., 226; leave
te withdraw the B. m., 226.

SAwDUST IN RIVERs. Sec "Fisheries Act Amt.
B."

SCHOOL LANDS, B. Sec "Lands, Dominion."

SENATE, SPEAKER, TEMPORARY, PROVISION FOR; B.
(Q).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.: ques., in event
of proving ultra vires, as to royal proclamation,
262; whether memorial for Amt. to B. N. A.
Act would not be better, 263.

STANDING ORDERS COM. REPORTS. Sec "Order
and Procedure."

TERRITORIES, LAND IN, B. See "Land."
TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADA, INCORP. B. (D).

2nd R. n., 155. To Mr. Allan, on objection to
similarity of naine to that of a present Co.: no
objection to change naine, 156.

On Report of Standing Orders Coin.: future con-
sideration m., 251.

Adoption a., of Standing Orders Com. Report,
naine changed, &c., 265; on Mr. Power's ob-
jection to ch ýnged name, 265; clerical errors
in Report, 265.

3rd R. w., 273. Mr. Power's Amt., to further
change name, opposed, 273.

Commons Amts. Concurrence m., 627; on Mr.
Power's suégestion, certain Ants. erroneous,
in. that B. stand, 628.

M. for concurrence, except 2nd and 4th Aints.,
630; after debate on proper procedure, nt. that
B. stand, 630, 631.

Similar M., 634; further on the procedure, 634.
M. for non-concurrence in 2nd and 4th Amts.,

with reasons (clerical errors, &c.), 634.
M. to rescind above Resolution, and concurrence

in 2nd and 4th Aints. nt., 644.
WESTERN CANADA TRUST AND GUARANTEE CO. See:

" Trust Corporation of Canada B."
WINE, MANUFACTURE OF.

Ques., on French Treaty B. : reduction in tax on
alcohol for fortifying wines, 756.

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIAL, PUNISH-
MENT, &C.; B. (Y).

Reported froin Com. of the W., with Aits., 350.

McCALLUM. Hon. Lachlan.

ATLANTIC STEAMERS. See "Ocean Steanship B."

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On consideration of Report of Coin., in favour of

B., and Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that
Coin. had ruled out questions and excluded
evidence.-On Mr. Kaulbach's speech, a ques.,
371; another, 371. Comments on Mr. Dickey's:
no proof against petitioner, 418. On Mr. Poir-
ier's : ques. as to his vote, 441. Amt. (Mr.
O'Donohoe) to re-commit for further evidence,
opposed ; Report of Coin., in favour of B., sup-
ported, 444.

59

McCALLUM, Hon. Lachlan--Contined.
DOMINION BURGLARY GUARANTEE Co.'s B. (27).

2nd R. ne. (in absence of Mr. McMillan)*, 481.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) whether Treaty will not

preclude intercolonial preferences. Compliment
upon his speech thereon, 674.

On M. (Mi. Angers) for 2nd R. Commrents on
his speech, 757, 760. On Mr. Scott's, 762. T"e
Treaty opptosed, injury to wine industry, the
National Policy, 795-6-7 ; six months' "hoist"
m., 798.

In Com. of the W.-Ques., export of con-
densed milk, 824; chestnut extract, 824; eels,
825.

HAY INSPECTION. Sec " Inspection, General, Act,
Amt."

HUDSON BAY RY. CONSTRUCTION B. (-).

On introduction (Mr. Boulton) : comment on
his remarks as to immigrants by this route:
they would be frozen. 271.

INsOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2ntd R. : comment on

Mr. Power's remark that very few desire this
law, 237. On the B.: hasty legislation depre-
cated ; who do and who do not want such a
law; the B. opposed, 241- 2. Comment on Mr.
Bowell's reply, as to class that want it, 248.

In Con. of the W.-The B. opposed on various
points, 501. On Mr. Bowell's objection to dis-
cussion of principle of B. in Coin. : that such
right was reserved on 2nd R., 503: further on
saine point, 503. Comment on Mr. Dickey's
speech : was not on Special Coin., 505.

On Aint. (Mr. McKindsey) that B. shall apply
to tra-lers only, 509.

On Amt. (Mr. Miller) that B. shall not apply to
farmers: on Sir F. Smith's reiarks in opposi-
tion thereto, 511; on their paying 66c., 512;
or SOc., 512; entire B. o pposed, 512.

Again in Com.-Farmers do not require the B.;
all Aints. will be opposed, and the B. itself,
556.

Again in Coin. -On M. (Mr. Bowell) for new 3rd
cl., B. restricted to traders as defined. Ques.
on Mr. Scott's speech: inillers' toll, 588;
further on millers, 589.

On cl. 35: on A it. (Mr. Miller) to change § to J,
and Amnt. (Mr. McKindsey) J: comments on
Mr. McKindsey's speech, 592; the § rate sup-
ported, 593.

On cl. 61: in debate, on ranking of banks, 601,
602.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R.: comments on
Mr. Scott's speech, in n. Ait. to cl. 35, Iev-
ing creditors to fix rates, 610, 611; ques. of
procedure, that the Amt. should be to re-con-
mit the B., 612.

Ant. n., six montis' "hoist," 612--13.

INSPECTION, GENERAL., ACT, AMT. ; HAY INSPEC-
TION; B. (125).

In Com. of the W.--Remarks on the proposed
system, suggestions, and replies to Hon.
Senators, 488, 490, 491, 496.

LORD'S DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Ait. (Mr.
Almon) for six inonths' " hoist ": the B. op-
posed, 569.

MONTREAL BELT LINE Ry. CO.'s B. (59).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 2nd R. : in view of

opposition to B., ques. as to postponement, 565.
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NATIONAL POLICY. See "France, Treaty," debate.
NIAGARA FALLS SUSPENSION BRIDGCE Co. 's B. (66).

3rd R. r. (in absence of Mr. McKindsey)*, 580.
OCEAN STEMSHIP SUBSIDIES; ATLANTIC FAST

tINE; B. (161).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : comment on

Mr. Power's speech, 814. On Sir F. Smith's,
816. On Mr. Read's (Quinté), 817.

RICHELIEU & ONT. NAVIGATION CO.'s B. (62).
(Introduced by Mr. Ogilvie*, 427).
2nd R. e. and B. explained, 482.
(3rd R. in. by Mr. Ogilvie*, 521.)

ST. CATHARINES & NIAGARIA CENTRAL RY. Co.'s B.
(79).

(Introduced and 2nd R. m. by Mr. McKindsey*,
7 31 -2).

3rd R. w.*, 665.

STEAISHIP SUnSIDIES (FAST INE). See:

" Ocean Steamuship Subsidies B."

WELLAND POWER ANI SUPPLY CANAL CO. INCORP.
B. k

4 9
).

3rd R. in. (in absence of Mr. McKindsey)*, 580.

WINE INDUSTRY. Sce " France, Treaty," debate.

McCLELAN, Hon. Abner Reid.

H1AT INSPECTION. Sec "Inspection, General, Act,
A nt."

INsoLv EN(Y AcT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.--On Mr. Dickey's

speech: ques., Imperial decision affecting Pro-
vincial Insolvency Acts, 234. On the B., its
lenigth; the Terry B. in U.S.; ques. of Pro-
vinîcial Insolveney laws ; bankruptcy practice
in N. B., &c.. 239-240.

In Con. of the W.-Uii Mr. McCallun's speech,
opposing B. : remîark, lawyers, 556.

INSPECTION. GENERAL, ACT, AMT. ; HAY INSPEC-
TON ; B. (125).

In Coi. of the W. -Ques., mode of inspection,
488; renarks, circulars not sent to Maritime
Provinces, mode of inspection, different descrip-
tions of hay in Mar. Provs., 488-9; couch
grass, 4-9; fuither questions on mode of in-
spection, 490.

Again in Con.-Oni Amt. (Mr. Power) defining
dyke hay as iixed hay, 526.

N.W.T., GAME PRESERVATiON B. (Z).
In Con. of the W.-On el. 5: Mr. Power agreed

with, as to close season ; suggested that Govt.
have power to change it, 336.

Again in Co.-On cl. 5: On Mr. Bowell's re-
maiks on special cl. for above purpose : that
Govt. will give due notice, 357.

On cl. 19 and Mr. Bernier's suggestion to strike
it out: remarks on burden of proof, 358.

PROHIInTION, ROYAL COMMISSION ON.
Inqy. whether report has been made ; if so, when

it will be piesented, 348.
Inqy., reminding leader of House of promised

reply to above, 361.
REFORMED BAPTIST CHURCH ALLIANCE INCORP.

B. (84).
(Introduced by Mr. Perley*, 426.)
2nd R. i., 527. On Mr. Bowell's suggestion that

powers of Corporation be- defined in Com., 527.
On Mr. Power's ques. as to date of first meet-
ing, 527.

Amts. of Private Bs. Coin. explained and con-
currence to-morrow m., 615.

Concurrence m., as above, 619.
3rd R. n., 620.

McDONALD, Hon. Wm., (N.S.)
N.W.T. GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).

Progress reported from Coin. of W., 343.
Reported from the Coin., with Aints., 360.

MeINNES, Hon. Thomas R. (B.C.)
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

On M. \Mr. Ferguson, (P.E.I.) for:
On the Address: Ballot for N. W.T., 54; Behring

Sen award and regulations, 54-5-6-7-8-9: Can-
adian interests sacrificed in Imperial negotia-
tions, 58-9 ; U S. depression under protection,
59, 60; tea luties, 59; U.S. silver bill, 59, 60;
counterfeit silver production', 60; UT. S. and
Canadian tariff revision, 60, 61; Canadian and
English excise revenue, 61.

On AI-r. Angejs's speech: Behring Sea regula-
tions, 63.

BALLOT FOR THE N.W.T.
Remarks in debate on the Address, 54.

BEHRING SEA AWARD AND REGULATIONS.
In speech on the Address, 54-5-6-7-8-9. In reply

to Mr. Angers's speech, 63.
Inqy. as to truth of cablegram ; Govt. statement

in Imperial H. of Conmions, that Canada has
not asked for compensation, 165; further
ques., 155.

Inqy. as to reply promised on the above, 199.

CANADA-IN INPERIAL NEGOTIATIONS.
In debate on the Address, renarks, 58-9.

CONTINOT. ACCTS. CoM. See " Internal Economy
Com."

COUNTERFEIT SILVER PRODUCTION.
In debate on the Address, remnarks, 60.

CRIMINAL LAW, ADMINISTRATION-OF.
Death sentence commuted, Peter and Jack.-M.

for Petitions, Orders in Council, &c., 199, 201.
Reply to Mr. Anigers's remarks : not a political
question, 203; when clemency should be recoin-
mended, 203; tribal hostility, 203 ; whether
papers will be brought down, 204 ; details of
the murder, 204; objects of Inquiry, 205.

Inqy. when papers will be brought down, 288.
Further Inqy. for the papers, 348.

DEATH SENTENCE COMMUTED, PETER AND JACK. Ste
the above.

DILLON, .JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).

On Report of Com. in favour of B., and Minority
Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Con. ruled out
questions and excluded evidence.--Conmîents
on Mr. Scott's speech : questions asked, 388:
facts of the case, 391; Parlt. superior to law of
Quebec, 391. On the merits of the case ; on
divorces being granted to R. Catholics ; on the
evidence ; action of the Committee ; establish-
ment of Divorce Courts advocated, 395-6-7-S.
Comment on Mr. Read's (Quinté) speech :
Father Chiniquy, 401. On Mr. Power s: the
evidence, 403, 404. On Mr. Dickey's: the
evidence, 417 ; action of Coin., 418.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit Report for
further evidence, and ques. of Order (on resumf-
ing debate) that this M. does not appear on
Order paper, 431-2-3.

On Mr. Reesor's speech on that M. : on peti-
tioner's silence, 450. The ques. reviewed.;
attitude of R. C. Senators ; that this Ait. 1
a censure on the Com., 453-4. On Mr. Kaul-
bach's speech: ques. of proof, 457.

930



1.-INDEX TO SENATORS., 931

McINNES, Hon. Thomas R. (B.C.)-Contd. McINNES, Hon. Thomas R. (B.C.)-Contd.

DILLON DIvoRtcE B.-Continued.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Com. Report to
Order paper: Mr. Angers's contention that
Minority Report should be included, opposed,
518.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Coin. Re-
port ; request of Mr. Kaulbach for further
postponenent objected to, 6Y4.

On M. (Mr. Clenow) for adoption of Report, and
Aint. (Mr. Bellerose) to re-commit and strike
out re-marriage cl. ; on Mr. Bellerose's speech,
a ques., 616; the Aint. opposed, 618.

ELECTRIC LIG HT INSPECTION B. (118).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Contention of

Messrs. Scott and Power supported, censure
on Govt. for late session ; on their policy and
looking to Washington, 696-7. Comment on
Mr. Prinrose's reply, 699; further, 699.

ENGLAND. Sec Great Britain."

EXCISE REVENUE. Sece ' Tariff and Trade matters.

GREAT BRITAIN ANI) CANADIAN INTERESTS.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 58-9.

INDIANS, DEATH PENALTY COMMUTED. See:

"Justice, administration of."

INTERNAL EcoNOMi COMMI'TEE.

On appointment to.-On M. (Mr. Bowell) for
adoption of that cl. of report of Con. of Selec-
tion : request that name of Mr. Reid (Cariboo)
be sulbstituited, 98.

3rd Report.- On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption:
cotments on salary increases, Messrs. Gar-
neau, Soutter, Gibbs ; Ait. ii., to increase
Postmaster's salary, 6,53-4 ; on ques. of Order
(Mr. Power) the procedure maintained, 654 ;
comment on 1Speaker's ruling, 654. Aint. m.,
to re-commeit the Report for the increase, 655.
Connents on Mr. Power's speech, 656; on
Mr. McMillan's, 656 ; on Mr. Perley's, 658-9.

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF.

Death sentence conmuted, Peter and Jack.-M.
for Petitions, Orders in Council, &c., 199, 201.
Reply to Mr. Angers's renarks: not a political
question, 203; when clenency should be re-
conmended, 203 ; tribal hostility, 203;
whether papers will be brought down, 201;
details of the murder, 204 ; objects of Inquiry,
205.

Inqy. when papers will be brought down, 288.
Further Inqy. for the papers, 288.

N. W. T., THE BALLOT FOR.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 54.

ORDER ANI) PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Coi. Report and Minority Report, disposal of.-
Sec debate on "Dillon Divorce B." (above).

Cota. Report, mode of amtendin.-M. to amd. In-
ternal Economy Coin. Report, by increasing
Postnaster's ' salary, 653. That procedure
maintained, and precedent quoted, 654. On
Speaker's ruling, M. to re-commit the Report,
with instructions to amd. accordingly, 655.

Debate, expressions in.-Reply declined, to Mr.
O'Donohoe's personal remark, in Dillon Divorce
debate, 454.

Divorce Procedure.-On question of Divorces to
R. Catholics ; on the course pursued by Di-
vorce Com.; bivorce Courts advocated, &c.-
See the debate on "Dillon Divorce B." (above).

59.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE-Continued.

Legislation, looking to Washington.-Remarks on
2nd R. of Electric Light Inspection B., 696-7,
699.

M'otion, not on Order paper.-Ques. of Order
(Mr. Bellerose) supported, and Mr. O'Dono-
hoe's speaking objected to, Mr. O'Donooe's M.
to re-comnit Divorce Coin. Report (Dillon
case) nit appearing on Order paper, 431-2-3.

Session, late date of.-Remarks on 2nd R. of
Electric Light Inspection B., 696-7, 699.

PETER AND JACK, DEATH SENTENCE COMMUTED. See:

",Justice, administration of."

POSTMASTER's SALARY. Sec "Internal Econony
Coin."

SEAL FISHERY. Sec "Behring Sea."

SENATE OFFICIALS. Sec "Internal Economy Coin.
Report."

SESSION, LATE DATE OF HOLDING.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Electric Light Inspection
B., 696-7, 699.

SILVER, COUNTERFEIT, PRODUCTION.

In debate on the Address, remarks, 60.

TARIFF ANI) TRADE MATTERS.

Reinarks in debate on the Address: depression
in U.S. due to protection, 59, 60; tea duties,
59; U.S. and Canadian tariff revision, 60, 61;
Canadian and English excise revenue, 61.

Comnents on Govt. looking to Washington in
tariff inatters, on 2nd R. of Electric Light In-
spection B., 696-7, 699.

U.S. AND THE BEHRING SEA AWARD.

In speech on the Address, 54-5-6-7-8-9. In
reply to Mr. A ngers's speech, 63.

Inqy. as to truth of cablegram: Govt. statement
in Inperial q. of Conmmons, that Canada has
not asked for #ompensation, 155; further ques.,
155.

Inqy. as to reply proinised on the above, 199.

U.S. DEPRESSION AND U.S. TARIFF.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 59, 60, 61

U.S. SILVER BILL.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 59

U.S. TARIFF and CANADIAN POLICY.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Electric Light Inspection
B., 696-7, 699.

McKAY, Hon. Thomas.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.
On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for: on Mr. Mc-

Innes's (B.C.) speech: Behring Sea regula-
tions and Capt. Cox's statements, 57.

BALLOT, VOTE BY. See " N.W.T. Representation
Act Amt."

BILLS, PRIVATE, TIME FOR REPORTING ON.

On Standing Orders Com. Report, to extend time
till end of session, and objections of various
Hon. Senators, 283.

BRIBED VOTERS' DISFRANCHiSEMENT B. See
"Voters."

CONTINGT. AccTs. COM. See "Internal Economy."
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McKAY, Hon. Thomas-Continued.

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On consideration of Report of Coin. in favour of

B., and Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that
Com. had ruled out questions and excluded
evidence.--On Mr. Kaulbach's speech : ques.,
marriage certificate, 373; remark, how respond-
ent was left, 374 ; Mr. Lougheed's vote, 376;
number of Mr. Kaulbach's questions, 377. On
Mr. Power's speech : cases quoted, contested
ones, 411. Action of Com. defended ; no pre-
cedent for ques, as to adultery of petitioner ;
marriage cert. sufficient evidence of creed, 423.
On Mr. O'Donohoe's speech ; ques., power of
chastising wife, 424.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit the Report
for further evidence : on Mr. Power's speech,
effect of re-committal, 452.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Report to Order
paper for further consideration, and Ant. (Mr.
Scott) 3 months' " hoist " ; Amnt. (Mr. Boulton)
for consideration of Report on Tuesday objected
to, as out of Order, 520.

FRENCH TRANSLATORS. Sec "Internal Economy
Coin."

HUDSON BAY Ry. CONSTRUCTION B. (BB).
On M. (Mr. Boulton) for 2nd R. On ques. of

reading B. for publication in Debates ; that. if
passed, it will appear in Statutes, 468; further
on procedure, 469. Ques. of getting shingles
froin Hudson Bay by the Ry., 473.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
In Coin. of the W.- That 3rd R. will be opposed;

but killing B. in Coin. unmanly, 508.

INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT, AMT. ; HAY INSPECTION,
provision for; B. (125).

Progress reported, froin Com. of the W., 496.
Reported fron the Coin., with Aits., 526.

INTERNAL ECONOMY CoM. REPORT.

Presented, and adoption in.,: French translators,
short-hand assistance tc Law Clerk, 249;
further, 250.

3rd Report, adoption ai. : distribution of clerical
duties : French translator; salaries of Messrs.
Soutter, Garneau, Gibbs ; supervision of mes-
sengers by Serjt. -at-Arms; Gagnon. number of
messengers reduced ; employees reporting each
other ; Law Library books, 649, 650-1; further
on supervision of messengers, 651.

LAw CLERK, BOOKS AND SHORT-HAND WRITERS.-

Sec " Internal Economy Coin. Report."

MESSENGERS. Sec "Internai Economy Coin."

N.S. STEEL CO. INCORP. B. (131).

Introduced*, 639.
2nd R. ni. and B. explained, 664.
(3rd R. nt. by Mr. Power*, 689).

N.W.T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT.; BALLOT
VOTING B. (5).

On M. (Mr. Angerg) for 2nd R.-On Mr. Power's
speech on disfranchisement of Dom. officiais in
N.S., 462.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bill, private, irregularity in.-On Rad Deer
Valley Ry. petition; reported to House by
Standing Orders Com., because not properly
signed, 198.

McKAY, Hon. Thomas- Concluded.
ORDER AND PROCEDURE-Continued.

Bill, publication in Debates. -On Mr. Boulton pro-
posing to read at length his B. for Hudson Bay
Ry. construction: pointed out that if B. is
passed, it will appear in the statutes, 468;
further on procedure, 469.

Bill, rejection in Coin. opposed.-That 3rd R. of
InsolvencyB. will be opposed ; but killing it in
Com. unmanly, 508.

Bilis, Private, time for reporting, extension. -Held
that Mr. Bowell's argument as to Rules is
not entirely applicable; difference between
Commons and Senate procedure explained, 283.

Com. Report, restoration to Order paper.- See
debate on " Dillon Divorce case " (above).

Divorce procedure. -Se the debate on "Dillon
Divorce case " (above).

RED DEER VALLEY RY. AND COAL Co.'s B. (-).
On Report presented (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) of

Standing Orders Com., Petition not properly
signed : ques., whether B. is reported, 197 ; on
action of the Con., in referring to House, 198.

SENATE OFFICIA LS. See "Interna] Economy Coim."

SHORT-HAND WRITERS. Sec "Internai Economy
Con."

TRANSLATORS. See " Internal Econony Com."
VOTERS WHO HAVE TAKEN BRIBES, DISFRANCHISE-

MENT B. (6).
On M. (Mr. Dickey) for 2nd R.-The B. opposed,

499.

McKINDSEY, Hon. George 0.
CRIMIXAL CODE ANT. B. (126).

In Coin. of the W.-On the Schedule, sect. 662:
on ques. of Grand Jury panel in Ont., 749;
reduction of quorum for finding true bill,
objected to, 749; B. conflicting with proceed-
ings of local Parlt., &c., 749-50 ; on recent legis-
lation, c iminal testifying in his own behalf ;
M. that this cl. be struck out, 750. Further on
Grand Jury panel, 750-1.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-Further onques.
of Grand Jury panel; also on Amt., two
nagistrates sitting, option of jury trial, 752-3-4.

DILLON DIVORCE B.
On Report of Divorce Coin., in favour of B., and

Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach): remarks on
procedure, on M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit

e)ort for further evidence, and qnes. of
Order (Mr. Bellero3e) that this M. does not
appear on Order paper, 432.

ERIE AN) HURON RY. CO.'s B. (81).
Introduced*, 499.
2nd R. m.*, 526.
(3rd R., m. by Mr. Vidal*, 580).

GRAND JURY. See "Criminal Code Ait. B."
INSOLvENcY ACT, 1894; B. (C).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.: remark on Mr.
Vidal's speech, as to consideration after Coin.
report, 245.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for appointinent of Special
Coin. : that a Coni. of 25 is too large; division
into sections suggested, 249; on Mr. Bowell's
suggestion as to Sub-Coms., 249.

In Coin. of the W.--On cl. 2, sub-sect. a : Amt.
in. substituting "trader" for "debtor," 499,
500; on Mr. Macdonald (P.E.I.) suggesting a
modification, 501 ; on Mr. Bowell's suggestions,
502; further, 502.

932
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McKINDSEY, Hon. George C.-Continued. McMILLAN, Hon. Donald-Continued.

INSOLVENCY AcT-Continued.
Objection taken, on Mr. Dickey rising to discuss

principle of B. in Coin., 505; further on that
point, and on the proposed Amt. 506.

Amt. m. that B. shall apply to traders only, 508;
on Mr. Miller's suggestion thereon, 509; on
Mr. McCallum's, 509; on Mr. Miller's, 509.
Amt. withdrawn, 512.

Again in Com.-Amt. to cl. 2 withdrawn, 552.
On cl. 3: Amt. rn., defining classes of debtors,

552-3; further remarks, 553. On Mr. Kaul-
bach's speech : ques., English law, 555. Further
remarks on the Amt. ; farners going into
insolvency only voluntary, &c., 555, 556. On
Mr. McCallum's speech, a ques., 556.

On cl. 6, sub-sect. a. : ques., relief of insolvent
who has not made assignment, 562; further, the
cl. not clear, 562.

On cl. 35: Aint. m., reduction to 33à cents, 563.
Again in Com., on same cl., and Amt. (Mr.
Miller) reduction to 50 cents: all these els. un-
satisfactory and should be struck out, 592;
further, 592; Amt. m., to reduce § to A, 593;
further remarks, 594 ; Amt. withdrawn, 600.

NIAGARA FALLS SUSPENSION BRIDGE Co.'s B. (66).
Introduced*, 426.
2nd R. rn.*, 483.
(3rd R., nt. by Mr. McCallum*, 580).

ONT. LOAN AND DEBENTURE CO.'S B. (38).
Introduced*, 427.
2nd R. m.*, 485.
3rd R. m.*, 614.

ORDER AND PROUEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.
See the debates on " Dillon Divorce B.," and on

" Insolvency B."
On B. conflicting with local legislation. See

" Criminal Code Aint. B."

ST. CATHARINES AND NIAGARA CENTRAL Ry. CO.'s
B. (79).

Introduced*, 631.
2nd R. mi.*, 632.
(3rd R., m. by Mr. McCallum*, 665).

WELLAND POWER AND SUPPLY CANAL CO. INCORP•
B. (49).

Introduced*, 426.
2nd R. m.*, 483.
(3rd R. n. by Mr. McCallum*, 580).

McMILLAN, Hon. Donald.
BELL TELEPHONE CO. ; BORROWING POWERS; B.

(34).
Introduced*, 276.
2nd R. ni. and B. explained, 286.
3rd R. m.*, 321.

CUSTOMS DUTIES ACT CONSOLII). B. (135).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Comment on

Mr. Boulton's speech, imports, 878; a ques. on
taxation, 879.

DOMINION BURGLARY GUARANTEE Co.'s B. (27).
Introduced*, 426.
(2nd R. n. by Mr. McCallum*, 481).
3rd R. m.*. 521.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION, B. (147).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-On his speech:
comment, native wine, 756.

INSPECVION OF SHIPS ACT AMT. B. (113).
Reported from Com. of the W. without Amt.,

496.

INSURANCE AcT FURTHER AMT. B. (V).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-On his explana-

tion of sect. 12; ques., newly organized Com-
panies, 293.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COM., 3Ru REPORT.
On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption, and Amt.

(Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.) to re-commit, to increase
Postmaster's salary : in debate, that salary of
Mr. Gibbs, Accountant, should be increased,
656 ; further thereon, 6à6.

MAN. AND N.W.T. SCHOOLS QUESTION.
On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, correspon-

dence, &c.-Comment on Mr. Scott's speech:
public schools, 123. On Mr. Lougheed's: ques.,
exanination of lady teachers, 152.

SENATE OFFICIALS. See "Internal Economy Com."

SESSIONAL INDEMNITY, 12 DAYS' ABSENCE NOT
chargeable; B. (164).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-Comment on
Mr. Boulton's speech, mileage, 840.

TARIFF, NEW. See " Custom Duties B." (above).

MACDONALD, Hon. Andrew A. (P.E.I.)

DECK-LOAD LAW. See " Ships, safety of, B."

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.: B. supported,

with a view to its reference to Com.; remarks
on bankruptcy practice, 244.

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 2, sub-sect. a: on
Amt. (Mr. McKindsey) to substitute word
"trader" for "debtor,' suggested "debtor en-
gaged in trade," 500.

On cl. 35: on Aint. (Mr. Miller) to reduce from
e to ý, and amt. (Mr. McKindsey), J: that 50c.
is fair, 596.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Ant. (Mr.
Power) to change cl. 35 from ý to §: the Amt.
opposed, 607.

INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. ; B. (V).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : safeguards from

foreign Cos. necessary; the B. approved, 297.

MONCTON AND P.E.I. RY. AND FERRY Co.; exten-
sion of time; B. (1).

On M. (Mr. Poirier) for 2nd R.; expediency of B.
questioned, 254.

SHIPs, SAFETY OF, ACT, AMT. ; six-feet deck-load
pernitted to W. I., &c.; B. (t).

In Com. of the W.-On lst cl.: comments on
past and present law, six-feet deck-load dan-
gerous for small vessels, &c., 279. On Mr.
Kaulbach's remarks : same deck-load cannot be
carried to U.S. as to W.I., 281.

On 3rd cl.: on M. (Mr. Power) to add S. Ameri-
can ports: that this would include ports round
Cape Horn, 282.

MACDONALD, Hon. Wm. John (B.O.)

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.

On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for. On Mr.
Power's speech: Behring Sea regulations, 43;
increased ocean communication, 46.

On Mr. Kaulbach's': increased ocean communi-
cation, 47.

On Mr. Angers': Behring Sea regulations, 64;
P.E.I. meat in B.C., 64; the U.S. depression
and their tariff, 65.

On Mr. Boulton's: Canadians and U. S. paper
export, 81.
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MACDONALD, Hon. W. J. (B.C.)-Contd.
ADDRESS, ANsWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE-

Continued.
On the Address: Behring Sea award and regula-

tions, 81-2-3; the Washington treaty and its
results, 82; increased ocean communication, 83.

BALLOT, VOTE BY.

Remarks on 2nd R. of N.W.T. Representation
Act Amt. B., 464.

BEHRING SEA AWARD AND REGULATIONS.

In debate on the Address. Comment on Mr.
Power's speech, 43. On Mr. Angers's, 64. On
the Address, 81-2-3.

BILLs, PRIVATE, PETITIONS, TIME EXPIRED.
2nd Report of Standing Orders Com. presented:

time has expired ; H. of Commons grants no
extension, 134.

- PETITIONS. NOTICES WANTING.

13th Report of Standing Orders Com. presented,
264 ; reply to Mr. Miller, notices sent to par-
ties interested, 264 ; object of Report to place
matter on Journals, 264.

TIME FOR REPORTING, EXTENSION OF.
lth Report presented and explained: extension

of time for reporting up to end of session, 277.
Saine Report, further explained and adoption in.,

282. Reply to Mr. Kaulbach : portion relating
to petitions already expired, 283. To Mr.
Allan, further explanation, 284. On Mr.
Bowell's remarks, as to interpretation of rule,
284. M. to refer Report back to Conî., 285.
To Mr. Power: some Bs. go to other Coms.
for report, 285.

CHINESE RESIDENTS IN B. C.
Inqy., whether Govt. intends extending time for

visiting China on certificate, 497.

CONSOLIDATED REVENUE AmNi AUDIT ACT. See
" Revenue."

CONTINGENT AcCTrs. CoM. See "Internal Econ-
ony."

CUsTOMs SEIZURE. See "Revenue and Audit Act."

DILLON, JAMEs ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On Report of Com. in favour of B., and Minority

Report (Mr. Kaulbach).-Coîmments on Mr.
Kaulbach's speech : Parly. discretion as to pro-
cedure, 370; on ques. forbidden by Coîn. to be
put to petitioner, 374 ; further, 374 ; further,
374 ; on power of respondent to oppose the
divorce, 375.

In resumed debate.--Comment on Mr. Scott's
speech : practice in French courts, 386; feeling
anong R. Catholics, 391 ; result of separation
only, 392. On Mr. Mclnnes's (B.C.): creed of
petitioner, 396; infrequency of divorces in B.C.,
398. On Mr. Power's : creed of petitioner, 403;
guîilt only presumptive, 411.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit Report for
further evidence : the ques. reviewed, 449.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Coin. Report to
Order paper: ques. on procedure, 515.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Com. Report,
and Ant. (Mr. Bellerose) to re-commnit and
strike ont re-imarriage cl. of B. : appeal to Govt.
to establish Divorce Courts, 618.

DIVORCE COURTS, E8TABLISHMENT OF.

Appeal to Govt. for, in debate on Dillon case,
618.

MACDONALD, Hon. W. J. (B.C.)-Contd.
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FISHERIES ACT AMT. B. (145).
In Com. of the W. -Ques., enforcement beyond

3-mile limit, 706.
From Com. of the W., progress reported, 725.

GAME IN N.W.T., PRESERVATION OF. See "N.W.
T."

INDIAN ACT AMT. B. (CC).
In Com. of the W.-On el. 1, sub-sect. 8 (ehild-

ren's part of estate): ques. whether intention
to parcel ou. the reserves in severalty, 361;
whether Indian can devise improvements, 362 ;
that those who cultivate land should have real
property in it, 362.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
In Coni. of the W. -On el. 35: objection to B.

proceeding until amount to be paid by insolvent
is fixed, 563.

Again in Com.-On M. (Mr. Bowell) for new 3rd
cl., B. to apply only to traders as defined.
Comment on Mr. Re4sor's speech : second
mortgage no security, 590.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Ant. (Mr.
Power) for discharges under Provincial laws:
on his speech, a ques., 609.

INSPECTION OF SHips ACT AMT., TO INCLUDE ALL
ships ; B. (113).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : ques., cost of
inspection, 465.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COM., 4TH REPORT.

On M. (Mr. Read, Qinuté) for adoption.-That
power of suspension is too arbitrary, 680.

JUVENILE OFFENDERS IN N. B., B. See "N. B."

LORD'S DAY, BETTER OBSERVANCE, B. (2).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Aint. (Mr.
Alnon) for six months' "hoist ": M. for 2nd
R. seconded ; remarks on imperfections of B.,
575.

MAN. AND N. W. T. SCHOOLs QUESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in
Council, &c.-On Mr. Scott's speech: ques.,
church schools, 124. On Mr. Power's speech:
ques., time for disallowance, 176.

NEW BRUNSWICK, JUVENILE OFFENDERS, CUSTOi)Y
OF; B. (GO).

In Com. of the W.-Ques. as to increasing age
fromu 15 to 17, 565.

N.W. MOUNTED POLICE ACTS CONSOLID. B. (121).
Reported from Coin. of the W., without Aint.,

648.

N.W.T., GAME PRESE:RVATION B. (Z).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Comment on

Mr. Power's speech: close season too short, 307.

N.W.T. IRRIGATION B. (134).
Reported from Coin. of the W., with Aits.*, 686.

N.W.T. REPRES'NTATION ACT AMT. ; BALLOT VOT-
iNG ; B. (5).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.--Remarks on this
B., and on vote by ballot generally, 464.

OCEAN COMMUNICATION, INCREASEI).

In debate on the Address.--Comment on Mr.
Power's speech, 46. On Mr. Kaulbach's, 47.
On the Address, 83.
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MACDONALD, Hon. W. J. (B.C.)-Contd. 1 MacINNES, Hon. D. (Bur.)-Continued.
ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bils, private, procedure on.-See " Bills, private,"
(above) for the Reports of Com. and Ms.
thereon.

Divorce procedure.-See "Dillon Divorce case"
(above).

Standing Orders, Ant. to.--That no notice given
of consideration of cl. 2 of Report of Com. on
Selection of Standing Coins., for aint. of
Rule, 98.

Standing Orders Com. Report.-On ques. of adop-
tion of Report, or M. to carry out its subject.
See " Standing Orders Com." (below).

PRINCE EDwD. ISLAND MEAT IN B.C.
In debate on the Address.-Comment on Mr.

Angers' speech, 64.

PRINCE EDwD. ISLAND, WINTER COMMUNICATION,
FINANCIAL CLAIMS, &C.

On M. (Mr. F rguson, P. E. I.) for correspondence.
-On his speech: ques., conditions of $20,000
annual grant, 538.

PRIVATE BiLs, IRREGULARITIES, &C. See "Bills."

RED DEEi VALLEY RY. AND COAL Co.'s B. (-).

Report of Standing Orders Com. presented : Pe-
tition not properly signed, 197. Replies to
Messrs. Miller and McKay: no recommenda-
tion in Report, 197.

REVENUE ANi) AUDIT ACT AMT. B. (127).
In Coin. of the W.-On sub-sect. 6, cl. 1, seizures

for probable cause : on case cited by Mr. Dever,
comment, 664; a ques., 664.

SCHOOLS, SEPARATE. Sec "Mai, & N.W. Schools."

SEAL FISHERY. Sec "Behring Sea."

SENATE OFFICIALS. Sec " Internal Economy Report."

SHIPs, INSPECTION OF, B. Sec "Inspection."

Siý NDING COMMITTEES, APPOINTMENT OF.

On consideration of Report of Coin. of Selection:
that no notice issued, according to Rules, for
consideration of cl. 2 of the Report, 98.

STANDING OxRDERs Com. REPORTS PRESENTED.

Private Bills, time for Petitions expired, 134.
Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co.'s B., 197.
Private Bs., several, notices wanting, 264.
Extension of time for reporting, 277, 282-3-4--5.
19th Report presented (for suspension of 52nd

Rule, for Petition for N. S. Steel Co. 's Incorp.
B.), 496.-On M. (Mr. Miller) for suspension
of Rule, and discussion on procedure: adoption
of Report also m., 497.

STEAMSHIP SERVICE. See "Ocean commîîunication."

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See "Lord's day."

U. S. TA RIFF AND TRADE MA'[TERS.

In debate on the Address.-Comment on Mr.

Angers' speech, 65. On Mr. Boulton's, 81.
Sec also " Beh ring Sea."

WASHINGTON TREATY AND ITS RESULTS.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 82.

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS IN N.B., BILL. Sec "N.B."

MacINNES, Hon. Donald (Burlington).

ALBRRTA SOUTHERN Ry. CO. INcORP. B. (101).
3rd R. in. (in absence of Mr. Power), 619.

ATLANTIC AND N. W. Ry. Co.; EXTENSION OP
time, &c.; B. (30).

Introduced*, 276.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 286.
Amt. of Ry. Com. (C. P. R. agreement cl.) con-

currence nt., 309.
3rd R. n.*, 321.

ATLANTIC FAsT LINE. See " Ocean Steanship Sub-
sidies."

CANADA AND MICHIGAN TUNNEL Co.'s B. (25).

Introduced*, 229.
2nd R. m.*, 264.
3rd R. mi.*, 321.

CANADA LIFE ASSURANCE CO. See "Insurance
Act Amt."

CANADA SOUTHERN RY. B. (DD).

Introduced*, 366.
2nd R. m.*, 425.
3rd R. n.*, 521.

COBOURG, NORTHD. AND PACIFIc Ry. Co.'s B. (132).

Introduced*, 687.
(2nd R. ,i. by Mr. Read, Quinté*, 704.)
3rd R. n.*, 727.

CONTINGT. ACCTS. COM. Sec " Internal Economy."

ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPECTION B. (118).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Reply to Op-
position criticisms: time taken over Tariff in
Coninons; date of calling Parlt. ; U. S. tariff
legislation conpared; work done by Senate,
698.

ELECTRICAL MEASURE, UNITs OF, B. (117).

In Coin. of the W.-Explanation of nature of B.,
864.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION OF.

On Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) whether intercolonial
preferences will not be preciud-d.-Commnent
on his speech: that contention opposed, 666,
667; further, 667.

GUELPH JUNCTION RY. Co.'s B. (63).
Introduced *, 365.
2nd R. n.*, 408.
3rd R. nt.*, 460.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : assignee system

condeinned ; the B. supported, 212.
In Coin. of the W.--On cl. 3, and Amt. (Mr.

MCKindsey) defining classes of debtors: that
farmers should not be excluded ; connients on
Provincial laws ; uniformity in Dominion desir-
able, 554.

In Com. of the W.- On cl. 35, and Aint. (Mr. Mc-
Kindsey) change fromn 66"c. to 331c. : Ant. in.,
change to 60c., 563.

Again in Com.- On M. (Mr. Bowell) for new 3rd
cl., B. to apply only to traders as defined
ques., application to all classes except farmers
588: ques., farmers ranching, 588; buying and
selling cattle, &c., 588.

On cl. 35. : on Amt. (Mr. Miller) to reduce Ï toi,
and Amt. (Mr. McKindsey), J: that Ï is fair,
596, 597 ; on Mr. Boweli's speech, a remark,
598.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) to change cl. 35 from ý to à: Amt.
supported, 606.
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MacINNES, Hon. D. (Burl.)-Cocluded.
INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (V.)

On Message froin Commons, with their Amts.-
On Mr. Angers's notice of an Ant. : notice of
further extension of list of securities, 823.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for concurrence in Commons
Amts. -Amt. m.,non-concurrence in 27th Amt.,
to insert cl. d. in the B., limiting investments
authorized for Co.'s, 826-7-8. On Mr. Angers's
speech: comment, capital of Canada Life Co.,
835.

INTERNAL ECONOMY Com., 3RD REPORT.
On. M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption.-That Usher

of the Black Rod, not Serjt.-at-Armis, should
supervise niessengers, 652. CI. directing offi-
cials to report others, disapproved of, 652.

LAKE ERIE, &c., RY. CO., AND LONDON AND P.
STANLEY Ry. Co. ; B. (82).

Introduced *, 692.
2nd R. ni.*, 692.
3rd R. in.*, 705.

LAKE MEGANTIC Ry. CO., INCORP. B. (58).
3rd R. M. (in absence of Mr. Ogilvie)*, 580.

MONTREAL AND OTTAwA RY., TIME FOR COMPLETION
F.XTENDEI); B. (48).

Introduced *, 347.
2nd R. .', and B. explained, 363.
3rd R. 11.0, 384.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SuBsuiEs; Atlantic fast line;
B. (161).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comment on
Mr. Power's speech, 812.

RIVER ST. CLAIR RY. BRIDGE ANI) TUNNEL CO.'S
B. (33).

3rd R. im. (in absence of Mr. Ferguson, P.E I.)*
366.

ROCKY MOUNTAIN RY. AND COAL CO.'s B. (80).

3rd R. m. (in absence of Mr. Perley)*, 580.

SENATE, LEGISLATIVE WORK PERFORMEI) IN.

Reply to Opposition, on 2nd R. of Electric Light
Inspection B., 698.

SENATE OFFICIALS. See "Internal Economy Com."

SESSION, DATE OF HOLDING.

Reply to Opposition, on 2nd R. of Electric Light
Inspection B., 698.

STEAMsHIP SUBSIDIEs B. Sec "Ocean Steamship.'

TARIFF LEGISLATION, OPPOSITION CRITICISMS.

Remiarks on 2nd R. of Electric Liglt Inspection
B., 6!8.

USHER OF BLACK Roi, DUTiEs. Sec "Internal
Econony Com."

MASSON, Hon. Louis François R.
DILLON, ST. G., D[VORCE B. (T).

On consideration of Com. Report, in favour of
B., and Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that
Coin. lad ruled ont questions and suppressed
evidence.-Comment on speech of Mr. Mc-
Innes, B.C. : ecclesiastical authority the law
in Quebec, 395; further on the samne, 395;
further, 395; further, 395.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Com. Rep. to
Order paper: Mr. Angers's contention that
Minority Report should also be restored, sup-
ported, 517. On Aint. (Mr. Scott) fur 3 months'
" hoist ": suggestion as to form of M., 520.

Masson, Hon. Louis F. R.-.Continued.

FRENCH TRANSLATION OF BILLS. See " Order and
Procedure " (below).

GAME PRESERVATION, N.W.T. Sce "N.W.T."

INSURANCE ACr AMT. B. (V).
Commons Amts.--On M. (Mr. Angers) for con-

currence, and Amt. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)
non-concurrence in 27th Amt., to insert el. d.
in the B., liimiting investients authorized for
Cos.: on the disagreement between Cabinet
Ministers, adjt. of debate advised, 836.

LIGHTHOUSES, BUOYS, &C., AND SABLE ISLD., B.
(B).

On Mr. Bowell's postponing 2nd R. : on ques.
whether B. should originate in Comnimons, as
involving expenditure, 88.

MONTREAL HARBOUR CoM>issRs. AcTs CONSOLID.
B. (S).

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 8: on Mr. Ogilvie's
remarks as to unfitness of certain Commis-
sioners, 313.

N.W.T. GAME PRESERVATION, B. (Z).
In Com. of the W.-On cl. 8: on ques. of killing

fur-bearing animais, 337; skins refused by
H. B. Co., killed out of season, 338. Ques.,
independent traders, 339; they would employ
Indians out of season, 339.

On cl. 19: on burden of proof lying on accused;
possession of unlawful articles, &c., 342.

Again in Comi.-On Mr. Bernier's suggestion to
strike out cl. 19: fuirther on admissible evi-
dence, 358, 359; on Mr. Drummond's suggestion
to modify the phrase, 359.

On cl. 8: further on ques. of Indians killing out
of season, 359.

ORDER ANi PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bill not printed in French.--Youthfuil offenders
B. (Mr. Allan); 2nd R. not opposed, but if
French printing not attended to, objection will
be taken to any B. not printed in French, 300,
301.

Bill, Senate, inrolrinig Expenditure.-On doubt as
to Lighthouses, &c., B. (Mr. Bowell) involving
expenditure, as it deals with salaries of officials,
88.

Cabinet Mfinisters, disaereeiîent betw'een.-0com-
ments on Sir F. Smith's opposition to Mr.
Angers' refusal to withdraw Amt. to Insurance
Act Amt. B., 836.

Com. Report. restoration t Orders. -See debate on
" Dillon Divorce case " (above).

Contituitional question.-Ecclesiastical authority
the law of the land in Quebec ; comment on
Dillon Divorce case, 395; further, on the same,
395; further, 395; further, 395.

Divorce Procedure.-- See also " Dillon " (abo% e).

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIAL, &C.
B. (Y).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R. : not printed in
French : remarks, in future, objection will be
taken, if Bs. not printed in French, 300, 301.

MERNER, Hon. Samuel.

ONT. MUTUAL LIsE INs. Co.'s B. (28).
Introduced , 30q.
2nd R. 0, 333.
3rd R.', 521.
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MILLER, Hon. William.
BILLS, PRIVATE, IRREGULARITIES, &C. See " Order

and Procedure " (below).
COBOURG, NORTHD. AN) PACIFIC RY. Co.'s B.

On presentation of Petition for an Act : time
having expired, suggested: B. may be intro-
duced in Commons ; then on coming to Senate
before 2nd R., may be referred to Standing
Orders Con., 225.

DEBATES COMMITTEE, REPORT OF.

On M. (Mr. Bellerose) for adoption of 2nd Report;
a ques., fixing price of extra copies, 265.

DILLON DivoRCE B. (T).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 2nd R., and proposed

Amt. (Mr. Bell.-iose), six months' " hoist," on
the ground that both parties are R. Catholics:
held, that has nothing to do with the question,
300.

On Notice being called, of M. for further corsid-
eration of Report of Divorce Con. : held that
the M. is regular, 482 ; further, on the proper
procedure, 482.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Report to Order
paper, and Mr. Angers's objection.that Min-
ority Report should be included: at length on
the procedure; held that the M. is quite
regular, 514; replies to various Senators, 515,
516.

DIVORCE CASE. Sec "Dillon."
FRENCH TRANSLATORS, ADDITIONAL.

On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption of Internal
Economy Com.'s Report, and objection (Mr.
Power) that it does not embody Com.'s recom-
mendation, as it restricts translators to B.
work : held that the Report cannot be anended
in the House, 250; even by unanimous con-
sent, 250.

R uD4soN BAY Ry. CONSTRUCTION B. (-).
On introduction (Mr. Boulton): 1st R. objected

to; could only be initiated in Commons, and
on a Message from the Crown, 270, 272.

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for 2nd R. of B. (BB) on
similar subject: his reading the B. at length,
as part of his speech, objected to, 469.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 2, sub-sect. a, and

Amt. (Mr. McKindsey) to substitute word
" trader " for debtor: Mr. Power agreed with,
that the Amt. should come into cl. 3, 501. On
the saine, and Mr. Bowell's suggestion as to
procedure; on the B., exclusion of farmers ad-
vocated, 503-4.

On Amt. (Mr. McKindsey) that B. apply to
traders only: that this might be m. in Aint. to
a cl., 509. Further on this Ant., and on the
procedure, 509. On Mr. Bowell's suggestion
that these els. stand till again in Coin., 510.

Amt. m., that B. shall not apply to farmers, 511;
in any way, 511. Mr. McKindsey ha.ing
withdrawn his Amt., this Ant. also w'ithdrawn,
512.

Again in Coi.-On cl. 3: on Aint. (Mr. Mc-
Kindsey) dividing debtors into two classes:
Ait. should be printed and considered, 553.

Again in Com.--Intention to nt. reduction to
50c., 579.

On cl. 35. : Aint. su., as above, 590. On Mr.
Power's speech, renarks, el. 35, 591.

On proposed Amt. (Mr. McKindsey) to reduce
rate to J: suggestion that Mr. Miller's M. (as
above) be put first, 593. Comments on Mr.
Ferguson's (P.E.I.) speech, 593, 594 ; on Mr.
MacInnes's (Burlington), Z97.

MILLER, Hon. William-Continued.
INSOLVENCY AcT-Continued.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Ant. (Mr.
Power) to change cl. 35 from J to §: the Armt.
opposed, 604-5.

On Amt. (Mr. Power) for discharge to insolvents
in accordance with laws of their provinces: on
his speech, a ques, 609.

Ques. of Privilege: an incorrect report in Mont-
real Gazette, 620.

LIGHTHOUSES, BuoYs, &C., AND SABLE ISLAND,
B. (B).

On Order for 2nd R., and ques. of procedure:
that it does not infringe rights of Commons,
not fixing salaries, 88.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. : Mr. Kaulbach's
point, that conferring power on Minister to
make contracts creates liabilities, not sus-
tained. 89.

LoRD'S DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R,, and Ant. (Mr
Almon) six months' " hoist." Comments on
Mr. Scott's speech: changes made in B., 568.
On Mr. Allan's: ques., effect of B., 570. On
Mr. Bowell's: B. aind. for purpose of rejection,
573. On merits of the B. : the Amt. sup-
ported, 575.

MAN. AND N. W. Ry. Co.'s B.
On presentation (Mr. Read, Quinté) of W.

Barwick's Petition, for leave to petition ; held
that it must be referred to Standing Orders
Com., 225.

MONTREAL " GAZETTE," INCORRECT REPORT IN.

Ques. of Privilege, on report of division on In-
solvency B., 620.

MONTREAL HARBOUR Coxm1ssRs. AcTs CONSOLID.
B. (S).

In Com. of the W.-On el. 25, and Mr. De
Boucherville's ques. as to right of overriding
Provincial law : held that this being a matter
of trade and commerce, local law must give
way, 317; further on the sane point, 317.

ORDER, PRIVILEGE AND PROCEDURE, QI ESTIONS OF.

Bill, Amt., important, printin.-Mr. McKind-
sey's Amt. to Insolvency B., creating classes of
debtors, too important to vote upon without
being printed and considered, 553.

Bill, Commons Amt.-See " Conimons."
Bill, inrolring taxation.-Hudson Bay Ry. con-

struction B. (Mr. Boulton) objected to; could
only be initiated in Commons, on Message f rom
Crown, 270, 272.

Bill not properly signed.-On Standing Orders
Com. reporting Red Deer Valley Ry. Petition
not signed by Ry. officials: that Con. should
make a recommendation, 198; that no M. (to
dis nse with the Rules) can be made without
suchrecomimend ýtion or a Notice, 198.

Bill, overriding Provincial lua.-On Mr. De-
Boucherville's objection to cl. 25 of Montreal
Harbour Comnais. Acts consolid. B. : held
that any local Act conflicting with power of
Parlt. in this matter of trade and commerce,
must give way, 317 ; further, 317.

Bill, principle, time for discussion..-On Insol-
vency B., held that not even by agreement can
right be reserved to discuss its principle in
Com., 504.

Bill, private; Petition for leare to petition.-On
such petition from W. Barwick, re Man. & N.
W. Ry. Co. : held that it must be referred to
Standing Orders Com., 225.
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MILLER, Hon. William--ontinued.
ORDER, PRIVILEGE AN) PROCEDU RE-Continued.

Bill, prirate, tine for Petition \expired.-On
Cobourg, Northd. and Pacific Ry. Co.'s Peti-
tion; suggested : B. mnay be presented in Coin-
mons, and when it cornes before Senate before
2nd R. may be referred to Standing Orders
Com., 2.5.

Bill, proper cl. to be and.-I)ebate in Coin. of
the W., as to proper els. to be amd., defining
classes to whom B. shall apply, 501, 503, 504,
509.

Bill, ques. of involving expenditure.-On Senate
B. (B), respecting Lighthouses, &c.-On Mr.
Masson's point that it interferes with salaries,
88. On Mr. Kaulbach's, contract-naking
power given to Minister of Marine, 89.

Bill, reading at length.-Objection taken, to Mr.
Boulton reading his Hudson Bay construction
B. at length (that it may appear in Debates
Report), in m. the 2nd R., 469.

Bill, ivithdra iral of.-Similar Bs. being introduced
in Couinions, procedure explained to movers of
Senate Bs., for withdrawal : Rocky Moun-
tain Ry. B., 226; Wood Mountain and Qu'-
Appelle Ry. B., 229, 252.

Bills, private, Notices îranting.-Suggested that
Standing Orders Con. report of the irregular-
ity be referred back, to save the Bs., after
warning thus given, 264.

Bills, privaote, time extension.-Report of Stand-
ing Orders Coni. in favour of extension of time
till end of session: without precedent, 277.

Com. Report, amendinq.- Mr. Power pointingout
that Internal Com. Report, restricting addl.
translators to B. work, does not embody Coi.'s
recommenidation: held that Report cannot be
and. in the House, 250; even by unanimous
consent, 250.

Com. Report, restoration to Order paper.--See the
debate on procedure in " Dillon Divorce case"
(above).

Comnittee, Sta nding Orders, Report, adoption.-
On 19th Report (for suspension of 52nd Rule,
for Petition for N. S. Steel Co.'s Incorp. B.),
suspension of Rule ni. accordingly, 497. On
discussion as to adoption of Com. Report also,
remarks on proceduire, 497.

Commons Anms., rartial concurrence.-On Mr.
Lougheed's M. (Trust Corporation of Canada
Incorp. B.) : tle proper procedure, concurrence
in Atuts. separatly, poimted out, 630, 631
again, 634 ; further, 634.

Dirision, mode of calling for. -- Renarks on proce-
dure, on Mr. Almon denanding a division upon
3rd R. of " Trade, combinations in restraint
of," B., 461.

Divorce proredure.-See the points in " Dillon
Divorce case " (above).

Motion, postpomîinent of.--That the forn taken,
of replacing Dillon Divorce Coin. Report on
Orders, for future consideration, is correct, 482
further, on the proper procedure, 4S2.

Privilfie, Qiu stion of.--Incorrect report in Mon-
treal Hizrette, in regard to division on Insolvency
B., 620.

PRIVATE BILLs, IRREGULARITIES. Sec:

" Order and Procedure " (above).

RED DEER VALLEY Ry. AND COAL CO. 's B.
On Standing Orders Coin. Report, that Petition

is not signed by Ry. officials: held that Com.
should nake a recommendation, 197; that no
M. (to dispense with Rules) can be mnade with.
out such recommendation or a Notice, 198.

MILLER, Hon. William-Continued.
ROCKY MOUNTAIN RY. AN) COAL Co.'s B.

On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for discharge of Order for
2nd R., B. having been introduced in Com-
mons: that lie should ask leave to withdraw
the B., 226.

SABLE ISLD. B.--See " Lighthouses, &c., and Sable
Island."

STANDING ORDERS COM. REPORT.

For suspension of 52nd Rule, for Petition for
N.S. Steel Co.'s Incorp. B.-Suspension of
Rule m. accordingly, 497. On discussion, and
M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for adoption of Re-
port also : renarks on procedure, 497.

TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF, LAW RE-
SPEcTINe, AMT. B. (AA).

On Mr. Alnion demanding a division on the 3rd
R. : renark on proper procedure, 461.

TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADA INcoRP. B. (D).
On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for partial concurrence in

Comnons Ants : the proper procedure pointed
out, 630, 631 ; again, 634 ; further, 634.

WOOD) MOUNTAIN AND QU'APPELLE Rï.CO.'S B. (20).
On introduction (Mr. Bernier): similar Senate B.

on Senate Orders, discharge should be asked,
229.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for withdrawal of the Senate
B. (R): proper procedure explained, 252.

MONTGOMERY, the late Hon. D.
REMARKS ON THE DEATH OF. Mr. Bowell, 4; Mr.

Scott, 5; Mr. Ferguson (P.E.I.), 7; Mr. Boul-
ton, 69.

MURPHY, Hon. Edward.
MONTREAL ISLAND B:LT LINE Ry. B. (59).

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) restricting elevated line to passenger
traffic in city: the Amnt. supported, 622.

TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF, LAW
Nespecting, Anit. B. (AA).

On M. (Mr. Read, Quinté) for 3rd R.-That Mo-
tion be declared carried on a division, 461.

O'DONOHOE, Hon. John.
DEATH SENTENCE, INDIANS, COMMUTATION OF.

Two indians in B.C.-On M. (Mr. McInnes,
B.C.), for petitions, reports, &c.---On Mr.
Mclnnes's speech: what remedy against exer-
cise of prerogative, 201.

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIvORcE B. (T).
On Report of Coin., in favour of B., and Minor-

ity Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Com. had ruled
out questions and excluded evidence.-On the
action of the Comn. ; on ques. of divorces for R.
Catholics; on the facts as shown ; and on the
jurisdiction of Parlt, 423-4.

M. to re-coininit the Report, with instructions to
take the refused and all cognate questions, 425.

In resumed debate.--On ques. of order (Mr.
Bellerose) that above Amt. is not on Order
paper, 431-2. On Mr. Mclnnes's (B.C.) ques.
as to intention of voting, 453; explanation of
personal remark thereon, 455; on the proposed
re-committal of Rep rt, 455-6.

FLINT, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Funeral expenses.-On M. (Mr. Bowell) for pay-
ment: limitation suggested, 687; further, 687.
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O'DONOHOE, Hon. John-Continued.

GLASIER, THE LATE HON. SENA1OR.
Funeral expenses (included in above M.)

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Comments on

Mr. Scott's speech: provision for debtor's re-
lease, 247.

In Com. of the W. -Ques. as to agreement at 2nd
R., that principle of B. might be discussed at a
future stage, 503.

Again in Com.-On cl. 3., Amt. (Mr. McKindsey)
to classify debtors, and Amt. (Mr. Power) that
B. shall not apply to ethers than traders : ex-
clusion of farmers opposed, 557; B. otherwise
supported, 558..

LORD'S DAY BETrER OBSERVANCE B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Ant. (Mr.

Alnon) six months' "hoist."-Comment on
Mr. Kaulbach's speech: imprisonment of news-
boys, 572.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF. See the
above questions of Divorce procedure, in the
case of " Dillon."

SENATORS, DECEASED, FUNERAL EXPENSES.
(Flint and Glasier, Hon. Messrs.)-On M. (Mr,

Bowell) for payment ; limitation suggested.
687 ; further, 687.

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See " Lord's day."

OGILVIE, Hon. Alexander W.
ATLANTIC ANi) L. SUPERIOR RY. Co.'s B. (73).

Introducedl*, 687.
2nd R. m.*, 691.
Amt. of Ry. Com., two-thirds of stock to be re-

presented when preferred stock issued : con-
currence n., 692.

3rd R. m.*, 692.

ATLANTIC LINE. See " Ocean Steanship Subsidies
B."

BOAtDS OF TRADE INCORP. AcT AMT. B. (FF).
Reported from Com. of the W., without Ant.*,

485.

CONSUMERS' CORDAGE CO. ; ISSUE OF PREFERENCE
SHARES ; B. (31).

Introduced*, 426.
2nd R. n., 483. To Mr. Power: explanation of

B., 483.
On his further remarks : the B. advocated and

the Co.'s position explained, 484; price of
binder twine, 484.

(3rd R. ni. by Mr. Allan*, 613).

CONTINGENT AcCTs. CoM. Sec "Internal Econony."
CRIMINAL CoDE A.MT. B. (126).

In Coin. of the W.- On sect. 662: on Grand
Jury quorum for finding a Bill, 749.

CULLERS' ACT AMT. B. (124).
Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt., 686.

DILLON, JAMES ST. G. ; DIVORCE B. (T).
Introduced*, 226.
(2nd R., &c., m. by Mr. Clemow.)
On Report of Coin., in favour of B., and Minority

Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Com. had ruled
out questions, and excluded evidence.-Re-
mark on Mr. Kaulbach's speech: Mr. Long-
heed's opinion, 376. On Mr. Bellerose's speech :
Catholies and French-Canadians have had
divorces, 383; in Quebec Courts, separation,

OGILVIE, Hon. Alexander W.-Continued.
DILLON DIVORCE B.-Continued.

383. On Mr. Scott's: on facts of this case, 388.
On the merits of the case, divorces previous1y
granteçl to R. Catholics, and the present Coin. s
action, 394- 5.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit the Re-
p rt for further evidence.-Remarks on Mr.

illon's character, 451; on Mr. Power's com-
ments thereon, 451.

ELECTRIC LIGHT, INSPECTION, B. (118).
In Com. of the W.-Comment on Mr. Dever's

remarks, Cos. cutting prices, 742.
Froin the Coin., progress reported, 743; B. re-

ported with Amts., 748.

FISHERIES ACT AMT. B. (145).
In Com. of the W.-On Amt. (Mr. Clemow),

sawdust-throwing, exemptions precluded: com-
ment on Mr. Scott's speech, 732; the Amt.
supported, 732.

On sub-sect. 4, sect. 18, penalty for unlawful pos-
session, &c., of fish : Mr. Power's proposai to
strike out, as too harsh, opposed, 739 ; stringent
carrying out of law advocated, 739.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comment on

Mr. Scott's speech : temperance in France and
Italy, 766. On Mr. Power's: ques. of ratifica-
tion last year, 792.

GRAND JURY. Sec " Criminal Code Amt."
HAY INSPECTION. Sec " Inspection, General, Act,

Amt."I
INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT, AlMT. ; HAY INSPECTION,

B (125).
In Coin. of the W.-Remarks: inspection should

be compulsory, 488; definition of colour, 489;
shipnent in good order, 494.

INSURANCE ACT AMT. B. (V).
On Comnions Amts., and Notice (Mr. Angers) of

Amt., to increase scope of investments auth-
orized for Cos. : proposal to add telephone
bonds, 823.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COM., 3RD REPORT.
On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption : CI. directing

officers to report others, objected to, 651; fur-
ther, on Mr. Angerss explanation, 652.

LAKE MEGANTIC RY. Co. INCORP. B. (58).
Introduced*, 499.
2nd R. m.*, 526.
(3rd R. m. by Mr. MacInnes, Burlington*, 580).

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMISSRS. ACTS CONSOLID.
B. (S).

In Com. of the W.-On Mr. Bowell's request
that cls. 5 and 6 stand, in view of correspon-
dence respecting limits: urged that plan be
furnished, 312.

On 8th ci. : renarks on incompetency of certain
Commissioners, 312, 313.

On 16th cl. : Mr. Power's objection to Commis-
sioners fix ing their own remunieration,answered,
315 ; his suggestion, to subject fees to Govern-
ment approval, opposed, 315.

On 18th cl.: on M r. Bowell's remarks, three
Comissrs. as pilotage authority, 316; on Mr.
Power's .suggestion that Commissrs. appoint
shipping otticer, 316.

On 25th cl. : on Mr. DeBoucherville's ques., as to
Provincial law interfering with Commissrs.,
317.

On 35th cl. : reply to Mr. Power's remark on
borrowing powers, 319.
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OGILVIE, Hon. Alexander W.-Concluded.
MONTREAL PARK AND ISLD. Ry. Co.'s B. (68).

On receipt of B. from Commons,
Suspension of 41st Rule, and
2nd R. nt., with explanation, 691. Reply, to Mr.

Power's comments, as to doubling the Co.'s
capital, 691.

Amts. of Ry. Com., majority of stick to decide
for increase, date of annual meetings, &c. ; con-
currence 111., 692.

3rd R. i.*, 692.

N.W. MOUNTED POLICE ACTS CONSOLID. B. (121).
In Com. of the W.-On 6th cl. : on Mr. Power's

ques. of reduction of Force, its efficiency ex-
plained and reduction deprecated, 647.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES; FAST ATLANTIC LINE;
B. (161).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Terminal City,
N.S., advocated as free from fogs, 801.

ONT., HOUSES oF REFUGE, FEMALEs, B. (II).
Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,

645.
RICHELIEU AND ONT. NAVIGATION Co.'s B. (62).

Introduced*, 427.
(2nd R. in. and B. explained hy Mr. McCallum,

482).
3rd R. m.*, 521.

RivERs, SAWDUST IN. See "Fisheries Act Amt."

ST. LAWRENCE INSURANCE Co.'s B. (99).
(Introduced and 2nd R. m. by Mr. Clenow*,

631-2).
Srd R. m.*, 665.

SAWDUST iN RIVERs. Sec " Fisheries Act Aint."

SENATE OFFICIALS. Sec "Internal Economy Coin."

STEAMISHIP SUBSIDIES B. See "Ocean Steanmship."

TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF, LAw, AMT.
B. (AA).

Reported from Com. of the W., with an Amt.*,
428.

PELLETIER, Hon. C. A. P., C.M.G.

INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (V).
In Com. of the W.-On sub-sect. 5: Amt. re-

quested, extending period for Cos. to make
their returns, 329.

MÉrIs, MATANE AND GASPÉ RY.'s Co. INCoRP.
B (78).

Introduced*, 513.
2nd R. rn.*, 565.
(3rd R. nt. by Mr. Dickey*, 613.)

MONTREAL ISLANI) BELT LINE RY. Co.'s B. (59).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 3rd R., and Ant. (Mr.

Power) restricting elevated line, in city, to pas-
senger traffic.-Comment on Mr. Power's
speech, 626.

PERLEY, Hon. William Dell.
ADJOURNMENT. See "Senate adjournment."
ALBERTA SOUTHERN RY. CO., INCORP. B. (101).

(lst R. m. by Mr. Power*, 499.)
2nd R. mit.*, 580.

BALLOT, VOTE BY. Sec " N W.T. Representation
Act Aint."

BAPTIST, REFORMED, CHURCH, B. See "Reformed."

PERLEY, Hon. William Dell-Continued.
BRANDON AND S.W. Ry. CO., INCORP. ACT REVIVED

and amended ; B. (47).
3rd R. nt. (in absence of Mr. Lougheed)*, 384.

BRIBED VOTERS DISFRANCHISEMENT B. See
" Voters."

CALGARY IRRIGATION Co.'s B. (53).
(1st R. m. by Mr. Kirchhoffer*, 365.)
(2nd R. m. by Mr. Kirchhoffer*, 408.)
Concurrence in Amts. of Private Bs. Com. nt.;

accepted by promoters, 581.
3rd R. m.*, 586.

CAN. PACIFIe Ry. FREIGHT RATES. See debate on:
" Hudson Bay Ry. construction B." (below).

CONTINGT. AcCTs. CoMî. See "Internal Economy."

DILLON DIVORCE B. (T).
On Report of Divorce Com. in favour of B.;

Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Com.
had ruled out evidence; and M. (Mr. O'Dono-
hoe) to re-commit for further evidence : re-
comnittal opposed, and Report in favour of
the B. opposed, 456-7.

DULUTH, NEPIGON AND JAMES BAY RY. CO. IN-
CORP. B. (37).

Introduced*, 299.
(2nd R., m. by Mr. Ferguson, Niagara*, 310).
(3rd R,, ne. by Mr. Dickey*, 366).

ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPECTION B. (118).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comment on

Mr. Maclnnes's (Burlington) speech: U. S.
tariff disputes, 698.

FISHERIES AcT AMT. B. (145).
In Com. of the W.-On cl. 6, and Amt. (Mr.

Clemow) sawdust in rivers, exemptions pre-
cluded: a remark,' case in N.B., 722; further
on saine exemption, 729.

B. reported from Coin. with Amts.*, 740.

GAME, PRESERVATION OF. Sec " N. W. T.",

GLEICHEN, BEAVER LAKE AND VICTORIA RY. Co.
INCORP. B. (57).

Introduced*, 704.
2nd R. m.*, 704.
3rd R. mn.*, 727.

GREAT N. W. RAILwAY CO.
Inqy. as to further construction this summer,

and as to lapsing of land grant, 635.

HAY INSPECTION. Sec " Inspection, General Act
Amt."

HUDSON BAY RY. CONSTRUCTION B. (BB)
On M. (Mr. Boulton) for 2nd R., a remark, 473.

On Amt. (Mr. Kaulbach) for 6 months' " hoist: "
his renarks respecting mover of B. dissented
fromt; C.P.R. freight rates; Intercol. Ry. con-
struction and other points, 476. On Mr.
Bowell's speech: explanation of remarks on
debate respecting C. P. R. freight rates, &c.,
479.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
In Com. of the W.-On Amt. (Mr. Power) B.

not to apply to others than traders as herein
defined. The B. not approved, but will be
supported only if made to apply to farmners ;
their position in Man. commented upon, 561;
further, 561.
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PERLEY, Hon. William Dell-Continued. I POIRIER, Hon. Pascal.

INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT AMT.; HAY INSPECTION;
B. (125).

In Coni. of the W. -That only satisfactory in-
spection would be by man who presses the hay,
491.

INTERCOL. RY. CONSTRUCTION AND RATES. See
debate on " Hudson Bay Ry. construction B."
(above).

INTERNAL ECONOMY COM. REPORT.

Amt. (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.) for increase of Post-
naster's salary, opposed, 658, 659.

MAN. AND N.W. Ry. Co.'s B. (X).
Commons Anits. : concurrence m.*, 629.

MAN. ANID N.W.T. SCHIOOLS QUESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in
Council, &c. On Mr. Bernier's speech : a ques.,
Dr. Morrison, 108.

MANITOBA FARMERS, FINANCIAL POSITION OF.

Remarks in Com. on Insolvency B., 561.

N.W.T. GAME PhESERVATION OF; B. (Z).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-On Mr.
Bowell's remarks: preservation of buffalo, and
ques. of populating the country, 308.

N.W.T. REPRESENTATION AcT AMT. ; BALLOT
VOTING; B. (5).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-The B. sup-
ported, 463.

POSTMASTER OF SENATE. See-" Senate."

REFORMED BAPTIST CHURCH OF CANADA, ALLI-
ANCE, INCORP. B. (84).

Introduced*, 426.
(2nd R., &c., m. by Mr. McClelan.)

RIVERS, SAWDUST IN. See " Fisheries Act Amt. B."

ROCKY MOUNTAIN RY. ANI) COAL CO. INCORP.
ACT revived and amd. ; B. (80).

Introduced*, 499.
2nd R. n.*, 526.
(3rd R. m. by Mr. MacInnes, Burlington,*, 580).

SAWDUST IN RIVERS See "Fisheries Act Ant. B."

SENATE, ADJOURNMENT OF THE.

(2nd May) till 15th m., 309; M. withdrawn, 309.

SENATE, POSTMASTER, INCREASE OF SALARY.

Amt. (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.) to M. for adoption of
Internal Economy Com. Report, opposed, 658,
659.

TARIFF TROUBLES IN U.S.
Remark on 2nd R. of Electric Light Inspection

B., 698.

VOTERS WHO HAVE TAKEN BRIBES, DISFRANCHISE-
MENT B. (6).

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,527.

WOLSELEY AND FORT QU'APPELLE Ry. Co. INcORP.
B. (N).

Introduced*, 224.
2nd R. n.*, 264.

Ry. Coin. Report, adoption n.; Amts. explained,
299.

3rd R. m.*, 299.

CANADIAN PACIFIc Ry., COST OF.

Ques., on Mr. Ferguson's (P.E.I.) speech, on his-
M. for papers respecting P. E. I. financial claims,
&c., 535.

CONTINGENT AccTS. COM. Sce "Internal Economy."

CRIMINAL CODE AMT. B. (126).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-Comments on

reduction of Grand Jury quorum to find a B.,
753.

DILLON, JAMES ST. GEORGE, DIVORCE B. (T).
On consideration of Report of Com., in favour of

B., and Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that
Com. had ruled out questions and excluded
evidence.-Comment on Mr. Scott's speech :
on wife being left in Paris, 390. On Mr.
Power's: on petitioner declining to answer,
404. On Mi. Boulton's: no divorce in time of
Henry II, 420.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit Report for
further evidence, and ques. of M. not appearing
on Order paper, 433. The case reviewed ; the
religious ques. ; French and English immor-
ality; the evidence, &c., 440-1-2-3-4. Com-
ments on Mr. Reesor's speech, 449; on Mr.
Mclnnes's (B.C.), 453, 454.

FISHERIEs ACT AMT. B. (145).
In Com. of the W.-On sub. -cl. 12: lobster-pack-

ing, that the branding regulations should be
stringent, 715-16.

On el. 4: on Sunday net-lifting in tidal waters,
the cl. disapproved, 718; that herring nets
should be excluded, 719.

On cl. 6: on Ant. (Mr. Clemow) sawdust in
rivers, I5recluding exemptions; the Amt.
strongly supported, 721-2.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (145).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Commetts on his

speech, 759.
On Amt. (MIr. Boulton) to return Treaty for

further negotiations. -Comment on Mr. Power's
speech, 794.

GRAND JURY QUORUM. See " Crininal Code."

INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. B. (V).
In Com. of the W.-On Mr. Scott's suggestion,

actual office premium: ques., whether head
office, 330.

INTERCOLONIAL RY., COST OF.

Ques., on Mr. Ferguson's (P.E.I.) speech on P.E.
I. financial claims, &c., 533.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COM., 3RD REPORT.

On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption, and Amt.
(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington) to r-commit, to
increase Postmaster's salary, 658.

LOBSTER-PACKING, BRANDING, &C. See "Fisheries."

MONCTON AND P.E.I. FERRY Co. ; EXTENSION OF
TIME ; B. (1).

Introduced*, 205.
2nd R. m., 253; B. explained, attitude of Co.

towards alternative scheme of a tunnel, 253.
Reply to objections of Mr. Macdonald (P.E.I.),
254. To Mr. Vidal, as to omission of cl. pro-
viding for forfeiture of charter, 255; that cl.
may be inserted in Con., 255.

Amts. of Ry. Com : concurrence m., 288.
3rd R. îî.*, 289.

94Y



1. -INDEX TO SENATORS.

POIRIER, Hon. Pascal--Continued.

ORDER, PROCEDURE, &C., QUESTIONS OF.
Bill not printed in French.-That "Youthful

Offenders, punishment " B., not being ready in
French, and being an important B., should
wait, 300.

Divorce procedure.--See the debate on "Dillon
Divorce case " (above).

PRINCE Ei>wDî. ISLAND, WINTER COMMUNICATION,
FINANCIAL CLAIMS, &C.

On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for correspon-
dence.-On his speech: ques., cost of Intercol.
Ry., 533 ; cost of C.P.R., 535 ; Tunnel earnings,
547; Sub-way, 548.

RIVERS, SAw DUST IN. Sec "Fisheries Act Aint. B."

SENATE, POSTMASTER. See "Internal Economy
Com. Report."

SENATE, SPEAKER, TEMPORARY, PROVISION FOR;
B. (Q).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : constitutionality
still doubted, but in view of cl. providing for its
reference to proper authorities for decision, B.
supported, 261.

SENATE, THE USEFULNESS OF, &C.
Comment on re'narks of Mr. Read (Quinté) in m.

2nd R. of Trade Combines B., as to number of
Bs. amd. in Senate, 351.

TARIFF A N TRA DE MATTERS. Sec " France, Treaty
with."

TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF ; B. (AA).
On M. (Mr. Read, (Quinté) fir 2nd R. : comment

on his remarks, Bs. introduced and amd. in
Senate, 351.

YOUTHFUI OFFENDEIS, SEPARATE TRIAL, PUNISH-
MENT, &C. ; B. (Y).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R.: B. not being
printed in French, and being important, it
should wait, 300.

POWER, Hon. Laurence Geoffrey.
ABEIDEEN, His Ex. THE EARI, oF.

Remarks of welcome, in speech on the Address,
40.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE THRONE.
On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for. On Mr.

BoweWs speech: deficits since 1878, 33, 34;
proposed tariff changes, 39; patriotisn of
Liberals, 40.

On the Address: compliment to the mover, 40
the late Senator Haythorne, 40; the seconder,
40; His Ex. the Earl of Aberdeen, 40; volume
of trade, 40, 41 ; depression in U.S. and in the
Maritime Provinces, and Toronto, 41 ; Behring
Sea award and regulations, 41-2-3; tariff
revision, 44, 45; proposed Insolvency, law, 45;
increased ocean communication, 45, 46, 47.

ADJOURNMENTS. Sec " Senate, Adjournments of."

ALBERTA SOUTHERN RY. Co. INcoRP. B. (101).
Introduced*, 499.
(2nd R. m. by Mr. Perley*, t180.)
(3rd R. m. by Mr. MacInnes, Burlington*, 619.)

ALBERTA TRUST AND GUARANTEE CO. B. See:
" Trust Corporation of Canada."

ATLANTIC STEAM COMMUNICATION. See:

" Ocean steam communication, increased."

BALLOT, NEW FORM OF. Sec " Dom. Elections Act."

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.
BALLOT, N.W.T. Sec:

"N.W.T. Representation Act Amt. B."

BAPTIST, REFORMED, CHURCH ALLIANCE INCORP.
B. (84).

On M. (Mr. McClelan) for 2nd R.-That 2nd c.
must be re-cast in Coin., not being practicable,
527; further, 527.

BEHR1NC SEA AWARD) AND IREGULATIONS.
In speech on the Address, 41-2-3.

BILLS, PRIVATE, EXTENSION OF TIME FOR.
On 'Jr. Bowell's statement that Govt. does not

object : that new Ruiles give longer time, for
the purpose of preventing these extensions, 155.

On Report of Standing Orders Com., to extend
time for reporting, a ques., 285; that the Rule
is vague, and Com. Report should be adopted,
285.

BOILER AND PLATE GLASS INSURANCE. Sce "Steam
Boiler." -

BRIBED VOTERS, DISFRANCHISEMT. B. Sec "Voters."

BUSINESS. See "Trade, volume of."

CABINET, DIFFERENCE IN THE.

Comments on Sir F. Smith's speech, on Insurance
Act Amt. B., 834.

CANADIAN PACIFIc Ry., FREIGHT RATES, &C.

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for Schedule, including St.
Paul and Minneapolis to sea board, 141 ; C. P.
R. termini practically in the U. S., 141. On
Mr. Ahunon's remarks, on ques. of transfer of
I. C. R. to C. P. R. Co., 142.

Sec also the following Bill:

CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. LANDS.
Slow.ness of Co. in settling their lands commented

on, in Coin. on Ry. subsidies (land) B., 862-3.

CANADIAN PACIFIC Ry., MANUFACTURED ARTICLES
(BRIDGES), drawback; B. (166).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R.-Reduction in
N. W. freight rates advocated, 860.

CAPE BRETON EXTENSIoN Ry.
Renarks on 2nd R. of Ry. subsidies B., 866.

CHILDREN, PUNISHMENT OF. See "Youthful Offend-
ers, B."

COAL OIL, INSPECTION. Sec "Petroleum Inspection
B."

COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE B. Sec
" Trade."

COMPANIES, JOINT STOCK INCORP. B. See "Joint
Stock."

COMMITTEES, STANDING, APPOINTMENT OF.
On consideration of Report of Com. of Selection;

on ques. of adopting cls: separately, 98.
Suspension in., of rule 16, for adoption of cl.

changing the "Contingt. Acets. Coin." to "In-
ternal Economy Com.," 98.

CONSOLID. REVENUE ACT AMT. see "Revenue."

CONSUMERS' CORDAGE CO., ISSUE OF PREFERENCE
SHARES; B. (31).

On M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 2nd R.--Explanation of
B. requested, 483. Reference to Trade Com-
bines B. now before Parlt. ; B. objected to,
483 4. On Mr. Kaulbach's speech : his calling
Canadian goods inferior, 485.

CONTINGT. ACCTS. CoM. Sec " Internal Eoonomy.'
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

CRIMINAL CODE, 1892, ANMT. B. (126).
In Coin of the W. -On the Schedule: Amt. 549a,

option of jury trial, objected to, 748; Amt. m.,
to strike it out, 748, 749; reply to Mr. Loug-
heed thereon, as to penalty, 749.

On sect. 662: ques., redietion of Grand Jury
panel in Ont., 749; further on number of panel
generally, 751.

On Ant. to sect. 871: on amount of constable's
fee, 751.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-On saine point,
that present provision should not be changed,
752; further, 752, 753.

CRIMINAL LAW, ADMINISTRATION OF.

Death sentence comninuted.-On M. (Mr. Mc-
Innes, B.C.) for papers : ques., Judge's re-
port, 204.

Sec also:

" Crininal Code Ant. B."
"Montreal Harbour Commissrs. B.," cls. for

prevention of theft, &c.
" N. W. T. game preservation B.," debate on els.

respecting convictions and penalties.
" Youthful offenders, trial, &c., B."

CULLERS' ACT AMT. B. (124).
In Coni. of the W.-Existing law not intelligible,

686.

C'USTOMS, DUTIES ACTS AMT. AND CONSOLID. B. (135).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. -Remarks on the

action of Govt., to gather information ; date of
calling session; looking to Washington ; and
the tariff as revised, 870-73. Coniments on
Mr. Bowell's speech : Liberal inember who
went to Washington, 875; tariff higher than
before, 875 , Canada prosperous under old
tariff, 1867-73, 877 ; and increased in popula-
tion, 877. On Mr. Boulton's speech: paper
industry, 880. On Mr. Clenow's: lumber
mills, 880; annexation, 881.

CUSTOIs SEIZURES. See "Revenue and Audit Act."

CUSTOMs TARIFF. Se "Tariff."

DEATH SENTENCE, COMMUTATION OF.
Two B. C. Indians.-On M. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.)

for papers: ques., Judge's report, 204.

DEBATES, PUBLICATION OF SPEECH IN.
Objection (Mr. Angers) to Mr. Boulton's

speech on irregular B. introduced (Hudson
Bay Ry. construction), opposed; Hon. gentle-
man should have opportunity to give his views,
272.

DECK-LOAD LAW. Sec "Ships, safety of."

DEFICITS sINCE 1878.
Remarks on Mr. Bowell's speech, on the Ad-

dress, 33, 34.

DILLON DIVORCE B. (T).
On M. (Mr. Gowan) for adoption of Divorce

Coin.'s Report, just presented : request for de-
lay till to morrow, 224. On Mr. Kaulbach's
remarks: pointed out that adoption now could
only be by unanimous consent, 224.

On cons:deration of Report of Coin. in favour of
B., and Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) ob-
jecting, Coin. having ruled out questions and
excluded evidence.-On Mr. Kaulbach's speech,
a ques., 370.

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.
DILLON DIVORCE B.-Continued.

That resuming of debate is not properly entered
on Order paper, 383; further, 384.

In resumed debate.-Comments on Mr. Scott's
speech: Yatenan case, 391. On Mr. McIn-
nes's (B.C.) : U.S. divorces not recognized, 397.
On inerits of the case: ques. of divorces to R.
Catholics ; facts as proven, petitioner's evi-
dence, 401-2-5-4.

On question of position of resuned debate on
Orders: remarks upon Rules, 406.

Further in resumed debate: on practice in Eng-
land and Canada, duties of Com. and course
pursuel, on parallel cases, &c., 408-9, 410-1-2-3.

Replies to Mr. Prowse: Enelish precedents for
discussion on ground of religion not sought for;
explanation of the ground taken on this case,
414; on the arguments used, 415, 416. On Mr.
Dickey's speech : on the evidence, 418.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit B. to take
the excluded and cognate evidence, and M.
(Mr. Clemiow) to adj. debate: suggestjon as to
taking upn Mr. O'Donohoe's M., 425.

On ques. of Order (Mr. Bellerose) that Mr.
O'Donoboe's M. does not appear on Order
paper, 432.

On Mr. Kirchhoffer's speech on this M. : com-
ment on evidence, and previous renarks there
on, 435, 437 ; Eaylis case, 438. On Mr. Vidal's
speech : on evidence, 445. The case and pro-
cedure reviewed ; the M. supported, 451-2-3.
On Mr. McInnes's (B.C.) speech : faith of
parties, 453.

On M. (Mr. Cleiow) to restore Coin. Report to
Order paper, Mr. Angers's request to mnelide
Minority Report, and Mr. Miller's objection
thereto : that courtesy requires compliance
with the request, 517, 518.

On M. (Mr. Clenow) for adoption of Majority
Report: Mr. Kaulbach's request for postpone-
ment supported, 614.

On M. (Mr. Clenow) as above, and Aimt. (Mr.
Bellerose) to re-commit, to strike out re-mar-
riage cl. of B. : statement as to petitioner's
consent to this, confirmed, 617.

DISFRANCHISEMENT OF BRIBED VOTERS, B. Sec
" Voters."

DIVORCE CASES. See:
" Dillon."
" Downey."

DO.MINIoN ATLANTIC 1RY. Co,; purchase of Yar-
mouth and Annapolis Ry.; change of name of
Co.; B. (50).

Introduced*, 347.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 350.
3rd R. im.*, 460.

DoIiNIoN ELECTIONS ACT AMT. B. (128).
In Coin. of the W. -- On cl. 1 : caube of increase

in districts where Returning Officer fixes date,
Gaspé and Nipissing, 869; remark, Gaspé, 869.

On cl. 4: new form of ballot, remarks on, 869.

DOMINION LANDS. See:
"Lands, Dominion, B."
"Lands in Territories, B."

DOWNEY DIVORCE B. (E).
On M. (Mr. Gowan) for adoption of Divorce

Com.'s Report just presented: request for de-
lay till to-mnorrow, 112.

DUTIES, CUSTOMS, NEW. 6e6 "Customs duties, B.'
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

ELECTIONS BY BALLOT. See:

" N.W.T. Representation Act Amt. B."

ELECTIONS, DOMINION, ACT, AMT. B. See "Domin-
ion."

ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPECTION B. (118).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. -On ques. of
necessity for the B., 695; late sessions dis-
approved of, 695 ; comment on Mr. Kaulbach's
reply, 696 ; on Mr. Primrose's speech, 699.

In Coin. of the W.-Differences froni English
Act inquired, 741 ; comment on Mr. Angers's
reply, 741.

On el. 3: inquiries as to technicid terms, 743.
On el. 4: similar enquiries, 743.
On el. 4 : on Amt. (Mr. Drummond) to reduce

variations from 4 to 3 per cent, 743.
Again iii Com.- On cl. 7 : effect questioned, 746;

Mr. Drummond's explanation accepted, 746.
On cl. 12: Amt. mi., as to qualifying examination

of Inspectors, 746.
On el. 16 : contracts, ques. as to use of neter, 747.
On cl. 37: on regulations by Order in Council, 478.

ELEcrRIC Rys., SHELTER FOR MOTORMEN. Sec:

"Railway Act Amt. B."

EVIDENCE UNDER OATH, PARLIAMENTARY. See:

" Parliamentary Witnesses Oaths Act, 1894."

EXCISE DUTY. Sce " Inland Revenue Act Amt."

FARMING INDUSTRY, PROTECTION TO.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Iron Bounty B., 867.

FISHERIEs ACT AMT. B. (145).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Explanations
expected in Coin., 704.

In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 3: lobster fishery,
naine of owner of boats, registration with Fish-
ery Officer, Amt. m. to strike out " thereon,"
706; on Mr. Angers's explanation, Amt. with-
drawn, 707.

On el. 5: stamping of packages, Amt. ri., by
Fishery Otticer unnecessary, 707 ; replies there-
on: to Mr. Allan, 707; to Mr. Kaulbach, 708;
to Mr. Angers, 708 ; the Amt. m., 708.

On sub-cl. 5: branding that lobsters are legally
caught, impracticable, 708 9; Amnt. ut., to srike
out last part of par., 710.

On sub-cl. 10 : renarks on re-packing under In-
spector's supervislon, 710-11-1.-13.

On sub-cl. 11 : on Inspector employing assistants,
714.

On sub-cl. 12: on penalty for false branding,
714-15-16.

On el. 4: on ques. of Sunday net-lifting in tidal
waters, 716-17-18-19.

On el. 6: on Amt. (Mr. Clemow) sawdust-throw-
ing prohibition, exemption precluded, 722-3-4.

Again in Com.--On ci. 4 and Amt. (Mr. Angers),
Suinday net-lifting rpstricted to licensed traps:
Senate to becongratulated on having improved
a Govt. B., 727.

On Mr. Dever's ques. of substituting " stationary"
for " sedentary " nets, 728 ; on his ques. of St.
John City chartei rights in harbour fishery, 729.

On Mr. Clemow's sawdust Anit. (as above), 734.
On cl. 8: confiscation penalty too severe ; Amt.

vi., to strike ont the cl., 735-6 ; further protests
against the cl., 736.

On cl. 9: each fish and day a separate offence,
too severe, 737 ; Amt. in., to strike ont the cl.,
738.

On sect. 18, sub-sect. 4: informers' profits, the
cl. objected to, 739.

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.
FISHERIES ACT AMT. B.-Continued.

On sub-sect. 7, and Aint. (Mr. Angers), striking
out part making each fish a separate offence,
739.

On cl. 8 : that it should be struck out, 740.
On fish propagation : present systeni not judi-

cious, 740.
On Notice (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-Notice of

Ant., lobster packages, branding provision,
740.

On Mr. Cleimow's ques. as to Senate dealing with
penalties : that these are not burdens on tax-
payers, 740.

On M. (Mr. Ang rs) for 3rd R'-Amt. m., brand-
ing lobster packages, not necessarily by Inspec-
tor, &c., 744.

Amt. i., to strike ont cl. 8, 745.
FISHERIES, SEAL. Sec "Behring Sea."
FLINT, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Funeral expenses in Ottawa.-M. (Mr. Bowell)
for payment, supported, 688.

FORESHORE JURISDICTION.
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. of Publie Har-

bours B. (U); ibodification suggested, 275-6.
FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).

On Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) whether Treaty will not
preclude intercolonial preferences.--. Kaul-
bach called to order, for reflecting upon Mr.
Boulton's motives, 674.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comments on
his speech, 755. 758-9. On Mr. Scott's, 763.

On Ant. (Mr. Boulton) to return Treaty for
further negotiations -Comment on his speech,
770. On Mr. Kaulbach's, treaty-making power,
779. On Mr. Dever's, 782. Opinions of Senators
familiar with lumber interests requested, 786,
787. Comment on Mr. Burns's speech, 788.
The whole subject reviewed, 791-2-3-4.

In Coin. of the W.-On schedule "A": ques. of
precluding reciprocity with U.S., and of in-
complete reciprocal advantages fron France,
823.

On M (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-Comments on
Mr. Tassé's speech, 842, 844, 848.

FRANCHISE OF DoM. OFFICIAI S, IN N.S. ELECTIONS.
Renarks on 2nd R. of N.W.T. R'presentation

Act Aint. B., 462.
FREIG HT RATES, C.P.R. See " C.P.R."
FRENCH TRANSLATORS, ADDITIONAL.

On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption of InternaI
Econoimy Com. : that Report is incorrect;
translators should not be limited to work on
Bs., 250. That Report might be and. at table,
by consent, 250.

GAME, PRESERVATION OF, B. Sec "N.W.T."
GLASIER, THE LATE HON. 8ENATOR.

Funeral expenses in Ottawa.-M. (Mr. Bowell)
for payment, supported, 688.

GRAND JUR, PANEL AND QUORUM. Sec "Criminal
Code Ant."

HALIFAX Co. CT. JUDGE, SALARY. Sec "Judges."
HARBOURS, PUBLIC; EXTENSION OF GOVT. JURISDIC-

TION ; B. (U).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.: St. John har-

bour imrprovemert; ques. of foreshore jurisdic-
tion; modification suggested, 275-6.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R. ; suggested that
he i. suspensoni of Rules, Com. of W. having
made Amts., 277, 278.

Sece ot/o "Montreal" and "Pictou" Har-
bour Bs.
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

HAY, INSPECTION OF. See:

"Inspection, General, Act, Amt. B."

HAYTHORNE, THE LATE SENATOR.

Remarks in speech on the Addre'ss, 40.

HOMESTEAD EXEMPTION ACT REPEAL B. (104).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : explanation of
B. requested, 620.

HursON BAY ROUTE, FEASIBILITY OF.

On Inqy. (Mr. Ferguson, Niagara) whether any
recent reports, &c., and on his speech: pointed
out that Senate has already discussed this
question in previous sessions, 222. On objec-
tions taken to this renark; explanations, 222,
223.

HunsoN BAY RAILWAY, CONSTRUCIION OF, B. (-).
Introluced by Mr. Boulton: objection to, by

Messrs. Angers and Miller, as requiring intro-
duction by Crown's consent, in Cominons, sus-
tained; but held that Mr. Boulton's speech
should appear in Debates, 272.

CONSTRUCTION BY GOVTS. OF MAN. AND N.
W.T.; B. (BB).

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Kaulbach) for six months' "hoist "; thbt prin-
ciple of B. is good, as the Provirces cannot
unite to build the Ry. without Dom. authority,
&c., 479, 480.

IMPERIAL PRIvY COUNCIL. Sec " Privy Council."

INDEMNITY, SESSIONAL, B. See "Sessional."

INDIAN ACT AMT. B. (CC).
In Com. of the W.-On cl. 1, sub-sect. 2: ques.

as to property of intestates, 361; further, 361 ;
on Mr. Bowell's explanation, suggestion with-
drawn, 361.

On el. 11: Govt. regulations, school attendance,
cl. suggested, excepting Indians off reserves,
362.

INLAND REVENUE ACT AMT. B. (158).

In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 4: refunds, excise
duty on spirits used in making malt extract,
when exported, a ques., 853; omission in par.
" A" pointed out, 853. Comment on Mr.
Dever's remarks, native whiskey, 853.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).

Remarks, in speech on the Address, 45.
On M. (Mr. Ioweil) for 2nd R.-Comment on

Mr. Gowan's speech, 235. On the B., 236.
Its being dropped after a Coin. report on sub-
ject suggested, 237. On Mr. Lougheed's speech:
Halifax does not ask for such a law, 237, 238.

On proposal to refer B. to a Select Coin. previous
to its reference to Com. of the W., 249.

In Con. of the W. -On cl. 2, sub-sect. a: on
Ant. (Mr. McKindsey) to substitute " trader "
for " debtor:" that this Ant. should come on
cl. 3, 501 ; further on this point, 501. On same
point: on principle of B.; that a M. for Coin.
to rise may kill it, 507.

On Amit. (Mr. McKindsey) that B. shall apply to
traders only, and be so amd.: remark on vote
taken in Special Com., &c., 511.

On all Amts. being withdrawn : Amt. ni., B. only
to apply to traders as hereinafter defined, 512.
On Ir. Ferguson's speech: Patrons of I., 513.

Again in Coin.-Amt. to cl. 2, withdrawn, 552.
60

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

INSOLVENCY AcT-Continucd.
On cl. 3.-On Amt. (Mr. McKindsey) to define

classes of debtors : opinions in the House ou B.,
556. Amt. i., not to apply to others than
traders, 557. On Mr. Perley's speech: ques.,
farners' exemptions, 561.

On cl. 6, sub-sect. a : on ques. of relief of debtor
who bas not made assignment, 562.

Again in Coi. -On M. (Mr. Bowell) for new 3rd
cl., B. to apply only to traders as here deined;
on ques. of farimers, 588 ; millers, 588, 589.

On cl. 35.-On Amt. (Mr, Miller) to reduce two-
thirds to one-half, 591-2.

On el. 61.-In debate on ranking of banks, 601.
On Amt. (Mr. Bellerose) to substitute cl. 62 of
B. as originally introduced : on effect of the
Amt., 603.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for concurrence in Aits. of
Coin. of the W., on their being reported : ob-
jection, unless sense of House may be taken on
3rd R., 603.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R.-Amt. ii., to
change cl. 35 from -i to ., 604.

Amut. mt., for Resolution in favour of legislation
for discharges according to laws of Provinces,
608; remarks on present B., and on U. S.
(Bailey's) B. 608-9; Ant. withdrirun, 611.

INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT, AMI.; HAY INSPECTION;
B. (125).

In Com. of the W.--Rerarks : deterioration
after shipument, 490; shipping grade, definition
of, 491-2; certificate of quality, 494; colour
definition, 495; another grade requ ired for
Maritime Provinces hay, 495; further ques. as
to shipping grades, 495.

Again in Com.-On 2nd cl., and Mr. Bowell's
explanation as to grades: a remark, 525. On
Mr. Dickey's proposed AmL. as to dyke hay :
Amt. mn., defining mixed hay, 526; on Mr.
Bowell's reinarks thereon, 526.

On sub-sect.: remarks upon inspection fees, 526.

INSPECTION OF ELECTRIC LIGHT B. See " Electric."

INSPECTION OF PETROLEUM B. Sec " Petroleum."

INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMuT. B. (V).
In Com. of the W.-On ques. of Provincial law

clashing with enactment: suggestion to add
words to show that constitutional enactmuents
are meant, 330.

INTERCOLONIAL RY., TRANSFER TO C. P. R. Co.

On Mr. Alinon's remarks, on M. (Mr. Boulton)
for schedule of C.P.R. freiglit rates, 142.

INTEREST ACTr AMT. ; rate in B.C., &c. ; B. (V).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-In debate: that

details he left to Coin., 636.
In Coin. of the W.-Right to fix interest on

judgmnents questioned, being a matter for
Court, 660.

Commons Amts.-On M. (Mr. Angers) for con-
currence, and Amt. (Mr. MacInnes, Burling-
ton) for non-concurrence in 27th Amt., to in-
sert cl. d in the B., limiting investments
authorized for Cos. : on Sir F. Sminth's speech,
a ques., 834; comments on Govt.'s action, Sir
F. Smith's position, &c.; effects of 27th Amt.,
834.

INTERNAL ECONOMY COMMITTEE.

Change of name from "Contingt. Accts. Com.
Suspension of Rule 16 m., for adoption, 98.
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INTERNAL EcoNomY COMMIrTEE-Continued.

On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption of Report, em-
ploynient of French translators and short-hand
writers. That Report, restricting ad-Il. trans-
lators to work on Bs., does not embody Con.'s
recommendation, 250. That, by consent, it
night be amended at Table, 250.

3rd Report.-On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption:
replies to Mr. MacInnes (Burlington) supervi-
sion of Messengers by Serjt.-at-Aris, 652.

On proposed Amt. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) to in-
crease Postmaster's salary : Ques. of Order
against it, 654 ; further thereon, 654 ; that he
cannot speak further till decided, 651.

Ant. (Mr. McInnes) to re-comnit with such in-
structions, opposed ; renmarks on other increases
recom.mended by the Com., 655- 6 ; reply to
Mr. Clenow, 656 ; ques. of Order, on his speak-
ing to other points than the Amt., 657.

IRON MANUFACTURE BOUNTY B. (170).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Reason for B.

questioned, remark on farming industry, 867
on Mr. Angers's reply, remnark explained, 867.

iRiGcATrION B. See ".N.W.T."

JOHNSTON, JUInGE, SALARY OF. Sée I Judges.

JOINT STOCK COS., INCORP., NEW REGULATIONS
FOR ; B. (EE).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-That liquida-
tion provisions, &c., should apply to exist-
ing as well as new Cos., 524. That present
Cos. do not make proper Returns, 524.

In Com. of the W.--On sub.-sec. 1 : on ques.
of liquidation of existing Cos., 581.

On el. 3 : on increase fron 5 to 7 persons, 581.
On el. 5: on large amount of capital required,

581.
On el. 81 : on mode of serving process, 582;

further, 582; that opinion of Dept. of Jus-
tice be token, 582.

On el. 93: ques. of extending inspection pro-
visions to existing Cos., 582, 583.

On el. 160: ques. as to amount of paid up
capital, 583 ; Mr. Bowell's suggestion,
$100,000, approved, 583.

On el. 195 : extension of provisions to existing
Cos., 583 ; further, 583, 584.

On Table B: ques. as to registration fees,
584 ; further on sane, 584 ; further, 584.

.JUDGES OF APPEAL, N. W. T. See "N. W. T.
Acts Amt."

JUDGES, PROVINCIAL COURTS, SALARIES, B. (155).
In Coin. of the W.-On 2nd cl. : increase of

County Ct. Judge Johnston's salary advo-
cated, 703-4.

JURY TRIALS AND GRAND JURY PANEL. See:
" Criminal Code Ant."

JUSTICE, ADMI-NISTRATION OF.

Death sentence commuted.-On M. (Mr. Mc-
Innes, B.C.) for papers: ques., judge's
report, 204.

See also :
"Criminal Code Amt. B."
"Honestead Exemption Act repeal B."
"Interest Act Amt." (Court judgments).
"Judges, Provincial Courts, B."

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF-COfltifl ued.

"Montreal Harbour Commissrs. B.," cls. for
prevention of theft, &c.
N. W. T. Acts Amt." (Courts of Appeal).
N. W. T., Gane preservation B.," cls. re-
specting convictions and penalties.
Revenue Act," Customs seizures, law suits.
Youthful Offenders, trial, &c., B."

JUVENILE OFFENDERS. See " Youthful Offen-
ders, B."

LAND ORANTS, N.XW. CAMPAIG:. See " Militia."

LAND IN T F TERRIES. ACT AMD. AND CONSOLID.
B. (HH).

In Con. of the V.-On cl. 2: mode of ex-
cepting minerals fron land grants discussed,
675.

On el. 5: devise of land, effect questioned,
675 ; further, 675.

On cl. 23: B., being legal, should be operated
by -Justice Dept., 676.

Again in Com.-On cl. 92: sub.-sect. 3, effect
inquired, 677.

On el. 94: on ques. of delay of registration,
678.

On el. 99: caveator's proceediugs, time limit,
6°i8.

LAND, IRRIGATION OF. Sce "N.'.T.

LANDS, B. RELATING TO. See:

" Homestead Exemption Act repeal B."

LANDS, DoMNIN ION ; settlers on School lands,
titles contirned, &c. ; B. (160).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Omission of
publication of regulations ; reservation of
rights not provided for, 799.

LAW, ADMINISTRATION OF. See "Justice."

LIBERAL ADMINISTRATION, SENATE LEGISLATION
DURING.

Conment on remarks by Mr. Read (Quinté)
in m. 2nd R. of Trade Combines B., 353.

LIBEiAL PARTY, PATRIOTISM OF.

Renarks on Mr. Bowell's speech on the Ad-
dress, 40.

Renarks on Mr. Bowell's speech on new Tariff
B., 875; on Mr. Clemnow's, 881.

LiGHTHOUSES, BuIOYS, &C., AND SABLE ISLD. AcT
ART.; powers of Mlinister of Marine to ap-
point keepers, make contracts, &c.; B. (B).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.--On Mr. Kaul-
bach's objection to cl. respecting contracts,
89.

lu Com. of the W.--Change in wording of 1st
cl. (appointments over $200 a year) sug-
gested, 90.

LOBSTER PACKING AND BRANDINO. See:

" Fisheries Act Ant. B."

MCCARTHY, MR. D., POLITICAL ATTITUDE OF.

Comments on Mr. Ferguson's (P.E.I.) speech
on Man. Schools question, 182.

MALT MANUFACTURE. Sep "Inland Revenue
Act."
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MAN. AND N.W.T. SCHOOLS QUESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in
Council, &c.-On Mr. Scott's speech: a
ques., 119 ; remark, decision of Man. Court,
134. On Mr. Lougheed's speech: ques. and
remarks as to normal schools, 150 ; ques.,
qualification as teacher, 152. On Mr.
Angers's speech, a remark, 166. On the M.,
and the constitutional and historical points
involved, 167, 172, 173.

lu resuned debate : on the M., 173, 174,
175, 176. On Nr. Ferguson's (P. E. I.)
speech : Mr. D. McCarthy's political atti-
tude, 182; P. E. I. administrations, 183.
On Mr. Bowell's speech : on ques. of Parly.
etiquette in speaking, 188; personal views,
196; P. P. A., 196.

On Mr. Bernier in. his second M. on the ques-
tion, that this M. was to stand, 197 ; that
others nay wish to discuss it, 197.

MANITOBA, LANDS. See " Lands, Dominion, B."

MARINE AND FISHERIES DEPT., APPOINTMENTS.
See :

"Lighthouses, Buoys, &c., B."

M4RITIME PROvINCES, BUSINESS DEPRESSION IN.
Remarks, in speech on the Address, 41.

MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES ACT AMT.
B. (130).

In Coin. of the W.-On el. 8: increasel fees
questioned, 677.

MILITIA IN N. W. CAMPAIGN, LAND GIRANTS,
time further extended ; B. (54).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-That this
should be the last time for such Bs., 637.

MONCTON AND P. E. I. RY. AND FERRY Co.'s B.
(1).

On M. (Mr. Poirier) for 2nd R.-Remarks on
tunnel scheme, 256.

MONTREAL HARBOUR ACTS CONSOLIDATION B. (S).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R., and Mr. De-

Bouchervilles objection, B. not printed in
French : Printing Bureau unsatisfactory,
return to old system for Parliamentary
printing suggested, 228.

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 8: Comment on
Mr. Ogilvie's remarks as to incompetency of
certain Commissrs., 313.

On el. 16: that powers of Commissrs. to fix
their salaries should be limited, 313; re-
plies to Hon. Senators, 313; suggestion to
add proviso, approval by Govt., 313; re.
plies to Hon. Senators thereon, 316.

On el. 18: suggestion, Board should also ap-
point Shipping Officer, 316 ; f urther remarks
thereon, 316.

On el. 25: on Mr. DeBoucherville's ques., as
to Provincial law interfering with working
of this B., 317 ; further, that this power is
restricted to constitutional power of Parlt.,
317.

On el. 26 : on Mr. Bowell's m. to strike out
sub-sect. n., control of tow-boats, 318 ;
further as to regulations foi preventing
theft, 318. Suggestion to add, after v.,
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MONTREAL HARBOUR ACTS CONSOLID. -Contd.
power of Commissrs. to fix their remunera-
tion, 318 ; replies to Messrs. Bowell and
Angers, 318.

On el. 35: remarks on borrowing powers,
319; further, 319.

On el. 36 : expense of advertising property
found, 319 ; as to defining mode of adver-
tising, 320.

On el. 41 : remark on change in definition of
magistrate, 320.

MONTREAL ISLD. BELT LINE RY. Co.'s B. (59).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 3rd R.-Amt. m.,

restricting elev&ted Ry., in the city, to
passenger traffic, 621-2. Comments on Mr.
Desjardins' speech, 625-6; reply to Mr.
Pelletier, 626.

MONTREAL PARK AND ILD. RY. Co.; Dominion
Incorp. B. (68).

On M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 2nd R. under suspen-
sion of Rules.-On opposition to the B., in-
crease of capital authorized, &c., 691.

MOUNTED POLICE B. See " N. W. M. Police."

MUSQrODOBOIT VALLEY RAILWAY.

Inqy. : intention of Govt. to aid construction
by subsidy or otherwise ; route explained,
and claims urged ; other Ry. subsidies criti-
cised, 639-642. Reply to Mr. Kaulbachi's
remarks; incorporation of Co. not a pre-
requisite, 644.

Further reference hereto, on 2nd R. of Ry.
Subsidies B., 865 ; replies to Mr. Kaulbach
thereon, 866.

Mr. Kaulbach corrected as to survey, in de-
bate on Ocean Steamnship Subsidies B., 815.

NEW GLAsaow, N.S., WHARF.

Ques. on its being under Pictou jurisdiction,
in Com. on Pictou Harbour B., 252.

NEW YORK, N. E. AND CANADA CO. INCORP.
B. (71).

Introduced*, 635.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 648.
3rd R. m.*, 689.

NORTHERN LIFE ASSURANCE CO. OF CANADA
IscoRp. B. (51).

Introduced*, 426.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 481.
3rd R. m.*, 521.

NORTHUMBERLAND STRAITS, TUNNEL, &C. See
" P. E. I."I

NORTH-WEST CAMPAIGN, LAND GRANTS. See
" Militia."

NORTH-WEST, FREIGHT RATES IN. See "C.P.R."

NORTH-WEST MOUNTED POLICE ACTS CONSOLID.
B. (121).

In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 4: increased staff
questioned, and appt. of Comptroller, 645 ;
further, on Mr. Angers's explanation, 646 ;
Commissioner's duties questioned, 646.

On cl. 6: probable reduction of Force in-
quired, 647.

On cl. 9: Constables' powers in other provinces
questioned. 648 ; such powers objectionable,
648.
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Conntined.

NORTII-WEST TERRIES. ACTS AMT. B. (149).
In Coim. of the W.-On cl. 2: ques., number

of judges in N. W. T., 858 ; Court of Appeal,
presence of trial judge, when necessary for
quorum, Amt. suggested, 858 ; further, 858.

On el. 16: on extension of legislative term to
4 years ; should not apply to present As-
sembly, 859.

On cl. 17: ques., Lt. -Gov. sitting with Council.
On Amt. (Mr. Angers) provision for filling
vacancies in Executive Coin. during recess :
remarks on system of appointing that Coin.,
859.

NORTH-WEST TERRIES., GAME PRESERVATION
B. (Z).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Principle
concurred in, 306 ; extension of close season
reconnended, 307 ; N. S. neasures to pre-
serve inoose and cariboo, 308.

In Coin. of the W.-On Ist cl. : on Mr. Kaul-
bach's suggestion to extend provisions be-
yond N. W. T. ; -suggested that title be
" Territories Gaime Preservation Act," 333.

On el. 2: extension of B. to Labrador, &c.,
333, 334.

On el. 5 : extension of close season advocated,
334; prevention of exportation of hides,
ques., to whom law is applicable, &c., 335 ;
replies to Mr. Bowell, as to accepting Hud-
son's Bay officials' recomnmendations in frain-
ing the law, 336.

On sub-sect. y : on period of close season, 337.
On el. 8: suggestion to insert " for food,"

338 ; question, 339.
On el. 15: ques. of liability of Indian ard em-

ployer, 339; that el. should stand, 340.
On el. 17: that convicting otticer should make

returns of seizures, 340 ; further, 310.
On el. 19: on ques., burden of proof on the

accused, 341.
On cl. 22 : grounds for arrest, 343.
On cl. 26: suggested powers to Govt. to alter

close season, 343.
Again in Con.-Title suggested by Mr. Bowell

" Unorganîized Terries., &c., Act," approv-
ed, 356.

On el. 15, and M. (Mr. Bowell) to substitute
rew cl. 12: that B. is still vague as to em-
ploymnent of Inidians, 356.

On cl. 19, and Mr. Bowell's M. to insert " on
reasonable suspicion ": that cl. shouild be
struck out, 357.

On el. 22, and Mr. Bowell's M. to strike out
" other useful purposes": remarks on
scientific pernits, 357.

Again on cl. 19, and Mr. Bernier's suggestion
to strike it ont: replies to Mr. Bowell on
burden of proof, 358.

On cl. 8: ques. whether par. b struck out,
360.

Again in Com.-On el. 27 and M. (Mr. Bowell)
to insert ist Jan., 1896 : ques., why put off
so far, 364.

NORTH-WEST TERRIES. IRRIGATION B. (134).
In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 4: on ques. of ex-

clusion of settlers from swamp lands, 681-3;
suggestion to define limits of application of
B., 684 ; further, 684.

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

NORTH-WEST TERRIES. IRRIGATION--COntin ued.
On el. 8 : on ques. of cls. clashing, 686: sug-

gestion thereon, 686.
On el. 12: on requiring employnent of qual

i
-

fied C. E., 685.

NoRTII-wEST TERRIES., LANDS, B. See "Lands."

NORTH-wES-T TERRIES. REPRESENTATION AcT
AMT. B. (5).

On M. (Mi. Angers) for 2nd R.-On introduc-
tion of ballot system ; disfranchisement of
Dom. officials in N.S. local elections; the
ballot for N W.T., approved, 462-3.

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 3 : no enactinent
of election by ballot actually made, 486.

On cl. 6 : sect. 28 of Doninions Elections Act
should be quoted, 486.

Again in Com.-On Amt. (Mr. Angers) adding
to cl. 18, sub-sect. against dual representa-
tion : the Ant. approved ; ques. as to e\ i-
dence of resignation in local legislatuîre,
614 ; further, 615.

NORTH-WEST TERRIES. (AND MAN.) SCHooLS
QU ESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in
Council, &c.-On Mr. Scott's speech: a ques.,
119 ; remark, decision of NIan. court, 134.
On Mr. Lougheed's speech : ques. and re-
marks as to normal schools, 15)0; queis.,
qualification as teacler, 152. On Mr. Angers's
speech, a renark, 166. On the M., and the
constitutional and historical points in-
,volved, 167, 172, 173.

In resuîmed debate : on the M., 173, 174, 175,
176. On Mr. Ferguson's (P.E.I.) speech :
Mr. 1). McCartiy's political attitude, 182;
P. E.I. administration, 183. On Mr. Bowell's
speech : ou ques. of Parly. .etiquette in
speaking, 188 ; personal views, 196 ; P.P. A.,
196.

On Mr. Bernier m. his second M. on the ques.,
that this M. was to stand, 197 ; that others
may wish to discuss it, 197.

NOVA ScOTIA, DOMINION OFFICIALS DISFRAN-
CRISEMENT.

Reinarks on 2nd R. of N. W. T. Representation
Act Aint. B., 462.

NovA SeoTIA STEEL Co., INCoRP. B. (131).
(Introduced and 2nd R. m by Mr. McKay,

639, 664.)
3rd R. m.*, 689.

OATHS, PARLIAMFNTARY WITNESSES. B. Sec
"Parlianmentary W itnesses'Oaths Act, 1894."

OCEAN STEAM COMMUNICATiON, INCREASED.g

Remarks, in speech on the Address, 45, 46,
47.

See abo the following Bill

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES; fast Atlantic line;
B. (161.)

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nid R.-Reasons for
subsidy enquired, 800. Conmments on Mr.
Angers's speech, 801. On Mr. Boulton's, 805.
On Mr. Clemow's, 808. The subject reviewed,
and action of Govt. criticised, 809-10-12-
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.
OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES-Continued.

13-14. On the papers relating to B. not
being properly tabled, 810; reply to Mr.
Angers's explanation, 814. Mr. Angers
called to order, misquotation of remarks,
safety of route, 815. Mr. Kaulbach cor-
rected, Musquodoboit Valley Ry. survey,
815. Comments on Sir F. Smith's speech,
816 ; on Mr. Drumnmond's, 821 ; further,
821.

On M. (NIr. Angers) for suspension of Rule,
for 3rd R.-Further on ques. of tabling of
the papers, 823 ; on Mr. Angers's reply, 823.

ONT. SEPARATE SCHOLS-referred to on " Man.
and N. W. T. Schools question."

ORDER AN) PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bi/, acceptance of, as drafte-d.-Discussion with
Mr. Bowell as to necessity of acceptance of
Hudson Bay Co. otlicials' recommendations,
for framing a Game protection B., 335-6.

Bil/, afertin Common only.-Not Parly. eti-
quette to meddle with : remarks on Bribed
Voters disfranchiseinent B., 499.

Bil/, A imts., concurrence in.-Objection to im-
inediate concurrence in Aints. of Con. of
W. on Insolvency B., unless sense of House
thereon nay be taken at 3rd R., 603.

Bill, Con. of W. upon 2nd R.-Pointed out
that this is not the procedure (Parlia-
nentary Witnesses' Oaths B.), 365. On
Mr. Angers's expressed readiness to im-
mediately accept suggested Ants., objection
withdrawn, 365.

Bill con flictiny with another Statute.-This
discrepancy pointed out, on Parly. Vit-
nesses' Oaths B., 407 ; again, 407 ; further,
408 ; but the objection not pressed, 408.

Bill, G(ort., iiprored in .Senate.-Oin Aint.
accepted by Govt., to Fisheries Act Amt.
B., 727.

Bi//, imposin; penaltie.-That Senate can deal
with such, as they do nlot impose a burden
on taxpayers ; reply to Mr. Clemow, on
Fisheries Act Ant. B., 740.

Bill, papers in connection writh.-See "Papers."
Bi//, provision for penalties.-See the debate

on those els. of " N. W. T. Game preservation
B."

Bi//, reference to Com.-On Insolvency B.
that House has to wait for its reference to a
Select Coin., before consideration in Con.
of the W., 249.

Bill, 3rd R. irithout suwpendin Rules.-Atten-
tion called, Con. of W. having just reported
B. (Public Harbours) with Ants., 277-8.

Bill, title.-Objection taken to naine given in
Banking Coi., to " Trust Corporation of
Canada," as too comprehensive, 265. Amt.
to 3rd R. m., giving more local title, 273.
After explanations by nover of B., Ant.
withdrawn, 274.

Bills, prirate, extension of time.-On Mr.
Bowell's stateinent that Govt. does not
object : pointed ont that new Rules give
longer tine, for purpose of preventing ex-
tensions, 155.

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.
ORDER AND PROCEDURE-Continued.

On Standing Orders Con. Report, on exten-
sion of time for reports, a (lues., 285 ; that
Rule is vague and Report of Com. should be
adopted, 285.

Cabinet, diference in the.-Comments on Sir
F. Sinith's action on Insurance Act Amt.
B., 834.

Con. Report, adoption on day presented.-Re-
quest for postponement till next day, in
Downey Divorce case, 112; in Dillon Divorce
case, 224 ; on Mr. Kaulbach's objection,
pointed out that adoption saine day could
only be by inanimous consent, 224.

Con. Report and Minority Report.--See de-
bates on the procedure in " Dillon Divorce
case."

Com. Report, incorrect ; Ant. of.-That Inter-
nal Econoiy Coin. Report does not embody
Com.'s recommneidation, as it restricts addl.
translators to B. work, 25(); held that it
may be amod. at table, by consent, 250 ;
Amut. at table, of report on Trust Corpora-
tion's B. suggested, 265.

Con. Report, mnakiny no recommendation.--In
case of Red Deer Valley Ry. Co.'s B., Stand-
ing Orders Coin. reporting petition not
signed by proper officials, but making no
recommendation ; suggestions as to proce-
dure, 197, 198.

Con. Report, mode of amnending.--Ques. of
Order against Aint. (Mr. McIlnnes, B.C.) to
M. for adoption of Internal Economy Com.
Report by increasing Postmnaster's salary,
654 ; reply to his contention in support
thereof, 654.

Coiimons, Amt.s., concurrence in.-Comments
on proper forni of M. for partial concurrence,
630-1 ; criticisns on the procedure, rescind-
ing above Resolution, and concurring in all,
644.

Constitutional and legal questions.-See debate
on " Man. and N. W. T. Schools question."
Also " Senate, Speakership, temporary, B."
" Montreal Harbour Conmissrs. B."; el. 25,
ques. of Provincial and Dominion legislation
clashing ; the sane on " Insurance Act B."
Legal points discussed on " N.W.T. Gaine
preservation B."

Debate, etiquette of.-On Mr. Angers's intima-
tion of closing the debate on Man. Schools
question, 166. On making a speech there-
after, 167. On M'r. Bowell's reference
thereto, 188.

Debate, expressions.-Comment on Mr. Scott
attributing want of common sense to those
holding opposite views, 262 ; regret express-
ed for language used in Dillon Divorce de-
bate, as being perhaps rather too direct or
pronounced, 408.

Debate, irrelei-ant speakin.-Ques of -Order,
that Mr. Clemuow must confine himuself to
the Aint. (to re-commit Internal Economy
Coin. Report, to increase Postmaster's
salary), on his referring to other subjects in
the Report, 657; similar qlues. of irrelevancy,
on Mr. Dever's speech, 658.
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE-COntinued.

Debate, notices imputed in.-Mr. Kaulbach
calied to order, for remarks on Mr. Boulton's
speech on the French Treaty, 674.

Debate, ques. of Order before Chair.-Mr. Mc-
Innes ren.inded that only that ques. can be
spoken to, until settled, 654.

Debate, renarks made in.-On Inqy. (Mr.
Ferguson, Niagara) for reports on Hudson
Bay route : pointed out that Senate had
discussed this question in previous sessions,
22-2. On objections taken to this reînark:
explanations, 222, 223.

Debate, the floo- in.-Remark on Mr. Prowse
having asked a ques. (in Dillon Divorce
debate), continuing speech, Mr. Dickey hav-
ing the floor, 414.

Debates, publication in.-Objection (Mr. Ang-
ers) to Mr. Boulton's speech on his irregular
B. (Hudson Bay Ry. construction) opposed ;
he should have opportunity to give his
views to country, 272.

Dirision, mode of calling for.-On Mr. Almon
denanding division on passing of Trade
Combines B. : poiited out that it must be
called for by two members, 461.

Dirorce procedure.-See the lengthy debate
on " Dillon, James St. O., divorce B."

.Motion, not on Order paper.-That ques. of
Order, that Mr. O'Donohoe's Amt. to re-
commit Divorce Com. 's Report (Dillon case)
is not on Order paper, should be conceded,
and some other Seiator mi. the Amt., to let
the debate proceed, 432.

Motions beinlg put jointly.-On Mr. Bernier m.
his second M. on Man. Schools question:
that this M. shouild stand, 197 ; that others
may wish to speak thereon, 197.

Orders of the Day, wronqg entry.- That resum-
ing of debate on Com. Report in Dillon Di-
vorce case should, by ries, take precedence
after 3rd Rs., 383, 384. On ques. of posi-
tion of further resumed debate on the
Orders, under new Rules, 406.

Paper, tabling of.-Discussion with Mr.
Angers, upon proper tabling of papers re
Ocean Steaimship subsidies B., 810, 814,
823.

Printing, parliamentary. -Return to old sys-
teni suggested, on proposal for 2nd R. of
Montreal Harbour B., without waiting for
French edition, 2'28.

Rn/es, Senate, revised.--Changes explained,
86. Rule 50, reiarks on vagueness of, 285.

Senate adjounment, nece.w.wity of M.-On ques.
as to necessity of M. (Mr. Angers) to adjn.
over Ascension Day : held that it is neces-
sary, 311.

Seinate leyi.lation.-Govt. B. iiproved by : re-
marks on Ant. accepted by Oovt., to Fish-
eries Act A mt. B., 727.

Session, late date of calliny.--Renarks on 2nd
R. of Electric Light Inspection B., 695-6,
699; on 2ud R. of new Tariff B., 870, 872.

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

OTTAWA GAs Co., BORROWING POWER; B. (26).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) for 2nd R.-That the

powers are unnecessary; reference to B.
restraining powers of such Cos., 310.

PACIFIC, STEAM COMMUNICATION, INCREASED.

See " Ocean communication, increased."

PARLIAMENT, LATE SESSION DISAPPROVED.
Remarks on 2nd B. of Electric Light Inspec-

tion B., 695-6, 699.
PARLIAMENTARY WITNESSES' OATHS ACT, 1894;

B. (90).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.--Verbal inac-

curacies pointed ont, 364.
On M. (Mr. Angers) into Com. of the W.-

Pointed out that this does not occur on saine
day, 365; on Mr. Angers's explanation, ob-
jection withdrawn, 365.

In Com. of the W.-On the verbal Amt. ne-
cessary, 365.

On Order for consideration of Amts. of Coi.
of the W. -Pointed out that B. conflicts
with chap. Il of Revised Statutes, 407.

On. M. (Mr. Angers) for concurrence: the
saine, 407 ; further, 407 ; further, but ob-
jection not pressed, 407.

PETROLEUM INSPECTION ACT AIT. B. (122).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Reason for

B., lowering flash test, questioned, 689; Mr.
Angers's remarks replied to, 690.

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 1 : further on
above point, 700 comment on Mr. Stilli-
van's speech, 701 on Mr. Angers's, 701.

On cl. 5 : why importation in tank steamers
notallowed, inquired, 701 ; on Mr. Angers's
reply, 701 ; on Mr. Kaulbach's remarks,
702.

PICTOU (N.S.) HARBouR ACT AMT. B. (F).
In Coin. of the W.-Ingy. as to New Glas-

gow wharf being under Picton jurisdiction,
252.

PORT HAWKESBURY AND CHETICAMi RY.
Remarks on 2nd R. of Ry. subsidies B., 865.

PRINCE EDWD. ISLD., BUSINESS DEPRESSION IN.
Remarks, iii speech on the Address, 41.

-- FORESIIORES JURISDICTION.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Public Harbours B.
(U), 275.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND, TUNNEL SCHEME, FINAN-
CIAL CLAIMS, &V.

On M. (Mr. Poirier) for '2nd R. of Moncton
and P. E. I. Ferry Co.'s B., 256.

On Ms. (Mir. Ferguson, P. E. I.) for correspond-
ence.-Ques. on his trade statistics, 540.

On the printing of Sir 1). Fox's report
on tunnel, 545 ; on quality of P. E. I.
potatoes, 546.

PRINTING BUREAU, UNSATISFACTORY.
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. of Montreal

Harbour B., and Mr. DeBoucherville's ob-
jection, B. not printed in French: return to
old system, for Parliamentary printing sug-
gested, 228.
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

PRINTING, PUBLIC, COST OF, 1883-93.
M. for Return; remarks on delays; ques. of

reverting to contract systen, 688.

PRIVATE BILLS, EXTENSION OF TIME FOR.

On Mr. Bowell's statement that Govt. would
not object: that new Rules give longer time,
for purpose of preventing these extensions,
155.

On Standing Orders Com.'s Report, on exten-
sion of time for reports, a ques., 285 ; that
the Rule is vague, and Com. Report should
be adopted, 285.

PRIVY COUNCIL, IMIPERIAL, APPEALS TO.

Comments on Mr. Scott's speech on Man.
Schools ques., 134, 167. Again alluded to,
262.

RAILwAY ACT ANuT. ; SHELTER FOR EMPLOYEES;
B. (14).

In Com. of the W.-Remarks on extent of
B., 496.

RAILWAY SUBISIDIES, B. (169).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Remarks on

Musquodoboit Valley Ry., Pt. Hawkesbury
and Cheticami.p Ry., C. B. extension Ry.,
865-6; replies to Mr. Kaulbach : C. B. Ry.,
866 ; Musquodoboit Valley route, 866.

Musquodoboit Ry., previously referred to, on
Inqy., 639-44; again on Steamship Subsidy
B., 815.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES (LAND) B. (168).
In Com. of the W. -- Ques., re-votes, 862.

Slowness of C. P. R. Co. in settling their
lands, conmented on, 862; grants in sparsely-
settled and in older Provinces conpared, 863.

RED I)EER VALLEY RY. AND COAL CO.'S B. (-).

Petition not signed by Ry. officials.-On pre-
sentation (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) of Standing
Orders Comî.'s Report, containing no recoin-
nendations: suggestions as to procedure,
197, 198.

REFORIATORIES. See " Youthful Offenders, B."

REFORMED BAPTIST CHURCH INCORP. See " Bap-
tist."

REVENUE ANID AUDIT ACT AMT. B. (127).
In Coin. of the W.- On Ist cl. : limitation of

time for suit too short, 660.
On sub-sect. 6: verdict against Officer should

carry costs, 660, 661 ; conments on Mr.
Angers's speech, English systei, 662; U.S.
systei borrowed, 663 ; tariff revision digPes-
sions, 663 ; addition of " reasorable cause
urged, 663.

RIVERS, SAWDUST IN. See " Fisheries Act Amt.
B."

ROMAN CATHOLIC SCHOOLS. See:

" Man. and N. W. T. Schools question."

RTLES OF SENATE, REVISED.

Report of Special Com. presented; changes
explained, 86. Adoption ma., 87. Printing
of 50 copies additional, French, ni., 87.

On ques. of extending time for Private Bs.,
under new Rules, 155.

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.
ST. JOHN, N.B., HARBOUR IMPROVEMENT.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Public Harbours B., 275.

SABLE ISLAND B. See :
" Lighthouses, Buoys, &c., B."

SAWDUST IN RIVERS. See "Fisheries Act Amt.
B."

SCHooL LANDS, MAN. AND N.W.T. See " Lands,
Dom., B."

SChlOOLS, SEPARATE. See:

"Man. and N. W. T. Schools question."

SEAL FIsHERY. See "Behring Sea."

SEAMEN'S ACT AMT.; MASTER'S LIEN ON VESSEL
for disbursemnents, &c.; B. (13).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R.--Amt. m., to
inake wording clearer, 427.-8.

SENATE, ADJOURNMENT OF.

(Ascension Day.)-On ques. whether M. (Mr.
Angers) vas necessary to adjn. over a statu-
tory holiday : held that it is so, 311.

SENATE AND COMMONs B. See "Sessional In-
deinnity."

SENATE AND COMMONs, EVIDENCE BEFORE. See:

" Parlianentary Witnesses' Oaths Act, 1894."

SENATE COMIITTEES, APPOINTMENT OF.

On consideration of Report of Com. of Selec-
tion; on (ues. of adopting els. separately, 98.

Suspension m. of Rule 16, for adoption of cl.
changing the "l Contingt. Acets. Coin." to
" Internal Econony Coin.", 98.

SENATE, LEGISLATION IN, AMOUNT OF.

Comment on renarks of Mr. Read (Quinté) in
m. 2nd R. of Trade Combines B. : Bs. aind.
iii Senate during Liberal administration, 353.

SENATE RULES, REVISED.

Report of Special Com. presented ; changes
explained, 86. Adoption m., 87. Printing
of 50 copies additional, French, i., 87.

On ques. of extending time for Private Bills,
under new Rules, 155.

SENATE, SPEAKERSHIP, TEMPORARY, B. (Q).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-On the con-
stitutional points, 261-2.

In Com. of the W.-On 4th cl., on the word-
ing, 266.

SENATORS, DECEASED, F17NERAL EXPENSES.

(Messrs. Flint and Glasier.) M. (Mr. Bowell)
for payment, supported, 688.

SESSION, LATE, DISAPPROVED, &C.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Electric Light Inspec-
tion B., 695-6, 699.

Remarks on 2nd R. of new Tariff B., 870, 872.

SESSIONAL INDEMNITY, 12 DAYS NOT CHARGE-
ABLE ; B. (164).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-Such Bs. op-
posel, 838.
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

SHIPPINa TRADE (TANK STEAMERS). See:

"Petroleum Inspection B."

Sec also the " Ocean Steamship Sub-
sidies B."

SHIPS, LIEN ON. See " Seanen's Act Ait. B."

SHIPS, MASTERS', &C., CERTIFICATES. Sec:

" Masters."

SH'IPS, SAFETY OF, ACT AMT.; six-feet deck-load
permitted to W .L; destination defined, &c.;
B. (G).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Inqy. why S.
Aierican ports not covered by B., 251.
Reply to NIr. Bowell, Brazil not covered,
251.

In Coi. of the W. -On 1st cl.: saine objection
urged, 278; reply to Mr. Macdonald (P. E.I.),
280 ; to M.r. Bowell, 280, 281.

On 3rd cl.: Aint. ni. to add S. America, 281,
282.

SPEAKER, TEMPORARY. See " Senate" (above).

STANDINC ORDERS CoM., REPORT OF.

On M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) for adoption
extension of tine for reporting on Private
Bs., a ques., 285; that the Rule is vague,
and Con. Rteport shoulid be adopted, 285.

STEA.M BoILER AND PLATE GLASS INS. CO. INCORP'
Act Amtt. ; insurance of the enlgineers, &c.
B. (35).

Introduced*, 285.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 289. Reply to

MIr. Scott, as to its clashing with new In-
surance B., 289.

3rd R. m.*, 364.

STE.MsHiPs, ATLANTIC ANI) PACIFIC. See:
" Oceau steain communication, increased."

SURsIDIES TO RYS. B. Sec " Railways."

-- STEAMSHIPS. See " Ocean Steanship."

SU'PREME COURT DECISIONS, FINALITY OF.

Coinnents on Mi. Scott's speech, on Man.
Schools question, 134, 167.

TARIFF, THE, REVISION OF.
Reimarks on Mr. Bowell's speech, on the Ad-

dress, 39. Further, in speech on the Ad-
dress, 44, 45.

Remnarks in digression, in Coin. on Revenue
Act. Ant. B., 663.

Renarks on 2nd R. of Electric Light Iispec-
tion B., 696, 699.

Reinarks on 2nd R. of Iron Botuties B., 867.

See (especially) " Customts Duties Act
Amt. B."

Also " Petroleumn Inspection B."

Also "France, Treaty with, ratifica-
tion B."

TERRITORIES GAIE PRESERVATION AUT. See:
" N.W.T. Gaine preservation Act."

TERRITORIES, LANDS IN, B. Sec " Lands."

TIiBER, CULLING OF. Sec " Cullers' Act Amt."

POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF, ACT,

AMT. B. (AA).
Coninents on remarks of Mr. Read (Quinté)

in in. 2nd R. : Bs. amended by Senate dur-
ing Liberal administration, 353.

Renarks on 2nd R. of Consuniers' Cordage
Co.'s B., 483.

On Mr. Almon demanding a division on pass-
ing of B. : that it requires two members to
call for naines, 461.

TRADE, VOLUME OF.

Remarks, in speech on the Address, 40, 41.
See also " P.E.I. winter connunication, &c.,"

debate oit M. (Mr. Ferguson).

TRANSLATORS. See "French translators."

TREATY, THE FRENCH. See "France, Treaty
with."

TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADA IN(oRP. B. (D).
On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for adoption of Bank,

ing Com.'s Report: correction of clerica-
errors, 265 ; naine of Co. too comprehensive
265.

On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for 3ri R.-Amt. ni.,
naine " Alberta Trust and Guarantee Co.
273. Ant. withdrawn, 274.

Conimons Amts.-On M. (M r. Lougheed) for
concurrence: errors and discrepancies in
the Aints. pointed out, 627.

On M. (Mr. Lougheed) for concurrence, ex-
cept Aints. 2 and 4 ; in debate on proper
procedure, the M. supported, 630, 631.

On M. (Mr. Lougheed) to rescind above Reso-
lution, and to concur in Amuts. 2 and 4
criticisins on the procedure, 644.

UNOROxNIZED TERRIES., GAME PRESERVATION B.
See " N.W.T. Gaine preservation B."

U.S., ANI) THE TAR1FF REVISION.

Digression in Coin. on Revenue Act Amt. B.,
663.

See (especially) " Custons Duties Act Ait.

B."

U.S., BrSINESS DEPRESSION IN.

Reinarks, in speech on the Address, 41.

U.S., RECIPROCITY wITH.

Remarks on French Treaty interfering with,
823.

U.S. See a/so "Behring Sea."

,YESSELS, LIENS ON. See "Seainen's Act Aint.
B."

VOTFRS wHO HAVE TAKEN BRIBES, DISFRANCHISE-
MENT B. (6).

Ou M. (Mr. Dickey) for 2nd R.-On Mr.
Almon's speech : B. not mntilated in Coin-
mons by Liberals, 499 ; on Mr. McKay's:
not Parly. etiquette to neddle with B. af-
fecting Comnions only, 499.

WESTERN CANADA TRUST, &U., CORPORATION B.

Sec " Trust Corporation of Canada."

WINDSOR AND ANNAPOLIS RY. CO. See'
" Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co., B."
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POWER, Hon. Laurence G.-Continued.

WITNESSES, PARLIAMENTARY, OATHS B. See:
" Parliamentary Witnesses Oaths Act, 1894."

YARMOUTH AND ANNAPOLIs Ry. See:
" Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co.'s B."

YoUTHFUI, OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIAL, PUNISH-
MENT, &C. ; B. (Y).

In Com. of the W. -On 2nd cl. : change of
wording suggested, to save expense of
separate buildings to inunicipalities, 348;
substitution of " with " for " used for," in
that view, 349.

PRICE, Hon. Evan John.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comments

on Mr. Scott's speech : difference in timber
duties, 765; consequent profit, 765; former
shipments to France, 765.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES ; Atlantic fast line;
B. (161).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comnents
on Mr. Scott's speech: ocean fogs, 803, 804.
On Mr. Power's: Allan line not ownel in
Canada, 813; largely in Scotland, 813.

PRIMROSE, Hon. Clarence.

ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO 8PEECH FROM TIE
TiHRos E.

On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for.-On Mr.
Power's speech : increased ocean communi-
cation, 83.

On the Speech f rom the Throne : stability and
permanence of Canadian progress, 84.

ATLANTIC FAST LINE. See " Ocean communica-
tion."

DILLON, JAMES ST. (., DIVORCE B. (T).
Ou consideration of Com. Report, in favour of

B., and Minority Report (Mr. Kaulbach)
that Com. had ruled out questions and
excluded evidence.-On Mr. Kaulbach's
speech: ques. as to facts of case, 373;
further as to separation by consent, 374.
On Mr. Power's : comment on the evidence,
403.

ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPECTION B. (118).

On NI. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Replies to
Opposition criticisis : legislative work of
the session, looking to Washington in tariff
natters, and consulting views of the people;
progress of Bills in the -Senate, 698, 699.

FISHERiES ACT AMT. B. (145).
In Com. of the W.-On ci. 5: on Amt. (Mr.

Power) branding of lobster cases, Fishery
officer unnecessary ; branding by officer
approved, 708.

On sub-cl. 5 : on necessity for label stating
lobsters legally caught ; the el. approved,
709 ; responsibility on Fishery officer, 709;
further, 709.

On sub-cl. 10: on necessity of InsDector's
presence at factory, 713.

PRIMROSE, Hon. Clarence-Continued.
FISHERIES ACT AMT.-Continued.

On sub-cl. 12: on penalty for false branding;
the regulation approved, 715; further on
the necessity, 716 ; further, 716.

On Aint. (Mr. Cleiow) sawdust in rivers, pro-
hibition, exemptions precluded ; on difficulty
of burning sawdust ; present time opportune
for the regulation, 734; further, 735.

On cl. 9: each fish a separate offence, regula-
tion too arbitrary, 738.

Sub-sect. 7: should not be expunged, but
modified, 739. On Amt. (Mr. Angers) doing
away with each fish being a separate offence,
739.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
In Com. of the W.-On el. 35: Amt. (Mr.

Miller) to reduce payment required for dis-
charge to 50c., supported, 591.

LEGISLATION, PROGRESS OF.

Reply to Opposition, in debate on Electric
Light Inspection B., 698-9.

LOBSTER PACKING AND BRANDING. See "Fish-
eries Act Ant."

LORD'S DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allanî) for 2nd R., and Amt. (Mr.

Almon) six months' " hoist " : the Amt.
supported, 577.

OCEAN COMMUNICATION, INCREASED.

In debate on the Address.-Comment on Mr.
Power's speech, 83.

See a.o the following Bill

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES ; fast Atlantic
line; B. (161).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Reply to
Mr. Power's criticismi of Mr. Clemow's
speech; on Opposition criticism on C. P. R.
construction policy, and its success; on suc-
cess of present enterprise, 817.

SAwDUST IN RIVERS. See "Fisheries Act Amt."

SESSION, DATE OF HOLDING.

Reply to Opposition criticisms, on 2nd R. of
Electrie Light Inspection B., 698-9.

SUN DAY OBSFRVANCE B. See " Lord's day."

TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS GENERALLY.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 84.
Replies to Opposition criticisms, in debate on

Electric Light Inspection B., 698-9.

PROWSE, Hon. Sanuel.

BANKING SYSTEM CRITICISED.

Remarks in Com. on Insolvency B., 559, 560.

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On report of Com. in favour of B., and Minor-

ity Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Com. ruled
out questions and excluded evidence.-On
Mr. Power's speech: ques. as to precedents
in England, 413; on his reply, and on hav-
ing the floor, 414. On the religious ques-
tion being brought into debate, and on the
merits of the case, 414-5-6.
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PROWSE, Hon. Samuel-Contiued.

DILLON DIVORCE B.-Continued.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-commit Report
for further evidence : on his speech, remark
on votes of Senators, 455.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Com.
Report, and Aint. (Mr. Bellerose) to re-
commit, to strike out re-inarriage el. of B. :
hearsay evidence fron Hon. Senators ob-
jected to, 616.

Ques. of Order, against Mr. Bellerose speak-
ing again, 618.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
In Coin. of the W.-That it was agreed at

2nd R. the principle of B. might be dis-
cussed later; remarks on the B., 506.

Again in Coin.-On cl. 3: on Ant. (Mr. Mc-
Kindsey) defining classes to whoin B. shall
apply, and Amit. (Mr. Power) not to apply
to others than traders: both Aints. opposed,
Banking business criticised, &c., 559-560.

LORD'S DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Aint. (MIr.
Almon) six months' " hoist" : the B. sup-
ported, 572, 573.

MONCTON AND P. E. I. RY. AND FERRY Co. ACTS
AMNIT. B. (1).

On M. (Mr. Poirier) for. d R.-Cominets on
tunnel scheie, &c., .

N.W.T. GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).
In Coin. of the V.--On el. 17: confiscation

to convicting officers' own use strongly ob-
jected to, 341.

N. W. T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT. ; ballot
voting; B. (5).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-On Mr.
Almnon's speech, disfranchisenient of Dom.
otticials in N.S. local elections: a ques., 461.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bill, principle qf, di.secussioni.-That it was
agreed on 2nd R. of Insolvency B., the
principle of B. might )e discussed later, 506.

Debate, haring the floor in.-Ques., that Mr.
Dickey had the floor, beîng raised by Mr.
Power: held that it was not Mr. Power's
place to raise the question, 414.

Debate, speakinq tiice in.-Ques. of Order,
against Mr. Bellerose speaking again, on his
M. to re-cominit Dillon B.. 618.

Dirorce procedure. -See "Dillon" case (above).

PRINCE EDwD. ISLAND, TUNNEL SCHEME, &C.

On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P. E. I.) for corres-
pondence.-To Mr. Kaulhach : why pota-
toes not shipped to N.S., 546.

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See " Lord's day."

READ, Hon. Robert (Quinté).

ATLANTIC LINE. See "Ocean Steainship Sub-
sidies B."

READ, Hon. Robert (Quinté)-Continued.

BOYNTON BICYCLE ELECTRIC RY. CO. INCORP.
B. (85.)

Introduced ,687.
2nd R. in.*, 704.
Ant. of Ry. Con. (power of detour to point

on Niagara River) : concurrence m., 705.
3rd R. m.*, 727.
On Message from Commons, disagreement to

Senate Aint. : M. that Senate (o not insist
on Amt., 864.

COBOURG, NORTHD. & PACIFIC BY. Co.'s B. (132).
Petition presented, 225.
(B. introduced by Mr. MacInnes, Burlington*,

6(87.)
2nd R. m?.*, 704
(3rd R. in. by Mr. Maclnnes*, 727.)

COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE. See
" Trade."

CONTINGT. ACCTS. CoM. See " Internal Econ-
omy Coin."

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On Com. Report, in favour of B., and Minority

Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Coin. had ruled
out questions and excluded evidence.-Coin-
ments on Mr. Kaulbach's speech : Dillon not
the only R.C. divorce case, 372; further,
372. On Mr. Scott's : Campbell case, 387 ;
on evidence in Com., 388; further, 389. On
the action of the Com. ; on previous cases ;
religious differences before Confederation ;
intention of B. N.A. Act ; on the question of
creed ; that preaiible of B. is proven; the
B. supported, 399, 400, 401.

On M. (Mr. Oiionohoe) to re-comnit Report
for further evidence : a ques. on procedure,
432; M. opposed as irreguilar, 433 ; on Mr.
Power's speech, a remark on evidence, 452.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Com.
Report, and Aimt. (Mr. Bellerose) to re-con-
mit and strike out re-marriage cl. of B. ;
ques. whether tihis is in interest of morality,
617.

FLINT, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Renarks upon the decease of, 564.
FRANCE, TREATY WlTIi, RATIFICATION B. (147).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R., and Aint.,
(Mr. Boulton) to return Treaty for further
negotiations. -Tha t our representatives hav-
ing made the Treaty, it should he ratitled,
791.

GANON, MESSENOER. See " Internal Economîy
Con."

HAY INSPECTION. Set " Inspection, General,
Act, Aint."

HUDSON BAY ROUTE, FEASIBILITY OF.
On attention called to subject (Mr. Ferguson,

Niagara) with Ingy. for recent reports. -On
the objection taken to Mr. Power's remark,
that this subject had already been discussed
in previous sessions, 222.

HiDsoN BAY Ry. CONSTRUCTION B. (BB).

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for 2nd R.-Renarks,
closing of Hudson Bay navigation in August,
471.
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READ, Hon. Robert (Quinté)-Continued.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C.)
Inqy. whether B. will be introduced in the

Senate, and when, 90. Progress reported
froin Com. of W., 513, 563, 580. Reported
from the Com. with Amts., 603.

INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT AMT. ; HAY INSPEC-
TION ; B. (125).

In Com. of the W.-Renarks: colour of hay,
489, 495 ; mixed grass, 493 ; another grade
of hay than clover or timothy suggested,
496.

INTERNAL ECONoMY CoM., 4TH REPORT.
Presented, and adoption m. ; Postmaster's

salary increased as instructed ; refund of
superannuation tax paid by Messenger Gag-
non, 680. Reply to Mr. Macdonald (B.C.),
power of suspending an official, 680. At
M r. Angers's suggestion, Amt. in wording ni.,
681.

MAN. AND N.W. RY. Co.'s B.
Petition of W. Barwick, for leave to petition,

presented, 224; ni. to refer it to Standing
Orders Com., 225. M. that it be read, 225.

MESSENGER GAGNON. See " Internal Economy
Con."

NANAINO AND ESQUIMALT RY. B., REJECTION OF.
Remarks in m. 2nd R. of Trade Combines B.,

353.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES ; fast Atlantic
line ; B. (161).

On M. (M r. Angers) for 2nd R. -Being shortest
route between Chicago and G.B., and in
the interest of this country, the B. supported,
817.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUFSTIONS OF.

Bill, explanation at ?ud R.-Mr. Bowell hav-
ing requestei explanation of Trade combina-
tions B., at Ist R. : that, in Senate, this is
customary at 2nd R., 289.

Debate, remark, in.-Onî objections taken to
Mr. Power's remark on Inqy. (Mr. Ferguson,
Niagara) respectiig Hudson Bay route, that
Senate had already discussed the question
in previous sessions, 222.

Dirorce procedure. -See debate on the " Dillon
Divorce B." (above).

OTTAWA GAS CO., BORROWING POWER (RANTED;
B. (26).

On M. (Mr. Clenow) for 2nd R., and Mr.
Power's suggestion that this B. should stand,
in view of another B., 310.

PIPER DIVORCE B. (O).

17th Report of Divorce Com. : adoption ni.*,
425.

POSTMASTER, SALARY OF. See " Internal
Econony Coin."

REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT AMT.'B. (127).
Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,

664.
SEAMEN'S ACT AMT. ; LIEN UPON SHIP, &C. ; B.

(13).

READ, Hon. Robert (Quinté)-Continued.
SEAMEN'S ACT AMT.-Continued.

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,
425.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Amt.
(Mr. Power) to make meaning clearer; a.
remark on wording of the B., 428.

SENATE OFFICIALS. See " Internal Economy
Com."

SENATE, SPEAKER, TEMPORARY, PROVISION FOR;
B. (Q).

Reported from Coin. of the W., without Amt.,
266.

SENATE, WORK PERFORMED BY THE.

Remarks, in m. 2nd R. of Trade Combines B.
list of Govt. Bs. introduced and amd. in
Senate since 1867, 351-2-3.

SHORT LINE Ry. B., SENATE REJECTION OF.

Remarks in ni. 2nd R. of Trade Combines B.,
353.

STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES B. See " Ocean Steam-
ship."

THOMPSON DIVORCE B.
16th Report of Divorce Com. : adoption m.

no defence : no miinority report, 425.

TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF, LAW,
AMT. B. (AA).

Iiitroduced and Ist R. ni., 289. In reply to
Mr. Bowell: in Senate, explanation of B. is
custonary at 2nd R., 289.

2nd R. ni., 350 ; remarks on original Combines
B., 351 ; on work done by the Senate, 351 ;
list of Govt. Bs. introduced and amd. in
Senate since 1867, 351-2-3; Nanaino and
Esquiialt Ry. B., 353; Short Line Ry. B.,
353; cattle carrying combine, 353-4; under-
takers' combine, 355-6.

In Coin. of the W. ; two Amts. in., 428.
3rd R. in., 460.

TREATY, THE FiRENCH. See " France, Treaty
with."

UNDERTAKERS' COMBIN E. See "Trade combina-
tions B."

YORK, THE DUKE OF, BIRTH OF A SON.
Ingy., Governmient intention to pass an Ad-

dress to the Queen, 693.

REESOR, Hon. David.

BALLOT, VOTE BY. See " N.W.T. Representa-
tion Act Amt."

BRIBED VOTERS, DISFRANCHISEMENT B. See
, " Voters."

DILLON DiVORCE B. (T).
On Report of Divorce Com. in favour of B.

Mnority Report (Mr. Kaulbach) that Com.
had ruled out evidence ; and (Mr. O'Dono-
hoe's) to re-commit B. for further evidence.
-- M. to re-commint opposed, and Report in
favour of B. supported, 449, 450-1.

On M. (Mr. Clenow) to restore Report to

Order paper; his proposal to include Min-
ority Report supported, 518.
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REESOR, Hon. David-Continued.

ELECTRIC LoIHT INSPECTION B. (118).
In Coin. of the W.-On el. 3: a ques., mea-

sure of electric light, 743.
FisHERIEs ACT AMT. B. (145).
, In Coin. of the W.-On el. 5: branding of

lobster cases, Ant. suggested, " package
containing cans," 708.

On sub-cl. 10 : on re-packing lobster cases, &c.;
branding by Inspector unnecessary, proprie-
tor's naine and year sufficient, 711, 712.

On sub-cl. 12: that packer, not Inspector,
should be responsible for certifying the
packages, 714; further, with reinarks on
failure of apple inspection law, 715.

Again in Com.-On Amit. (Mr. Clemow), saw-
dust-throwing, prohibition of, exemptions
precluded: sawdust ashes as manure, 735;
further, Mr. Dever corrected, 735.

On cl. 9: on Mr. Power's objection to cl.,
making each fish a separate offence, a re-
mark, 737.

HUDSON BAY RY. CONSTRUCTION B. (BB).

On M. (Mr. Boulton) for 2nd R.-Ques.,
names of provisional directors, 468 ; price
of shingles, no comnpetition, 473; C. P. R.
bonuses, &c., 475.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894 ; B. (C).
In Coin. of the W. -1. that Coin. rise and

report progress, 513.
Again in Com.-On M. (Mr. Bowell) for new

3rd cl., Act to apply only to traders as de-
fined : remarks on inillers, 589, 590.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R., and Aint. (Mr.
Power) to change el. 35 from i to J: the
Ait. opposed, 607.

INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT, AMT. ; HAY INSPEC-
TION, PROVISION FOR; B. (125).

In Coin. of the W.-Remarks on packing,
and shippers' risks, 492 ; denand in Eng-
gland, 495 ; grade for English market, 496
ques. to Mr. McCallur., date of packing,
496.

LOBSTEIR PACKINO. See " Fisheries Act Ait. B."

LoRD's DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Aint. (Mr.

Alnoni six months' " hoist ": the B. op-
posed, 576.

N. W. T. GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).

In Coi. of the W.-On Mr. Bernier's sugges-
tion to strike out el. 19 (burden of proof on
the accused), 358.

N. W. T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT. ; BALLOT
voting ; B. (5).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. : Remarks on
the vote by ballot, 464.

SAWDUST IN RIVERS. &e " Fisheries Act Ant.
13."

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See " Lord's day."

VOTERS WHO HAVE TAKEN BRIBES, DISPRAN-
CHISEMENT B. (6).

On M. (Mr. Dickey) for 2nd R.-Ques. as to
punishment of the briber, 499. On Mr.
Scott's reply: no further objection, 499.

EREID, Hon. James (Cariboo).

CARiBoo RY. Co. INcORP. B. (60).
Introduced *, 426.
2nd R. ni. and B. explained, 481.
3rd R. m. *, 521.

INTERNAL EcoNOvY CoN., APPOINTMENT OF.

M. (Mr. Melnnes, B.C.), to substitute Mr.
Reid's name on the Com., 98.

ROBITAILLE, Hon. Théodore.

FISHERIES ACT AMT. B. (145).
In Coin. of' the W.--On sub-cl. 10: lobster

packing, on branding with proprietor's
naine, date also suggested, 712.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.- Comment on

Mr. Scott's speech : wine consuiption in
Canada, 765.

INSPECTION, CRNERAL, ACT, ANT. ; HAY INSPEC-
TION ; B. (125).

In Coin. of the W. -Remark on definition of
good colour for hay, 489.

LADIES OF THE SACRED HEART OF IESUS ACT
A MT. B. (43).

Introduced*. 321.
2nd R. m *, 333.
3rd R. m.*, 384.

ROSS, Hon. John Jones (the Speaker).

FISHERIES ACT AMT. B. (145).
In Coin. of the W.-On sub-cl. 10 : in debate

on re-packing cases of canned lobsters, after
staniping by Inspector : that Govt. are duly
informed of wants of the business, 713 ; on
Mr. Kaulbach's reply, 713.

FRANCE, THE LATE PRESIDENT CARNOT.

Invitation of Senate to funeral, announced,635.

LIBRARY CONMITTEE REPORT.

Presented : mneinorial of first steanship that
crossed Atlantic, purchase of books, 309.

RULINGS AND REMARKS ON ORDER AND PRO-
CEDURE.

Bill ont of Order.-RuLiNo : B. introduced by
Mr. Boulton, for construction of Hudson
Bay Ry. as a public work, is out of order,
272.

Com. Report, mode of adoptinq.-On discussion
as to M. for adoption of the Report, or M. to
carry out its recoimnendation : that the
former is the usage, 497.

Com. Repo-t, mode of anendiny.-On Mr-
Power's ques. of Order, upon Anit. (Mr. Mc-
Inues, B.C.) to M. for adoption of Internal
Economy Com. Report, adding a par. thereto,
increasing Postmaster's salary : that the
Report should be referred back to Coin.,
with insttuctions to inake the increase, 654.

Motion allowed to stand.- M. (Mr. Bernier) for
papers respecting N. W. T. Schools having
been carried, it is proposed his M. re Man.
Schools should stand till to-morrow, 197.
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ROSS, Hon. J. J. (Speaker -Continued.

RULINGS AND REMARKS-COntifnued.
Motion, not on Order paper.-On ques. of

Order (Mr. Bellerose) in resumed debate on
Diion Divorce case, that M. (NIr. O'Donohoe)
to re-commit Report does not appear on
Order paper: that such Ms. do not come
into Speaker's hands; that this M. was to
have been reduced to writing and put into
officials' hands, 433.

SANFORD, Hon. William E.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
In Coin. of the W.-On ques. raised in Mr.

Dickey's speech, who wants the B. ; neces-
sity of one law for all Provinces, 507.

YOUTIIFUL OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIAL, PUNISH-

MENT, &C. ; B. (Y).

In Coin. of the W. -On 4th cl., sub-cl. b:
that binding child out until 21 is too long,
349.

SCOTT, Hon. Richard William.

ABBOTT, THE HON. SIR J. CALDwELL.

Remarks on the death of, 5.

ABERDEEN, HIs Ex. THE EARL OF.

Remarks of welcome, in debate on the Ad-
dress, 16.

ADDRESS IN ANSWRR TO SPEECH FROM THE
THRONE.

On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for.-Compli-
ments to mover and seconder, 15 ; welcome
to His Ex. the Earl of Aberdeen, 16; ap-
pointment of Gov Gen. and Imperial pro.
motions, 16. Date of calling Parlt., 16
volume of trade, not lue to fiscal policy, 16,
17 ; P.E.I. trade and census, 17, 18 ; taxa-
tion, sugar, 18 ; U.S. depression due to pro-
tection, 19; proposed tariff revision, 20;
Behring Sea award and regulations, 21 ;
proposed insolvency law, 21 ; increased
ocean communication, 21, 22; trade with
Australia and question of colonial federa-
tion, 2*2.

On Mr. Bowell's speech: trade with Australia,
29 ; acreage sown, 36; interested motives of
DIemocratic senators, 34; manufacturers'
dividends, 35 ; sugar duties, 35.

On Mr. Angers's: disloyal sentiments (Mr.
Royal) 66; and others, 66.

On Mr. Boulton's: Canadian statesmen as
arbitrators, 70.

ADDRESS OF CONGRATULATION TO THE QUTEEN.

On birth of a son to the Duke of York:
seconded, 726.

ADJOURNMENTS, SENATE. See " Senate."

ATLANTIC, STEAM COMMUNICATION. See:
" Ocean steam communication, increased."

AUSTRALIA, TRADE WITH.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 22. On
Mr. Bowell's speech, 29.

BALLOT IN N.W.T. See " N.W.T."

SCOTT, Hon. R. W.-Continued.
BANK ACT, ENFORCEMENT OF.

That old and filthy notes should be more
promptly withdrawn from circulation, 860.

BEET-SUGAR BOUNTIES.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Iron bounties B., 867.

BEHRING SEA AWARD AND REGULATIONS.

In debate on the Address, 21 ; comment on
Mr. Boulton's speech, 70.

BOILER INSURANCE B. Seo " Steam Boiler."
BOTSFORD, THE HON. ANios E.

Renarks on the death of, 25.

BOYD, THE HON. dOHN.

Remarks on the death of, 5.

BRIBED VOTERS, DISFRANCHISEMENT B. See
' Voters."

BRIT. COLUMBIA, INTEREST. See " Interest Act
Ant. B."

CAN. PACIFIO RY. AND N. W. SETrLEMENT.
Reply to Mr. Power, in Coin. on Ry. land

subsidies B. : that Co. are making every
effort to settle the country, 863.

CATTLE-CARRYING COMBINE.

Comment on remarks of Mr. Read (Quinté) in
In. 2nd R. of Trade Combines B. ; shipping
at Halifax suggested, 354.

CHAFFERS, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Remarks on the death of, 744.

COMBINATIONS JN RESTRAINT OF TRADE. Se£
" Trade."

CoMIANIEs, JOINT STOCK, INCoRP., B. See
" Joint Stock."

CONSOLIDATED REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT. Se£
" Revenue."

CONSITMERS' CORDAGE CO. ; PREFERENCE STOCK
ISSUE ; 13. (31).

On M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 2nd R. : a remark,
combines in U.S., 484.

CRIMINAL LAw, ADMINISTRATION OF. ec:
"Montreal Harbour Commuissrs. Act " (pre-

vention of crime).
"Ont., Houses of Refuge for Females, B."
"Youthf ui Offenders B."

CURRENCY, FILTHY. See " Dom. Rote At."

CUSTOMS DUTIES ACTS AMD. AND CONSOLID. B.
(135).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-That B. im-
poses taxation for benefit of few privileged
individuais ; comments on sugar duties,
&c., 874-5. On Mr. Bowell's remarks upon
Mr. Boulton's speech : U.S. export of gold,
878 ; that financial condition of U.S. is
being destroyed by its policy, 878.

See also " Tariff and Trade " generally.

CUSTOMS IzUREs. Sce "Revenue and Audit
Act."
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I.-INDEX TO SENATORS.

SCOTT, Hon. R. W.-Coatianed.

DECK-LoAD LAw, AIT. B. (G.); SIX-FEET DECK-
loads to W.I. permitted, &c.

In Con. of the W.-On title of B.: whether
B. does not depart from principle of English
deck-load law, 282.

D1LLON, ,JAMES ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On Report of Coin. in favour of B., and Min-

ority Report (MIr. Kaulbacli) objecting that
Coin. ruled out questions and excluded
evidence. On Mr. Kaulbach's ques. : both
Reports are before the House, 368. On the
constitutional ques., that the B.N.A. Act
does not contenplate divorces for Roman
Catholies, that this B. repeals the Civil
Code of L. Canada; divorces in France ;
divorces in Canada increasing ; the divorce

question at Confederation ; that each case
should be judged on its merits; and on the
inerits of the present case, 384-5-6-7-8-9,
390-1-2-3. Couinents : on Mr. Ogilvie's
speech : no law, only powmer, to igrant
divorce, 394. On Mr. McInnes's (B.C.):
words wrongly quoted, 395 ; previous
divorce cases, not R.C., 395 ; ques. in Coin.,
not irrelevant, 396 ; further on the evidence,
397 ; on the facts, 398. On Mr. Read's
(Quinté): votes in previous cases, 399 ;
changing religion, 40) ; divorce for Father
Chiniquy, 401. On Mr. Power's : evidence
hefore judges, 410. On Mr. Boulton's no
divorce law, simnply jurisdiction, 419 ex-
planations, reference to ecclesiastical law as
superior to Parlt., only implied Quebec,
421. To Mr. Kirehhoffer : granting divorces,
ques. of pulic policy, 423

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to te-commit Report
for furtier evidence. Conmnent on Mr.
Vidal's speech : interpretation of silence,
445. On Mr. Bellerose's : presumption of
collusion, 448. On Mr. Reesor's: British
practice, 450 ; case not singled out because
R.C., 451. On life of wife'sfather in Paris,
459 ; reply to Mr. Alnon, proof thereof, 459.

On M. (Nir. Clemîow) for f urther consideration
of Coin. Report: remark on procedure,
515; 3 nionths' "hoist" ni., 519; further
remarks on procedure, 520.

On M. (Mr. Clemow) for adoption of Com.
Report, and Aint. (Mr. Bellerose) to re-
commit and strike out re-marriage cl. of B.:
ques. of petitioner agreeing thereto, 616
his father agreeing thereto, 616 ; value of
statements made by Senators, 617 ; ques. of
interests of public morality, 617 ; further,
617, 618.

DISFRANCHISEM ENT OF BRIBED VOTERS' B. See
" Voters."

DIVORCE CASE. See "Dillon."

DOMINION LANDs (TERRITORIEs) B. See " Land
in Terries."

DOMINION NOTES ACT AMT. B. (165).
In Coin. of the W.-That effect is, Govt. may

borrow tive millions without security, 859.
That old and filthy notes should be more
promptly withdrawn, 860.

SCOTT, Hon. R. W.-Continued.

DUTIES, CUsTOMs, ACT. See " Customs."

ELECTION BY BALLOT IN N. W. T. See "N.W.T."

ELECTRIC LIGHT INSPECTION B. (118).

On 'N. (Mir. Angers) for 2nîd R.-Attention
called to introiduction of irnportant Bs. at
end of sessioi; legislation of session re-
viewed, and Govt. action eriticised, 693-4.
Connent on MIr. Angers's reply, 694; fur-
ther, 694.

In Coin. of the W. -On el. 3 : to Mr. Power,
definition of mneasire of liglt, 743.

FARMERs, NO BOUNTIES TO.

Remarks on 2nîîd R. of Iron Bounties B., 867.

FEDEIRATION, COLONIAL.
Renarks in debate on the Address, 22.

FEMALE REFORMATORIES. Set "Onit., Houses of
Refuge."

FISCAL PoLICY. See "I Tariff and Trade."

FIIMERIES ACT AMT. B. (145).
In Coin. of the W.-On Ait. (Mr. Cleinow),

sawdust in rivers, prohibition, exemptions
preclided : the Amnt. sipported, 731, 732.

On el. 9: on Aint. (Mr. Power) to strike ont
the el. : remarks on arbitrary powers given
to Fishery overseers, 739.

On Aint. (Mr. Angers) to modify sub-sect. 7,
that eaci fish inay not be a separate offence :
reply to Mr. Clemow : buying a fish an
offeuce, 740.

FISHERY, SEAL. See " Behring Sea."

FLINT, THE LATE HoN. SENATOR.

Reimarks on the decease of, 564.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On Ingy. (NIr. Boulton) w hether intercolonial

preferences will not be precluded, and his
speech thereon.-On Mr. Boulton's speech :
a reiark, 667. Mr. Angers's strictures ob-

jectel to ; not unusual to refer to Bs. nlot
yet before House; Inqy. was in order, 673.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-On the
treaty-naking power; ratification of treaties
not obligatory ; on imost-favoured-nation cl.;
on details of the Treaty ; extent of trade
with France ; French wines and their adul-
teration ; other items ; prohibitionists' ob-
jections to Treaty ; Mr. Boilton's proposed
Amt., to defer ratification, approved, 761-
2-3-4-5-6.

lu Coin. of the W.-Australian grievalce
against the Treaty, 824; possible grievalce
in France, 824.

GLASIER, THE LATE HON. SENATOR.

Remarks on the death of, 680.

GOVERNOR-GENERAL AND IMPERIAL PROMOTIONS.
Remarks in debate on the Address, 16.

GREAT BRITAIN, PRIVY COUNCIL COM. Seo
" Privy Council."
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SCOTT, Hon. R. W.-Continued.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).

Renarks in debate on the Address, 21.
On (M. (Mr. Bowell) for lst R.-Ques., date

of printing, 97 ; on Iiperial Privy Council
decision on Provincial Insolvency Acts, 97.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-On principle
of B., 229-232; on Privy Council decision
on Provincial legislation, 246, 247.

In Coum. of the W.-On Aint. (Mr. McKind-
sey) that B. shall apply to traders only
with that limitation, B. supported, 509.

Again in Coin.-On M. (Mr. Bowell) for new
3rd cl., B. to apply only to traders as de-
fined : on ques. of Mr. MaclInes - as to
ranching farmuers, 588 ; further on saine,
588; on Mr. BowelUs remarks, on classifi-
cation of millers, 588.

On cl. 35 : on Aint. (Mr. Miller) to change
frot ï to 1, and Aint. (Mr. McKindsey), :
high rate advocated, 600.

On el. 61 : on the ranking of banks, 600 ; re-
ply to Mr. Cleimow thereon, 601 ; to Mr.
Vidal, 601.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R.-Amt. m. to
cl. 35, leaving it to creditors to fix rate, 611.
On Mr. McCallumu's ques. of procedure:
that practice is beiug followed, 612.

INSURANCE ACT FURTHER AMT. ; B. (V).

Ou . (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-A ques., 292
conmnents, 292, 293. On the principle and
details of the B., 294-5 6. Sone observa-
tions explained, 298. On Mr. Angers's fur-
ther speech : coimnents, 298 ; a ques., 298.

In Coin. of the W.-On Mr. Vidal's sugges-
tion to add cl., relieving Cos. frout penalties,
whose reports are signed by secretary, 329;
reply to Mr. Angers thereon, 329.

Definition suggested : actual office premtiumi,
330 ; reply to Mr. Poirier thereon, 330 ; to
Mr. Angers, cl. taken from Ont. statutes,
330. Ques. as to Provincial legislation, 330;
further, 330.

Coms. Aimts.-On. M. (Mr. Angers) for cou-
currence, and Ait. (Mr. MacInes, Bur-
lington) for non-concurrence in 27th Amt.,
to insert cl. d in the B., restricting invest-
ients authorized for Cos. : the subject re-
viewed, and Ant. supported, 828-9. Reply
to Mr Bowell's remark, 833 ; cominents on
his speech, 837.

See also " Steam Boiler and Plate Olass
Insurance B."

INTEREST ACT AMT. ; JUDGMENT DEBTS IN B.C.,
rate, &c., B. (129).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-That Provin-
cial procedure should not be interfered with,
and the B. would be ultra rires, 636.

IRON AND STEEL BOUNTIES B. (170).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Too late in
session to discuss B. ; no botnties to farm-
ers ; remarks on beet-sugar boanties, 867.

IRRIGATION B. See " N.W.T."

SCOTT, Hon. R. W.-Continued.

JOINT STOCK COS., INCORP., NEw REGULATIONS;
B. (EE).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Ques., paid
up capital, 523 ; fees, 523; B. generally ap-
proved, 523.

In Com. of the W. -On el. 5, and Mr. Power's
remarks as to capital necessary : Cos. un-
der Provincial law, 582.

On el. 50 : ques., difference fron existing Act,
582.

On el. 81 : on Mr. Power's remarks as to pro-
cess serving : local legislation, 582 ; further
on legal procedure, 582; further, 582.

On cl. 93: on Mr. Power's ques. as to inspec-
tion of existing Cos., 582; further on same
point, 583.

JUSTICE, ADMtNISTRATION OF. See:

Fisheries Act Aint." (penalties).
Interest Act Ait B." (judginents, B.C.)
Land in Terries. B." (administration of

estates).
Montreal Harbour Coninissrs. B." (preven-

tion of theft, &c.).
Ont., Houses of Refuge for Females, B."
Youthful Offenders, B."

.JUVENILE OFFENDERS, B. See " Youthful
Offenders."

LAND IN TERRITORIES ACT CONSOLID. B. (HH).
In Coin. of the W.-On el. 5 : devise of land,

Ont. law explained, G76.
On el. 89 : that tine for administration of

estate should b)e limtited, 677.
On el. 94: on cause for delay required in re-

gistering transfers, 678.

LAw, ADMINISTRATION OF. Set ",Justice."

LEGISLATION, GOVT., LATE IN SESSION.

Criticisn of Govt. action, on 2id R. of Electric
Light Inspection B., 693. On Mr. Angers's
reply, 694 ; further, 694.

Li0HTHOrSES, BuoYs, &C., AND SABLE ISLAND
ACT AMT. ; power of Min. of M. and F. in
ininor appts., and inaking contracts ; B. (B).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R., and Mr. Kaul-
bach's objection that contract-naking powers
cannot originate with Senate : pointed out
that it does not change present law, 89.

LoRD'S DAY BETTER OBSERVANCE B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R., and Ant. (Mr.

Alnon) for six ionths' "l hoist : the B.
supported, 568-9.

MAX. AND N.W.T. SCHOOLS QUESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier), for ordinances, Orders in
Coutncil, &c.--Ques., Dr. Morrison, 108. On
the M., and the constitutional and historical
points involved, 112, 119, 122-3-4, 133-4.
Comments on Mr. Lougheed's speech, 146,
147, 148, 152, 153, 154. On Mr. Angers's,
167. On Mr. Power's, 175, 176. On Mr.
Ferguson's (P.E.I.), 181, 182, 186, 187. On
Mr. Bowell's, 190, 191, 193, 194, 195, 196.

MANUFACTURING INDUSTRIES. See " Tariff and
Trade."
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SOOTT, Hon. R. W.--Continued.

MARINE AND FisHERIES DEPT., POWERS OF.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. of Lighthouses
Act Ant., and MIr. Kauilbaci's objection
that cl. giving contract-inaking powers can-
not originate with Senate ; pointed out that

' cl. does not alter present law, 89.

.MONTGOMERY, THE HON. DONALD.

Renarks on the death of, 5.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMISSRS. ACT CONSOLID.
B. (S).

In Con. of the W. -- On el. 26, powers of Coin-
missioners : maintenance of order, &c., 318.

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE Ry. B. (59).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 3rd R., and Aint. (Mr.

Power) restricting elevated Ry., in city, to
passenger traffie : the Aint. opposed, 626.

MOUNTED POLICE AcT. See "N.W. M. Police."

NANAIMO AND EsQUIMALT Ry. B., SENATE RE-
JECTION OF.

Comment on reiarks of Mr. Read (Quinté) in
m. 2nd R. of Trade Combines B., 353.

NEW BRUNSWICK SCHOOLS-referred to on
" Man. and N. V. T. Schools question."

N. W. M. POLICE AcT CONSOLID. B. (121).
In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 5: ques., no. of

Vet. Surgeons, 647. Further on this point,
experience during Liberal administration,
648.

N. W., SETTLEMIENT OF.

That C. '. R. Co. are inaking every effort :
reply to Mr. Power, in Coin. on Ry. land
subsidies B., 863.

N. W. T. AND MAN. SCHOOLS QUESTION.

On M. (Mr. Bernier) for ordinances, Orders in
Council, &c.-Ques., Dr. Morrison, 108. On
the M. and the constitutional and historical
points involved, 112, 119, 122-3-4, 133-4.
Comriients on MIr. Lougheed's speech, 146,
147, 148, 152, 153, 154. On Mr. Angers's,
167. On Mr. Power's, 175, 176. On Mr.
Ferguson's (P.E.I.), 181, 186, 187. On Mr.
Bowell's, 190, 191, 193, 194, 195, 196.

N. W. T. IRRIGATION B. (134).
In Coin. of the W.--On possibility of danger

to private rights, 681.
On el. 4: that cultivable marsh land is not

coveredtby the B., as supposed, 682.
On el. 8 : works already constructed without

autlhority, 685; future applications, preced-
ence of, 685.

N. W. T., LANDS. See " Land in Terries. B."

N. W. T. REPRESENTATION ACT AMT. ; BALLOT
VOT ING ; B. (5).

In Com. of the W.-On el. 6: that sect. 28 of
Dominion Elections Act should also be in-
cluded, 486.

NOTES, FILTHY, &C. See " Dom. Notes Act."

OCEAN STEAM COMMUNICATION, INCREASED.
Renarks in debate on the Address, 21, 22.
See also the following'Bill:

SCOTT, Hon. R. W.--Continued.

OCEAN STEAMSIIP SUBSIDIES ; fast Atlantic
line; B. (161).

On M. (Nr. Angers) for 2nd R.-The policy
criticised ; injury to Allan and Doiminion
lines, difficulty to fast Une from fogs, sub-
sidizing Co. not yet fornied, &c., 802-3-4.

ONT., HOUSFS OF REFUOE FOR FEMALES; B. (II).
In Coin. of the WV.--Ques. wliether B. same as

Ont. Act, 645.

ONT. SEPARATE SCHOOLS QUESTION-referred
fo on :
Man. and N.W.T. Schools question."

ORDER AND PRO'EDURE, QUESTIONS OF.
Bill, els. prorided for in general Act..-On

ques. of the necessity of cl. in Montreal
Harbour Connissrs. B., as being provided
for in Criminal Code, 318.

Bill, provisions preclured by another B.-On
2nd R. of Steani Boiler and Plate Glass In-
surance Co.'s B: pointed ont that new In-
surance B. ((Govt.) precludes life being
associated with other insurance, 289.

Bill, 3rd R., Amt. m.-On Mr. McCallui's
objection to Ait. to 3rd R. of Insolvency
B., that M. should be to re-commit : that
practice of House is followed, and that it
lias been agreed Aints. should be put at 3rd
R., 612.

Bills.--See also " Provincial legislation" ; also
"Senate ' (below).

Com. Report, re.storation to Orders.-See the
debate on procedure, and M. for 3 inonths'
" hoist," in Dillon Divorce case, 515, 519,
520.

Constitutional points.-See " Pro incial legis-
lation " and " Senate. ' See also the debate
on " Man. and N. W. T. Schools question
also " Dillon Divorce B." Also " Interest
Act Amt. B. (u/tra rires).

Cont rat't- metakinq poiters.-On Mr. Kauilhach's
objection to cl. in Lighthouses Act Anit. B.,
that contract-making powers cannot origin-
ate with Senate ; pointed out that el. does
not alter present law, 89.

Dirorce procedure.-See the debate on "Dillon,
James St. G., Divorce B." (above).

Gort. leislation, lafe in session.-Criticismî on
Govt. action, on 2nd R. of Electric Light
Inspection B., 693. On Mr. Angers's reply,
694 ; further, 694.

Proricia! eislation. -On2nd R. of Insolvency
B. : reinarks on effect of- Imperial Privy
Council decision, 246-7 ; on the saine point,
in debate on the Speaker of the Senate B.,
260.

Senate adjournments.--Held that M. is nu-
necessary, for adjt. over a statutory holi-
day, 311.

Senate, Speaker (temporary) B.-On the cou-
stitutional points involved in this B., 259,
260.

Treaty-making.f and ratifying pon.ers. -Re-
marks on French Treaty ratification B.,
761-2.
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SCOTT, Hon. R. W.--Continued.

PARLIAMENT, DATE OF CALLING.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 16.

PRINCE EDwD. ISLD. SCHOOLS-referred to on:

" Man. and N.W.T. Schools question."

PRINCE EDWD. ISLD., TRADE AND CENSUS.

In debate on the Address, 17, 18.

PRIVY COUNCIL, IMPERIAL, REFERENCE TO.

.Suggestion (in debate on Man. Schools ques.)
that Supreme Ct. decisions should be final,
134.

PROTECTION. See " Tariff and Trade matters."

QUEEN, ADDRESS OF CONORATULATION TO THE.

On hirth of son to Duke of York: leconded,
726.

RAILwAY SUBSIDIES (LAND) B. (168).
In Con. of the W.-Reply to Mr. Power:

C.P.R. Co. using every effort to settle the
N. W., 863.

REFORMATORIES. See "Ont.,Housesof Refuge";
also " Youthful Offenders, B."

REVENUE AND AUDIT ACT ANMT. B. (127).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-A ques.,

limit of time for actions against officials,
637.

RIVERS, SAWDUST. See "Fisheries Act. Aint. B."

ROMAN CATIIOLIC SCHOOLS QUESTION. See

"Man. and N.W.T. Sichools."

ROYAL, HON. MR., PAMPHLET OF.

Comment on Mr. Angers's speech, in debate ou
the Address, 66.

SABLE ISLD. ACT. See " Lighthouses and Sable
Isid."

SAWDUST IN RIVERS. See "Fisheries Act Aint.

SCIIoOLS, SEPARATE, QUESTION. See:

"'Man. and N.W.T. Schools."

SEAL FISIIERY. See " Behring Sea."

SENATE ADJOURNMENT.

(Ascension Day.)--On Mr. Angers's M., Mr.
Kaulbach's objection without notice, &c.:
held that a motion is unnecessary, it being
a statutory holiday, 311.

SF.NATE, GOVT. Bs. LATE IN SESSION.

Criticism of (ovt. action, on 2nd R. of Elec-
tric Light In'spection B., 693. On Mr.
Angers's reply, 694 ; further, 694.

SENATE, GOVT. Bs. REJECTED BY.

Comment on remarks of Mr. Read (Quinté) in
in. 2nd R. of Trade Combines B.: Nanaimo
and Esquimalt Ry. B., 353.

SENATE, SPEAKER'S' ABSENCE, PROVISION FOR;

B. (Q).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-On B. of last

session, and on constitutional points in-
volved, 257, 259, 260.

61

3COTT, Hon. R. W. -Continued.
SENATORS, DECEASED.

(Abbott, Sir John; Boyd and Montgomery,
Hon. Messrs.): Remarks on the death of,
15.

(Botsford, Hon. Mr.) : Remarks on death of, 25.
(Flint, Hon. Mr.): Remarks on death of, 564.
(Chaffers, Hon. Mr.): Remarks on death of'

744.
(Glasier, Hon. Mr.): Remarks on death of,

680.
SESSION, DATE OF CALLING.

Remarks in debate on the Address, 16.

SHIPS, SAFETY OF, AcT, AMT. B. ; SIX-FEET DECK-
loads to W. I., &c., pernitted ; (G).

In Coin. of the W.-On title of B.: whether
B. is not departure from principle of English
deck-load law, 282.

SPEAKER OF SENATE, B. See " Senate."
STEAM BoILER AND PLATE GLASS CO. INCORP.

ACT AnT.; insurance extended to engineers
and firemen ; B. (35).

On M. (Mr. Power) for 2nd R.-Pointed out
that new Insurance B. (Govt.) precludes life
being associated with other insurance, 289.

STEA MSIIIP COMMUNICATION. See :

" Ocean steanm communication, increased."

SUBSIDIES, RAILwAY, B. See "Railway."

STEAMSuWe, B. See " Steamship."

SUGAR BOUNTIES AND DUTIES.

Beet-sugar bounties: remarks on 2nd R. of
Iron bouinties B., 867.

Sugar duties : remarks on 2nd R. of new
Tariff B., 873-4.

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See " Lord's day."

TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS.

In debate on the Address.-Volume of trade,
not due to fiscal policy, 16, 17; P.E.I.
trade, 17, 18; taxation, sugar, 18; U.S.
depression due to protection, 19 ; proposed
tariff revision, 20 ; trade with Australia, 22.
On Mr. Bowell's speech : trade with Aus-
tralia, 29 ; manufacturers' dividends, 35
sugar luties, 35.

See also " Iron and Steel bounties B.," debate.
Also " Customs duties Act " (new tariff)

debate.
And "France, Treaty with, ratification B."

TAXATION. See " Tariff and Trade " (above).

TERRITORIEs, LAND IN, B. 'See "Land."

TRADE, COMBINATIONS IN RESTRAINT OF, ACT,
AMT. B. (AA).

Comment on remarks of Mr. Read (Quinté) in
ni. 2nd R. : Senate interference with Govt.
Bs., Nanaimo and Esquimalt Ry. B., 353;
cattle shipment at Montreal, Halifax sug-
gested, 354.

On M. (Mr. Read) for 3rd R.--On Mr. Alnon's
contention that niedical tariffs will be af-
fected, 460.

Remark in debate on " Consumers' Cordage
Co.'s B." : combines also in U.S., 486.
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SCOTT, Hon. R. W.-Continued.
TREATY MAKING AND RATIFYING. See debate

on " France, Treaty with, ratification B."

U.S., BEHRINC SEA AWARD AND REGULATIONS.
,In debate oh the Address, 21 ; comment on

Mr. Boulton's speech, 70.

U.S., TRADE MATTERS.

lin debate on the Address.-Depression, due to
protection, 19; interested motives of Demo-
cratic Senators, 34.

In debate on 2nd R. of new Tariff B. : U. S.
export of gold, 878; that financial condition
of U.S. is being destroyed by its policy, 878.

VOTERS WHO HAVE TAKEN BRIBE-S, DISFRAN-
CHISEMENT, B. (6).

On M. (Mr. Dickey) for 2nd R.-Comment on
Mr. Almon's speech : the Conservative
party, 498. On Mr. Reesor's: punishment
of briber is provided for, 499.

WINS, FRENCH. See "France, Treaty with, B."
YORK, THE DUKE OF, BIRTH OF A SON.

Address of congratulation to the Queen,
.seconded, 726.

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS ; ARREST, TRIAL AND
IMPRISONMENT; B. (Y).

On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R.; a ques., 303.

SMITH, Hon. Sir Frank, K.C.M.G.
ADDRESS IN ANSWER TO SPEECH FROM THE

THRONE.
On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for.-On Mr.

Pow er's speech : nanufacturers' influence
with Ministers, 44 ; use for coarse grains,
45 ; cost of Mr. Power's remarks, 47.

On Mr. McInnes's (B.C.) : counterfeit silver
production, 60.

ATLANTIC FAST LINE. See "Ocean Steamship
Subsidies B."

CANADIAN PACIFIC RY. CONSTRUCTION.
Remuarks on 2nd R. of Ocean Steamship Sub-

sidies B., 816.
COUNTERFEIT SILVER PRODUCTION.

In debate on the Address: comment on Mr.
Power's speech, 60.

DILioN, JAS. ST. G., DIVORCE B. (T).
On M. (Mr. Clemow) to restore Coin. Report

to Order paper, and debate thereon ; the M.
supported ; ques. of religious persuasion
should not be entertained, 517.

FISHERIES ACT AMT. B. (145).
In Coin. of the W.-On sub-cl. 10: on neces-

sity for preventing cases (lobsters) being re-
packed, after branding by Inspector, 711,712,
713.

On sub-cl. 12 : on Inspector emiploying a man
to oversee packing, 715; the packer inter-
ested'not the right ran to brand, 715.

On Amtý (Mr. Clenow), sawdust in rivers,
prohibition, exemptions precluded : post-
ponement of matter till next session urged,
724. Further on same Amt. : ques., potash
from pine ashes, 735.

SMITH, Hon. Sir Frank--Continued.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION, B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.- -Comments on

Mr. Scott's speech: wine, 763; nuts, 765 ;
vote under Scott Act, 766 ; Liberal party
and prohibition, 766; Scott Act in P.E.I.,
766. On Mr. Boulton's speech, and Mr.
Dever's remark thereon : the Treaty last
year, 769 ; wines from other countries than
France, 771. On Mr. Power's: Govt. atti-
tude towards plenipotentiary, 791. On Mr.
McCalluim's: National Policy not discarded,
796.

HAY, INSPECTION OF. See "Inspection, General,
Act, Amt."

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894 ; B. (C.)
Appointment to Special Com. m. (Mr. Bowell),

273.
li Coin. of the W.-On M. (Mr. McKindsey)

that B. shall apply to traders only, and be so
and. : " trader" disapproved, " debtor"
advocated, 509; on Mr. Dickey's speech:
same point, 510.

Amt. (Mr. Miller) that B. shall not apply to
farmers, opposed, 511 ; definition " debtor"
advocated, 511.

On M r. McCallum's remarks, on farmers paying
66c. : that it will be reduced to 50c., 512.

On Amt. (M. Miller) to reduce i payment by
insolvent to 1, and Ant. (Mr. McKindsey),

Mr. Miller's Aint. supported, 594.
On cl. 61 : in debate, that banks should rank

to full amount, 601, 602.

INSPECTION, GENERAL, ACT, AMT. ; HAY INSPEC-
TION; B. (125).

In Com. of the W.-On ques. of good colour,
489, 495 ; that the B. is not compulsory,
and will cure itself, 491.

INSURANCE ACT FURTIIER AMT. B. (Y).

Commons Amts.-On M. (Mr. Angers) for
adoption, Aint. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington),
for non concurrence in 27th Amt., to insert
el. d in the B., restricting investinents al-
lowable for Cos. : regret that inodified Amt.
has not been proposed by Minister, or
matter allowed to stand for another year,
833, 834. Precedent quoted, for disagree-
ment between Cabinet Ministers, 838.

LOBSTER PACKING AND BRANDING. See " Fish-
eries Act Amt. B."

LORD'S DAY, BETTER OBSERVANCE, B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2n1d R., and Amt. (Mr.

Almon) six months' " hoist ": the Amt.
supported, 572. Comment on Mr. Prowse's
speech : that principle should not be forced,
573.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMIsSRS. ACTS CONSOLID.
B. (S).

In Com. of the W.--On cl. 16, salaries: Mr.
Power's objections to Commissrs' power to
fix their own salaries, replied to, 315.
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SMITH, Hon. Sir Frank-Continued.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES ; FAST ATLANTIC
LINE; B. (161).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-In reply to
Mr. Power: Govt. position explained, their
negotiations ; the Opposition and the C. P. R.
construction, &c., 816.

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Cabinet Ministers disagreeing.-See debate on
" Insurance Act Amt. B." (above).

Di'orce procedure. -Se "Dillon " case (above).

SAWDUST is RIVERS. See " Fisheries Act Amt.
B."

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See " Lord's day."

TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS.

In debate on the Address: comments on Mr.
Power's speech, 44.

SNOWBALL, Hon. Jabez B.

CANADIAN PACIFIC Ry. LAND SUBSIDY B. (159).
Reported from Com. of W., without Amt.,

854.

DECK-LOAD LAW, EVASIOS OF. See following
debate :

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-On Mr.

Tassé's speech: misleading statements in
statistics explained, evasion of deck-load
law, competition in freight rates, 847. Fur-
ther on the saine point, 847.

INLAND REVENUE ACT AMT. B. (158).

Reported from Com. of the W,, with Ant.,
854.

OCEAN STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES ; ATLANTIC FAST
LINE; B. (161).

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Need of
caution impressed on Govt. ; difficulties of
a fast service and northern route, &c., 817-
18-19-20.

SPEAKER, The.
See "Ross, Hon. J. J."

SULLIVAN, Hon. Michael.

SULLIVAN, Hon. Michael-Continued.
FRAUDULENT SALE OR MARKING, RESTRAINT OF,

B. (123).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-On Mr.

Angers's promise of a separate B. against
artificial honey: a ques. thereon, 699.

HONEY, ARTIFICIAL. See "Fraudulent sale, &c.,"
B,

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Ques.

whether, when Com. reports, B. will be
taken up, cl. by cl., in the House, 248.

INTEREST ACT AMT. B. (129).
Reported froin Coin. of the W., without Amt.,

660.
INTERNAL ECONOMY COM., 3RD REPORT.

On M. (Mr. McKay) for adoption.-On reduc-
tion of messengers: a ques., no. permanent,
650; number sessional, 650.

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL COURTS ACT AMT. B.
(155).

Reported from Com. of the W., without Amt.,
704.

PETROLEUM INSPECTION ACT AMT B. (122).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.--Lowering of

the flash test approved, 690.
In Com. of the W.--On cl. 1: reply to Mr.

Power's objection to lowering the flash test;
laws of other countries compared, 700, 701.

SUTHERLAND, Hon. John.

N. W. T. GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).

In Com. of the W.-On cl. 8: that Indians
will not kill animals when not prime, 338;
reply to Mr. Masson: Indians must live,
338.

WINNIPEG AND GT. NORTHERN RY. Co.'s B. (22).
Introduced*, 347.
2nd R. m., 363. Replies to Mr. Kaulbach:

about 50 miles to complete to R. Saskatche-
wan, 363; period for completion, 363.

3rd R. m.*, 384.

%VINNIPEC AND HUDSON BAY Ry. Co., name
changed, &c.--See the above B.

COAL OIL, FLASH TEST. See " Petroleum Inspec- TASSÉ, Hon. Joseph.
tion Act." 1

CONTINGT. ACCTS. COM.-See "Internal Econ-
omy."

ELECTRic LIGIHT INSPECTION B. (118).
In Com. of the W. -On cl. 5: on proposals to

increase and to lessen the variation, that B.
should not be mutilated, 743.

Again in Com.-On cl. 3: on Amt. (Mr.
Drummond), that consumer may have prea-
sure tested by Inspector, a ques., 747.

On cl. 37 : on Mr. Clemow's objection that cl.
is too vague, that Order in Council can fix
standard, 747.

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Ques., differ-

ence in French and native wines, 756.
61½

FRANCE, TREATY WITH, RATIFICATION B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Comments on

his speech, 757-8-9. On Mr. Scott's, 763,
766.

On Ait. (Mr. Boulton), to return Treaty for
further negotiations. Comment on Mr.
Drummond's speech, 785 ; further, 785;
further, 785.

On M. (Mr. Angers) for 3rd R.-The subject
reViewed, and reasons for supporting the
Treaty given, 840, 842-3 ; 843-4-5-6-7-8-9,
850-1-2.

MONTREAL ISLD. BELT LINE RY. Co.'s B. (59).
(Ist R. m. by Mr. Bellerose*, 513.)
2nd R. m., 565.
Concurrence m. in Amts. of Ry. Com., 619.
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TASSÉ, Hon. Joseph--Continued.
MONTREAL BELT LiNE RY. Co.--Continued.

Amt. (Mr. Drumnond) that dates for comple-
tion shall apply to whole undertaking, ac-

, cepted, 619.
3rd R. m., 621.
On Aint. (Mr. Power) restricting elevated line

to passenger traffic in city : on Mr. Vidal's
speech : ques. of honafides of Co., 623.

VIDAL, Hon. Alexander.
BILLS, PROCEDURE, &C. SC(':

" Order and'Procedure" (below).

CIu1LDREN, PUNISIIMENT OF. See "Youthful
Offenders, B."

CIVIL SERVICE ACTS AMT. B. (154).
Reported from Coin. of the W., without Aint. ,

702.
COAL OIL, FLASH TEST. See "Petrolouni In-

spection B."

COMPANIES, JOINT STOCK, NEW REGNS. See
",Joint Stock."

CONSUMERS' CORDAGE CO.; PREFERENCE SIIARES

ISSiE ; B. (31).
On M. (Mr. Ogilvie) for 2nd R.-On Mr.

Boulton bringing up free trade ques. in this
connection, 485; on Mr. Power's renarks,
protection of shareholders, 485.

DECK-LOAD LAw. See " Ships, safety of,.Act."

DILLON, JAMES ST. G., DivORCE B. (T).
On Com. Report in favour of B., and Minority

Report (Mr. Kailbach).-Held that ques-
tion of parties being R. C. underlies the
Minority Report, and should not be consid-
ered, 377-8 ; that, in absence of any plea
froin respondent, of petitioner's adiiltery,
Coin. should not seek such evidence, 378.

Comment on Mr. Power's speech: presump-
tion not proof, 404.

On M. (Mr. O'Donohoe) to re-conimit the B.
for further evidence : the question reviewed,
444-5-6.

On M. (Mir. Clemnow) to restore Report to
Order paper : needless discussion depre-
cated, 518.

DOMINION W.C.T.U. INCORP. B. (56).
Introduced*, 308.
2nd R. in. and B. explained, 332.
3rd R. m.*, 384.

EIE AND HIUDSON RY. Co.'s B. (81).
3rd R. m. (in absence of Mr. McKindsey)*,

580.
EVIDENCE, PARLIAMENTARY WITNESSES. Sec

" Parliaientary."

HARBOURs ACT AbîT. B. (A).
Reported fron Coin. of the Whole without

Ant.*, 88.
INDIAN ACT AMT. B. (CC).

In Coin. of the W .- On cl. 1, subsection 8
(disposition of children's part of the estate),
and Mr. Macdonald's (B.C.) ques. as to
dividing land : the Indian's interest, 362.

VIDAL, Hon. Alexander- Continued.

INDIAN ACT AMT.-Contiued.

On el. 2 : harshness of provision, to punish
(for trespassing on reserve) without notice,
362.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894; B. (C).
On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-On the pro-

posed proceduire, reference to a special Coin.,
&c.. 245; on principle of the B., 246.

In Coin. of the W.--On cl. 61 : in debate, on
banks ranking, a ques., 601.

INSPECTION OF PETROLEUM B. See "Petroleuin."

INSURANCE ACT AM'T. B. (V).

In Coin. of the W.-On 5th cl. : Aint. m.,
where two chief agents, each to keep docu-
ments for his district, 328.

Addl. cl. suggested, to relieve companies
froin penalties for reports signed by secre-
tary, 328 ; to NIr. Angers, where no coin-
plaint lias been made, 329 ; further, 329.

Progress îeported from Coin., 331.
Reported[ froni Coin., with Anits., 333.

IRRIGATION B. See "N. V. T.

JOINT STOCK COS., INCORP. &C. ; NEW REGNS.
B. (EE).

Reported fron Coin. of the W., with Arnts.,
585.

JUVENILE OFFENDERS. See " Youthful Offend-
ers, B."

LAND IN TERRITORIES ACT CONSOLw. B. (HH).
In Coi. of the W.-On el. 5 : on devise not

being complete until transfer by executor,
675.

LINDSAY, BOBCAYGEON, &c., RY. Co. 's B. (29).
On M. (Mr. Dobson) for 3rd R., on saie day

as reported froin Ry. Coin. : that this is in
violation of rules, 277.

LoRD'S DAY, BETTER OBSERVANCE, B. (2).

On M. (NIr. Cleiow) for 2nd R., and Aint.
(Mr. Almon) six nonths' " hoist " : the B.
supported, 578, 579.

MASTERS AND MATES' CERTIFICATES ACT AMT.
B. (130).

In Coin. of the W. -On 8th cl. : in debate, on
increased fees, that (ovt. can reduce, 677.

MONCTON ANi) P. E. I. Ry. AND FERRY Co. ACTS
AMT. B. (I).

On M. (Mr. Poirier) for 2nd R.-Ques., why
cl. forfeiting charter if work is not done,
has been omitted fron this Ait. Act, 254-5.

MONTREAL HARBOUR COMMISSRS. ACTS CON-
SOLID. B. (S).

In Coin. of the W.-On cl. 25: on Mr. De-
Boucherville's reinarks as to interference
with Quebec statutes, 317; further, 317.
Progress reported from Com., 320.

Reported from Com. of the W., with Amts.,
331.
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VIDAL, Hon. Alexander-Continued.

MONTREAL ISLAND BELT LINE Ry. B. (59).

On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 3rd R., and Amt. (Mr.
Power) restricting elevated line, in city, to
passenger traffic: the Ant. supported, with
renarks on hona fides of Co., &c., 621-2-3-4.
Comment on Mr. Desjardins's speech, 625;
further, 625.

N. W. TERRIES., GAME PRESERVATION B. (Z).

Reported f rom Com. of the W., with an Amt.,
364.

N. W. T. IRRIGATION B. (134).
In Coin. of the W.-On sect. 8: on ques. of

persons who already have licenses, 684 ; that
els. 7 and 8 relate to two distinct cases, 685;
ou persons who, without authority, have
already constructed works, 685.

N.W.T. LANDs. See "Land in Terries. B."

OATHS, PARLY. WITNESSES, B. Se( " Parlia-
mentary."

ORDER AND PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF.

Bil, 3rd R., SIme day rported.-On M. (Mr.
Dobson) for 3rd R. of Lindsay, Bobcaygeon,
&c., B., same day as reported fron Ry.
Com. : pointed out that this is in direct
violation of Rules, 277.

Bill., privae, extension of time for Petitions.
On Mr. Bowell's statement that Govt. has
11 objection: that Commons have refused
extension, 155. On Standing Orders Com.'s
recommendation that time for reporting be
extended to end of session : the recommen-
dation advocated, 283, 285.

Connon. Amts., partial concurrence.-On Mr.
Lougheed's M. for concurrence in Commons
Ants. to Trust Corporation B., except 2nd
and 4th : that two distinct motions are
necessary, 630.

Dehafe, reerancy of.-On Mr. Boulton bring-
ing up the free trade ques., on B. authorizing
the Cordage Co. to issue preference shares,
485.

Debate, un necessary.-Needless discussion on
Dillon Divorce procedure, deprecated, 518.

Dirorce procedure. -See also debate on " Dillon
Divorce B." (above).

VIDAL, Hon. Alexander-~Continued.

PRIVATE BILLS, IRREGULARITIES, &C. See "Order
and Procedure."

ST. CLAIR AND ERIE SHIP CANAL CO. INCORP.
B. (21).

Introduced*, 347.
2nd R. m. and B. explained, 363. Reply to

Mr. Kaulbach : all in Canadian territory,
363.

Amt. of Ry. Com. (provisions of Ry. Act to
apply to branch Rys. in connection): con-
currence m., 365.

3rd R. m.*, 384.

SENATE, SPEAKER, TEMPORARY, FROVISION FOR;
B. (Q).

In Coin. of the W.-On 2nd cl. : that word
& unavoidable " should be struck out, 266.

SHîIPS, MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES. See
" Masters, &c."

81HIPS, SAFETY OF, ACT, AMT. ; SIX-FEET DECK-
loads permitted to W. I., &c. ; B. (G).

Reported from Com. of the W., with Aints.,
282.

SUNDAY OBSERVANCE B. See "Lord's day."

TERRITORIES, LAND IN, B. See " Land."

TRUST CORPORATION OF CANADA INCORP. B. (D).

On Conmons Aints. -- On M. (Mr. Lougheed)
for concurrence, except 2nd and 4th: that
two distinct motions are required, 630.

UN OR( ANizE) TERRIES. GANME PRESERVATION.

See ".N. W. T."

W. C. T. U. INcoRcP. B. See " Dominion W. C.
T. U."

YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS, SEPARATE TRIAL, PUNISH-

MENT, &C. ; B. (Y).

In Coin. of the W. -On 2nd cl. : on Mr. Power's
suggestion,. to obviate putting up separate
buildings ; substitution of word " with " for
" used for " suggested, 349.

PARLIAMENTARY WITNESSES OATHS ACT, 1894; WARK, Hon. David.
B. (90).

In Com. of the W. -On Mr. Power's suggested
verbal Amt.; clearer form offered, 365.

PETROLEUM INSPECTION ACT AMT. B. (122).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R. -Comment on

Mr. Power's remarks as to danger in lower-
ing flash test standard, 689.

PICTOU HARBOUR, N.S., ACT AMT. B. (F).

Reported fron Com. of W., without Amt., 252.

P. E. I. TUNNEL SCHEME, SIR D. Fox's REPORT.

On M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for correspond-
ence on this and kindred points.-That
Printing Com. would probably order print-
ing of this Report, 545 ; further, 545.

BOTSFORD, THE HON. Amos E.

Remarks on the death of, 27.

GLASIER, TRE HON. JOHN.

Remarks on the death of, 680.

HARBOURS, PUBLIC; POWER OF GOVT. TO CREATE,
extend limits, &c. ; B. (U).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. -Utility of B.,
to prevent ballast-throwing in harbours, 276.

INSOLVENCY ACT, 1894 ; B. (C).

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R.-Advisability
of adjourning debate suggested, 247.
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A iBBOTSFORD STATION, C. P. R., TO CHILLIWAcK,
R B., SII)Y. Sec:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."

ABERDEEN, His EX. THE EARL OF.

Cordial reception in Canada.-Remarks in Speech
from the Throne, 3.

Expressions of welcome.--In Address in reply, 6.
In m. the Address (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.), 7-8;
in seconding it (Mr. Casgrain), 14-15. In speeches:
Mr. Angers, 62; Mr. Boulton, 69; Mr. Bowell,
23; Mr. Power, 40; Mr. Scott, 16.

ADDRESS in answer to His Excel-
lency's Speech.

M. (Mr. Bowell) for consideration of Speech on 19tlh
Marci ; agreed to*, 4.

M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.1.) for Address (welcomîe to
His Ex., increase in volume of trade, commerce
with G. B., Canada free from depression, revenue
ample, Behring Sea arbitration and redress to
Canadians, tariff .revision, new insolvency mea-
sure, increased Atlantic and Pacific communica-
tion, Dominion lands, Indian affairs. Joint Stock
Cos., Fisheries and other measures promised), 6-7.
Renarks on death of Hon. Senator Montgonery,
7 ; compliments to the Earl of Derby, 7 ; to His
Ex. the Earl of Aberdeen, 7-8; increased volume
of trade with G. B. and U. S., 8 9; the tariff, 9-10;
commercial depression and Canada's banking
system, 10; public works and taxation, 10-11;
Canada at the Chicago Exhibition, ti ; Canadian
made agricultural implemnents, 11-12 ; unfair
awards at Exhibition, 12; Behring Sea award,
13; improved ocean communication. 13; Domin-
ion land laws and increased immigration, 13 ;
future of Maniteba and the North-west, 13-14; of
the Dominion at large, 14.

Secondel (Mr. Casgrain), 14 ; compliments to His
Ex. the Earl of Aberdeen, 14-15; prosperity of
the Donjinion, bank reports, increased ocean
communication, work of the Session, 15.

Debate- inmes alphabetically:
(Mr. Angers), on Mr. McInnes's (B.C.) speech

ballot for N.W. T., 54. On the Address : compli-
ments to mover and seconder, 61-2; to His Ex.
the Earl of Aberdeen, 62; Behring Sea award,
62-4; P.E.I., state of trade, &c., 64 ; Canada and
the U.S. depression, exports to England, &c.,
65-6; annexation spirit and Quebec loyalty, 66;
increased ocean communication and St. Lawrence
navigation, 66-7. On Mr. Boulton's speech :
ques., 77. On Mr. Macdonald's(B.C.): increased
ocean communication, 83.

(Mr. Bernier), on the proposed insolvency law, 84-6.
(Mr. Boulton), on Mr. Bowell's speech: England

an open market, 30 ; consumers paying the duties,
35; coal-oil duties, 45. On Mr. Kaulbach's
speech: manufacturers' losses due to confined
markets, 50. On Mr. McInnes's (B.C.): reading
an editorial on Behring Sea, 56 ; free trade a more
important question, 56. On Mr. Angers's:
Be hring Sea close season, 63 ; P. E. I. exodus, not
to N.W.T., 64; England a free trade market, 66.
On the Address: death of Sir John Abbott and
Messrs. Boyd, Montgomery and Botsford, and
value of Senate, 69 ; compliments to mover and

ADDRESS- Continued.

seconder of Address, 69 ; to Lord Stanley and to
Lord and Lady Aberdeen, 69; Behring Sea
award and destruction of the buffalo, 69, 70; in-
ternational arbitration, principle of, 70 ; prairie
chicken protection, 63, 70 ; exploring expeditions,
Labrador and Hudson Bay, 70; Chicago Exhibi-
tion and the Manitoba building, 71; the tariff
and free trade questions, Canadian exports, &c.,
71-2-3-4; coal oil production and duties,.74-5-6-7-8;
agricultural implements, manufacture and export,
78-9 ; free trade, 79, 80, 81 ; the paper industry,
81.

(Mr. Bowell), on Mr. Scott's speech: personal re-
marks, and compliments to mover and seconder
of Address, 23; on enlogies to past and present
Governors General, 23; on such appointments
and Imperial promotions, 23; date of calling
Parlt., 23; U.S. and Canadian fiscal policies,
23-4; volume of trade, 24-5, 27; farming and luin-
ber industries, 28; 'agricultural implements and
protection, 28-9; trade with Australia and the
U.S., 28-9; with England, 30 ; P.E.I. dairying,
30; animal exports, 30; other exports and the
fiscal policy, 31-2-3; past deficits and taxation,
33, 34; cotton and sugar industries, 35; protec-
tion advocated, 36-7; Behring Sea award, 37;
visit to Australia, 37; increased ocean communi-
cation, 38-9. Comments on Mr. Power's speech:
coal oil duty, 44; Mr. Huddart and the Aus-
tralian line, 46-7. On Mr. McInnes's (B.C.): U.S.
and Canadian tariffs and excise collections, 61.
On Mr. Boulton's: drawback on manufacturers'
materials, U.S. and Canada, 79; U.S. paper ex-
port to England, 81.

(Mr. Dever), on Mr. McInnes's (B.C.) speech
English tariff, 61 ; custons and excise duties, 61.
On Mr. Angers's: protection in the U.S., 65.

(Mr. Dickey), on Mr. Power's speech: trade with
G.B., change in values, 40.

(Mr. Kaulbach), on speéches of Messrs. Power and
Scott, and on the Address: proposed insolvency
law, 47; increased ocean communication, 47, 48;
Behring Sea award, 48-9; nianufacturers' con-
ferences with Ministers, 50; P.E.I., volume of
trade, 50; cotton and sugar industries, 50; trade,
&c., in 1873-78, and since, 51 ; present prosperity,
51-2; Canadian statesmen in Imperial matters,
53; tariff revision, 53; Australian delegations
and steamship service, 53; Dominion Lands Act
and immigration, 53.

(Mr. McInnes, B.C.), on the Address: Ballot for
N.W.T., 54; Behring Sea award and regulations,
54-5-6-7-8-9; Canadian interests sacrificed in lin-
perial negotiations, 58-9; U.S. depression under
protection, 59, 60 ; tea duties, 59 ; U.S. silver
bill, 59, 60 ; U.S. and Canadian tariff revision,
60, 61; Canadian and English excise revenue, 61.
On Mr. Angers's speech : Behring Sea regula-
tions, 63.

(Mr. McKay), on Mr. McInnes's (B.C.) speech:
Behring Sea regulations and Capt. Cox's state-
ments, 57.

(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.), on Mr. Power's speech:
Behring Sea regulations, 43 ; increased ocean
communication, 46. On Mr. Kaulbach's: on the
same point, 47. On Mr. Angers's: Behring Sea
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regulations, 64; P.E.I. meat in B.C., 64; the U.
S. depression and their tariff, 65. On Mr. Boul-
ton's: Canadian and U.S. paper export, 81. On
the Address : Behring Sea award and i egulations,
§1-2-3; the Washington treaty and its results, 82;
ncreased ocean communication, 83.

(Mr. Power), on Mr. Bowell's speech: deficits since
1878, 33, 34; proposed tariff changes, 39; patri-
otism of Liberals, 40. On the Address: compli-
ment to the mover, 40; the late Senator Hay-
thorne, 40; the seconder, 40; His Ex. the Earl
of Aberdeen, 40; volume of trade, 40, 41 ;depres-
sion in the U.S. and in the Maritime Provinces
and Toronto, 41; Behring Sea award and regula-
tions, 41-2-3; tariff revision, 44-45; proposed
insolvency law, 45; increased ocean coimunica-
tion, 45, 46, 47.

(Mr. Primrose), on Mr. Power's speech: increased
ocean commnication, 83. On the Speech from
the Throne: stability and permanence of Cana-
dian progress, 84.

(Mr. Scott), compliments tonover and seconder, 15
welcoie to His Ex. the Earl of Aberdeen, 16
appointient of Gov. Gen. and Imperial promo-
tions, 16 ; date of calling Parlt., 16 ; volume of
trade not due to fiscal policy, 16, 17 ; P. E.I. trade
and census, 17, 18; taxation, sugar, 18 ; U.S.
depression, due to protect'ion, 19; proposed tariff
revision, 20; Behring Sea award and regulations,
21 ; proposed insolvency law, 21 ; increased ocean
communication, 21, 22; trade with Australia and
question of Colonial federation, 22. On Mr.
Bow-ell's speech : trade with Australia, 29; acreage
sown, 30; interested motives of I)einccratic
Senators, 34 ; manufacturers' dividends, 35;
sugar duties, 35. On Mr. Angers's speech : dis-
loyal sentiments, Mr. Royal, 66 ; and others, 66.
On Mr. Boulton's: Canadian statesînen as arbi-
trators, 70.

(Mr. Smith), on Mr. Power's speech : manufac-
turers' influence with Ministers, 44; use for
coarse grains, 45; cost of Mr. Power's remarks,
47. On Mr. McInnes's (B.C.) speech : counterfeit
silver production, 60.

M. for the Address agreed to, 86.

Address to Her Majesty the Queen.
Congratulations on birth of son to Duke of York.

Inqy. (Mr. Read, Quinté) as to intention to pass
Address, 692 ; reply (Mr. Angers) it is the inten-
tion, 693.

M. (Mr. Angers) for joint Address of Parlt., to H.
M., 725; seconded (Mr. Scott) and agreed to, 726.

ADJOURN-MENTS. Sec "Senate, adjournments."

ADULTERATION, RESTRAINT OF, B. Sec:
" Frauduilent sale or marking, B."

AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRIES, PROTECTION TO, &C.
Remarks on 2nd R. of Iron and Steel bounties B.

Messrs. Power, Scott, Bowell, 867.
See also " Tariff and Trade matters " (generally)."

ALBERTA, IRRIGATION PRIVILEGES. See:
" Fish Creek, Irrigation privileges, B."

Alberta Southern Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (101).
-- Mr. Porer.

lst R.*, 499.
2nd R. (m. by M. Perley)*, 580.
3rd R. (n. by Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)*, 619.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vic., cap. 61.)

ALBERTA TRUST AND GUARANTER CO. See:

"Trust Corporation of Canada."

ALLIANCE OF REFORMED BAPTIST CHURCH. Sec:

" Refornmed Baptist Church Incorp. B."

ALLOWANCES, RETIRING. See " Pensions."

ANNEXATION SENTIMENTs. See "U.S."

APPROPRIATION AUT. SeC "Supply Bill."

ARBITRATION AND TREATIES, AND CANADIAN STATES-
MEN THEREIN.

Renarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Boulton,
70; Mr. Kaulbach, 53; Mr. Mclnnes (B. C.),
58-9; Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 82; Mr. Scott, 70.

ASSENT To BLs, 882-4.

Atlantic and L. Superior Ry. Co., agree-
ments ratified : Baie des Chaleurs Ry.,
Great Eastern Ry., Ottawa Valley
Ry., and Montreal Bridge Co. ; B. (73).
-Mr. Ogiirie.

lst R.', 687.
2nd R.*, 981.
B. reported from Com. (Mr. Allan) with an Amt.,

692; iii. (Mr. Ogilvie) that Amt. be concurred
in, 692; M. agreed to, 692.

3rd R.*, 692.
Assent, 884.
(5l7-58 Vic., cap. 63.)

ATLANTIC AND L. SUPEKIOR Ry. CO., LEASING POWER,
&c. See:

"Montreal Isld. Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B."

Atlantic and N.W. Ry. Co. ; time for con-
struction extended; agreement for
leasing, &c., C. P. R. Co. ; B. (30).-Mr.
MacInnes, Burlington.

Introduced*, 276.
2nd R., i. (Mr. MacInnes), B. explained, 286.

M. ag reed to and B. read the 2nd time, 286.
B. reporte( from Coi., with Aint., which concurred

in, 309 ; remarks : Messrs, Dickey, Maclii-
nes (Burlington), 309.

3rd R.*, 321.
Assen t, 882.
(57-58 Vie., cap. 62.)

ATLANTIC, FIRST STRAMSHIP ACROSS, COMMEMORA-
TION:

M. (Mr. Allan) for adoption of Library Com.
Report, recommending plate, 309; remarks On
adoption of Report, jpending its going throughi
Conimons: Messrs, DeBoucherville, Kaullbach ,
Allan, 309; M. agreed to, 309.

M. (Mr. Allan) for adoption of 2nd Report of
Library Com., with further reiarks on " Royal
William " plate, 521 ; M. agreed to, 522.

ATLANTIC STEAMSHIP SERVICEs. See debates on:

"France, Treaty with, ratification B."
"Ocean steain communication "(Atlantic fastline).

AUSTRALIA, TRADE WITH, &C. Sec debates on:

"France, Treaty with, ratification B."
" Intercolonial Conference."
" Ocean Steamship communication."
" Tariff and Trade matters."

BAIE DES CHALEURS Ry. Co., AGREEMENT IN:

" Atlantic and Lake Superior Ry. Co.'s B."
"Métis, Matane and Gaspé Ry. Co. Incorp. B."
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BALFOUR, JAMES, DIVORCE CA-E.
His petition for return of exhibits (in his case of

last session), read, 285.
M. (Mr. Lougheed) for its reference to Divorce

Coi., 285; M. agreed to, 286.

BALLOT (DOMîiNION EILECTIONS), NEW FORM OF.

Sec Dominion Elections Act Amt. B."

BALLOT FOR THE N.W.T.:
Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. McInnes

(B.C.), 54; Mr. Angers, 54.
Sec further: N.W.T. Representation Act Aint. B."

BANKING AND COMMERCE COMMITTEE:
Adoption of cl. of Report of Com. of Selection,

nominating, »i. (Mr. Bowell) and agreed to*, 98.

BANKING SYSTEM AND REPORTS, CANADIAN:
Remarks, in in. the Address, in reply to Speech

fron Throne (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.), 10. In
seconding the Address (Mr. Casgrain), 15.

BANKS, FILTHY CURRENCY ISSUE.
Attention called t the matter, in Com. on Dominion

Notes Act Amt. B. (Mr. Scott), 860; reply,
attention of Depts. will be called to it (Mr.
Bowell), 860.

BAPTIST, REFORMED, CHURfCH, ALLIANCE. Sec " Re-
formed Baptist Church Alliance Incorp. B."

BARvwICK, WALTER, PETITION OF.
Manitoba and North-western Railway Co.'s B.

Presented (Mr. Read, Quinté), 224 ; remarks on
procedure (Mr. Miller), 225; in. (Mr. Read,
Quinté), that Petition be referred to the Com. on
Standing Orders, 225; M. agreed to, 225; ae.
(Mr. Read, Quinté) that the Petition be re-read,
225; (Mr. Miller), that it could not be done, the
only course open being to refer it to the Coni. on
Standing Orders, 225.

BEET SUGAR BoUNTIES-r<ferred to on:
" Iron and Steel bounties B."

BEHRING SEA AWARD ANI) REGULATIONS.
In Speech from the Throne, 3.
In ai. the Address in reply (Mr. Ferguson, P.E I.),

13.
In the debate: Mr. Angers, 62-64; Mr. Boulton,

56, 69. 0; Mr. Bowell, 37; Mr. Kaulbach, 48-9;
Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 54-5-6-7-8-9, 63; Mr. McKay,
57; Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 43, 64, 81-2-3; Mr.
Power, 41-2-3 ; MIr. Scott, 21.

Inejy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.), as to truth of report of
Inqy, in Imperial H. of Comnons, compensation
not asked for, 154; reply promised (Mr. Bowell),
155.

Further Inqy. (Mr. McIlnnes), 199; reply (Mr.
Bowell) no compensation claimed under present
Imperial B. ; past claims not affected, 199.

Explanation (Mr. Bowell) of a cablegran, renarks
in Imperial Parlt. on above Inqy. and reply in
Senate. Comment on unsafety of dealing with
cablegrams filtered through U. S., 226.

Bell Telephone Co.; may issue bonds up
to 75 per cent of paid up stock ; B.
(34).-Mr. McMillan.

Introduced*, 276.
2nd R. in. (Mr. McMillan), B. explained, 286;

M. agreed to, 286.
3rd R.*, 321.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vie., cap. 108.)

BILLS ASSENTED TO, 882-4.

BILLS, FRENCH TRANSLATION OF. Sec " French
translation."

BILLS, GOVT., INTRODUCF) AND AM). IN SENATE,
1867-93.

List given by Mr. Read (Quinté), in m. 2nd R. of
Trade Combines B., 351.

BILLS OF EXCHANGE ACT AMT. (LABOUR DAY).
" Holidays, law, Amt. B."

See:

BILLS, PRINTING OF. See "Printing."

BILLS, PRIVATE, AMD. IN SENATE, 1867-93.
Numbers given hy Mr. Read (Quinté), in m. 2nd R.

of Trade Combines B., 353.

BILLS, PRIVATE, EXTENSION OF TIME, &C.
Extension of time for Petitions till 5th April.--M.

(Mr. Bowell), 68 ; agreed to, 68.
2nd Report of Standing Orders Com. presented (Mr.

Macdonald, B.C.), that tiie for Petitions has
expired, 134.

Renarks: Govt. has no objection to extension (Mr.
Bowell), 155; cimments thereon: Messrs. Power,
Vidal, 155; extenion not desirable, Commons
having refused (Mr. Bovell), 155.

Petition presented (Mr. Read, Quinté), Cobourg,
Northd, &c., Ry. Co., for passing of an Act, 225.
Time having expired, another course pointed out
(Mr. Miller): if piesented in Coxommons, and it
cones here after lst R., it cati be referred to
Standing Orders Coin. as a Petition, 225.

Petitions, Notice of advt. wanting. -13th Report of
Standing Orders Comn. presented (Mr. Macdonald,
B.C.). Remarks : Messrs. Miller, Macdonald,
Allan ; object of Report to place it on Journal as
a warning, 264.-M. (Mr. Lougheed) to refer
Report back, agreed to, 264.

Reporting, extension of time till end of session for.
15th Report presented (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.)
with remarks, 277 ; Mr. Miller, 277.

15th Report, as above, adoption ii. (Mr. Macdon-
ald, B.C.), 282. Debate on Rules and practice in
this matter : Mr. Kauilbach 282 ; Messrs. Mac-
donald (B.C.), Kaulbach, Vidal, Bowell, McKay,
283 ; Messrs. Lougheed, Allan, Macdonald (B.C.),
Bowell, 284 ; Messrs. Macdonald (B.C.), Bowell,
Vidal, Power, 285 ; M. agi eed to, 285.

19th Report, Standing Orders Citm. (that leave to
petition be granted, in case of N. S. Steel Co.

Incorp. B.) presented (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.),
496.-M. (Mr. Miller) that Rules be suspended,
as regards said B., 497.-Discussion on procedure:
Mr. Dickey, Mr. Miller, the Speaker, 497. M.
(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) that the Report be adopt-
ed ; further renarks (Mr. Miller) and latter M.
agreed to. 497.

BILLS, QUESTIONS OF PROCEDURE WITH. SCe:
"Order and Procedure."

BILLS--Seriatim:

An Act relating to Railways.--(Mr. Bonell.)
Introduced*, 4.

(A) An Act to amend the Harbour Masters' Act.-
(Mr. Bowell.)

Introduced and lst R. wi. (Mr. Bowell), Bill ex-
plained, 86; M. agreed to, 86.

2nd R. mn. (Mr. Bowell) and agreed to, 87.
In Coin. of the W. and reported (Mr. Vidal) with-

out Amt.*, 89.
3rd R.*, 90.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 50.)
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(B) An Act to amend the Act respecting Light-
houses, Buoys and Beacons, and Sable Island.
-(1fr. Bowell.)

Introduced and lst R. i. (Mr. Bowell), Bill ex-
- plained, 86; M. agreed to, 86.

2nd R. ut. (Mr. Bowell), 88: remarks: Messrs.
Kaulbach, Scott, Bowell, Miller, 89; M.
agreed to, 89.

In Con. of the W.-Renarks: Messrs. Power,
Bowell, 90; reported (Mr.Ferguson,Niagara),
with an Ant., which concurred in, 90.

3rd R.*, 98.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 41.)

(C) An Act respecting Insolvency.-(Mr. Boiell.)
Introduced and 1st R n. (Mr. Bowell), and Bill

explained, 90-97; remarks: Messrs. Scott,
Bowell, Lougheed, Gowan, 97; M. agreed
to, 97; ?/. (Mr. Bowell) that 2, 00 copies be
printed for distribution, 134; M. agreed
to, 134.

Notice of M. for Select Com. read ; remarks:
Mr. Bowell; the notice was dropped, 225.

Notice of M. (Mr. Bowell) for Select Com., 227.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Bowell), 229; debate: Mr. Scott,

229-232; Mr. Dickey, 232-234; Messrs. Mc-
Clelan, Dickey, Bowell and Gowan, 234;
Mr. Power, 235; Mr. Gowan, 235-236; Mr.
Power, 236-237; Messrs. McCallum, Power
and Lougheed, 237; Mr. Power, 238; Mr.
Lougheed, 238-239; Mr. McClelan, 239-240;
Mr. Kaulbach, 240-241; Mr. McCallun, 241-
242; Mr. MacInnes (Burlington), 242; Mr.
Clenow, 242-244; Messrs. Ferguson, Mac-
donald (P.E..), 244; Messrs. Vidal, Mc-
Kindsey, 245; Mr. Vidal, 245-246; Messrs.
Kaulbach, Scott, 246; Messrs. Dickey, Scott,
O'Doioioe and Wark, 247 ; Mr. Bowell, 247-
248; Messrs. McCallun, Sullivan and Bowell,
248; Messrs. Dickey, Bowell, Ferguson
(Niagara), 249; M. agreed to, 249.

Remarks on procedure : Messrs. Power, Bowell,
249.

M. (Mr. Bowell) for reference to a Select Com. of
25, 249; remarks on nature of Com. : Messra.
McKindsey, Bowell, 249; M. agreed to, 249.

Com. on Insolvency, M. (Mr. Bowell) for addition
of Mr. Smith to the Select Com., and that
Com. have power to send for papers, 273;
M. agreed to, 273.

M. (Mr. Angers) for printing of 1,000 copies in
French, 308; M. agreed to, 308.

In Coin. of the W., on cl. 2, subsection (a),
renarks: Mr. McKiindsey, 499-500, that el.

. includes every person that owed a debt of $250,
and Amt. that the word "trader" be sub-
stituted for the word "debtor," 500; Mr.
Macdonald (P.E.I.), 500; Messrs. McKind-
sey, Power, Miller, McCallum, 501; Messrs.
Bowell, McKindsey, 502; Messrs. McCallum,
O'Donohoe, Kaulbach, Bowell, Miller, 503;
Mr. Dickey, 504; Messrs. McKindsey,
Dickey, McCallun, Bowell, 505; Messrs.
Dickey, Bowell, McKindsey, Kaulbach,
Prowse, 506 ; Messrs. Dever, Sanford, Power,
507; Messrs. McKay, Clemow, McKindsey,
508; and Aimt. m. (Mr. McKindsey), 508;
Messrs. Miller, McKindsey, McCallun, Scott,
Sir Frank Smith, Dickey, 509; Messrs.
Smith, Bowell, Miller, 510; Messrs. Power,
Miller, Smith, Kaulbach, McCallurn, 511 ;
Messrs. Smith, McCallum, and Amts.withd'n,
Messrs. McKindsey, Miller, 512; Amt. m.,
B. not to apply to others than traders,
(Mr. Power), 512; Mr. Ferguson, 512;
Messrs. Power, Ferguson, Reesor, 513; M.

BILLS-Continued.

agreed to, 513; Mr. Reed, from Com., te-
ported progress and asked leave to sit again,
513.

In Com. of the W., resumed, 550; remarks:
Mr. Bowell, 550; Mr. Dickey, 551; after
recess: Messrs. McKindsey, Power, with-
drawing Amts., 552; el. 2 adopted, 552.

On 3rd cl., Amt. m. (Mr. McKindseyl, to substi-
tute new cl., dividing debtors into two
classes, with regns. as to receiving orders in
each class, 552-3 ; remarks : Messrs. Mi ler,
McKindsey, Dever, Dickey, 553; Messrs.
MacInnes (Burlington), Dickey, DeBoucher-
ville, Bellerose, 554; Messrs. Kaulbach, Mc-
Kindsey, 555; Messrs. Kaulbach, McKindsey,
McCallum, McClelan, Power, 556; and Amt.,
(Mr. Power), B. not to apply to others than'
traders, 556-7 ; Mr. O'Donohoe, 557 ; Messrs.
Boweil, Dickey, Bernier, 558; Mr. Prowse,
559; Messrs. Dever, Prowse, 560; Messrs.
Perley, Power, 561; Mr. Bellerose, 562;
Division on the Aint. to the Ant., 562: (C. 23,
N. C. 16.) Remarks: Mr. Bowell, 562. CI.
allowed to stand, 562.

On 6th el., subsection (a), Messrs. McKindsey,
Bowell, Power, 562; el. adopted, 562.

On cl. 35, Aints., Messrs. McKindsey, MacInnes
(Burlington), 563; Messrs. Bowell, Mac-
donald, 563; cl. allowed to stand, 563; w.
(Mr. Bowell) that Com. report progress and
ask leave to sit again, 563; M. agreed to, 563.
Mr. Read, froin Com., reported progress and
asked leave to sit again to-morrow, 563.

H. resuned in Com. of the W., 579; renarks:
Messrs. Bowell, Miller, 579 ; Messrs. Dickey,
Bowell, 58î); Mr. Read, from Com., reported
progress and asked leave to sit again on
Tuesday next, 580.

M. (Mr. Bowell) that H. resolve itself in Coni. of
the W., 586: renarks on principle of the B.:
Mr. Dickey, 586-7; M. agreed to, 587.

In Com. of the W., reniarks: and M. (Mr.
Bowell), that 3rd cl. be struck out and the
following substituted : " this Act applies
only to traders, &c," 58; Messrs. MacInnes
(Burlington), Power, Scott, Kaulbach, Mc-
Callum, Ferguson (P.E.I.), 588 ; Messrs.
Angers, Power, McCallum, Reesor, 589;
Messrs. Macdonald (B.C.), Reesor, Kaul-
bach, 590; Ant. adopted. 590.

On 12th cl., Amt. m. (Mr. Bowell) for new 12th
cl., 590; Amt. adopted, 590.

On 35th cl., Messrs. Bowell, Miller, 590; and
Amt. in. (Mr. Miller) to substitute onie-
half for two-thirds, 591 ; Messrs. Prinrose,
Power, Miller, 591 ; Messrs. McKindsey,
McCallum, 592; Messrs. McCallum, Miller,
Ferguson (P.E.I.), 593; Messrs. Miller, Fer-
guson (P.E.I.), McKindsey, Clemow, Kaul-
bach, Sir Frank Smith, 594; Mr. Dever,
595; Messrs. Macdonald (PE.I.), MacInnes
(Burlington), 596; Messrs. Mclnnes, Miller,
Ferguson (Welland), 597; Messrs. Bowell,
Ferguson, MacInnes, 598; Messrs. Scott,
McKindsey, 600; Division on the Amt., which
adopted (C. 19, N.-C. 18), 600; Mr. Scott,
600; Messrs. Clemow, Scott, Vidal, Drum-
mond, Power, McCallum, Sir Frank Smith,
601; Messrs. MeCallum, Kaulbach, Belle-
rose, Sir Frank Smith, 602; and Amt. m.
(Mr. Bellerose) that cl. 61 be struck ont
and cl. 62 of B. as originally introduced sub-
stituted, 603; Division on the Ant., which
rejected (C. 11, N.-C. 19), 603.

B. reported (Mr. Read) froni Con. with Amts.,
603 ; concurrence m. (Mr. Bowell), 603; re-
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marks : Messrs. Power, Bowell, 603 ; M.
agreed to, 603.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Bowell) 604 ; Amt. n. (Mr. Power)
that § be substituted for . in 15th line of 35th
section, 604; Mr. Kaulbach, 605; Messrs.
Ferguson (Welland), MacInnes, Clemow,
606; Messrs. Macdonald (P.E.I.), Reesor,
607; Division on the Amt., which rejected
(C. 23, N.-C. 26), 608 : Further, Mr. Power,
608;Messrs. Macdonald(B.C.), Power, Miller,
Drummond, 609; Messrs. McCallum, Kaul-
bach, Allan, 610; Messrs. McCallum, Scott,
Power, 611. Amt. m. (Mr. Scott) to substi-
tute, for wording in 42nd and 43rd lines of
sec. 35, " proposition agreed upon in deed of
composition,"611; remarks: Mr. Dever, 611;
Messrs. McCallum, Scott, .612 ; Division on
Amt., which rejected (C. 9, N.-C. 36), 613; M.
for 3rd R. carried on a division, 613.

(D) An Act to incorporate the General Trust Cor-
poration of Canada.-(Mr. Lougheed.)

2nd R. ni. (Mr. Lougheed), 155; remarks: Mr.
Allan, respecting change of name, 156; Mr.
Lougheed, 156; M. agreed to, 156.

B. reported from Banking Com. (Mr. Allan) with
Amts., which explained ; change of name of
Co. ; the trust defined, &c., 250; M. (Mr.
Lougheed) for consideration of report to-
morrow, 251; agreed to, 251.

Report of Banking Coin. : adoption m. (Mr.
Lougheed) 265; remarks: Messrs. Power,
Allan, Lougheed, 265; Mr. Bowell, 266; M.
agreed to, 266.

3rd R. in. (Mr. Lougheed) 273; Amt. rm. (Mr.
Power) change of naine of Co., 273 ; remarks:
Mr. Lougheed. 273; Messrs. Allan, Power,
274 ; the Amt. withdrawn by Mr. Power, and
the B. 3rd R., 274.

M. (Mr. Allan) that consideration of Commons
Amts. be postponed, 521; M. agreed to, 521.

Concurrence in Amts. of H. of C. ni. (Mr.
Lougheed), 627 ; remarks : Mr. Power, 627 ;
Mr. Lougheed, 628. Order discharged till
to-morrow.

On Order for consideration of Aits. of H. of C.,
M. (Mr. Loigheed) for concurrence in Ants.,
except 2nd and 4th, 630 ; remarks : Messrs.
Lougheed. Vidal, Miller, Power, 630; Messrs.
Lougheed, Miller, DeBoucherville, Power,
Bowell, 631. Order disclarged till to-mor-
row, 631.

M."(Mr. Lougheed) that Ants. of H. of C. be
concurred in excepting Nos. 2 and 4, 634 ; re-
marks: Messrs. Lougheed, Miller, 634; M.
agreed to, 634 ; Amt. ni. (Mr. Lougheed) that
House do not concur in Amts. Nos. 2 and 4,
giving reasons, 635. M. agreed to, 635.

M. (Mr. Lougheed) that Amts. Nos. 2 and
4 be now concurred in, 644 ; remarks : Mr.
Power, 644 ; M. agreed to, 645.

Assent, 882.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 115.)

(E) An Act for the relief of Caroline Jane
Downey.- (Mr. Cleniow.)

1st Report of Divorce Com., presented (Mr.
Go*an), reporting service sufficient, 111;
adoption in. 112; postponement suggested
(Mr. Power), 112; consideration to-morrow
ni. (Mr. Gowan) and agreed to, 112.

2nd R.*, 274.
On order for consideration of 10th Report of

Com. ; remarks: (Mr. Gowan), evidence not
yet printed ; M. for postponement of con-
sideration, 289; M. agreed to, 289.

BILLS-Continued.

Adoption of Report nt. (Mr. Gowan), 308; re-
marks: (Mr. Gowan), that evidence is suffi-
cient, 308 ; M. agreed to, 308 ; B. 3rd R., 308.

Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 130.)

(F) An Act further to amend the Acts respecting
the Harbour of Pictou in Nova Scotia.--(Mr.
Bowell.)

Introduced, and B. explained (Mr. Bowell), 199.
2nd R., 227. B. further explained (Mr. Bowell),

227.
In Com. of the W. ; remarks: Messrs. Power,

Bowell, 252; B. reported (Mr. Vidal) without
amnt., 252.

3rd R.*, 264.
Assent, 882.
(57 -58 Vict., cap. 49.)

(G) An Act further to amend the Revised Statutes,
chapter 77, respecting the Safety of Ships.--
(Mr. Boîwell.)

Introduced, and B. explained (Mr. Bowell), 199.
2nd R. nt. (Mr. Bowell), 251 ; remarks: Messrs.

Bowell, Power, Kaulbach, 251; M. agreed to,
252.

In Coi. of the W.--On Lst clause ; remarks: Mr.
Power, 278; Messrs. Kaulbach, MacDonald,
(P.E.I.), 279; Messrs. Power, Bowell,
Kaiilbach, 280; Messrs. Power, Macdonald,
(P.E.I.), 281.

On 3rd clause; remarks: Mr. Power, 281; Mr.
Bowell, 282. Amt. ni. (Mr. Power) to add
words "South America," 282; remarks:
Messrs. Macdonald, (P.E.I.), Bowell, 282;
M. agreed to, and clause adopted, 282.

On title of B. ; remarks as to departure fromt
English deck-load law, &c. : Messrs. Scott,
Kaulbach, Bowell, 282.

B. reported (Mr. Vidal) from Com., with Aints.,
which concurred in*, 282.

3rd R.*. 286.
Concurrence in Ants. made by H. of C. i. (Mr.

Boweil), 629. M. agreed to, 629.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 44.)

(H) An Act ta amend the Act to incorporate the
Rocky Mountain Railway and Coal Coin-
pany.---(Mr. Lougheed.)

Introduced*, 205.
On order for 2nd R., in. (Mr. Louîgheed) that

order be discharged, Bill being introduced in
Commons 226; remarks on procedure (Mr.
Miller), 226; permission to withdraw the B.
requested (Mr. Lougheed), and B. with-
drawn, 226.

Sec B. (80) below.

(I) An Act to amend the Acts relating to the
Moncton and Prince Edward Island Railway
and Ferry Company.--(Mr. Poirier.)

1st R.*, 205.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Poirier) and B. explained, 253.

Debate: Mr. Kaulbach, 253; Mr. Vidal,
253-4; Messrs. Macdonald, (P.E.I.), Poirier,
Vidal, 254 ; Messrs. Poirier, Vidal, Kaulbach,
255; Mr. Prowse, 255-6; Messrs. Ferguson,
(P.E.I.), Power, 256. M. agreed to, 256.

B. reported (Mr. Dickey) f>om Ry. CoIn., with
two Amts., which explained, 288. Con-
currence ni. (Mr. Poirier) and agreed to, 288.

3rd R.*, 289.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 82.)
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(J) An Act declaring and confirming certain rights
and privileges in Fish Creek, District of
Alberta.-(Mr. Loug;heed.)

Ist R.*, 205.
On order for 2nd R., explanation (Mr. Lougheed)

that B. has been postponed in anticipation of
the Govt. bringirig down a general irrigation
B., 274-5; M. (Mr. Lougheed) for further
postponeiment, 275 ; M. agreed to, 275.

(K) An ·Act to 4ncorporate the Colonial Mutual
Life Association.-(Mr. Cochrane.)

1st R.*, 223.
2nd R. <n. (Mr. Clenow)*, 252.
On Order for consideration of Banking Coin.

Ants.; rema-ks : Mr. Allanî, 310 ; M. (Mr.
Clemow) to refer B. back to Comn., 310 ; M.
agreed to, 310.

B. reported agaii from Com. (Mir. Allan) with
Amîts., which explained; anount of insurance;
change of namne of Co., &c., 361.

3rd R. i. (Mr. Clemow)*, 364.
Assent, 883.
(57-58, Vict., cap. 120.)

(L) An Act to again revive and further amend the
Act to incorporate the Red Deer Valley
Railway and Coal Company. -(Mr. Lougjheed.)

5th Report of Com. on Standing Orders presented
(Mr. Macdinald, B.C.); petitions signed by
attorneys, not by proper officials, guarantee
for properly signed petition. Reimarks on
>oints of order : Messrs. Miller, Macdonald,

c Kay and Power, 197 ; Messrs. Miller,
Power and McKay, 198. Reference of Report
back to Com. ii. (Mr. Lougheed), and agreed
to, 198.

lst R.*, 224.
2nd R. iie. (Mr. Louglheed), with explanation of B.,

227. M. agreed to, 227.
3rd R. in. (Mr. Louîglheed), with reimarks : peti-

tion arrived from England, duly signed, 332;
M. agreed to, 332.

Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 90.)

(M) An Act for the relief of Nicholas Joshua
Filmnan.--(AMr. Clenow.)

1st R.*, 224.
2n1d R.*, 289.
Adoption of Report of Divorce Coin., in favour

of B., n. (Mr. Gowan), 343. Report adopted,
343.

3rd R.*, 343.
Assent, 883.
(57--58 Vict., cap. 131.)

(N) An Act to incorporate the Wolseley and Fort
Qu'Appelle Railway Co.-(Mr. Perley.)

lst R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 264.
Reported from Ry. Coin. with Ant&., which

explained (Mr. Dickey), 288.
Adoption of Report ni. (Mr. Perley), for the two

Aints. suggested, narrower gauge if wished,
and voting by proxy at annual meetings, 299;
M. . greeJ to, 299.

3rd R.*, 299.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict, cap. 95.)

(O) An Act for the relief of William Samuel Piper.
-(AMr. Cleinow.)

lst R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 331.
Adoption of seventeenth Report of Divorce Com.

m. (Mr. Read, Quinté), 426 ; M. agreed to*,
426.

BILLS-Cotinued.
3rd R.*, 426.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 133.)

(P) An Act for the relief of Joseph Thompson.-
(AMr. Clemloîr.)

lst R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 310.
Adoption of sixteenth Report of the Divorce Com.

ni. (Mr. Read, Quinté), no defence, and no
minority report, 425 ; M. agreed to on a
division, 425.

3rd R.*, 425.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 134.)

(Q) An Ach respecting the Speaker of the Senate.
<-(r. Aners. i

Introduced and explained, and lst R. in. (Mr.
Angers), 224; M. agreed to, 224.

2nd R. ii. (Mr. Angers), and further explained,
256. Constitutionality of Bill debated
Messrs. Gowan, Scott, Angers, 257 ; Mr.
Gowan, 257-8 ; Mr. Dirkey, 258-9 ; Messrs.
K aulbach, Scott, 259 ; Messrs. Gowan. Scott,
Allain, 260; Messrs. Poirier, Power, 261;
Messrs. Lougheed, Angers, 262 ; Messrs.
Lougheed, Angers, Dickey, Gowan, 263. M.
agreed to, 263.

In Coin. of the W., on lst cl. : reply to Mr.
Gowan's last question (Mr. Angers), B. will
be sent to England, with copy of debates,
266; cl. adopted, 266.

On 2nd cl., on Mr. Vidal's suggestion to strike out
Siiavoidable," 266 ; opposing remarks : Mr.
Bowell, 266; cl. adopted, 266.

On 4th cl., reinarks: Mr. Angers, proclamation
at request of Imperial Govt., 266; further,
Messrs. Power, Angers, 266.

B. reported (Mr. Read, Quinté) without ant.,
266.

3rd R., on a division*, 266.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 11.) .

(R) An Act respecting the Wood Mountain and
Qu'A ppelle Railway Coimpany. (Mr.Berniter.)

1st R.*, 226.
On Order for 2nd R. : M. (Mr. Lougheed) for

discharge of Order, B. having been intro-
duced in Commuons, 226. Remark on pro-
cedure: Mr. Miller, 226. Leave asked (Mr.
Bernier) to withdraw the B., 226 ; withdrawil
accordingly. 226. Sec, subsequently, B. (20)
below.

(S) An Act to amend and consolidate the Acts
relating to the Harbour Commissioners of
Montreal.-(Mr. Bneel/.)

Introduced, 226. B. partially explained (Mr.
Bowell), 226.

On Order of Day for 2nd R. : B. further explained
(Mr. Bowell):; remarks : Mr. DeBoucherville,
227 ; Messrs. Power, Bowell, 228 ; M. (Mr.
Bowell) for postponenent of B., 228; M.
agreed to, 228. Remarks: Mr. Bowell, that
B. appeared on Order paper as printed in
Enghush when copy had not yet reached print-
ing office (in debate on Insolvency B.), 229.

2nd R.*, 274.
M. (Mr. Bowell) that Order of Day be discharged,

and that B. be taken into consideration On
Monday next, 311. M. agreed to, 311.

In Com. of the W.; remarks: On 5th cl., Messrs.
Bowell, Desjardins, Ogilvie, 312.

On 8th cl., Messrs. Desjardins, Ogilvie, 312;
Messrs. Bowell, Ogilvie, Masson, Power, 313;
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Mr. Bowell, 313-314; Mr. Desjardins, 314-
315.

On 16th cl., Messrs Power, Ogilvie, Desjardins,
Smith, Bowell, 315 ; Messrs. Desjardins,
Power, Dickey, 316.

On 18th cl., Messrs. Power, Bowell, Ogilvie,
Desjardins, 316 ; Messrs. DeBoucherville,
Miller, Ogilvie, Bowell, Vidai, Pawer, 317.

On 26th cl., Mr. Bowell, 317 ; Messrs. Power,
Bowell, Scott, Angers, 318; Mr. Kaulbach,
319.

On 35th cl., Messrs. Bowell, Desjardins, Power,
Ogilvie, 319.

On 36th cl., Messrs. Power, Bowell, 319; Messrs.
Power, Desjardins, 320.

On 41st cl., Messrs. Bowell, Power, 320.
On 47th cl., Messrs. DeBoucherville, Lougheed,

Dickey, Bowell, 320; progress reported (Mr.
Vidal), 320.

Again in Coin. of the W., on el. 5; remarks:
Mr. Bowell, no necessity for change, 331 ; cl.
adopted, 331.

On el. 6, Mr. Bowell nt. that cl. be struck out and
cl. substituted defining limits of harbour, 331.
M. agreed to. 331.

On el. 47, Mr. Bowell m. that el. be struck out of
B., 331. M. agreed to, 331.

Fromt the Com., (Mr. Vidal) B. reported with
Amts., which concurred in, 331.

3rd R.*, 332.
Concurrence in Aints. made by H. of C. m. (Mr.

Bowell), 628; reinarks: Messrs. DeBoucher-
ville, Bowell, Angers, Desjardins, 628;
Messrs. Bowell, Desjardins, 629. M. agreed
to, 629.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 48.)

(T) An Act for the relief of James St. George
Dillon.--(Mr. 0yi1rü.

Report of Divorce Coni. presented (Mr. Gowan)
reporting personal service, and m. that the
Report be adopted, 224. M. agreed to, 224.

1st R*, 226.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Clemow) for. Remarks: Messrs.

Clemow, Bellerose, Dever, 299 ; Messrs.
Lougheed, Miller, Almon, leave to withdraw
the Aint., Bellerose, 300. M. agreed to on a
division.

Report (if Divorce Com. presented (Mr. Gowan),
320; n. (Mr. Gowan) that same be taken
into consideration on Thursday next, 320;
M. agreed to, 320; Minority Report present-
ed (Mr. Kaulbach), 320; ui. (Mr. Kaulbach)
that saine be taken into consideration on
Thursday next, 320; M. agreed to, 320. Re-
marks : Messrs. Gowan, Kaulbaeh, 320 ; m.
(Mr. Gowan), that Clerk of the Com. furnish
the full minutes of the proceedings before the
Com. so that the whole matter may be in the
possession of the House, 320. M. agreed to,
320.

Order of Day, Consideration of 14th Report of
Standing Com. of Divorce, 35%). Remarks:
Mr. Gowan, respecting lateness of distribu-
tion of evidence and ni. that Order of Day be
discharged, 350. M. agreed to, 350.

On Order of Day, Consideration of Minority
Report, Mr. Kaulbach, i. that Order of
Day be discharged and consideration of Re-
port be fixed for Tuesday next, 350. Re-
marks: Messrs. Bellerose, Kaulbach, 350.
M. agreed to, 350.

Consideration of 14th Report of Divorce Com.
Remarks : respecting evidence, Mr. Gowan,
366-8; Messrs. Kaulbach, Scott, 368; Mr.
Kaulbach, 368-370; Messrs. Macdonald (B.
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C.), Power, Kaulbach, 370; Messrs. McCal-
lum, Kaulbach, Boulton, 371 Messrs. Read
(Quinté), Kaulbach, 372; Messrs. McKay,
Kaulbach, Primrose, 373; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Primrose, McKay, Macdonald (B.C.), 371;
Messrs. Macdonald (B.C.), Kaulbach, 375;
Messrs. Ogilvie, Kaulbach, McKay. 376;
Messrs. McKay, Kaulbach, Vidal, 377;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Vidal, 378; Mr. Bellerose,
379; Mr. Gowan, 380; Mr. Bellerose, 380-83;
Messrs. Ogilvie, Bellerose, 383. M. (Mr.
Scott) for adjt. of debate, 383.

Debate resumed, 384; proper place on Order
paper discussed, 383-4; Mr. Scott, 384-6;
Messrs. Macdonald (B. C.), Scott, 386;
Messrs. Read (Qutinté), Scott, 387 ; Messrs.
Ogilvie, Scott, Read (Quinté), McInnes (B.
C.), Kaulbach, 388; Messrs. Kailbach, Scott,
Read, 389; Messrs. Bowell, Scott, Poirier,
390); Messrs. McInnes (B.C.), Scott, Power,
)ever, Macdonald (B.C.), 391; Messrs.Boul-

ton, Scott, Angers, Macdonald, Kaulbach,
392; Mr. Scott, 392-4; Messrs. Angers,
Ogilvie, Scott, 394; Mess5 . MeInnes, Scott,
Masson, 395; Messrs. Macdonald, McInnes,
Scott, Bellerose, Kaulbach, 396; Messrs.
Power, Mclnnes, Kaulbach, Scott, 397;
Messrs. McInnes, Kaulbach, Landry, Scott,
Macdonald, 398; Messrs. Read (Quinté),
Scott, DeBoucherville, 399; Messrs. Scott,
Read, 400; Messrs. Mcnnes (B.C.), Scott,
Read (Quinté), Power, 401; Messrs. Mac-
donald (B. C.), Power, McInnes (B.C.), Prim-
rose, 403; Messrs. Almon, Power, McInnes
(B.C.), Poirier, Vidal, 404; ni. (Mr. Power),
that debate be adjourned, 405. M. agreed
to, 405.

Explanation from Printing Bureau presented
(Mr. Bowell) that no delay had occurred in
printing the papers, 406.

Resunmed debate, proper place on Order paper
discussed : Messrs. Power, Bowell, 406.

Debate resumed, 408; remarks: Mr. Power,
408-410; Messrs. Kaulbach, Power, Scott,
410; Messrs. Macdonald (B. C.), Power,
McKay, 411; Mr. Power, 411-413; Mr.
Prowse, 413-414; Messrs. Power, Prowse,
414; Mr. Power, 415; Messrs. Prowse, Power,
Dickey, 416; Messrs. Boulton, Dickey,
McInnes, 417; Messrs. McCallum, Dickey,
Power, Kaulbach, McInnes, 418 ; Messrs.
Boulton, Kaulbacli, Scott, 419 ; Messrs.
Boulton, Poirier, 420; Messrs. Scott, Boulton,
421; Messrs. Kaulbach, Boulton, Bellerose,
422; Messrs. Bellerose, Kirchhoffer, Scott,
McKay, Kaulbach, O'Donohoe, 423; Messrs.
McKay, O'Donohoe, 424; M. (Mr. O'Dono-
hoe) to re-commit Report for further ques-
tions, 425; remarks: Mr. Kauilbach, 425; nt.
(Mr. Clenmow) that debate be adjourned till
Tuesday next, 425 ; remnarks, Messrs. Power,
Bowell, 425. M. agreed to, 425.

On Order for resuming Debate on adoption of 14th
Report of Com. Renarks: Mr. Clenow,428-
31; Messrs. Bellerose, O'Donohoe, McInnes
(B.C.), 431 ; Messrs. Bellerose, Read (Quinté),
Angers, McInnes, McKindsey, O'Donohoe,
Power, Airon, respecting whether notice of
Mr. O'Donohoe's Amt. wal given, 433;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Mclnnes (B.C.), the
Speaker, Poirier, Angers, 434; Amt., as
read by Mr. O'Donohoe, m. (Mr. Landry,
433; remarks: Mr. Read (Quinté), 433;
Mr. Kirchhoffer, 434; Mr. Power, 435;
Mr. Kirchhoffer, 435-7 ; Messrs. Power,
Kirchhoffer, 437-8; Messrs. Dever, Kirch-
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hoffer, 439 ; Mr. Poirier, 440 ; Messrs.
Poirier, McCallum, Kirchhoffer, 441; Messrs.
Belleîose, Poirier, 442; Mr. Poirier, 442-4;
Messrs. McCallum, Vidal, 444; Messrs. Scott,
Vidal, Power, Bellerose, 445; Messrs. Vidal,
Bellerose, 446 ; Mr. Bellerose, 446-7 ; Messrs.
Scott, Bellerose, Macdonald (Victoria), 448;
Messrs. Reesor, Poirier, 449; Messrs. McIn-
nes, Reesor, Scott, 450; Messrs. Scott, Reesor,
Ogilvie, Power, 451; Messrs. Bowell, Power,
Read (Quinté), McKay, 452; Messrs. McIn-
nes (B.C.), Power, Poirier, O'Donohoe, 453;
Messrs. McInnes, Bellerose, Poirier, Dever,
454; Messrs. O'Donohoe, Prowse, 455; Mr.
Perley, 456; Messrs. Kaulbach, McInnes,
457; Messrs. Kaulbach, Boulton, 458; Messrs.
Scott, Alimon, 459. Ant. rejected (C. 22, N.-
C. 25), 459. M. for adoption of Report re-
jected by following vote : (C. 23, N.-C. 24),
460.

On Notice of M., consideration of the Coin. Re-

ort. Remarks: Messrs. Clenow, Miller,
ickey, Angers, 482. M. allowed to stand

till Wednesday next, 482.

Consideration of 14th Report of Com. ni. (Mr.
Clemow), 514; remarks: Messrs. Angers, Mil-
1er, 514; Messrs. Macdonald (B.C.), Miller,
Scott, Angers, 515; Messrs. Miller, Angers,
516; Messrs. Masson, Bellerose, Power, 517;
Sir Frank Smith, 517; Messrs. Angers,
Power, Vidal, Kalhauch, Clemow, Reesor,
McInnes (B.C.), 518; Messrs. Bowell, Kirch-
hoffer, Clemow, 519; leave asked to have M.
aniended to include Minority Report (Mr.
Clenow), 519 ; remarks : Messrs. Kaul-
bach, Clemow, Scott, 519 ; Amt. ni. (Mr.
Scott), for threè months' hoist, 520 ; remarks :
Messrs. Bowell, Scott, Dickey, Masson, An-
gers, Boulton, McKay, 520; Amt. rejected
(C. 23, N.-C. 29), 520-1. Original motion car-
ried on saine division, 521.

On Order for consideration of 14th Rep ort of Con.,
adoption of Majority Report m. (M r. Clemow)
614. Remarks: Messrs. Clemiow, Kaulbach,
Almon, McInnes (B.C.), Power, 614; con-
sideration of Report postponed, 614.

Adoption ni. (Mr. Clemow), 616; Aint. ni. (Mr.
Landry), 616; division on the Amt., which re-
jected (C. 20, N. -C. 22), 616; ni. (Mr. Bellerose)
that Report be referred back to Comn. to insert
cl. precluding re-marriage, 616. Remarks:
Messrs. Scott, Bellerose, Melines, Prowse,
616; Messrs. Scott, Power. Bowell, Read,
Kaulbach, 617; Messrs. Kirchhoffer, Scott,
Bellerose, Prowse, Bowell, Macdonald (B.C.),
MclInnes, 618; Messrs. Allan, Bellerose, 619;
Amt. declared lost on a division, 619 ; Arnt. ni.
(Mr. Landry), 6 months' hoist, 619; division
on the Aint., which rejected (C. 20, N.-C. 21),
619; Report adopted on a division, 619.

3rd R., 619.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 129.)

(U) An Act respecting Public Harbours.-(Mr.
Bowell.)

Introduced and explained, 228.

2nd R., 275: reinarks: Messrs. Bowell, Power,
275; Messrs. Dever, Wark, Kaulbach, 276.

In Com. of W., B. reported (Mr. Ferguson,
P.E.I.) without amt., 277.

3rd R. ni. (Mr. Bowell); rerarks: Messrs. Bowell,
Power, 277; Mr. Power, 278; M. agreed to
and B. read 3rd time and passed, 278.
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Concurrence in H. of C. Amts. to B. ni. (Mr.
Bowell), 580. M. agreed to, 581.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., c«p. 47.)

(V) An Act further to amend the Insurance Act.-
(2Mr. Angers.)

1st R., 251; B. partially explained (Mr. Angers),
251.

2nd R. ni. (Mr. Angers) 289 ; B. fully ex-
plained (Mr. Angers), 289-292; ques., Mr.
Scott, 292; remarks: Messrs. Angers, Scott,
Lougheed, 292; Messrs. Kaulbach, Angers,
McMillan, Scott, 293; Mr. Angers, 293-294;
Mr. Scott, 294-296; Messrs. Angers, Scott,
Lougheed, Kaulbach, 296; Messrs. Mac-
donald (P.E.I.), Gowan, 297; Messrs. Scott.
Angers, 298; M. agreed to, 299; and B.
read the 2nd timee.

In Com. of the W., remarks : On 5th cl., Messrs.
Angers, Vidal, 328; Mr. Vidal suggested
additional cl., 328; Messrs. Angers, Vidal,
Scott, 329; Ant. adopted, 329; on subsection
5: Messrs. Pelletier, Angers, 329; Mr. Pelle-
tier, an Amt. proposed and adopted, 329 ; m.
(Mr. Angers) to add a 6th subsection, 329;
Ant. adopted, 330 ; ni. (Mr. Angers) that B.
be amended by adding a 13th section, 330;
Messrs. Scott, Poirier, Angers, Power, 330;
in. agreed to, 330; ni. (Mr. Angers) that the
Com. rise, report progress and ask leave to
sit again, 330; Mr. Vidal, from the Com.,
reported progress and asked leave to sit
again, 331.

In Coin. of W., on subsection 5; remarks: Mr.
Angers, amt. to extend time to lst February,
333; Ant. agreed to and cl. adopted, 333;
Mr. Angers ni. that the 3rd subsection be
dropped, 333 ; M. agreed to, 333 ; Mr. Vidal,
from the Comn., reported B. with Amts.,
which concurred in, 333.

3rd R., 348.
Bill rec'd. from H. of C. with certain Amts., 823;

Ait. proposed (Mr. Angers) to last cl., in-
creasing scope of investients permitted to
Cos., 823; remarks: Messrs. Angers, Ogil-
vie, Maclnnes (Burlington), 823.

Adoption of Ants. of H. of C. w. (Mr. Angers),
825; Amt. ni. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington),
non-concurrence in 27th Amt., adding cl. d to
the B., restricting investients authorized
for Cos., 826-828; remarks : Messrs. Kaul-
bach, MacInnes, 828; Mr. Scott, 828-830;
Mr. Kaiilbach, 830; Mr, Ferguson (Welland),
831; Mr. Allan, 832; Messrs. Bowell, Allan,
Scott, Sir Frank Smith, 833; Messrs. Power,
Dever, Sir Frank Smith, 834; Messrs. Angers,
Maclnnes, Bellerose, 835; Messrs. Clenow,
Masson, Angers, Bowell, 836; Messrs. Scott,
Bowell, 837; Mr. Boulton, 838; Anit. agreed
to on a division, 838; M., as amended, was
adopted, 838..

Remarks on differences letween Members of
Cabinet: Sir Frank Smith, Mr. Angers, 838.

Assent, 884.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 20.)

(W) An Act for the relief of Orlando George
Richmond Johnson.-(Mr. Clenîow.)

Introduced*, 263.
2nd R.,* 333.
Adoption of 18th Report of Com. m. (Mr. Kirch-

hoffer), 428. M. agreed to on a division, 428.
3rd R. ni. (Mr. Clemow) 428 ; M. agreed to on a

division, 428.
3rd R., 428.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 132.)
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(X) An Act respecting the Manitoba and North-
Western Railway Conpany of Canada. -(Mr.
Lougheed.)

Petition presented (Mr. Read, Quinté) for leave
to present petition relating to Manitoba and
North-western Railway Co., 224; remarks:
Mr. Miller, 225; n. (Mr. Read) reference to
Standing Orders Com., 225; M. agreed to,
225; M. (Mr. Read) that petition be read,
225 ; further on procedure, Mr. Miller, 225.

Introduced*, 261.
2nîd R.,* 274.
3rd R., i. (Mr. Lougheed) 321 ; remarks:

Amt. m. (Mr. Boulton) as to miles of construc-
tion required per year, by striking out the
words "not exceeding " in the 15th line and
inserting in lieu thereof the words "not less
than," 321-6; Messrs. ·Kaulbach, Boulton,
Lougheed, 326; Messrs. Boulton, Lougheed,
Kaulbach, 327 ; Mr. Boulton, that the object
of the Amt. was to point out to the Govt.
his views of the case. With the leave of
the H. the Amt. was withdrawn and the B.
read 3rd time and passed, 328.

Concurrence in Amts. made by the H. of C. m.
(Mr. Perley), 629. M. agreed to, 629.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 79.)

(Y) An Act respecting the arrest, trial and im-
prisonment of Youthful Offenders.- (Mr.
Bowell.)

Introduced*, 277.
2nd R., m. (Mr. Allan) and B. debated upon:

Messrs. Allan, Poirier, Masson, Bowell, 300;
Mr. Masson, 301 ; Mr. Allan, 301-303; Mr.
Scott, 304; Mr. Allan, 303-4; Mr. De-
Boucherville, 304; Messrs. Allan, Kaulbach,
Dickey, 305; MI.r. Allan, 306; M. agreed to,
306.

In Com. of the W.: on 1st ci., in. (Mr. Allan) that
the word " sixteen " be substituted for the
word "seventeen " in the cl. M. agreed to
and cl. adopted, 348.

On 2nd cl., reniarks : Messrs. Power, Allan, re-
specting separate buildings or stations, 348-9 ;
Messrs. Vidal, Allan, Power, that the word
" with " be substituted for the word " for " in
the 35th line, 349. CI. as amended was
adopted, 349.

On 4th cl., remarks : Messrs. Allan, Drumnond,
respecting boys under 12 and girls under 13,
349; in. (Mr. Allan) that the word "shall "
be substituted for the word " nay " in the
9th line, 349. CI. as amended was adopted,
349.

On sub-cl. (a), remarks: Mr. Allan, respecting
placing child in foster home, 349. Mr.

anford, respecting time of binding child in
sub-ci. (b), 349 ; Mr. Allan, 349. Cl. was
adopted, 350. B. reported from Com. (Mr.
Lougheed) with Ants., which concurred in,
350.

?id R.,* 360.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 58.)

(Z) An Act for the better preservation of Game in
the unorganized portions of the North-west
Territories of Canada.-(Mr. Bowell.)

Introduced, 286. B. explained (Mr. Bowell),
286-7; remarks: Messrs. Lougheed, Bowell,
287; Mr. Bowell, 288.

2nd R., -n. (Mr. Bowell) 306; remarks: Mr.
Power, 306; Messrs. Macdonald (B. C.),
Power, Kaulbach, Bowell, 307 ; Messrs. Per-

BILLS- Continued.

ley, Power, 308; M. agreed to and B. read
2nd time, 308.

In Com. of the W. : on lst cl., Mr. Power, sugges-
tion that B. might be amended so as to read
"The Territories Gaine Preservation Act,"
333; Mr. Bowell, 333; cl. amended accord-
ingly and adopted.

On 2nd cl. ; remarks: Mr. Power, respecting
which portions of Canada it covers, 333;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Drummond, Lougheed,
333 ; Mr. Power suggested to alter the cl. so
as to protect the moose and caribou in. Lab-
rador, 334; Mr. Drummnxond, 334; Mr. Bowell,
note made and if deened ad visable B. will be
referred back to Com. at 3rd R., 334. The
cl. was adopted, 334.

On 5th cl.; remarks: Mr. Power, respecting time
of close season, 334. Messrs. Allan, Bowell,
Power, 334; Messrs. Bowell, Power, Boulton,
335 ; MessrF. Bowell, Power, Lougheed,
McClelan, 336; cl. adopted, 337.

On subsection (g); reinarks : Messrs. Kaulbach,
Bowell, respecting category ot swan, 337 ;
M r. Power, change of date, 337; cl. adopted,
337.

On 8th cl.; remarks: Messrs. Lougheed, Allan,
Boulton, Masson, Kauilbach, respecting in-
discriminate slaughter of game for sport, 337;
Messrs. Allan, Sutherland, Masson, Power,
Bowell, Lougheed, 338; Messrs. Masson,
Lougheed, Power, Drummond, Bowell, 339;
cl. adopted, 339.

On 15th cl.; remarks: Mr. Power, respecting pro-
visions of cl. 339; Messrs. Bowell, Lougheed,
Power, 340; cl. allowed to stand, 340.

On 17th cl.; remarks: Messrs. Power, Lougheed,
DeBoucherville, Bowell, respecting disposal
of animal or bird illegally killed, 340; Messrs.
Bowell, Prowse, 341; el. adopted, 341.

On 19th cl.; remarks: Messrs. Lougheed, Bowell,
Power, Ferguson (P.E.I.), respecting guilt of
person, and evidence necessary, 341; Messrs.
Ferguson, Bowell, Lougheed, Masson, Gow-
an, 342; cl. was allowed to stand, 342.

On 22nd cl.; remarks : Mr. Allan, respecting cer-
tificate for collections. 342-3; Messrs. Bowell,
Power, Lougheed, 343.

On 26th cl.; remarks : Mr. Power, respecting
giving the Governor power to change season,
343; Mr. Bowell, 343; Mr. McDonald (C.B.),
reported progress and asked leave to sit again,
343.

Again in Com. of the W.; remarks: Messrs.
Bowell, Power, respecting change of name,
and m. (Mr. Bowell) to c hange nanie to the
Unorganized Territories Game Preservation
Act, 356 ; cl. amended accordingly and adopt-
ed, 356.

On cl. 15; remarks: Messrs. Bowell, Power, and
n. (Mr. Bowell) that 15th cl. be struck out
and substituted forrh inserted as cl. 12, 356;
Mr. Bowell, 357. Amt. agreed to, 357.

On cl. 5; remarks: Messrs. Bowell, McClelan,
and Amt. m. (Mr. Bowell) special cl. to give
Governor in Council a right to change dates,
357; el. as amended adopted, 357.

On cl. 19; remarks: Messrs. Bowell, Power, re-
specting addition of the words "on reason-
able suspicion " to be added after the word
. "charge" in Ist line, 357; el. as amended
adopted, 357.

On cl. 22; remarks: Mr. Bowell, proposed Amt.
of striking out the words " any game guard-
ian " and insert " the Minister of the In-
terior or any officer or person duly author-
ized by him may issue a permit to any per-
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son, &c.," 357 ; Messrs. Drumîîmond, Bowell,
Power, 357 ; Mr. Drummond, 358. Mr.
Bernier, that clause 19 should be struck out
altogether, 358; Messrs. Reesor, Bowell,
Power, Bernier, Lougheed, Masson, Mc-
Clelan, 358; Messrs. Bowell, Masson, Loug-
heed, Druminond, 359 ; and m. (Mr. Bowell)
that cl. 19 be struck out, 359; M. agreed to,
359.

On el. 8; remarks: respecting close season for
huffalo ; Mr. Masson, 359; Messrs. Bowell,
Power, 360 ; Mr. McDonald (C.B.), fron
Coin., reported B. with Aints., which con-
curred in, 360-1.

Resumed in Coin. of the W. : on cl. 27; remarks:
Messrs. Power, Bowell, 364 ; cl adopted,
364. Mr. Vidal, from Com., reported B.
with an Aint., which concurred in, 364.

3rd R. *, 364.
On Order for consideration of Amts. made by

H. of C. to B., 466, m. (Mr. Bowell) that
lst Amt. to change naine of "Keewatin " be
not concurred in, 466; M. agreed to, 466;
other Amts. of H. of C. concurred in, 466.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 31.)

(-) Petition of .Tames Balfour, of the city of Ham-
ilton, praying that certain exhibits filed in
his divorce Bill last session be restored to
him ; m. (Mr. Lougheed), that petition be re-
feried to Divorce Com. to report in regard to
request inade by petitioner, 285-6; M. agreed
to, 296.

An Act to provide for the construction of a
railway to Hudson Bay as a public work.- -
(Mr. Boulton.)

Introduced, 266. B. explainel (Mr. Boulton),
266- 270 ; ques., Mr. Miller, 270; Mr. Boulton,
270-- ; reinarks: Mr. MeCallui, 271 ; Mr.
Boulton, 271-2; Messrs. Angers, Boulton,
Miller, Power, Kaulbach, that B. is not in
order, 272; the Speaker gives an opinion that
the B. is out of order, 272.

Sec, subsequently, Bill (BB).

(AA) An Act to amend the law relative to con-
spiracies and conbinations forined in re-
straint of trade.--(Mr. Rad, Quinté.)

lst R., 28) ; remarks: Messrs. Read (Quinté),
Boîwell, 289.

2nd R., wn. (Mr. Read, Quinté), 350 ; re-
marks : on subject of B., Mr. Read (Quinté),
350; Messrs. Alnon, Read, Poirier, 351 ; Mr.
Read, 351-3; Messrs. Scott, Read, 353;
Messrs. Scott, Read, Dever, 354; Messrs.
Alnon, Read, 355; Mr. Alion, 356; M.
agreed to, and B. read 2nd time, 356.

In Coin. of the W., Aint. m (Mr. Read, Quinté),
428: M. agreed to, 428; B. reported from
Comn. (Mr. Ogilvie) with an Ait., which con-
curred in, 428.

3rd R., m. (Mr. Read, Quinté), 460; remarks:
Messrs. Alhion, Scott, 460; M. agreed to,
460 ; remarks: respecting passing of B. ;
Messrs. Almon, Power, Murphy, Miller, 461;
B. passed, 461.

(BB) An Act to enable the Goveriinent of the
North-west Territories to unite with the
province of Manitoba in the construction of
a railway to Hudson Bay as a public work.--
(Mr. Bondton.)

Sec, previously, Bill (-), above.
Introduced*, 309.

BILLS-- Continued.

2nd R., m. (Mr. Boulton), 466-8; remarks:
Messrs. Bowell, Boulton, McKay, Reesor,
468 ; Messrs. Miller, Boulton, Angers,
McKay, 469; Mr. Boulton, 469-71: Messrs.
Read (Quinté), Boultoi, 471 ; Mr. Boulton,
471-3; Messrs. Angers, Boulton, Reesor,
McKay, Perley, 473 ; Messrs. Boulton,
.Aigers, 474; Messrs. Reesor, Boulton,
Kaulhach, 475; Ant. m. (Mr. Kaulbach) for 6
inonths' " hoist, " 475 6 ; Mr. Perley. 476 7 ;
Mr. Boulton, 477-8 ; Messrs. Bowell, Boulton,
478; Messrs. Perley, Bowell, Power, 479 ;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Boulton, Power • Ant.
agreed to on a division, 480.

(CC) An Act further to amend the Indianî Act.-
(Air. Boicell.)

Introduced*, 309.
2nd R., m. (Mr. Bowell) 343; B. explained

(Mr. Boweil), 343-347; remîarks: Messrs.
Kaulbach, Bowell, Lougheed, respecting
validity of Indian wills, 347 ; M. agreed te
and B. read 2nd time, 347.

In Con. of the W. : on lst clause; reiarks: Mr.
Bowell, respecting provisions of B., 361.

On subsection 2 ; renarke : Messrs. Power,
BoNell, respecting Indian wills, 361 ; cl.
adopted, 361.

On subsection 8; remarks: Messrs. Bowell, Mac-
donald (B.C.), respecting difference between
B. and the old Act respecting land, 361
Messrs. Vidal, Bewell, Macdonald (B. C.),
362; el. adopted, 362.

On cl. 2; renarks: Messrs. DeBoucherville,
Bowell, Vidal, respecting difference between
this section and the one that is to be repealed,
362; cl. adopted, 362.

On cl. 11 ; ieinarks: Messrs. Power, Bowell,
respecting power of Superintendent General,
and Indian Dept. over Indians living off
reserves, 362 ; el. adopted, 362 ; Mr. Loug-
heed, fromn Comn., reported B. with Ants.,
which concurred in, 362.

3rd R.*, 364.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap). 32.

(DD) An Act respecting the Canada Southern
Railway.-(Mr. MacIn nes, Bîurlington.)

1st R.*, 366.
2n1d R.*, 425.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 883.
(57 58 Vict., cap. 66.)

(EE) An Act respecting the Incorporation and
Regulation of Joint Stock Conpanies.-
(Mr. Boirell.)

lst R., 426; remarks: Mr. Bowell, that B. will
be explained on 2nd R., 426.

2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 522,; renarks: Messrs.
Scott, Bowell, 523; Messrs. Power, Clemow,
Kaulbach, Bowell, 524; M. agreed to, 524.

In Con. of the W.; on section 1 ; renarks: Mr.
Bowell, 581.

On subsection 1 ; renarks : Messrs. Power,
Bowell, 581 ; el. allowed to stand, 581.

On cl. 3: Messrs. Power, Bowell, 581; ci.
adopted, 581.

On cl. 5: Mr. Power, 581 ; Messrs. Scott, Bowell,
582; cl. adopted, 582.

On el. 50 : Messrs. Scott, Bowell, 582; cl.
adopted, 582.

On cl. 81: Messrs. Power, Angers, Scott, Bowell,
582 ; cl. allowed to stand, 582.
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On cl. 93: Messrs. Power, Bowell, Scott, 582;
Messrs. Sbott, Power, Clemow, 583; el.
adopted, 583.

On cl. 160: Messrs. Power, Bowell, 583; sugges-
tion, Mr. Bowell, that it be made $100,000
all through ; suggestion adopted, 583.

On cl. 195: Messrs. Power, Bowell, DeBoucher-
ville, 583; Messrs. Boulton, Power, Bowell,
Clemow, Dickey, 584 ; cl. adopted, 584.

On table " B. ": Messrs. Power, Bowell, 584.
On cl. 2: Mr. Bowell, 584; cl. adopted, 585.
On cl. 81: Mr. Bowell, 585; cl. adopted, 585; B.

reported f rom Coin. (Mr. Vidal), with Amts.,
which concurred in, 585.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 585; M. agreed to, 586.

(FF) An Act to amend the Act respecting the
incorporation of Boards of Trade.-(Mr.
Bowell.)

lst R.*, 426; B. explained (Mr. Bowell) that B.
is simply to define what constitutes a district
in N. W .T., 426.

2nd R m. (Mr. Bowell), 461; M. agreed to, 461.
In Coin. of the W.; B. reported froin Coin. (Mr.

Ogilvie) without amt., 485.
3rd R., 485.
Assent, 88%
(57-58 Vict., cap. 23.)

(GG) An Act to amend the Act relating to the
custody of Juvenile Offenders in the Province
of New Brunswick.-(Mr. Bowell.)

lst R.. 482-3.
2nd R.*, 526.
In Coin. of the W., 565; remarks: Messrs. Mac-

donald (B.C.), Bowell. Allan, 565, B. re-
ported from Coin. (Mr. Dever), without amt.,
565.

3rd R., 565.
Assent, 883.
(57- 58 Vict., cap. 59.)

(HH) An Act to consolidate and amend the Acts
respecting land in the Territories.-(Mr.
Angers.)

lst R., m. (Mr. Angers), 629 ; remarks : Messrs.
Lougheed, Angers, respecting printing of B.,
629. M. agreed to, 629.

2nd R.*, 635.
In Coin. of the W., 674 ; remarks: Mr. Angers,

675; on el. 2, Messrs. Power, Angers, Loug-
heed, 675; cl. adopted, 675.

On clause 5: Messrs. Angers, Power, Lougheed,
Vidal, 675; Scott, Angers, Lougheed, 676;
cl. adopted, 676.

On clause 23: Messrs. Power, Angers, 676; cl.
adopted, 676.

On clause 56, subsection (d) : Messr.a. Angers,
Lougheed, 676; cl. adopted, 676; Mr.
Landry, from Coin., reported progress, and
asked leave to sit again, 676.

In Coin. of the W., resumed, 677; on clause 89:
Messrs. Scott, Angers, 677; el. allowed to
stand, 677.

On cl. 92: Messrs. Power, Angers, Lougheed,
677; cl. allowed to stand, 677.

On cl. 94: Mr. Lougheed, 677 ; Mes4rs. Scott,
Angers, Power, Kirchhoffer, Lougheed, 678;
cl. allowed to stand, 678.

On el. 99: Messrs. Lougheed, Angers, Power,
678; Amut. m. (Mr. Lougheed), 678; Messrs.
Angers, Lougheed, 679; Amt. agreed to and
el. adopted, 679.

On cl. 100: Mr. Lougheed, 679; cl. allowed to
stand, 679; Mr. Landry, fr om Coin., reported
progress, and asked leave to sit again, 679.

On cl. 87: Mr. Angers, 681 ; el. adopted, 681.
62
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On el. 92: Mr. Angers, 681; cl. adopted, 681;
B. reported froin Coin. (Mr. Landry), with
Amts., which concurred in, 681.

3rd R., 681.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cal). 28.)

(II) An Act respecting Houses of Refuge for Fe-
males in Ontario.-(Mr. Angers.)

lst R. m. (Mr. Angers), 631: remarks: Messrs.
Kaulbach, Angers, 631; M. agreed to, 631.

2nd R.*, 632.
In Coi. of the W. ; remarks: Messrs. Scott,

Angers, 645; -B. reported from Coin. (Mr.
Ogilvie) without amt., 645.

3rd R., 645.
Assent, 883.
(57 -58 Vict., cap. 60.)

(JJ) An Act further to amend the Post Office Act. -
(Mr. Angers.)

lst R.*, 692.
2nd R.*, 704.
In Coin. of the W. ; B. reported (Mr. Lougheed)

without aint., 705.
3rd R., 705.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 54.)

(2) "An Act to secure the better observance of
the Lord's day, commonly called Sunday."-
(Mr. Allan.)

lst. R.*, 527. M. (Mr. Allan), for 2nd R. to-mor-
row, 527 ; notice of Aint. (Mr. Almon), 6
months' " hoist ", 528 ; M. agreed to, 528.

2nd R. i. (Mr. Allan), 565; Amt. (Mr. Almon),
for 6 nonths' "hoist," 566-7 ; remarks: Mr.
Bellerose, 567; Messrs. Scott, Bellerose, AI-
mon, Miller, 568; Messrs. Scott, McCallum,
Angers, Allan, 569; Messrs. Miller, Allan,
570; Mr. Kaulbach, 571; Messrs. O'Dono-
hoe, Kaulbach, Snith, Allan, Prowse, AI-
mon, 572 ; Messrs. Prowse, Sir Frank Smnith,
Bowell, Miller, 573; Messrs. Macdonald
(B.C.), Allan, Miller, 575; Mr. Reesor, 576;
Messrs. Ferguson (P.E.I.), Primrose, 577;
Messrs. Vidal, Clemow, 578; Messrs. Vidal,
Dever, 579. The House divided on the Amt.,
which adopted (C. 22, N.-C. 13), 579.

(5) An Act further to amend the North-west Ter-
ritories Representation Act.-(Mr. Angers.)

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 461; remarks: Messrs.

Almnon, Prowse, 461; Messrs. Almnon, Power,
McKay, Bowell, 462; Messrs. Perley, Fer-
guson (P.E.I.), 463; Messrs. Macdonald
(B.C.), Reesor, 464; M. agreed to, 464.

M. (Mr. Angers) H. into Coin. of the Whole ; re-
marks: Mr. Bernier, 486; M. agreed to, 486.

On 3rd cl. ; remarks: Messrs. Power, Angers,
486; cl. adopted, 486.

On 6th cl.; remarks: Messrs. Almon, Angers,
Scott, 486 ; cl. adopted, 486.

On 7th cl., Amt. n. (Mr. Angers), 486 ; M. agreed
to, 486; Mr. Dickey, from Coin., reported
progress. and asked leave to sit to-morrow,
486.

Coin. of the W. resumed ; remarks: Mr. An-
gers, 497; Mr. Dever, froin Coin., reported
progress, and asked leave to sit again, 498.

In Coin. of the W. ; Amt. i. (Mr. Angers), 614 ;
remarks: Messrs. Power, Angers, 614 ;
Messrs. Power, Angers, Kaulbach, 615; Amt.
agreed to, 615; B. reported froi Coin. (Mr.
Dever), with Aints., 615.
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Concurrence in Amts. m. (Mr. Angers), 620 ; M.

agreed to and B. read 3rd time and passed,
620.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 15.)

(6) An Act to disfranchise voters who have taken
bribes.--(Mir. Dickey.)

1st R.*, 485.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Dickey), 498 ; remarks: Messrs.

Almon, Scott, 498; Messrs. McKay, Almon,
Power, Reesor, Scott, 499 ; M. agreed to, 499.

2nd R., 499.
In Com. of the W., 526-7; Mr. Kaulbach, 527;

B. reported from Com. (Mr. Perley), without
amt.

3rd R., 527.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 14.)

(13) An Act to amend the Seamen's Act.-(Mr.
Bowell.)

Introduced *, 365.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Bowell), 407 ; remarks: Messrs.

Kaulbach, Bowell, 407. M. agreed to, 407.
In Coin. of the W., B. explained (Mr. Bowell),

425.
On 2nd cl. ; remarks: Messrs. Kaulbach, Bowell,

425. CI. adopted, 425. B. reported from Com.
without amt., 425.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Bowell) 427; remarks: Mr.
Power, 427. Messrs. Bowell, Read (Quinté),
428. M. agreed to on a division, 428.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 43.)

(14) An Act to amend the Railway Act. -(Mr.
Bowell.)

lst R.*, 427.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Bowell), 465. M. agreed to, 466.
2nd R., 466.
In Com. of the W. ; on cl. 1; remarks: Mr.

Power, 496. B. reported froin Coni. (Mr.
Clemow) without amt., 496.

3rd R., 496.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 53.)

(20) An Act respecting the Wood Mountain and
Qu'Appelle Railway Co.-(Mr. Bernier.)

Introduced *, 229.
2nd R.*, 264.
3rd R.*, 264.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 96.)

(21) An Act to incorporate the St. Clair and Erie
Ship Canal Company.---(Mr. Vidal.)

Introduced *, 347.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Vidal), 363. B. explained (Mr.

Vidal), 363; remarks: Messrs. Kauibach,
Vidal, 363. M. agreed to, 363.

B. reported from Com. (Mr. Dickey) with an
Amt. n. (Mr. Vidal) that Amt. be concurred
in, 365. M. agreed to, 365.

3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 104.)

(22) An Act respecting the Winnipeg and Hudson
Bay Railway Company, and to change the
name thereof to the Winnipeg Great North-
ern Railway Company.-(Mr. Satherland.)

Introduced *, 347.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Sutherland) for, 363. Remarks:

Messrs. Kaulbach, Sutherland, 363. M.
agreed to, 363.

3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 ict., cap. 94.)
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(23) An Act to incorporate the Edmonton Street
Railway Conpany.--(Mr. Lougheed.)

lst R.*, 687.
2nd R.*, 691.
3rd R.*, 705.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 71.)

(25) An Act respecting the Canada and Michigan
Tunnel Co.-(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

Introduced *, 229.
2nd R.*, 264.
3rd R.*, 321.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 101.)

(26) An Act respecting the Ottawa Gas Co.-(Mr.
Cico0w.)

lst R.*, 308.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Cleinow), 310. Remarks:

Messrs. Power, Clemow, Read (Quinté), 310.
M. agreed to, 310.

3rd R.*, 360.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 112.)

(27) An Act respecting the Dominion Burglary
Guarantee Co. (Lunited).--(Mr. McMiillan.)

1st R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McCallum), 481. M. agreed to,

482.
2nd R., 482.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 121.)

(28) An Act to incorporate the Ontario Mutual
Life Assurance Co.-(Mr. Merner.)

1st R.*, 308.
2nd R.*, 333.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 123.)

(29) An Act to again revive and further amend the
Act to incorporate the Lindsay, Bobcaygeon
and Pontypool Railway Co.-(Mr. Dobson.)

Introduced*, 229.
2nd R.*, 264.
B. reported from Com., M. (Mr. Dobson) for 3rd

R. of B. Point of order (Mr. Vidal); Mr.
Dobson m. that the B. be read a 3rd time to-
morrow, 277. M. agreed to, 277.

3rd R.*, 278.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. '8.)

(30) An Act respecting the Atlantic and North-
western Railway Co.-(Mr. MacInnes, Bur-
linqton.)

Introduced*, 276.
2nd R., m. (Mr. MacInnes) B. explained, 286.

M. agreed to and B. read the 2nd time, 286.
B. reported from Com., with Amt., which con-

curred in, 309; remarks- Messrs, Dickey,
MacInnes (Burlington), 309.

3rd R.*, 321.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 62.)

(31) An Act respecting the Consumers' Cordage
Co. (Limited).-(Mr. Ogilvie.)

1st R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Ogilvie), 483; remarks: Messrs.

Power, Ogilvie, 483; Messrs. Scott, Ogilvie,
Boulton, 484; Messrs. Kaulbach, Power,
Vidal, 485. M. agreed to on a division, 485.

3rd R. (m. by Mr. Allan)*, 613.
Assent, 883.
57-58 Vict., cap. 114.)
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(32) An Act respecting the Niagara Grand Island
Bridge Co.-(Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.)

Introduced*, 321.
2nd R.*, 350.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Dickey)*, 366.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 99.)

(33) An Act respecting the River St. Clair Rail-
way Bridge and Tunnel Co.-(Mr. Ferguson,
P.E.L)

Introduced*, 321.
2nd R.*, 333.
3rd R. (m. hy Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)*, 366.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 100.)

(34) An Act respecting the Bell Telephone Com-
pany of Canada.--(Mr. McMillan.)

Introduced*, 276.
2nd R. m. (Mr. MeMillan), Bill explained, 286;

M. agreed to, 286.
3rd R.*, 321.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 108.)

(35) An Act to amend the Act to incorporate the
Steam Boiler and Plate Glass Insurance
Company of Canada.-(Mr. Pow er.)

lst R.*, 285.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Power); remarks: Messrs.

Power, Scott, 289. M. agreed to and B.
read 2nd time, 289.

3rd R.*, 364.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 1.25.)

(36) An Act to incorporate the Canadian Railway
Accident Insurance Company. (Mr. Clenow.)

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Clemow), 481. M. agreed to,

481.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 118.)

(37) An Act to incorporate the Duluth, Nepigon
and James' Bay Railway Company.-(Mr.
Perley.)

Introduced*, 299.
2nd R. (w. by Mr. Ferguson, Niagara)*, 310.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Dickey)*, 366.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 70.)

(38) An Act respecting the Ontario Loan and
Debenture Company.-(Mr. McKindsey.)

lst R.*, 427.
2nd R.*, 485.
3rd R.*, 614.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 116.)

(39) An Act respecting the St. Lawrence and
Adirondack Railway Company.-(Mr. Lan-
dry.)

Introduced*, 347.
2nd R.*, 363.
3rd R. (7n. by Mr. DeBoucherville)*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 93.)

(40) An Act to incorporate the Elgin and Have-
lock Railway Company.-(Mr. Dever.)

Introduced*, 347.
2nd R.*, 362.
3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 72.)

BILLS- Continued.

(41) An Act to amend the Acts respecting the
Clifton Suspension Bridge Company.-(Mr.
Clenow'.)

Introduced*, 360.
2nd R.*, 408.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 97.)

(42) An Act to incorporate the Canadian Railway
Fire Insurance Company.-(Mr. Clemow.)

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Clemow), 481; M. agreed to, 481.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 119.)

(43) An Act to amend the Act respecting the
Ladies of the Sacred Heart of Jesus.-(Mr.
Robitaille.)

Introduced*, 321.
2nd R.*, 333.
3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 128.)

(47) An ct to revive and amend the Act to in-
corporate the Brandon and South-western
Railway Company.-(Mr. Louyhced.)

Introduced*, 347.
2nd R.*, 363.
3rd R. (in. by Mr. Perley)*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 65.)

(48) An Act respecting the Montreal and Ottawa
Railway Company.-(Mr. MacInnes, Bur-
lington.)

Introduced*, 347.
2nd R.* m. (Mr. MacInnes), 363; remarks re-

specting object of Bill (Mr. MacInnes), 363;
M. agreed to, 363.

3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 85.)

(49) An Act to incorporate the Welland Power
and Supply Canal Company (Limited).-(Mr.
Mc Kindsey.)

lst R.*, 426,
2nd R.*, 483.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McCallum)*, 580.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 102.)

(50) An Act to authorize the purchase of the
Yarmouth and Annaplis Railway by the
Windsor and Annapolis Railway Company
(Limited), and to change the name of the
latter company to the Dominion Atlantic
Railwaï Company.-(Mr. Power.)

Introduced , 347.
2nd R., m. (Mr. Power), 350; Bill explained

(Mr. Power), 351; M. agreed to, 350; and
Bill read 2nd time, 350.

3rd R.*, 460.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 69.)

(51) An Act to incorporate the Northern Life As-
surance Company of Canada.-(Mr. Power.)

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Power), 481 ; M. agreed to, 481.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 122.)
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(53) An Act respecting the Calgary Irrigation Co.
-(fr. Kirchhoffer.)

Introduced*, 365.
2nd R. *, 408.
Concurrence in Amts. of Private Bs. Com., m.

(Mr. Perley) and agreed to, 581.
3rd R. (nt. by Mr. Perley)*, 586.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 106.)

(54) An Act to make further provision respecting
g ants of land to inembers of the Militia

orce on active service in the North-west.- -
(Mr. Bowell.)

lst R.*, 635.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 636 ; remarks: Messrs.

Lougheed, Bowell, Power, 637. M. agreed
to, 637.

In Com. of the W. : B. reported fron Com. (Mr.
Lougheed) without amt., 687.

3rd R., 687.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 24.)

(56) An Act to incorporate the Dominion Wonen's
Christian Temperance Union.-(Mr. Vidal.)

Introduced*, 308.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Vidal), 332. M. agreed to,

333; and B. read 2nd time, 333.
3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.

"(57-58 Vict., cap. 127.)

(57) An Act to incorporate the Gleichen, Beaver
Lake and Victoria Railway Company.-(Mr.
Perley.)

1st R.*, 704.
2nd R.*, 704.
3rd R.*, 727.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 74.)

(58) An Act to incorporate the Lake Megantic
Railway Company. -(Mr. Ogilvie.)

lst R.*, 499.
2nd R.*, 526.
3rd R. (nt. by Mr. MacInnes, Burl.)*, 580.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 77.)

(59) An Act respecting the Montreal Island Belt
Line Railway Company.--(Mr. Bellerose.)

1st R.*, 513.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Tassé); remarks: Messrs.

McCallum, Desjardins, Bellerose, 565; M.
agreed to, 565.

2nd R., 565.
B. presented from Coin. (Mr. Dickey) with 3

Amts., 603 ; remarks : Mr. Dickey, 603. n.
(Mr. Bellerose) that Amts be taken into con-
sideration to-morrow. 604. M. agreed to,
604.

Concurre'nce in Amts. m. (Mr. Tassé), 619; M.
agreed to, 619. Amt m. (Mr. Drummond),
619; remarks: Mr. Tassé, 619. M. agreed
to, 619.

3rd R. rn. (Mr. Tassé), 621; Amt. m. (Mr. Power)
restricting elevated line, in city, to passenger
traffic, 621-2 ; remarks : Messrs. Murphy,
Kaulbach, Vidal, 622; Messrs. Tassé, Vidal,
Kaulbach, 623 ; Messrs. Vidal, Boulton,
Desjardins, 624; Messrs. Vidal, Desjardins,
Power, 625 ; Messrs. Power, Pelletier,
Clemow, Scott, 626; division on Amt., which
rejected (C. 7, N -C. 30), 627.

Assent, 883.
57-58 Vict., cap. 83.)

BILLS-Continued.

(60) An Act to incorporate the Cariboo Railway
Company.-(Mr. Reid.)

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Reid), 481; M. agreed to, 481.
2nd R., 481.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 67.)

(62) An Act respecting the Richelieu and Ontario
Navigation Company.-(Mr. Ogilvie.)

lst R.*, 427.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McCallum), 482; M. agreed to,

482.
2nd R., 482.
3rd R., 521.
A ssent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 105.)

(63) An Act respecting the Guelph Junction Rail-
way Company.--(Mr. MacInnes, Burling-
ton.)

lst R.*, 365.
2nd R.*, 408.
3rd R.*, 460.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 75.)

(64) An Act respecting the Medicine Hat Railway
and Coal Company.-(Mr. Kirchhofer.)

ist R.*, 365.
2nd R.*, 408.
3rd R.*, 460.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 80.)

(65) An Act to confirm an agreement between the
Ottawa City Passenger Railway Company and
the Ottawa Electrc Street Railway Com-
pany, and an agreement between t he said
companies and the corporation of the city of
Ottawa, and to unite the said companies
under the naine of "The Ottawa Electric
Railway Conpany.-(Mr. Clemowr.)

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. »i. (Mr. Clemow) 480; M. agreed to, 480.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 86.)

(66) An Act to empower the Niagara Falls Suspen-
sion Bridge Company to issue debentures and
for other purposes. -(Mr. McKindse!.)

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R.*, 483.
3rd R. (et. by Mr. McCallun)*, 580.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 98.)

(68) An Act respecting the Montreal Park and
Island Railway Company.-(Mr. Ogilvie.)

lst R *, 691.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Ogilvie), 691; remarks: Messrs.

Power, Ogilvie, 691. M. agreed to, 692.
B. reported from Coin. (Mr. Allan) with Amts.

m. (Mr. Ogilvie) that Amts. be concurred in,
692. M. agreed to, 692.

3rd R., 692.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 84.)

(71) An Act to incorporate the New York, New
England and Canada Conpany.-(Mr.
Power.)

lst R.*, 635.
2nd R. nt. (Mr. Power), 648 ; remarks: Mr. Kaul-

bach, 649. M. agreed to, 649.
3rd R.*, 689.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 113.)
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(72) An Act to consolidate and amend certain
Acts relating to the Ottawa and Gatineau
Valley Railway Company, and to change the
name of the Company to the Ottawa and
Gatineau Railway Company.-(Mr. Clemow.)

lst R. *, 635.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Clemow), 638; M. agreed to. 638.
B. reported froin Com. (Mr. Allan) with an Amt.,

change of naine, &c. ; m. (Mr. Clemow), that
Amt. be concurred in, 665 ; M. agreed to, 665.

3rd R., 665.
Assent, 883.
(57- 58 Vict., cap. 87.)

(73) An Act respecting the Atlantic and Lake
Superior Railway Company.-(Mr. Ogilvie.)

1st R.*, 687.
2nd R.*, 691.
B. reported froin Coin. (Mr. Allan) with an Amt.,

692 ; m. (Mr. Ogilvie) that Ait. be concurred
in, 692; M. agreed to, 692.

3rd R.*, 692.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 63.)

(74) An Act to incorporate the Ottawa Electric
Company.-(Mr. Clenowi.)

1st R.*, 426.
2nd R. nt. (Mr. Clenow), 481 ; M. agreed to, 481.
3rd R.4 , 550.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 111.)

(75) An Act respecting the Chaudière Electric
Light and Power Company. -(Mr. Clemow.)

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), 481; M. agreed to, 481.
3rd R.*, 550.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 109.)

(77) An Act to incorporate the Dominion Gas and
Electric Company.-(Mr. Bernier.)

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Bernier), 480; M. agreed to, 480.
3rd R.*, 550.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 110.)

(78) An Act to incorporate the Metis, Matane and
Gaspé Railway Company.-(Mr. Pelletier.)

lst R.*, 513.
2nd R.*, 565.
3rd R. (ni. by Mr. Dickey)*, 613.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 81.)

(79). An Act respecting the St. Catharines and
Niagara Central Railway Company.-(Mr.
McKindsey.)

1st R.*, 631.
2nd. R. *, 632.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McCallum)*, 665.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 92.)

(80) An Act to revive and amend the Act to in-
corporate the Rocky Mountain Railway and
Coal Company.-(Mr. Perley.)

lst R.*, 499.
2nd R.*, 526.
3rd R. (n. by Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)*, 580.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 91.)

BILLS-Continued.

(81) An Act respecting the Erie and Huron Rail-
way Company.-(Mr. McKindsey.)

lst R.*, 499.
2nd R.*, 526.
3rd R. (nt. by Mr. Vidal)*, 580.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 73.)

(82) An Act respecting the Lake Erie and Detroit
River Railway Company and the London and
Port Stanley Railway Company.-(Mr. Mac-
Innes, Burlington.)

lst R.*, 692.
2nd R.*, 692.
3rd R.*, 705.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 76.)

(84) An Act to incorporate the Alliance of the Re-
formed Baptist Church of Canada and the
several churches connected therewith.-(Mr.
Perley.)

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McClelan), 527 ; remarks: Messrs.

Bowell, McClelan, Power, 527 ; M. agreed
to, 527.

B. presented (Mr. Dever) from Private Bs. Com.,
with Aints., 615; ri. (Mr. McClelan), that
Amts. be concurred in to-morrow, 615; M.
agreed to, 615.

Concurrence in Amts. m. (Mr. McClelan), 619;
M. agreed to, 620.

3rd R. 620.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 126.)

(85) An Act to incorporate the Boynton Bicycle
Electric Railway Company.--(Mr. Read.)

1st R.*, 687.
2nd R.*, 704.
B. reported froi Ry. Coin. (Mr. Allan), with an

Amt.; concurrence in Amt. nt. (Mr. Read),
and agreed to, 705.

3rl R.*, 727.
Amt. of Senate disagreed to by H. of C.; rn. (Mr.

Read, Quinté), that Senate do not insist on
Amt., 864; agreed to, 864.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 64.)

(90) An Act to provide for the examination of
witnesses on oath by the Senate and House of
Commons.-(Mr. Angers.)

Introduced*, 364.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 364; remarks: Mr.

Power, respecting inaccuracies in language of
B., 364; iM. agreed to, 364.

M. (Mr. Angers) into Coin. of the W., 364; re-
marks: Messrs. Power, Angers, 365; M.
agreed to, 365.

In Com. : Messrs. Angers, Power, Vidal, Allan,
respecting change of words in clause, 365; cl.
amended and adopted, 365; Mr. Desjardins,
fron Coin., reported B. with Amts., 365.

Consideration of Ants. made in Coin. of the W.
on B., 407: remarks: Messrs. Power. Bowell,
407.

M. (Mr. Angers), that Amts. be concurred in, 407;
renarks: Mr. Power, 407; Messrs. Angers,
Power, 408; M. agreed to, 408.

B. read 3rd time and passed, 408.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 16.)
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(97) An Act respecting the Seigniory of Sault St.
Louis.-(Mr. Ançiers.)

'Ist R.*, 635.
2nd R. nt. (Mr. Angers), 638 ; M. agreed to,

638.
In Com. of the W. and reported from Coin. (Mr.

DeBlois) without amt.*, 664.
3rd R., 664.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 25.)

(99) An Act respecting the St. Lawrence Insurance
Company.-(Mr. Cleiow.)

1st R.*, 631.
2nd R.*, 632
3rd R. (ni. by Mr. Ogilvie)*, 665.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 124.)

(100) An Act to incorporate the French River
Boom Company (Limited).-(Mr. Clemtow.)

lst R.*, 692.
2nd R.*, 692.
3rd R.*, 744.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 107.)

(101) An Act to incorporate the Alberta Southern
Railway Company.--(Mr. Poicer.)

lst R.*, 499.
2nd R. (m. by Mr. Perley,*, 580.
3rd R. (n. by Mr. Maclnnes, Burlington)*, 619.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 61.)

(104) An Act to repeal the Homestead Exemption
Act. -(Mr. A ngiers.)

Ist R.*, 615.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Angers), 620; remarks: Messrs.

Power, Angers, 620. M. agreed to, 620.
In Com. of the W. and reported from Com. (Mr.

Dever), without ant. , 627.
3rd R., 627.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 29.)

(106) An Act further to amend the law relating to
holidays.-(Mr. Botell.)

lst R.*, 615.
2nd R. w. (Mr, Bowell), 620; remarks: Mr.

Desjardins, 620. M. agreed to, 620; m. (Mr.
Bowell) that B. be read at length at the
Table, 620. M. agreed to, 620.

3rd R., 620.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 55.)

(113) An Act to amend the Inspection of Ships
Act.-(Mr. Bowell.)

1st R.*, 427.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 465; remarks: Messrs.

Macdonald (B C.), Bowell, Almon, 465.
M. agreed to, 465.

2nd R., 465.
In Com. of the W. ; on Tst el.; remarks: Messrs.

Kaulbach, Bowell, 496. B. reported from
Coin. (Mr. McMillan), without amt., 496.

3rd R.*, 496.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 45.)

(117) An Act respecting the Units of Electrical
Measure.-( Mir. Boiell.)

1st R.*, 639.
2nd R., n. (Mr. Angers), 699; Motion agreed,

to, 699.

BILLS-Continued.

In Coin. of the W. : Messis. Angers, Clemuow,
863 ; Messrs. Kaulbach, MacInnes (Burling-
ton), 864 ; B. reported (Mr. Desjardins) with-
out ant., 864.

3rd R., 864.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 38.)

(118) An Act respecting the Inspection of Electric
Light.- (Mr. Bon-ell.)

1st R.*, 676.
2nd R. i. (Mr. Angers), 693; remarks : Mr.

Scott, 693; Messrs. Angers, Scott, Allan,
694; Messrs. Clemow, Angers, Power, 695;
Kaulbach, Power, Mclnnes, Angers, 696;
Messrs. McInnes, Angers, 697 ; Messrs.
MacInnes (Burlington), Perley, Primurose,
698; Messrs. MeInnes, Primrose, Power,
699. M. agreed to 699.

In Coin. of the W. ; remarks: Messrs. Angers,
Power, Clemow, 741; Messrs. Drummond,
Angers, Kaulbach, Dever, Clemow, Ogilvie,
742. On el. 3: Messrs. Power, Angers, Scott,
Reesor, 743. Cl. adopted, 743.

On cl. 4 : Messrs. Power, Drummond, 743. CI.
adopted, 743.

On el. 5: Messrs. Drummond, Clemow, Angers,
Power, Sullivan, and Amt. ni. (Mr. Drum-
mond), 743; Amt. agreed to. and clause as
anended adopted, 743. Mr. Ogilvie, from
Coin., reported progress, and asked leave to sit
again, 743.

lu C. of the W., resumed : on el. 4, Messrs. Drum -
mond, Angers, 745; Messrs. Lougheed,
Angers, 746. CI. adopted, 746.

On cl. 7: Messrs. Angers, Power, Drunmond, 746.
Cl. adopted, 746.

On cl. 12: Messrs. Clemow, Angers, 746. Amt. ni.
(Mr. Power), 746. Amt. agreed to, 746.

On cl. 15: Messrs. Drummond, Angers; Amt. n.
(Mr. Drummond), 746. CI. as amd. was
adopted, 746.

On el. 16 : Messrs. Lougheed, Kaulbach, Angers,
746; Messrs. Power, Lougheed, Drumnond,
747. CI. adopted, 747.

On cl. 19: Messrs. Lougheed, Clenow, Drummond,
747 ; Amt. m. (Mr. Angers) and agreed to, 747.
CI. as amended was adopted, 747.

On cl. 23: Aint. m. (Mr. Drummond), and re-
marks: Messrs. Sullivan, Drummond, Loug-
heed, 747. Amt. agreed to, and cl. as amended
was adopted, 747.

On cl. 37: Messis. Clenow, Suillivan, Drummond,
747 ; Power, Lougheed, Clemow, Drummond,
748. Cl. adopted, 748. B. reported from
Com. (Mr. Ogilvie) with Amts., which con-
curred in, 748.

3rd R.*, 751.
A ssent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 39.)

(121) An Act to amend and cònsolidate the A et re-
specting the North-west Mounted Police
Force.--( Mr. Bo-ell.)

lst R.*, 631.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Bowell), 632-3. Explanation of B.,

632-3. Remarks : Messrs. Lougheed, Bowell,
633. M. agreed to, 634.

In Com. of the W. ; remarks: Mr. Angers, 645.
On 4th cl., remarks as to pay, etc. : Messrs.
Almon, Power, 645 ; Messrs. Angers, Power.
646 ; Messrs. Allan, Angers, 647. CI. adopted,
647.

On cl. 5: Messrs. Scott, Angers, Kaulbach, 647.
CI. adopted, 647.

On cl. 6 : Messrs. Power, Angers, Ogilvie, 647. Cl.
adopted, 647.



II.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

BILLS-Continued.

On cl. 9: Messrs. Power, Lougheed, Dever, Angers,
Scott, 648. B. report d from Coin. (Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.) without amt., 648.

3rd R. ni. (Mr. Angers), 674. M. agreed to, 674.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 27.)

(122) An Act further to anend the Petroleui In-
spection Act.-(Mr. Angers.)

lst H.*, 687.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 689; remarks: Messrs.

Power, Vidal, Angers, Dever, 689; Messrs.
Dever, Kaulbach, Power, Angers, Sullivan,
690; Messrs. Dever, Angers, 691 ; M. agreed
to, 691.

In Coi. of the W. ; on el. 1 ; remarks: Messrs.
Power, Sullivan, 700; Messrs. Power, Sulli-
van, Angers, 701 ; cl. adopted, 701.

On el. 5: Messrs. Power, Angers, 701; Messrs.
Angers, Kaulbach, Power, 702; B. reported
from Coni. (Mr. Desjardins), without aint.,
702.

3rd R. 702.
Assent, 883.
(57 -58 Vict., cap. 40.)

(123) An Act in restraint of Fraudulent Sale or
Marking.-(Mr. Anîgers.)

lst R.*, 686.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Angers), 699; renarks : Messrs.

Sullivan, Angers, 699. M. agreed to, 700.
In Coin. of the W. ; on the schedule: Amt. n. (Mr.

Angers), and agreed to, 799; Mr. Kaulbach,
Amt. i. (Mr. Angers), and agreed to, 799;
B. reported from Coin. (Mr. Boulton), with
an Ait., which concurred in, 799.

Srd R.*, 800.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 37.)

(124) An Act further to amend the Cullers' Act.-
(Mr. Angers.)

lst R.*, 635.
2nd R.*, 635.
In Coin. of the W. : Messrs. Angers, Power, 686;

cl. adopted, 686; B. reported from Com.
(Mr. Ogilvie), without amt., 686.

3rd R., 686.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 52.)

(125) An Act further to amend the General In-
spection Act.--(M1fr. Bowcll.)

lst R.*, 427.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 464; M. agreed to, 465.
2nd R., 465.
In Coin. of the W., 487.
On 2nd cl. ; remarks: Messrs. Dickey, Bowell,

respecting quality of hay, 487 ; Messrs. Mc-
Callum, Bowell, Ogilvie, McClelan, 488;
Messrs. Bowell, McClelan, Read, Ogilvie,
Robitaille, Sir Frank Smith, Allan, Dever,
respecting quality, sort, and color of hay,
489; Messrs. Dever, McCallum, Power, Mc-
Clelan, 490 ; Messrs. Perley, Sir Frank
Smith, McCallum, Power, 491 ; Messrs.
Reesor, Dever, 492 ; Messrs. Read, Angers,
Bowell, 493; Messrs. Ogilvie, Dever, Bowell,
Power, Ferguson (P.E.I.), 494; Sir Frank
Smith, Fergusoin, Read, Bowell, Power,
Kaulbach, Reesor, 495; Messrs. Reesor,
McKay, McCallum, Read, 496.

Again in Cn., 524. On 2nd cl., remarks:
Mr. Bowell, 524; Messrs. Power, Bowell,
Kaulbach, Dickey, 525; Messrs. Dever, Mc-
Clelan, Bowell, Power, Kaulbach, 526.

BILLS-ontinued.
On sub-section, (Mr. Power), 526; B. reportod

from Com. (Mr. McKay), with Ants., which
concurred in, 526.

3rd R.*, 550.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 36.)

(126) An Act further to amend the Criminal Code,
1892.--(1r. A nyers.)

lst R.*, 692.
2nd R.*, 704.
In Com. of the W. ; on the schedule ; remarks:

Messrs. Power, Angers, Lougheed, 748; and
Aint. m. (Mr. Power), 748; Messrs. Power,
Lougheed, Angers, 749; Armt. agreed to, 749.

On section 662 : Messrs. Power, McKindsey,
Angers, Ogilvie, Lougheed, 749; Messrs.
Kaulibach, McKindsey, 750; Messrs. Power,
McKindsey, Angers, Kaulbach, 751 ; cl.
adopted, 751.

On amt. to section871: Messrs. Lougheed, Angers,
Power, 751; cl. adopted, 751; B. reported
from Coin. (Mr. Boulton), with an Amt.,
which concurred in, 751.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 751; remarks: Messrs.
McKindsey, Angers, Kaulbach, Clemow,
Power, 752; Messrs. Kaulbach, McKindsey,
Angers, Power, Poirier, 753; Messrs. Angers,
McKindsey, Dever, 754; M. agreed to, 754.

Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 57.)

(127) An Act to anend the Consolidated Revenue
and Audit Act.- (Mr. Boicell.)

1st R*., 635.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 637; remarks: Messrs.

Scott, Bowell, 637; M. agreed to, 637.
In Coin. of the W. ; on lst cl. ; remarks : Messrs.

Power, Angers, 660; cl. adopted,«660.
On subsection 6, cl. 1: Mr. Power, 660; Messrs.

Angers, Power, Lougheed, 661; Messrs.
Angers, Lougheed, Power, Dever, 662 ;
Messrs. Angers, Power, Dever, 663; Mac-
donald (Victoria), Dever, Angers, Kaulbach,
664; sub-cl. agreed to, 664; B. reported from
Coin. (Mr. Read, Quinté), without amt., 664.

3rd R., 664.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 19.)

(128) An Act further to amend the Dominion
Elections Act.-(Mr. Angers.)

lst R., 864.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers) and agreed to, 864.
In Coin. of th- W.; on cl. 1: Messrs. Power,

Angers, Kaulbach, 869; cl. adopted, 869.
On el. 4: Mr. Power, 869; cl. adopted, 869; B.

reported (Mr. Clemow), without aint., 869.
3rd R., 869.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 13.)

(129) An Act further to amend the Revised
Statutes respecting Interest. -(Mr. Bowell.)

lst R.*, 635.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 635; remarks: Messrs.

Kauilbach, Scott, Bowell, Angers, Dever,
Power, 636; M. agreed to, 636.

In Coin. of the W. ; on 4th ci. ; renarks: Messrs.
Power, Angers, 660; cl. adopted, 660; B.
reported from Com. (Mr. Sullivan), without
amt., 660.

3rd R., 660.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 22.)
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(130) An Act further to amend the Act respecting
certificates to Masters and Mates of Ships. -
(Mr. Boell.)

lst R.*, 635.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 638; remarks: MessYs.

Kaulbach, Bowell, 639; M. agreed to, 639.
In Com. of the W., 676; on 8th cl.; Messrs.

Power, Vidal, 677; cl. adopted, 677; B. re-
ported from Coin. (Mr. Bolduc), without amt.,
677.

3rd R., 677.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 42.)

(131) An Act to incorporate the Nova Scotia Steel
Company, (Limited).-(Mr. McKay.)

lst R.*, 639.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McKay), 664; M. agreed to, 664.
3rd. R.*, 689.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 117.)

(132) An Act respecting the Cobourg, North-
umberland and Pacifie Railway Company.-
(Mr. MacInnes, Burlington.)

lt R.*, 687.
2nd R.*, 702.
3rd R.*, 727.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 68.)

(134) An Act respecting the utilization of the
waters of the North-west Territories for
irrigation and other purposes.-(Mr. A nqers.)

lst R.*, 676.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 679; M. agreed to, 679.
In Com. of the W. : Messrs. Angers, Scott, 681.
On cl. 2: Mr. Lougheed, 681; sub.-cl. allowed to

stand, 681.
On cl. 4: Mr. Power, 681; Messrs. Lougheed,

Bernier, Angers, Scott, 682 ; Messrs. Bernier,
Lougheed, Angers, Kaulbach, Power, 683;
Messrs. Lougheed, Angers, Power, 684.
cl. adopted, 684.

On section 8: Messrs. Lougheed, Vidal, 684;
Messrs. Angers, Lougheed, Power, Vidal,
Scott, 685; Amt. m. (Mr. Power), 685; cl.
as amended was adopted, 685.

On cl. 12: Messrs. Lougheed, Power, Angers, 686;
Messrs. Angers, Lougheed, 686; cl. adopted,
686.

On cl. 29: Messrs. Lougheed, Angers, 686; cl.
adopted, 686; Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), from
Coin., reported progress, and asked leave to
sit again, 686.

In Com. of the W., resumed ; B. reported from
Coin. (Mr. Macdonald), with Amts., which
concurred in, 686.

3rd R.*, 686.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 30.)

(135) An Act to consolidate and amend the Acta
respecting the duties of Customs.-(Mr.
Bowell.)

lst R. m. (Mr. Bowell), and agreed to, 869.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 870; remarks: Mr.

Power), 870-873; Messrs. Scott, Bowell, 873;
Mr. Bowell, 874; Messrs. Power, Bowell, 875;
Mr. Power, 875-7 ; Messrs. Power, Bowell,
Boulton, 877 ; Messrs. McMillan, Bowell,
Boulton, Scott, 878; Messrs. Bowell, Boul-
ton, McMillan, 879 ; Messrs. Power, Boulton,
Clemow, 880; Messrs. Power, Clemow, Boul-
ton, Bowell, 881 ; M. agreed to, 882.

3rd R. in. (Mr. Bowell), and agreed to, 882.
Assent, 884.
(57-58Vict., cap. 33.)

BILLS-Continued.

(137) An Act further to amend the Steamboat
Inspection Act.-(Mr. Bowell.)

lst R.*, 635.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 637; remarks : Messrs.

Kaulbach, Bowell, 638; M. agreed to, 638
3rd R.*, 676.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 46.)

(138) An Act to incorporate the Montreal, Ottawa
and (eorgian Bay Canal Company.--(Mr.
Cle7mow.)

1st R.*, 692.
2nd R.*, 692.
3rd R.*, 705.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 103.)

(139) An Act to incorporate the Pontiac and Ottawa
Railway Company.-(Mr. Clernoiw.)

lst R.*, 687.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), 704; M. agreed to, 704.
3rd R.*, 726.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 88.)

(143) An Act further to amend the Electoral Fran-
chise Act.-(Mr. Bowell.)

lst R.*, 869.
2nd R.*, 869.
3rd R.*, 869.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 12.)

(145) An Act further to amend the Fisheries Act
-(Mr. Angers.)

lst R.*, 692.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 704. Remarks: Mr.

Power, 704. M. agreed to, 704.
In Coin. of the W., remarks: Mr. Angers, 705;

Messrs. Kaulb'ach, Angers, Macdonald
(B.C.), 706. On 3rd cl., Mr. Power, 706;
Messrs. Angers, Power, 707. CI. adopted,
707.

On 5th cl. : Messrs. Power, Allan, 707 ; Messrs.
Kaulbach, Power, Angers, Reesor, Primrose,
708; and Amt. m. (Mr. Power), 708, which
declared lost. 708.

On sub-cl. 5: Mr. Power, 708; Messrs. Angers,
Power, Kaulbach, Primrose, Boulton, 709;
Amt. m. (Mr. Power), 710. Aint. declared
lost, 710.

On sub-cl. 10: Messrs. Power, Angers, Kaulbach,
Allan, 710 ; Messrs. Power, Sir Frank Smith,
Reesor, 711 ; Messrs. Power, Reesor, Robi-
taille, Sir Frank Smith, Kaulbach, 712; Sir
Frank Smith, Power, Angers, Primrose, The
Speaker, Kaulbach, Lougheed, 713; Mr.
Kaulbach, 714. Sub-cl. adopted, 714.

On sub-cl. 11: Messrs. Power, Angers, 714. Sub-cl.
adopted, 714.

On sub-cl. 12: Messrs. PowerReesor, Dever, 714;
Messrs. Allan, Primrose, Sir Frank Smith,
Reesor, Poirier, 715 ; Messrs. Power, Poirier,
Lougheed,Dever, Primerose, 716; cl. adopted,
716.

On cl. 4: Mr. Power, 716; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Angers, Power, Dever, 717; Messrs. Dever,
Power, Kaulbach, Poirier, Lougheed, 718;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Angers, Dever, Power,
Poirier, 719; Messrs. Angers, Dever, 720.
CI. postponed, 720.

On cl. 6: Mr. Clemow, 720; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Poirier, Angers, 721 ; Messrs. Angers, Power,
Perley, 722 ; Messrs. Kaulbach, Angers,
Clemow, Allan, Power, Lougheed, 723;
Messrs. Clenow, Power, Sir Frank Smith,



II.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

BILLS- Continued.

Kaulbach, Allan, 724 ; Messrs. Angers,
Clemow, Kaulbach, 725 ; (Mr. Macdonald,
B. C.), f rom Con., reported progress, andasked
leave to sit again, 725.

In Com. of the W., resurmed : Messrs. Angers,
Power, Kaulbach, 727 ; Messrs. Angers,
Kaulbach, Dever, Power, 728 ; Amt. ;. (Mr.
Power), 728 ; Messrs. Angers, Dever, Power,
729; Amt. adopted. 729; Messrs. Angers,
Dever, Perley, 729; Messrs. Clemow, Angers,
Kaulbach, 730 ; Messrs. Scott, Angers, 731 ;
Messrs. Ogilvie, Scott, 732; Messrs. Angers,
Clemow, 733 ; Messrs. Dever, Power, Angers,
Primrose, 734; Messrs. Angers, Primrose,
Clemow, Reesor, Sir Frank Smith, Dever,
Kaulbach, 735; CI. ado)ted, 735.

On cl. 8: Mr. Power, 735; Messrs. Angers, Power,
Dever, Kaulbach, 736; Mr. Angers, 737; cl.
adopted, 737.

On cl. 9: Messrs. Power, Reesor, Kaulbach,
Angers, 737; Messrs. Power, Angers, Kaul-
bach, Drummîond, Primrose, 738 ; Messrs.
Scott, Power, Ogilvie, Prinrose, Angers,739;
Messrs. Clemow, Scott, Angers, Kaulbach,
Power, Dever, 740 ; B. reported fron Com.
(Mr. Perley), with Amîts., which concurred in,
740.

Notice of M. (Mr. Angers), 740; Amt. m. (Mr.
Power), 740; remarks : Messrs. Clemow,
Angers, Power, 740. M. agreed to, 740.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 744 ; Aint. a. (Mr.
Power), 744; remarks : Mr. Kauilbach, 744;
Mr. Angers, 745 ; Ant. agreed to, 745. Amt.
i. (Mr. Power), 745; remarks: Mr. Angers,
745; Amt. declared lost on division, 745. B.
as amd. was read 3rd time and passed.

Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 51.)

(147) An Act respecting a certain Treaty between
Her Britannic Majesty and the President of
the French Republic-(Mr. Angers.)

1st R.*, 725.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 754. Debate: Messrs.

Power,Dever, Augers, 755 ; Messr. Sullivan,
Angers, McMillan, Lougheed, 756 ; Messrs.
Dever, Angers, Tassé, Boulton, McCallum,
757 ; Messrs. Power, Angers, Boulton,
Cliemow, Tassé, 758; Messrs. Tassé, Angers,
Poirier, Boulton, Power, 759; Messrs. Boul-
ton, Angers, McCallumu, Desjardins, 760;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Scott, McCallum, 762;
Messrs. Scott, Tassé, Power, Angers, Boul-
ton, Dever, Sir Frank Smith, 763; Messrs.
Angers, Scott, Dever, Drunmond, Boulton,
764; Messrs. Drumnond, Scott, Angers,
Price, Robitaille, Sir Frank Smith, 765;
Messrs. Scott, Tassé, Angers, Ogilvie, Des-
jardins, Sir Frank Smith, 766.

Ant. i. (Mr. Boulton) to return Treaty to
Imperial Govt. for further negotiations,
767 ; remarks and debate : Messrs. Boul-
ton, Angers, Kaulbach, 767; Messrs. Kaul-
bach, Boulton, Angers, Dever, Sir Frank
Smith, 769 ; Messrs. Angers, Boulton, Dever,
Power, Kaulbach, 770; Messrs. Boulton,
Dever, Sir Frank Smith, 771; Messrs. Angers,
Boulton, Dever, 773; Messrs. Angers, Boul-
ton, 774.

Debate resuimed : Mr. Boulton, 774; Messrs.
Dever, Boulton, Kaulbach, 775; Messrs.
Dever, Boulton, 776-7; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Boulton, 778; Messrs. Power, Kaulbach,
779; Messrs. Angers, Kaulbach, 780;
Messrs. Boulton, Kaulbach, Dever, 781;
Messrs. Power, Angers, Dever, 782; Messrs.
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Boultou, Dever, Drummond, 783; Messrs.
Boulton, Drummond, 784; Messrs. Tassé,
Boulton, Drunmond, 785; Messrs. Angers,
Dever, Drumnond, Power, 786; Messrs,
Burns, Power, Angers, 787; Messrs. Power,
Boulton, Burns, 788; Messrs. Burns, Boul-
ton, Angers, 790; Messrs. Read (Quinté),
Boulton, Angers, Power, Sir Frank Smith,
791 ; Messrs. Ogilvie, Power, Angers, Dever,
792 ; Messrs. Burns, Power, 793 ; Messrs.
Power, Poirier, 794; amt. of Mr. Boulton
was rejected on a division (C. 5, N.-C. 30),
795 ; Messrs. McCallun, Angers, 795; Messrs.
McCallum, Kaulbach, Sir Frank Smith, 796;
Messrs. McCallum, Kaulbach, 797, 798.

Amt. 7. (Mr. McCallum) for 6 months' " hoist,"
which rejected on a division (C. 5, N.-C. 28).
798.

In Com. of the W. ; on schedule "A": Mr.
Power, 823; Mr. Angers, 824; schedule
adopted, 824 ; remarks : Messrs. Scott,
Angers, McCallum, Dever, 824 ; Messrs.
Kaulbach, McCallun, Angers, 825; B. re-
ported (Mr. Desjardins) without amt.. 825.

3rd R. w. (Mr. Angers), 840; remarks: Mr.
Tassé, 840-2; Messrs. Boulton, Tassé, Power,
Burns, 842 ; Mr. Angers, 843 ; w. (Mr.
Angers) that debate be adjourned, 843; M.
agreed to, 843.

Debate resurmed, 843; Mr. Tassé, 843-4; Messrs.
Power, Tassé, 844; Messrs. Boulton, Tassé,
845; Messrs. Boulton, Tassé, Bowell, Kaul-
back, 846; Messrs. Snowball, Tassé, 847 ;
Messrs. Boulton, Tassé, Power, 848; Messrs.
Angers, Tassé, Bowell, 849; Mr. Tassé,
849-52; M. agreed to, 852.

3rd R., 852.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vic., cap. 2.)

(149) An Act further to amend the Acts re-
specting the North-west Territories.-(Mr.
Angers.)

lst R.*, 825.
2nd R.*, 854.
In Coin. of the W., on el. 2; remarks : Messrs.

Power, Angers, 858; Mr. Angers, 859; Amt.
w. (Mr. Kaulbach), and agreed to, 859; cl.
adopted, 859.

On cl. 16: Mr. Power, 859; Anit. w. (Mr. Angers),
and cl. as amended adopted, 859.

On cl. 17: Messrs. Power, Angers, and Amt. m.
(Mr. Angers), and cl. as amended, adopted,
859.

Bill reported (Mr. Clemow) with Amts., 859.
3rd R., 859.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 17.)

(150) An Act respecting certain subsidies granted
to the Governnent of the Province of Que-
bec by chapter 8 of the Statutes of 1884.-
(Mr. Angers.)

lst R.*, 664.
2nd R.*, 679.
3rd R.*, 679.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 5.)

(151) An Act respecting the Common School Fund.
-(Mr. Angers.)

lst R.*, 664.
2nd R.*, 679.
3rd R.*, 679.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 3.)
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(154) An Act further to amend the Acts respect-
ing the Civil Service.-(Mr. Angers.)

1st, R.*, 687.
2nd R.*, 691.
In Com. of the W., Bill reported (Mr. Vidal)

without aint., 702.
3rd R.*, 702.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 18.)

(155) An Aet further to amend the Act respecting
the Judges of Provincial Courts.-(Mr.
A ngers.)

lst R.*, 687.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 691; M. agreed to,

691.
In Com. of the W., on 2nd cl. ; renarks: Messrs.

Kaulbach, Angers, 702; Messrs. Dever,
Power, Kaulbach, 703; Messrs. Dever,
Angers, Kaulbach, Power, 704 ; Bill reported
from Com. (Mr. Sullivan) without amnt., 704.

3rd R., 704.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 56.)

(157) An Act to again revive and further amend
the Act to incorporate the Brockville and
New York Bridge Company.-(Mr. Clcmowv.)

lst R.*, 704.
2nd R.*, 704.
3rd R.*, 727.
Assent, 884.
(57-58, Vict., cap. 89.)

(158) An Act further to amend the Inland
Revenue Act.-(Mr. Angers.)

Ist R.*, 825.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell) and agreed to, 852.
In Com. of the W., on lst cl., remarks: Mr.

Bowell, cl. adopted, 852.
On 2nd cl.: Messrs. Bowell, Dever, 852; cl.

adopted, 83.
On cl. 4: Messrs. Bowell, Power, Dever, 853;

Messrs. Dever, Bowell, 854; cl. adopted,
854 ; Bill reported from Com. (Mr. Snowball)
with an Amt., which concurred in, 854.

3rd R., 854.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 35.)

159) An Act respecting the land subsidy of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company.-(Mr.
Bowell.)

lst R.*, 840.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 854; M. agreed to, 854.
In Corn. of the W., Bill reported (Mr. Snowball)

without aint., 854.
3rd R., 854.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 7.)

(160) An Act respecting Dominion Lands.-(Mr.
Angers.)

lst R.*, 774.
2nd R., m. (Mr. Angers), 798; remarks: Messrs.

Lougheed, Angers, Power, 799; M. agreed
to, 799.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 799; M. agreed to, 799.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 26.)

(161) An Act further to amend the Acts respecting
Ocean Steamship Subsidies.-(Mr. Angers.)

lst R.*, 774.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 800; debate: Messrs.

Angers, Power, 800; Messrs. Power, Angers,
Dever, Allan, Ogilvie, 801; Messrs. Scott,

BILLS-Continued.
Angers, Ogilvie, 802; Messrs. Allan, Scott,
Angers, Drummond, Price, 803 ; Messrs.
Price, Scott, Drunmond, Clemow, Angers,
Boulton, 804; Messrs. Power, Boulton,
805; Mr. Dever, 806; Messrs. Clemow,
Angers, 807; Messrs. Power, Clemow, Kaul-
bach, 808; Messrs. Power, Angers, 809 ;
Messrs. Drunmond, Power, Angers, 810 ;
Messrs. MacInnes (Burlington), Kaulbach,
Power, 812; Messrs. Kaulbach, Power, Price,
813; Messrs. MeCallum, Power, Angers,
Kaulbach, 814 ; Messrs. Power, Angers,
Kaulbach, 815; Messrs. McCallum, Power,
Sir Frank Smith, 816; Messrs. Read (Quinté),
Kaulbach, McCalluin, Primrose, Snowball,
817; adjt. of debate m. (Mr. Snowball),
817-8; and agreed to. 818.

Debate resumed, 819: Messrs. Snowball, Angers,
819; Mr. Drummond, 820; Messrs. Power,
Drummond, Angers, Cochrane, and imme-
diate assent of H. advocated, Mr. Drum-
mond, 821; B. read 2nd time at length on
the table, 821 ; 2nd R., 822.

M. (Mr. Angers), that rule be suspended and
that B. be read 3rd time, 822 ; Messrs.
Power, Angers, 823; M. agreed to, and B.
read 3rd time and passed, 823.

Assent, 883.
(57-38 Viet., cap. 8.)

(164) An Act further to amend the Act respecting
the Senate and House of Comnons.-(Mr.
Anyers.)

lst R., 838.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Angers) and agreed to, 838.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 838; renarks: Mr.

Power, 838; Mr. Kaulbach, 839; Messrs.
Boulton, McMillan, 840; M. agreed to, and
B. passed on a division, 840.

Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 10.)

(165) An Act to anend the Act respecting Do-
minion Notes.-(Mr. Angers.)

lst R.*, 840.
2nd R. (m. by Mr. Bowell*. 854.
In Coin. of the W.: Mr. Scott, 859-60; Messrs.

Bowell, Kaulbach, Scott, 860; B. reported
(Mr. Clemow), without amt., 860.

3rd R., 860.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 21.)

(166) An Act to amend the Act to provide for the
allowance of Drawback on certain articles
manufactured in Canada for use in the con-
struction of the Canadian Pacifie Railway.-
(Mr. Bowell.)

lst R., 860.
2nd R. nt. (Mr. Bowell), and agreed to, 860.
3rd R. n. (Mr. Bowell), 860 ; remarks: Mr.

Power, 860; Mr. Kaulbach, 861. M. agreed
to, 861.

Assent, 884.
(57-58, Vict., cap. 34.)

(168) An Act to authorize the granting of sub-
sidies in land to certain Railway Companies.
-(Mr. Bowell.)

lst R., 861.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 861. M. a eed to, 862.
In Coin. of the W.: Messrs. Power, Bowell, Kaul-

bach, 862 ; Messrs. Kaulbach, Scott, 863 ; B.
reported (Mr. Clemow) without amt., 863.

3rd R., 863.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 6.)
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169) An Act to authorize the granting of subsidies
in aid of the construction of the lines of rail-
way therein mentioned.-(Mr. Bowell.)

lst. R., 864.
2nd R. m. (Mr Bowell). 865 ; remarks : Mr.

Power, 865-6 ; Messrs. Power, Kaulbach,
Clemnow, 866. M. agreed to, 867.

3rd R., 867.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cal). 4.)

(170) An Act to provide for the paymient of boun-
ties on iron and steel manufaetured from
Canadian ore.-(Mr. Bowell.)

1st R., 867.
2nd R. m. (Mr Bowell), 867 ; remarks : Messrs.

Power, Scott, Bowell, 867 ; Mr. Kaulbach,
868. M. agreed to, 868.

3rd R., 868.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict.. cap, 9.)

(171) An Act for granting to Her Majesty certain
sums of money required for defraying certain
expenses of the public service for the financial
years ending respectively the 30th June, 1894,
and the 30th June, 1895, and for other pur-
poses relating to the public service.-(Mr.
Bowrell.)

lst R.*, 864.
2nd R.*, 864.
3rd R.*, 864.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 7.)

Boards of Trade Incorp. Act Amt.; de-
finition of districts in N.W.T. ; B.
(FF).-Mr. Bowell.
1st R.*, 426 ; B. explained (Mr. Bowell) that B.

is sim ply to define what constitutes a district
in N.WT., 426.

2nd R n. (Mr. Bowell), 461; M. agreed to, 461.
In Com. of the W.; B. reported from Con. (Mr.

Ogilvie) without amt., 485.
3rd R., 485.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 23.)

BOILERS, INSURANCE OF, B. Sec "Steamn Boiler."

BOOKS, PURCHASE OF.
Clement's Constitution and Kingsford's History of

Canada.-M. (Mr. Allan) for adoption Library
Comn. Report, recommending purchase, 309. Re-
marks as to adoption of Report, pending its going
through Commons: Messrs DeBoucherville,
Kaulbach, Allan, 309; M. agreed to, 309.

Completion of Law Library. 3rd Report of Inter-
nal Economy Comn., recommending : adoption i.,
with remarks (Mr. McKay), 649; Report adopt-
ed, 660.

Boynton Bicycle Electric Ry. Act-Contd.
Amt. of Senate disagreed to by H. of C.; in. (Mr.

Read, Quinté), that Senate do not insist on
Amot., 864; agreed to, 864.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 64.)

BRACEBRIDGE AND BAYSVILLE Ry., SUBSIDY. Sec:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

Brandon and S.W. Ry. Co., Incorp. Act
revived ; time extended; B. (47).-Mr.
Lougheed.
Introduced*, 347.
2nd R.*, 363.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Perley)*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 65.)

BRANDON AND S.W. RY. CO., LAND SUBSIDY. See:
"Railways, subsidies (land) B."

BRANTFORD, WATERLOO AND L. ERIE RY., SUBSIDY.
See:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."
BRIBED VOTERS DISFRANCHISEMENT B. See " Voters.

BRIDGES FOR C.P.R., DRAWBACK, B. Sec "C.P.R."

SUBsIDIES, &c. See the localities.

BRITISH COLUMBIA, CHINESE RESIDENTS IN.
Inqy. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.), whether petition

will be granted, extension of time for return from
China on certificate, 497.

Reply (Mr. Bowell), Act will not be changed this
session, 497.

BRITISH COLUMBIA INDIANS (TWO), SENTENCE COM-
MUTED. Sec:

"Death sentence, commutation of."

BRITISH COLUMBIA JUDGES, COUNTY COURT, SAL-
ARIES. Sec:

"Judges of Provincial Courts."

BRITISH COLUMBIA, JUDGMENT DEBTS. Sec:
" Interest Act Amt. B."

Brockville and New York Bridge Co.
Incorp. Act revived; time for con-
struction extended; B. (157).-Mr.
Clemow.

lst R.*, 704.
2nd R.*, 704.
3rd R.*, 727.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 89.)

BROCKVILLE, WESTPORT AND S.
SUBSIDY. Sec:

BOSTON AND N.S. COAL AND Ry. CO., SUBSIDY. See:
" Railwavs, subsidies ta. B." BUFFALO, THE EXTINCTION OF.

BOUNTIES, IRON AND STEEL, B. Sec "Iron and
Steel."

BEET SUGAR-referred to on above B.

Boynton Bicycle Electric Ry. Co. In-
corp. B. (86).-Mr. Read (Quinté).
lst R.*, 687.
2nd R.*, 704.
B. reported froni Ry. Com. (Mr. Allan), with an

Aint.; concurrence in Amt. m. (Mr. Read),
and agreed to, 705.

3ri R.*, 727.
63;

STE. MARIE Ry.,

Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Boulton,
69, 70.

See also "N.W.T. Game preservation B."

CABINET MEMBERS DIFFERING ON GOVT. B. See:

Commons Amts., " Insurance Act f urther Amt. B."

CABLEGRAMS, THROUGH U.S., UNRELIABLE. See:
" Behring Sea Award and Regulations."

CALGARY AND EDMONTON RY. CO., LEASING POWERS
CONTAINED IN:

"Edmonton Street Ry. Com. Incorp. B."
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Calgary Irrigation Co.; proceedings of
provisional Directors ratified; var-
lous sections of Incorp. Act amd. ; B.
(53).-Mr. Kirchhoffer.
lst R.*, 365.
2nd R.*, 408.
Concurrence in Ants. of Private Bs. Con., i.

(Mr. Perley) and agreed to, 581.
3rd R. (i. by Mr. Perley)*, 586.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 106.)

Canada and Michigan Tunnel Co.; time
for construction extended; B. (25).-
M1r. MacInnes, Burlington.
lst R.*, 229.
2nd R.*, 264.
3rd R.*, 321.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 101.)

CANADA ATLANTic Ry., LEASING POWERS, &c. Ste:
" Montreal Isld. Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B.".
"St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co. 's B."

CANADA EASTERN Ry. (THREE SUBSIDIES). Sec:

" Railways, subsidies to, B."

CANADIAN PACIFIe RY. Co., FREIGHT RATES, RE-
VENUE, &C.

M. (Mr. Boulton) for schedule, including St. Paul
and Minneapolis to the seaboard, 135. Remarks:
Mr. Boulton, 135-140 ; Messrs. Bowell, Kaulbach,
Cochrane, 140; Messrs. Power, Bowell, 141;
Messrs. Alhnon, Power, C.P.R. terminus and
acquisition of I.C.R., 142; M. agreed to, 142.

Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) whether above information
yet ready, 288. Rely (Mr. Bowell) not yet
received, inquiry will be made, 288. (Referred
to also in debate ou " Hudson Bay route, feasi-
bility of," Inqy. (Mr. Ferguson).

M. (Mr. Boulton) for Returu, revenue derived from
Western division, Port Arthur to Calgary, 1892
and 1893 ; also for I.C.R. schedule of rates for
comparison, 405. Remarks: Mr. Bowell, caution
as to comparisons, &c., 405; M. agreed to, 4(46.

Reniarks (Mr. Clenow) on 2nd R. of new Tariff B.,
881.

Renarks (Mr. Power) and reply (Mr. Kaulbach)
on 3rd R. of B. to aîmd. Act, drawback on manu-
factured articles (bridges) for C.P.R., 861.

- LAND SUBSIDY. See:
Railway subsidy (land) to C.P.R. Co., B."

CANADIAN PAcIFic RY. LAND SUBSIDY (PIPESTONE
ANAAEXPORTS 0F. S"Tarif and Trade mat- BRANCH). See:

ters." " C&. I l;, 1 A U

CANADA LIFE ASSURANCE CO. See Commons Amts.
to:

"Insurance Act further Amt. B."

Canada Southern Ry. Co. ; agreement
with Michigan Central Railroad Co.
confirmed; B. (DD).-Mr. MacInnes, Bur-
lington.
Ist R.*, 366.
2nd R.*, 425.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 883.
(57 58 Vict., cap. 66.)

BiuîDGE, B. Sec:
" St. Clair River Ry. Bridge and Tunnel Co.'s B."

CANADA, TRUST CORPORATION. See:
"Trust Corporation of Canada, B."

Canadian Mutual Life Association
Incorp. B. (K).-Mr. Cochrane.
lst R.*, 223.
2nd R. v. (Mr. Clemow)*, 252.
On Order for consideration of Banking Coin.

Amts.; remarks : Mr. Allan, 310; M. (Mr.
Clemow) to refer B. back to Com., 310; M.
agreed to, 310.

B. reported again from Com. (Mr. Allan) with
Amts., which explained; ainount of insurance;
change of name of Co., &c., 361.

3rd R. i. (Mr. Clemow)*, 364.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 120.)

CANADIAN PAcIFIc RY. CoNSTRUcTION-referred to in.
" Hudson Bay Ry. construction B. (-)," debate.

Canadian Pacific Railway Co. ; drawback
on manufactured articles for, to in-
clude first iron bridges; B. (166).-Mr.
Bowell.
lst R., 860.
2nd R. vi. (Mr. Bowell), and agreed to, 860.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 860; remarks: Mr.

Power, 860; Mr. Kaulbach, 861. M. agreed
to, 861.

Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 34.)

a .. way su sI es (an ). .

LEASING POWERS, CONNECTIONS, &C. Sec:
Alberta Southern Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Atlantic and N.W. Ry. Co.'s B.
Cariboo Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Cobourg and Pacifie Ry. Co.'s B.
Duluth and James Bay Ry. Co.'s B.
Gleichein, &c., and Victoria Ry. Co. 's B.
Hudson Bay Ry. construction, debates on.
Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B.
Pontiac and Ottawa Ry. Co.'s B.
Rocky Mountain Ry., &c., Co.'s B.
Wolseley and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s B.

-- REFERENCE TO ALSO IN DEBATE ON:

" Ocean Steamship subsidies (fast line) B."

CANADIAN PACIFIc Ry. CO. SETTLING THE N.W.
Remarks in Com. on Ry. Land Subsidies B.:

Messrs. Power, Kaulbach, Scott, 863.

Canadian Ry. Accident Insurance Co.
Incorp. B. (36).-Mr. Clemow.
lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), 481. M. agreed to,

481.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 118.)

Canadian Ry. Fire Insurance Co. Incorp.
B. (42).-Mr. Clenow'.
1st R.*, 426.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Clemow), 481; M. agreed to, 481.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 119.)

CANADIAN STATESMEN IN IMPERIAL QUESTIONS.
Remarks in Debate on the Add-ess: Mr. Boulton,

70; Mr. Kaulbach, 53 ; Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 58-9;
Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 82; Mr. Scott, 70.

CANADIAN TRADE, &c. See "Tariff and Trade.?'

CAPE BRETON RY. EXTENSION CO,5 SUB . See:
"Railways, subsidies to, B."
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CAP DE LA MAGDELEINETO C.P.R., Ry. SURSîv. Sece:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

CARAQUET Ry. CONNECTION WITH TRACADIE,
SuBsIpY. .See:
Railways, subsidies to, B."

Cariboo Ry. Co. Incorp.
(Cariboo).
1st R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (MIr. Reid), 481;
2nd R., 481.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 67.)

B. (60).--Mr. Reid

M. agreed to, 481.

CARNOr, PRESIDENT, THE FUNERAL OF.

COA L 011, DUTRES-referred to in debate onu:

" Customs duties (new Tariff) B."
Sec also " Tariff and Trade matters" (generally).

Cobourg, Northumberland and Pacific
Ry. Co. ; time for construction ex-
tended; leasing agreement with O.P.
R. Co., written consent of sharehold.
ers only necessary; B. (132).-Mr. Mac-
Innes (Burlington).
lst R.*, 687.
2nd R.*, 702.
3rd R.*, 727.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 68.)

COLONIAL M. LIFE Assx. Sec "Canadian."
Invitation to the Senate to attend, announced (the COMBINATIaNS IN RESTRAINT ot TIADE. Sec:

Speaker); remîarks (Mr. Bowell), 635. "Trade, conspiracies, &c., B."

CATTLE TRADE AND SHIPOWNERS' COMBINES.
Remarks (Mr. Read, Quinté) in m. 2nd R. of Trade

Combines B., 353.

COMMERCIA L POULCY. Sec " Tariff and Trade."

COMM ITTEES, APPOINTMENT OF. Sec "Senate."

CAUGHNAWAGA INDIANS. Sec " Sault St. Louis Procedure of. Sec:
Seigniory B." " Order and Procedure."

CENTRAL RY. Co. oF N.B., sunsIDY. Sec:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

CENTRAL VERMONT Ry., LEASING POWERS, &C. See:
"St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co.'s B."

CHAUDIERE ELECTRIC LIGHT, &c., B. Sec:
"Ottawa Electrie Co. B. (75)."

CHIcAG;o EXHIBITION, 1893.
Remarks in m. the Address in reply to Speech from

Throne (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.): Canada'sexhibit,
11, 12; unfair awards, 12. Mr. Boulton: the
Manitoba building and Canadian exhibit, 71.

CHILDREN, PUNISHMENT OF. See:
" New Brunswick, Juvenile Offenders, custody, B."
" Youuthful Offenders, separate custody, &c., B."

CHINESE RESIDENTS IN BRITISH COLUMBIA.

Inqy. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) whether Govt. vill
grant p-tition, extension of tinie for return froin
China on certificate, 497.

Reply (Mr. Bowell), Act will not be changed this
hession, 497.

Civil Service Acts further Amt. ; Em-
ployees of 1882, appointment to per-
manent service without examina-
tion; B. (154).-Mr. Angers.
Ist R.*, 687.
2nd R.*, 691.
In Com. of the W., Bill reported (Mr. Vida)

without ant., 702.
3rd R.*, 702.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 18.)

- Reports of. Sec :
"Contingent Acets.," " Printing," &c.

Common School Fund; payment of full
amounts due to Ontario and Quebec
authorized; B. (151).-Mr. Angers.
lst R.*, C64.
2nîd R.*, 679.
3rd R.*, 679.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 3.)

COMPANIES ACT, 1894 (JOINT STOCK COS., INCORP..
&c., new regulations). See ",Joint Stock Cos."

CONFERENCE, INTERCOLONIAL.

Reference to, in Speech from Throne, at proroga-
gation, 884.

CONSOLIIATEI REVENUE ACT AMT. Sec "Revenue."

CONSPIRACIES IN RE:STRAINT OF TRADE. Sec:

"Trade, conspiracies, &c., B."

Consumers' Cordage Co. (Ltd.); powers
of issuing preference shares, &c. ; B.
(31).--fr. Oyilrie.

1st R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Ogilvie), 483; remarks: Messrs.

Power, Ogilvie, 483; Messrs. Scott, Ogilvie,
Boulton, 484; Messrs. Kaulbach, Power,
Vidal, 485. M. agreed ta on a division, 485.

3rd R. (m. by Mr. Allan)*, 613.
Assent, 883.
57-58 Vict., cap. 114.)

CONTINCT. ACCTS. CON. Sec " Internal Economy."

CLEMENT'S CON STITUTION. Sec "Books, purchase of." COTTON INDUSTRY. Sec " Tariff and Trade matters.

Clifton Suspension Bridge Co.; power to
lay tracks; to build another Bridge;
to lease Bridges ; to issue bonds, &c.;
B. (41). -Mr. Cleuîmw.
Introduced*, 360.
2nd R. *, 408.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 97.)

COAL OIL, REDUCED FLASH TEST, TANK CAR IMPORTA-
TION, &c. Sec:

"Petroleum Inspection Act Amt. B."

COUNTERFEIT SILVER PRODUCTION.

Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. McInnes
(B.C.), 60 ; Mr. Smith, 60.

COUNTY COURT JUDGES' SALARIES B. Sec " Judges."

Criminal Code, 1892; several Amts. ; B.
(126).-Mr. Angers.
lst R.*, 692.
2nd R.*, 704.
In Com. of the W.; on the schedule ; remarks:

Messrs. Power, Angers, Lougheed, 748; and
Amt. in. (Mr. Power), 748; Messrs. Power,
Lougheed, Angers, 749 ; Amt. agreed to, 749.
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Criminal Code, 1892, Amt. Act--Continued.

On section 662: Messrs. Power, McKindsey,
Angers, Ogilvie, Lougheed, 749; Messrs.
Kaulbach, McKindsey, 7150; Messrs. Power,
McKindsey, Angers, Kaulbach, 751 ; cl.
adopted, 751.

On amt. to section 871: Messrs. Lougheed, Angers,
Power, 751; cl. adopted, 751; B. reported
fron Com. (Mr. Boulton), with an Amt.,
whicl concurred in, 751.

3rd R. in. (Mr. Angers), 751; remarks: Messrs.
McKindsey, Angers, Kaulbach, Clemow,
Power, 752; Messrs. Kaulbach, McKindsey,
Angers, Power, Poirier, 753; Messrs. Angers,
McKindsey, Dever, 754; M. agreed to, 754.

Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 57.)

CRIMINAL LAW, ADMINISTRATION OF.
Death penalty commuted, two B.C. Indians. M.

(Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for Reports, Orders in
Council, &c., 199. Renarks: Mr. MeIiies,
199--201; Mr. O'Donohoe, ques., 201 ; Mr. Mc-
Innes, 201; Messrs. Kaulbach, Angers, 202;
Messrs. McInnes, Angers, 203; Messrs. Kaul-
bach, Angers, Power, McInnes, 204 ; Messrs.
Angers, McInnes, 205. M. agreed to, 205.

Inqy. (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.) for the papers, 288.
Reply (Mr. Iowell), inqy. will lbe made for them,
289.

Further inqy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for the papers,
348. Reply (Mr. Angers), Return not yet finish-
ed, 348. Remark (Mr. McInnes) 348.

- See also:

"Criminal Code, 1892, Aimt. B."
"Montreal Harbour Connissrs. B.," debate on els.

for prevention of theft, &c.
"New Brunswick. Juvenile Offenders, custody, B."
"N.W. Mounted Police Acts consolid. B " (powers

of constables in other Provinces).
"N.W.T. Acts further Amt. B."

N.W.T. Gaine preservation B.," debate on els.
respecting convictions and penalties.

"Ontario, Houses (if Refuge for Females, B."
"Trade, conspiracies in restraint of, B."
"Youthful Offenders, punishment, B."

CROss CREEK STN. TO STANLEY VILLAGE, RY., SUB-
siDY. Sec:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."

Cullers' Act Amt.; culling not compul-
sory, except timber for sea exporta-
tion; B. (124).-Mr. Anyers.
lst R.*, 635.
2nd R.*, 635.
In Com. of the W. : Messrs. Angers, Power, 686;

cl. adopted, 686; B. reported from Com.
(Mr. Ogilvie), without amt., 686.

3rd R., 686.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 52.)

CURRENCY (NOTES) INCREASED ISSUE, WITHDRAWAL OF
OLI), &C. Sec:

"Dominion Notes Act Amt. B."

CUSTOMS DRAWBACK, ARTICLES FOR C.P.R. Sée
"« C. P.R. "

Custome duties Acts consolid. ; the new
Tariff ; B. (135).-Mr. Bowell.
1st R. in. (Mr. Bowell), and agreed to, 869.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 870; remarks : Mr.

Power), 870-873; Messrs. Scott, Bowell, 873;
Mr. Bowell, 874; Messrs. Power, Bowell, 875;
Mr. Power, 875-7 ; Messrs. Power, Bowell,

Customs duties Acts consolid.-Continued.
Boulton, 877; Messr.. McMillan, Bowell,
Boulton, Scott, 878; Messrs. Bowell, Boul-
ton, McMillan, 879; Messrs. Power, Boulton,
Clemow, 880; Messrs. Power, Clemow, Boul-
ton, Bowell, 881; M. agreed to, 882.

3rd R. in. (Mr. Bowell), and agreed to, 882.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 33.)

Reference to course pursued by Govt. upon this B.,
in debate on 2nd R. of Electric Light Inspection
B. : Opposition criticisms and Govt. replies,
693-699.

Reference to the Tariff B., in Speech from the
Throne, at prorogation, 885.

Sec also " Tariff and Trade riatters " (generally).

CUSTOMS SEIZURES, LAW-SUITS RESPECTING. Sec.:
" Revenues Act Amt. B."

DEATH SENTENCE COMMUTED, INDIANS PETER AND
JACK.

M. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for Reports, Orders in
Council, &c., 199. Remarks: Mr. McInnes, 199-
201; Mr. O'Donohoe, qies., 201 ; Mr. McInnes,
201 ; Messrs. Kaulbach, Angers, 202; Messrs.
McInnes, Angers, 203; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Angers, Power, McInnes, 204; Messrs. Angers,
Mclnnes, 205. M. agreed to, 205.

Inqy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for the papers, 288.
Reply (Mr. Bowell), inqy. will be made for them,
289.

Further inqy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for the papers,
348. Reply (Mr. Angers), Return not finished
yet, 348. Renark: (Mr. McInnes) 348.

DEBATES COMMITTEE.
Adoption of Report of Coin. of Selection, for ap-

pomtment of, n. (Mr. Bowell) and agreed to*, 98.
1st Report. Permission for withdrawal requested

(Mr. Bellerose) for the substitution of another,
253 ; agreed to, 253.

2nd Report. Adoption i. (Mr. Bellerose) distri-
bution of speeches in galley form; charges for
extra copies of Report, 264. Ques. (Mr. Kaul-
bach) distribution of unrevised edition; reply
(Mr. Bellerose) galleys substituted, 265. Ques.
(Mr. Miller) fixing of charges for extra copies;
reply (Mr. Bellerose) by Queen's Printer, 265.
M. agreed to, 265.

DECK-LOAD LAW. Sec " Ships, safety of."

DERBY, THE EARL OF (LATE GOVERNOR GENERAL).
Comphmentary remarks.-In in. Address in reply

to Speech froni Throne (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.), 7 ;
in speeches thereon: Mr. Boulton, 69; Mr.
Bowell, 23.

Dillon, James St. G., Divorce B. (T).-Mr.
Ogilvie.

Report of Divorce Com. presented (Mr. Gowan)
reporting personal service, and m. that the
Report be adopted, 224. M. agreed to, 224.

1st R*, 226.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Clemow) for. Remarks: Messrs.

Clemow, Bellerose, Dever, 299 ; Messrs.
Lougheed, Miller, Almon, leave to withdraw
the Amt., Bellerose. 300. M. agreed to on a
division.

Report of Divorce Com. presented (Mr. Gowan),
320; m. (Mr. Gowan) that same be taken
into consideration on Thursday next, 320;
M. agreed to, 320; Minority Report present-
ed (Mr. Kaulbach), 320; m. (Mr. Kaulbach)
that sane be taken into consideration on
Thursday next, 320; M. agreed to, 320. Re-
marks: Messrs. Gowan, Kaulbach, 320; m.
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Dillon, James St. G. Divorce B.-Continued.
(Mr. Gowan), that Clerk of the Com. furnish
the full minutes of the proceedings before the
Com. so that the whole matter may be in the
possession of the House, 320. M. agreed to,
320.

Order of Day, Consideration of 14th Report of
Standing Com. of Divorce, 350. Remarks :
Mr. Gowan, respecting lateness of distribu-
tion of evidence and m. that Order of Day be
discharged, 350. M. agreed to, 350.

On Order of Day, Consideration of Minority
Report, Mr. Kaulbach, ii. that Order of
Day be discharged and consideration of Re-
port be fixed for Tuesday next, 350. Re-
marks: Messrs. Bellerose, Kaulbach, 350.
M. agreed to, 350.

Consideration of 14th Report of Divorce Com.
Remarks : respecting evidence, Mr. G4owan,
366-8; Messrs. Kaulbach, Scott, 368; Mr.
Kaulbach, 368-370; Messrs. Macdônald (B.
C.), Power, Kaulbach, 370; Messrs. McCal-
lum, Kaulbach, Boulton, 371; Messrs. Read
(Quinté), Kaulbach, 372; Messrs. McKay,
Kaulbach, Primrose, 373; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Primrose, McKay, Macdonald (B.C.), 37,1;
Messrs. Macdonald (B.C.), Kaulbach, 375 ;
Messrs. Ogilvie, Kaulbach, McKay. 376;
Messrs. McKay, Kaulbach, Vidal, 377;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Vidal, 378; Mr. Bellerose,
379; Mr. Gowan, 380; Mr. Bellerose, 380-83;
Messrs. Ogilvie, Bellerose, 383. M. (Mr.
Scott) for adjt. of debate, 383.

Debate resumed, 384; proper place on Order
paper discussed, 383-4; Mr. Scott, 384-6;
Messrs. Macdonald (B. C.), Scott, 386 ;
Messrs. Read (Quinté), Scott, 387; Messrs.
Ogilvie, Scott, Read (Quinté), Mclnnes (B.
C.), Kaulbach, 388; Messrs. Kaulbach, Scott,
Read, 389; Messrs. Bowell, Scott, Poirier,
390; Messrs. McInnes (B.C.), Scott, Power,
Dever, Macdonald(B.C.), 391; Messrs. Boul-
ton, Scott, Angers, Macdonald, Kaulbach,
392; Mr. Scott, 392-4; Messrs. Angers,
Ogilvie, Scott, 394; Messrs. MeInnes, Scott,
Masson, 395; Messrs. Macdonald, Mclnnes,
Scott, Bellerose, Kaulbach, 396; Messrs.
Power, Mcinnes, Kaulbach, Scott, 397;
Messrs. McInnes, Kaulbach, Landry, Scott,
Macdonald, 398; Messrs. Read (Quinté),
Scott, DeBoucherville, 399; Messrs. Scott,
Read, 400; Messrs. McInnes (B.C.), Scott,
Read (Quinté), Power, 401; Messrs. Mac-
donald (B. C.), Power, McInnes (B.C.), Prim-
rose, 403; Messrs. Almon, Power, McInnes
(B.C.), Poirier, Vidal, 404; m. (Mr. Power)
that debate be adjourned, 405. M. agreed
to, 405.

Explanation from Printing Bureau presented
(Mr. Bowell) that no delay had occurred in
printing the papers, 406.

Resumed debate, proper place on Order paper
discussed : Messrs. Power, Bowell, 406.

Debate resumed, 408; remarks: Mr. Power,
408-410; Messrs. Kaulbach, Power, Scott,
410; Messrs. Macdonald (B. C.), Power,
McKay, 411; Mr. Power, 411-413; Mr.
Prowse, 413-414; Messrs. Power, Prowse,
414; Mr. Power, 415; Messrs. Provse, Power,
Dickey, 416; Messrs. Boulton, Dickey,
McInnes, 417; Messrs. McCallum, Dickey,
Power, Kaulbach, McInnes, 418; Messrs.
Boulton, Kaulbach, Scott, 419; Messrs.
Boulton, Poirier, 420; Messrs. Scott, Boulton,
421; Messrs. Kaulbach, Boulton, Bellerose,
422; Messrs. Bellerose, Kirchhoffer, Scott,

Dillon, James St. G., Divorce B.-Continued.
McKay, Kaulbach, O'Donohoe, 423; Messrs.
McKay, O'Donohoe, 424; M. (Mr. O'Dono-
hoe) to re-comnit Report for further ques-
tions, 425 ; remarks Mr. Kaulbach, 425; m.
(Mr. Clemow) that debate be adjourned till
Tuesday next, 425 ; remarks: Messrs. Power,
Bowell, 425. M. agreed to, 425.

On Order for resuming Debate on adoption of 14th
Report of Com. Renarks : Mr. Clemow,428-
31; Messrs. Bellerose, O'Donohoe, McInnes
(B.C.), 431 ; Messrs. Bellerose, Read (Quinté),
Angers, McInnes, McKindsey, O'Donohoe,
Power, Ahron, respecting whether notice of
Mr. O'Donohoe's Ant. was given, 433;
Messrs. Kaulbach, McInnes (B.C.), the
Speaker, Poirier, Angers, 434; Amt., as
read by Mr. O'Donohoe, m. (Mr. Landry,
433 ; renarks : Mr. Read (Quinté), 433;
Mr. Kirchhoffer, 434; Mr. Power, 435;
Mr. Kirchhoffer, 435-7 ; Messrs. Power,
Kirchhoffer, 437-8; Messrs. Dever, Kirch-
hoffer, 439 ; Mr. Poirier, 440 ; Messrs.
Poirier, McCallum, Kirchhoffer, 441: Messrs.
Belletose, Poirier, 442; Mr. Poirier, 442-4;
Messrs. McCalluin, Vidal, 444; Messrs.Scott,
Vidal, Power, Bellerose, 445; Messrs. Vidal,
Bellerose, 446 ; Mr. Bellerose, 446-7 ; Messrs.
Scott, Bellerose, Macdonald (Victoria), 448;
Messrs. Reesor, Poirier, 449; Messrs. McIn-
nes, Reesor, Scott, 450; Messrs. Scott, Reesor,
Ogilvie, Power, 451; Messrs. Bowell, Power,
Read (Quinté), McKay, 452; Messrs. McIn-
nes (B.C.), Power, Poirier, O'Donohoe, 453;
Messrs. McInnes, Bellerose, Poirier, Dever,
454; Messrs. O'Donohoe, Prowse, 455; Mr.
Perley, 456; Messrs. Kaulbach, Mclnnes,
457; Messrs. Kauilbach, Boulton, 458; Messrs.
Scott, Almon, 459. Amt. rejected (C. 22, N.-
C. 25), 459. M. for adoption of Report re-
jected by following vote : (C. 23, N.-C. 24),
460.

On Notice of M., consideration of the Com. Re-

ort. Remarks: Messrs. Clemow, Miller,
ickey, Angers, 482. M. allowed to stand

till Wednesday next, 482.

Consideration of 14th Report of Com. m. (Mr.
Clemow), 514; remarks: Messrs. Angers, Mil-
ler, 514; Messrs. Macdonald (B.C.), Miller,
Scott, Angers, 515; Messrs. Miller, Angers,
516; Messrs. Masson, Bellerose, Power, 517;
Sir Frank Smith, 517; Messrs. Angers,
Power, Vidal, Kaulbach, Clemow, Reesor,
McInnes (B.C.), 518 ; Messrs. Bowell, Kirch-
hoffer, Clemow, 519; leave asked to have M.
amended to include Minority Report (Mr.
Clemow), 519 ; remarks : Messrs. Kaul-
bach, Clemow, Scott, 519; Ant. m. (Mr.
Scott), for three months' hoist, 520 ; remarks :
Messrs. Bowell, Scott, Dickey, Masson, An-
gers, Boulton, McKay, 520; Amt. rejected
(C. 23, N.-C. 29), 520-1. Original motion car-
ried on same division, 521.

On Order for consideration of 14th Report of Com.,
adoption of Majority Report m. (Mr. Clemow)
614. Remarks : Messrs. Clenow, Kaulbach,
Almon, McInnes (B.C.), Power, 614; con-
sideration of Report postponed, 614.

Adoption n. (Mr. Clemow), 616; Amt. m. (Mr.
Landry), 616 ; division on the Amt., which re-
jected (C. 20, N.-C. 22), 616; m. (Mr. Bellerose)
that Report be referred back to Coni. to insert
cl. precluding re-marriage, 616. Remarks:
Messrs. Scott, Bellerose, McInnes, Prowse,
616; Messrs. Scott, Power, Bowell, Read,
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Dillon, James St. G., Divorce B.--Continned. DIVISIONS-Continued.
Kaulibach, 617; Messrs. Kirchhoffer, Scott,
Bellerose, Prowse, Bowell, Macdonald (B.C.),
Mclnnes, 618; Messrs. Allan, Bellerose, 619;
Amt. declared lost on a division, 619; Aint. m.
(Mr. Landry), 6 month' hoist, 619; division
on the Aimt., which rejected (C. 20, N.-C. 21),
619; Report adopted on a division, 619.

3rd R., 619.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 129.)

DIVISIONS :
Dillon Divorce B. (T).

On M. (Mr. Gowan) for adoption of report of
Divorce Com., 428; and Aint. (Mr. O'Donohoe)
that Report (with the Minority Report) be re-
committed for further questions, 431. The
saine Aint. (a ques. of Order having been
raised) i. by Mr. Landry, 433. Division
on the Amt., which rejected (C. 22, N.-C. 24),
459-60.

M. for adoption of Report rejected (C. 23, N.-C.
24), 460.

On M. (Mr. Clenow) for adoption of Com.'s Re-
port, 514 : Aint. i. (Mr. Scott) for three
months' "hoist," 519. Aimt. rejected (C. 23,
N. -C. 29), 520- 1.

On M. (Mr. Clenow) for adoption of Report, 616:
Ant. rn. (Mr. Landry) to re-connit for further
questions, 616 ; which rejected (C. 20, N. -C. 22),
616. Aint. n. (Mr. Landry) for 6 nonths'
" hoist," 619. Aint. rejected (C. 20, N.-C. 21),
619.

The Report was then adopted " on a division."

France, Tre«(ty iwith, ratißcation, B. (147).
On M. (Mr. Angers) for 2nd R.-Amt. w. (Mr.

Boulton) to return Treaty to Imperial Govt. for
further negotiations, 767; which rejected (C. 5,
N.-C. 30), 795.

Amt. i. (Mr. McCallun), six nonths' "hoist,"
798; which rejected (C. 5, N.-C. 28), 798.

M. for 2nd R. carried "on saine division revers-
ed," 798.

Insoi rency Act, 1894 ; B. (C).
In Coin. of the W.--On 3rd cl. : Amt. mi. (Mr. Mc-

Kindsey) tosubstituteacl., dividingdebtorsinto
two classes, with regulations as to receiving
orders in each class, 553. Amt. m. (Mr. Power)
Act not to apply to any persons other than
traders as herenafter defined, 557. Aint. to the
Ait. adopted (C. 23, N.-C. 16), 562.

Again in Coin.-On el. 35: Amt. i. (Mr. Miller)
to substitute "one-half " for " two-thirds,"591;
which adopted (C. 19, N.-C. 18), 600.

On el. 61: Amt. l. (Mr. Bellerose) to substitute
therefor cl. 62 of the original B. (claims based
upon negotiable instruments on which insolvent
is indirectly liable), 603; which rejected (C. 11,
N.-C. 19), 603.

On M. (Mr. Bowell) for 3rd R.-Ant. ni. (Mr.
Power) ta substitute "two-thirds " for " one-
half " in 35th cl., 604; which rejected (C. 23,
N.-C. 26), 608.

Amît. m. (Mr. McCallum), six months' "hoist,"
613 ; which rejected (C. 9, N.-C. 36), 613.

Internail Economy Coi. Report.
Consideration of 3rd Report of Standing Com. on

Internal Economy, &c.
On M. (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.) to re-commit, with

instructions for an increase of Postmaster's
salary, 655. Division on the Amt., which
adopted (C. 27, N. -C. 6), 660.

Lord's Day, better obnscranec of, B. (2).
On M. (Mr. Allan) for 2nd R.-Amt. w. (Mr.

Alion) six months' "ihoist," 567. Aint.
adopted (C. 22, N.-C. 13), 579.

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B. (59).
On M. (Mr. Tassé) for 3rd R.-Ant. w. (Mr.

Power) restricting elevat-d line, in city, to pas-
senger traffic, 622; which rejected (C. 7, N.-C.
39), 627.

DIVORCE CoMMIrrEE ANI) CASES.
Adoption of el. of Report of Com. of Selection,

nominating Special Coin., li. (Mr. Bowell) and
agreed to*, 98.

For the Reports-S e the respective cases as follows:
" Balfour, James."
" Dilon, James St. George."
" I)owney, Caroline J."
" Filnan, Joshua N."
",Johnson, Orlando G. R."
"Piper, William S. "
"Thompson, .oseph.'

DIVORCE COURTS, ESTABLISHMIENT OF.

Strongly urged, in the debates on :
" Dillon, James St. G., Divorce B." (above).

Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co. (Ltd.); acqui-
sition of rights of Windsor and Anna-
polis Ry. Co. ; purchase of Yarmouth
and Annapolis Ry..; issue of bonds,
&c. ; B. (50).-Mr. Poicer.

Introduced*, 347.
2nd R. li. (Mr. Power), 350; Bill explained

(Mr. Power), 351; M. agreed to, 350; and
Bill read 2nd time, 350.

3rd R.*, 460.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 69.)

Dominion Burglary Guarantee Co. (Ltd.);
additional powers ; insurance of
goods in transit ; electric wire pro-
tection service, &c. ; B. (27).-Mr. Mc-
Milla n.

lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McCalluin), 481. M. agreed to,

482.
2nd R., 482.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 121.)

Dominion Elections Act Amt. ; Algoma,
Nipissing, Gaspé, Cariboo, Returning
Officers to fix dates ; new form of
ballot, &c. ; B. (128).-Mr. Angers.
lst R., 864.
2nd R. lit. (Mr. Angers) and agreed to, 864.
In Com. of the W.; on cl. 1 : Messrs. Power,

Angers, Kaulbach, 869; cl. adopted, 869.
On cl. 4: Mr. Power, 869; cl. adopted, 869; B.

reported (Mr. Clemow), without amt., 869.
3rd R., 869.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 13.)

Dominion Gas and Electric Co. Incorp.
B. (77).-Mr. Bernier.

1st R.*, 426.
2nd R. w. (Mr. Bernier), 480; M. agreed to, 480.
3rd R.*, 550.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 110.)
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Dominion Lands Act Amt.; settlers on
School lands before survey, rights
confirmed; selection of other School
lands instead; B. (160).-Mr. Anwers.
lst R.*, 774.
2nd R. iti. (Mr. Angers, 798; remarks: Messrs.

Lougheed, Angers, Power, 799; M. agreed
to, 799.

3rd R. ii. (Mr. Angers), 799; M. agreed to, 799.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 26.)

DOMINION LANDS LEGISLATION.

In Speech from the Throne, 4.
In mn. the Address in reply (Mr. Ferguson, P. E.I.),

13; in the debate: Mr. Kaulbach, 53.
(Sec the above Bill.)
See also " Land in the Terries. B."

Dominion Notes Act Amt. ; additional
$5.000,000 issue authorized; B. (165).
-- fr. A nyers.

lst R.*, 840.
2nd R. (t. by Mr. Bowell)*, 854.
In Coin. of the W.: Mr. Scott, 859 60; Messrs.

Bowell, Kaulbach, Scott, 860; B. reported
(Mr. Clemow) without amt., 860.

3rd R.*, 860.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 21).

- Deficiency of small notes ; larger issue
withdrawal of old and filthy notes : discussed in
Com. on the above B.

Dominion Women's Christian Temper-
ance Union Incorp. B. (56).-Mr. Vidai.
Introduced*, 308.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Vidal), 332. M. agreed to,

333; and B. read 2nd time, 333.
3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 127.)

Downey, Caroline J., Divorce B. (E).-Mr.
Clemto e.

lst Report of Divorce Coin., presented (Mr.
Gowan), reporting service sufficient, 111;
adoption it., 112; postponement suggested
(Mr. Power), 112; consideration to-morrow
M. (Mr. Gowan) and agreed to, 112.

2nd R.*, 274.
On order for consideration of 10th Report of

Coni.; remarks: (Mr. Gowan), evidence not
yet printed; M. for postponement of con-
sideration, 289; M. agreed to, 289.

Adoption of Report ii. (Mr. Gowan), 308; re-
marks: (Mr. Gowan), that evidence is suffi-
cient, 308 ; M. agreed to, 308 ; B. 3rd R., 308.

Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 130.)

DRAWBACK ON BRIDGES FOR C. P. R., BILL. See
" C. P. R."

DRUMMOND COUNTY RY., sUBSIDY. See:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

Duluth, Nepigon and James Bay Ry. Co.
Incorp. B. (37).-Mr. Perley.
Introduced*, 299.
2nd R. (t. by Mr. Ferguson, Niagara)*, 310.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Dickey)*, 366.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 70.)

DUTIES OF CUSTOMS ACT. See " Customs."

Edmonton Street B
-Mr. Lougheed.
lst R.*, 687.
2nd R.*, 691.
3rd R.*, 705.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 71.)
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y. Co. Incorp. B. (23)

ELEcTIONS (BALLOT) IN N.W.T. Aec:
" N.W.T. Representation Act Aint. B."

ELECTIONs, BRIBERY AT. See:

"Voters who have taken bribes, &c., B."

ELECTIONs, Do3riNioN, ACT AMT. Sec " Dominion."

Electoral Franchise Act further Amt.;
Voters' Lists to be revised under Re-
distribution Act, &c. ; B. (143). -Mr.
Boirell.
lst R.*, 869.
2nd R.*, 869.
3rd R.*, 869.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 12.)

Electric Light Inspection Act; B. (118).-
Mr. Boweell.

1st R. *, 676.
2nd R. ti. (Mr. Angers), 693; remarks : Mr.

Scott, 693; Messrs. Angers, Scott, Allan,
694; Messrs. Clemow, Angers, Power, 695;
Kaulbach, Power, McInnes, Angers, 696;
Messrs. Mclnnes, Angers, 697; Messrs.
MaclInes (Burlington), Perley, Primrose,
698; Messrs. Mclnnes, Primrose, Power,
699. M. agreed to, 699.

In Coin. of the W. ; remarks: Messrs. Angers,
Power, Clemow, 741; Messrs. Drummond,
Angers, Kaulbach, Dever, Clemow, Ogilvie,
742. On el. 2: Messrs. Power, Angers, Scott,
Reesor, 743. CI. adopted, 743.

On cl. 4 : Messrs. Power, Drumimond, 743. CI.
adopted, 743.

On el. 5: Megsrs. Drumnond, Clemow, Angers,
Power, Sullivan, and Ant. te. (Mr. Drum-
mond), 743; Amt. agreed to. and clause as
amended adopted, 743. Mr. Ogilvie, from
Coim., reported progress, and asked leave to sit
again, 743.

In C. of the W., resuned: on cil. 4, Messrs. Drum-
mond, Angers, 745; Messrs. Lougheed,
Angers, 746. CI. adopted, 746.

On cl. 7: Messrs. Angers, Power, Drummond, 746.
CI. adopted, 746.

On cl. 12: Messrs. Clemow, Angers, 746. Aint. tn.
(Mr. Power), 746. Amt. agreed to' 746.

On cl. 15: Messrs. Drunmond, Angers; Amt. ii.
(Mr. Drummond), 746. CI. as amd. was
adopted, 746.

On el. 16: Messrs. Lougheed, Kaulbach, Angers,
746; Messrs. Power, Lougheed, Drummuond,
747. CI. adopted, 747.

On cl. 19: Messrs. Lougheed, Clemow, Drummond,
747 ; Amt. tt. (Mr. Angers) and agreed to, 747.
Cl. as amended was adopted, 747.

On cl. 23: Amt. te. (Mr. Drummond), and re-
marks: Messrs. Sullivan, Drummond, Loug-
heed, 747. Amt. agreed to, and cl. as amended
was adopted, 747.

On cl. 37: Messrs. Clemow, Sullivan, Drummond,
747; Power, Lougheed, Clemow, Drummond,
748. CI. adopted, 748. B. reported fron
Com. (Mr. Ogilvie) with Amts., which con-
curred in, 748.

3rd R.*, 751.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 39.)
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ELECTRIC RYs., SHELTER FOR MOTORMEN. SeC:
"Railway Act Amt. B."

Electrical Measures, Units established;
B. (117).-Mr. Boieell.
lst R.*, 639.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 699; Motion agreed,

to, 699.
In Coin. of the W.: Messis. Angers, Cleinow,

863; Messrs. Kaulbach, MacInnes (Burling-
ton), 864 ; B. reported (Mr. Desjardins) with-
out ant., 864.

3rd R., 864.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 38.)

Elgin and Havelock
(40).-Mr. Dever.
Introduced*, 347.
2nd R.*, 362.
3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 72.)

Ry. Co. Incorp. B.

ELK ANn KOOTENAY RIVERS TO COAL CREEK, Ry.,
subsidy. See:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."

ENGLAND, FAST LINE TO. See "Ocean Steamship."

Erie and Huron Ry. Co.; extension of
time; powers as to docks, elevators,
&c.; B. (81).- Ir. McKindsey.
1st R.*, 499.
2nd R.*, 526.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Vidal)*, 580.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 73.)

ERIE AND NIAGARA RAILROAD, AOREEMENT. Sec:
" Canada Southern Ry. Co.'s B."

EUROPEAN AND N.A. RY., CONNECTING LINE. Sece:
" Elgin and Havelock Ry. Co. Incorp. B."

EVIDENCE BEFORE SENATE OR COIMîONS. See:
" Parlianentary Witnesses Oaths B."

EXCISE. Sec " Inland Revenue." Also:
" Tariff and Trade matters " (generally).

EXPORTS AND IMPORTS. Sce "Tariff and Trade
matters."

FARMERS, PROTEt'ION FOR, &C.

Remarks on 2nd R. of Iron and Steel bounties B.:
Messrs. Power, Scott, Boweil, 867.

FEDERATION, COLON[AL.

Remarks in debate on the Address : Mr. Scott, 22.

FEMALES, HOUSEs OF REFUGE, B. See " Ontario."

Filman, Joshua N., Divorce B. (M).-Mr.
Cleimow.
Ist R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 289.
Adoption of Report of Divorce

of B., i. (Mr. Gowan), 343.
343.

3rd R.*, 343.
A ssert, 883.
(57--58 Viet., cap. 131.f

Coin., in favour
Report adopted,

FIRE INSURANCE Bs. Sec "Insurance."

FISCAL POLICY. See " Tariff and Trade matters."

Pish Creek, Alberta, Irrigation privi-
leges; B. (J).-Mr. Lougheed.

1st R.*, 205.
On order for 2nd R., explanation (Mr. LUugheed)

that B. has been postponed in anticipation of
the Govt. bringing down a general irrigation
B., 274-5; M. (Mr. Lougheed) for further
postponenent, 275; M. agreed to, 275.

Sec, subsequently, " N.W.T., Irrigation B."

Fisheries Act further Amt.; killing fish by
explosives prohibited ; lobster pack-
ing regulations • Sunday lifting of
nets ; sawdust throwing into rivers;
penaities; flsh propagation, &c., &c.;
B. (145).-Mr. Angers.

lst R.*, 692.
2nd R. mn. (Mr. Angers), 704. Remarks: Mr.

Power, 704. M. agreed to, 704.
In Com. of the W., remarks: Mr. Angers, 705;
. Messrs. Kaulbach, Angers, Macdonald

(B.C.), 706. On 3rd cl.: Mr. Power, 706;
Messrs. Angers, Power, 707. CI. adopted,
707.

On 5th cl. : Messrs. Power, Allan, 707; Messrs.
Kaulbaeh, Power, Angers, Reesor, Primrose,
708; and Amit. m. (Mr. Power), 708, which
declared lost. 708.

On sub-cl. 5: Mr. Power, 708; Messrs. Angers,
Power, Kaulbach, Primrose, Boulton, 709;
Amt. i. (Mr. Power), 710. Ant. declared
lost, 710.

On sub-cl. 10: Messrs. Power, Angers, Kaulbach,
Allan, 710 ; Messrs. Power, Sir Frank Smith,
Reesor, 711; Messrs. Power, Reesor, Robi-
taille, Sir Frank Smith, Kaulbach, 712; Sir
Frank Smith, Power, Angers, Primrose, The
Speaker, Kauilbach, Lougheed, 713; Mr.
Kaulbach, 714. Sub-cl. adopted, 714.

On sub-cl. 11: Messrs. Power, Angers, 714. Sub-cl.
adopted, 714.

On sub-cl. 12: Messrs. Power, Reesor, Dever, 714;
Messrs. Allan, Primro.,e, Sir Frank Smith,
Reesor, Poirier, 715 ; Messrs. Power, Poirier,
Lougheed,Dever, Prinrose, 716; cl. adopted,
716.

On cl. 4 : Mr. Power, 716; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Angers, Power, Dever, 717 ; Messrs. Dever,
Power, Kaulbach, Poirier, Lougheed, 718;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Angers, Dever, Power,
Poirier, 719; Messrs. Angers, Dever, 720.
Cl. postponed, 720.

On el. 6: Mr. Clemow, 720; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Poirier, Angers, 721 ; Messrs. Angers, Power,
Perley, 722; Messrs. Kaulbach, Angers,
Clemow, Allan, Power, Lougheed, 723;
Messrs. Clemow, Power, Sir Frank Smith,
Kaulbach, Allan, 724; Messrs. Angers,
Clenow, Kaulbach, 725; (Mr. Macdonald,
B.C.), from Coin., reported progress, and
asked leave to sit again, 725.

In Com. of the W., resuhed: Messrs. Angers,
Power, Kaulbach, 727; Messrs. Angers,
Kaulbach, Dever, Power, 728; Amt. nt. (Mr.
Power), 728; Messrs. Angers, Dever, Power,
729; Aint. adopted, 729; Messrs. Angers, De-
ver, Perley, 729; Messrs. Clemow, Angers,
Kaulbach, 730; Messrs. Scott, Angers, 731;
Messrs. Ogilvie, Scott, 732; Messrs. Angers,
Clemow, 733; Messrs. Dever, Power, Angers,
Primrose, 734; Messrs. Angers, Primrose,
Clemow, Reesor, Sir Frank Smith, Dever,
Kaulbach, 735; el. adopted, 735.

On cl. 8: Mr. Power, 735 ; Messrs. Angers, Power,
Dever, Kaulbach, 736; Mr. Angers, 737; cl.
adopted, 737.
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Fisheries Act Amt.-Continned.

On cl. 9: Messrs. Power, Reesor, Kaulbach,
Angers, 737; Messrs. Power, Angers, Kaul-
bach, Drummond, Prinrose, 738; Messrs.
Scott, Power, Ogilvie, Primrose, Angers, 739;
Messrs. Clenow, Scott, Angers, Kaulbach,
Power, Dever, 740; B. reported from Com.
(Mr. Perley) with Amnts., which concurred in,
740.

Notice of M. (Mr. Angers), 740; Amt. m. (Mr.
Power), 740; remarks: Messrs. Clemow,
Angers, Power, 740. M. agreed to, 740.

3rd R. rn. (Mr. Angers), 744 ; Aint. m. (Mr.
Power), 744; remarks: Mr. Kaulbach, 744;
Mr. Angers, 745; Amt. agreed to, 745. Amt.
ii. (Mr. Power), 745; remarks: Mr. Angers,
745; Amt. declared lost on division, 745. B.
as and. was read 3rd timte and passed.

Assent, 884.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 51.)

FIsHERY, SEAL. Sec "Behring Sea."

FITZGERALD, HON. N., oF VICTORIA.
Introduction (Mr. Bowell) and invitation to seat

near Throne, 639.

Fox, SIR D., REPORT OF. See "P.E.I."

FRANCE, STEAMSHIP SERVICE. Sec debate on follow-
ing Bills :

"France, Treaty with, ratification B."
" Ocean Steamship Subsidies Act Amt. B."

FRANCE, THE LATE PRESIDENT CARNOT.
Invitation to Senate to attend Funeral, announced

(the Speaker); remarks (Mr. Bowell), 635.

France, Treaty with, ratification of; B.
(147).-Mr. Angers.

lst R.*, 725.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 754; Debate: Messrs.

Power, Dever, Angers, 755; Messrs. Sullivan,
Angers, MeMillan, Lougheed, 756; Messrs.
Dever, Angers, Tassé, Boulton, McCallum,
757; Messrs. Power, Angers, Boulton,
Clemow, Tassé, 758; Messrs. Tassé, Angers,
Poirier, Boulton, Power, 759 ; Messrs. Boul-
ton, Angers, McCallum, Desjardins, 760;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Scott, McCallum, 762;
Messrs. Scott, Tassé, Power, Angers, Boul-
ton, Dever, Sir Frank Smith, 763; Messrs.
Angers, Scott, Dever, Drunmond, Boulton,
764; Messrs. Drummond, Scott, Angers,
Price, Robitaille, Sir Frank Smith, 765 ;
Messrs. Scott, Tassé, Angers, Ogilvie, Des-
jardins, Sir Frank Smith, 766.

Aint. w. (Mr. Boulton) to return Treaty to
Imperial Govt. for further negotiations, 767 ;
remarks and debate : Messrs. Boulton,
Angers, Kaulbach, 767; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Boulton, Angers, Dever, Sir Frank Smith,
769; Messrs. Angers, Boulton, Dever, Power,
Kaulbach, 770; Messrs. Boulton, Dever, Sir
Frank Smith, 771; Messrs. Angers, Boulton,
Dever, 773; Messrs. Angers, Boulton, 774.

Debate resumed: Mr. Boulton, 774; Messrs.
Dever, Boulton, Kaulbach, 775; Messrs.
Dever, Boulton, 776-7; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Boulton, 778 ; Messrs. Power, Kaulbach, 779;
Messrs. Angers, Kaulbach, 780; Messrs.
Boulton, Kaulbach, Dever, 781; Messrs.
Power, Angers, Dever, 782; Messrs. Boul-
ton, Dever, Drummond, 783; Messrs. Boul-
ton, Drummond, 784; Messrs. Tassé, Boul-
ton, Drunmond, 785; Messrs. Angers, Dever,
Drummond, Power, 786; Messrs. Burns,
Power, Angers, 787; Messrs. Power, Boni.

France, Treaty with-Continued.
ton, Burns, 788; Messrs. Burns, Boulton,
Angers, 790; Messrs. Read (Quinté), Boul-
ton, Angers, Power, Sir Frank Smith, 791;
Messrs. Ogilvie, Power, Angers, Dever, 792;
Messrs. Burns, Power, 793; Messrs. Power,
Poirier, 794: Amt. of Mr. Boulton was
rejected on a division (C. 5, N.-C. 30), 795;
Messrs. McCallum, Angers, 795; Messrs.
McCallum, Kaulbach, Sir Frank Smith, 796;
Messrs. McCallum, Kaulbach, 797, 798.

Amt. ii. (Mr. McCallum) for 6 months " hoist,"
which rejected on a division (C. 5, N.-C. 28),
798.

In Coi. of the W.; on schedule "A": Mr.
Power, 823; Mr. Angers, 824: schedule
adopted, 824; remarks: Messrs. Scott,
Angers, McCallum, Dever, 824; Messrs.
Kaulbach, McCalluim, Angers, 825; B. re-
ported (Mr. Desjardins) without Amt., 825.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 840; remarks: Mr.
Tassé, 840-2; Messrs. Boulton, Tassé, Power,
Burns, 842; Mr. Angers, 843; m. (Mr.
Angers) that debate be adjourned, 843; M.
agreed to, 843. -

Debate resumed, 843 ; Mr. Tassé, 843-4 ; Messrs.
Power, Tassé, 844; Messrs. Boulton, Tassé,
845; Messrs. Boulton, Tassé, Bowell, Kaul-
bach, 846; Messrs. Snowball, Tassé, 847 ;
Messrs. Boulton, Tassé, Power, 848; Messrs.
Angers, Tassé, Bowell, 849; Mr. Tassé,
849-52; M. agreed to, 852.

3rd R., 852.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 2.)

Reference to ratification of the Treaty, made in

Speech from the Throne, at prorogation, 884.

FRANCHISE ACT AMT. Sec:

"Electoral Franchise."

FRANCHISE, BRIBED VOTERS. Sece:

" Voters who have taken bribes, &c., B."

Fraudulent sale or marking, restraint of;
white lead, Paris green, honey, vin-
egar; B. (123).-Mr. Angers.

lst R.*, 686.
2nd R. w. (Mr. Angers), 699; remarks: Messrs.

Sullivan, Angers, 699. M. agreed to, 700.

In Coin. of the W. ; on the schedule: Amt. m. (Mr.
Angers), and agreed to, 799; Mr. Kaulbach,
Amt. u. (Mr. Angers), and agreed to, 799;
B. reported from Coin. (Mr. Boulton), with
an Amt., which concurred in, 799.

3rd R.*, 800.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 37.)

--- See also " Figheries Act Amt. B." (branding
of cases of lobsters).

FREE TRAEi. Sec " Tariff and Trade matters."

FREIGHT RATES, C.P.R. .
" Cancdian Pacific Railw

French River Boom
(100).-Mr. Clemtow.

lst R.*, 692.
2nd R.*, 692.
3rd R.*, 744.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 107.)

Go. (Ltd.) Incorp. B.
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FRENCH TRANSLATION, OF BILLS, &C.
M. (Mr. Bowell) for 2nd R. of Montreal Harbour

Comnissrs. B., on the understanding that it be
printed in both languages before going into Coin.,
227 renarks: Messrs. DeBoucherville, Power,
228 and Mr. Bowell m. that Order be dis-
charged, 228.

Remarks (Mr. Bowell) on m. 2nd R. of Insolvency
B., that corps of translators is too weak, 229.

Internal Economy Coin. Report presented (Mr.
McKay), recommending employmnent of tem-
porary translators, 250. Renarks (Mr. Power)
that Report does not enbody Com.'s recoin-
mendation, as it restricts translators to Bill
work, 250. At Mr. Angers's suggestion, the Re-
port as it stood wasadopted inthe ineantine, 250.

M. (Mr. Bowell) authorizing Clerk to enploy trans-
lators as necessary, irrespective of Bs., 272; M.
agreed to, 273.

Mr. Allan having asked consent for m. 2nd R. of
" Youthful Offenders, punishment B.," Mr.
Masson, while not objecting to this B., said in
future he would object to every B. unless printed
in French, 300-301.

Internal Econony Coin., 3rd Report, appt. of ad-
ditional translator recommended: adoption m.,
with remarks (Mr. McKay), 649; Report adopted,
660.

FUNERALS OF DECEASF) SENATORS.

G

f3

G

G:

4:

GRAN) TRUNK Ry., CONSTRUCTION-referred to in:
"Hudson Bay Ry. construction B. (-)," debate.

LEASING OR AMALGAMATING POWERS. Sec:
" Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B."
"St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co. 's B."

GREAT BRITAIN, FAST LINE TO. See "Ocean Stean-
ship."

__- TRADE WITH. Sec " Tariff and Trade."

GREAT EASTERN RY. CO., AGREEMErNT-i :

"Atlantic and Lake Superior Ry. Co.'s B."

GREAT NORTHERN Ry., CONNECTION, &C. Sec:
" Montreal Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B."

TWO SUBSIDIES. Se(':
" Railways, subsidies to, B.'

GREAT NORTH-WEST CENTRAL Ry. Co.
Ingy. (Mr. Perley), intention of further construction

this sum:ner, and whether land grant will lapse,
635.

Reply (Mr. Bowell), no knowledge as to construc-
tion proceeding; ques. of grant lapsing is before
Justice Dept., 635.

GRO>E ELECTRIC SERVICE, PURCHASE OF. See:
"onminion Burglary Guarantee Co. 's B."

Payment of funeral expenses in Ottawa, of the Guelph Junction R Co tie for con-
late Senators Flint and Glasier. M. (Mr. Bowell) struction extend
for payment, with remarks on precedents, &c. : ries
Messrs. Bowell, O'Donohoe, 687 ; Messrs. Bowell, îst R.

4
, 365.

Power, 688; M. agreed to, 688. 2nd R. *, 408.

AGNON, M., SESSIONAL MESSENGER. SC: 3rd R., 460.
AGNOSAssent, 882.

"InteraG Economy Coin.,u" 3rd Report. Jn(57-58 Viet., ap. 75.)

'AIE PRESERVATIOS r% TERRITORIES, B. Sec: Harbour Masters Act Amt. )power to
"North-west (tTnorganized. Territories)," B. appoint Deputy Harbour Masters; B.

(A).-r. Borlil.
See aso " Buffalo " and " Prairie chicen." Introden ed and lst R. 48. (Mr. Bowei), Bil ex-

p3ained, 86; M. agreed to, 86.
'ARNEAE, MaI., SALAItI 0F. SC: 2nd R. mn. (Mr. Bowell) and agreed to, 87.

Iternai Economy Coin., " 3rd Report. In Coîn. of the W. sud reported (Mr. Vidai) with-
ont ant., 89.

ASPESIA R. Co., AGREEMENT. Se: 3rd R.*, 0.
"Métis, Matanie & Gaspé Ry. Co. Incorp. B." Assent, 882.

(57-58 Vict., :cap. 75.)

ENERAL INSPECTION ACT A T. (HAY). Sec: (ar -58 M st er ct m . O r

"Inspection, Generai, Act, Aint. oi, Harbours, Publit; Govt. may procsaim
(ny water area, extend area of exit-

IBS, MR., SALARY OF. Se ing public harbours, ake regula-
" Internal Economv Com., " 3rd Report tions, &c.; B. Boi-il.

Gleichen, Beaver Lake & Victoria Ry. Co.
Incorp. B. (57).--Mr. Perley,.
lst R.*, 704.
2nd R.*, 704.
3rd R.*, 727.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 74.)

GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION, LATENESs, &C'. Sec "Legis-
lation."

GOVERNMENT, MEMBERS OF, DIFFERING. Sec Commons
Ants. to:

"Insurance Act further Amt. B."

GOVERNORS-GENERAL AND IPERIA L PROMOTIONS.

Introduced and explained, 228.
2nd R., 275 : renarks: Messrs. Bowell, Power,

275 ; Messrs. Dever, Wark, Kaulbach, 276.
In Coin. of W.: B. reported (Mr. Ferguson,

P.E.I.) without amt., 277.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Bowell); renarks: Messrs. Bowell,

Power, 277 ; Mr. Power, 278; M. agreed to
and B. read 3rd time aind passed, 278.

Concurrence in H. of C. Amts. to B. m. (Mr.
Bowell), 580. M. agreed to, 581.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 47.)

See also the following separate Bills:
"Montreal Harbour Commrs. Acts consolid. B."
"Pictou Harbour (New Glasgow Wharf), B."

Remarks in debate on Address: Mr. Scott, 16; ý HARVEY BRANCH Ry., SCBSIDY. Sec:
Mr. Bowell, 23. " Railways, subsidies to, B."

GOVERNORS-GENERAL, PERSONAL REMARKS. Sec: HAVELOCK, CONNECTION WITH I. C. R., RY., SUBSIDY.

bd th E of" A iw si SeB:
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HAY, INSPECTION OF, PROVISION FOR. See:

" Inspection, General, Act, Aint. B."

Holidays, law, Amt.; Labour Day estab-
lished; B. (106).--Mr. Boirell.
lst R.*, 615.
2nd R. li. (Mr. Bowell), 620; remarks: Mr.

Desjardins, 620. M. agreed to, 620; m. (Mr.
Bowell) that B. be read at length at the
Table, 620. M. agreed to, 620.

3rd R., 620.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 55.)

Homestead Exemption Act repealed;
similar Acts of N. W. T. Legislature
validated; B. (104).-Mr. Angers.
lst R.*, 615.
2nd R. li. (Mr. Angers), 620; remarks: Messrs.

Power, Angers, 620. M. agreed to, 620.
In Com. of the W. and reported from Coin. (Mr.

Dever), without amt.*, 627.
3rd R., 627.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 29.)

HONEY, ARTIFICIAL. See:

" Fraudulent sale or marking, B."
HUDSON BAY CO.'s LANDs-afected np :

" Railway subsidy (land) to C. P. R. Co., B."

HUDSON BAY ROUTE, FEASIBILITY OF.

Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Boulton,
70.

Attention called to (Mr. Ferguson, Niagara) with
inqy. whether any Reports since 1887, 206. De-
bate on history of Hudson Bay navigation, and
present feasibility of route: Mr. Ferguson, 206-
214; Messrs. Drumnond, Ferguson, 214; Mr.
Drumnond, 214-16; Mr. Ferguson, explanation
of previous remarks, 216; Mr. Kirchhoffer, 216-
220 ; Mr. Boulton, a comment, 220.

Reply (Mr. Angers) as to feasibility, and that there
are no recent Reports (except on James' Bay),
220- 221.

Reply to the Minister (Mr. Ferguson), surveys of
the Straits urged, 221-2.

Renark (Mr. Power) that this matter has been dis-
cussed on two or three occasions in Senate, 222.
Objection taken thereto (Mr. Ferguson), 222; ex-
planations and further remarks : Mr. Power,
222-3; Messrs. Angers, Bowell, Read (Quinté),
222; Messrs. Kaulbach, Ferguson, 223.

See also the two following Bills :

Hudson Bay Ry. ; construction as a
public work; B. (-).-Mr. Boulton.
Introduced, 266. B. explained (Mr. Boulton),

266- 270; ques., Mr. Miller, 270; Mr. Boulton,
270-1; remarks: Mr. McCallum, 271; Mr.
Boulton, 271-2; Messvs. Angers, Boulton,
Miller, Power, Kaulbach, that B. is not in
order, 272; the Speaker gives an opinion' that
the B. is out of order, 272.

See, subsequently, Bill (BB), below.

Hudson Bay Ry.; construction by Govts.
of Man. and N. W. T. ; B. (BB).--Mr.
Boulton.
See, previously, Bill (-), above.
Introduced*, 309.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Boulton), 466-8; remarks:

Messrs. Bowell, Boulton, McKay, Reesor,
468 ; Messrs. Miller, Boulton, Angers,
McKay, 469; Mr. Boulton, 469-71 ; Messrs.
Read (Quinté), Boulton, 471 ; Mr. Boulton,
471-3; Messis. Aàges; Boulton, Reesor

Hudson Bay Ry. Act-Continued.

McKay, Perley, 473; Messrs. Boulton,
Angers, 474; Messrs. Reesor, Boulton,
Kaulbach, 475; Amt. t. (Mr. Kaulbach) for 6
mnths' "hoist," 475 6; Mr. Perley, 476-7;
Mr. Boulton, 477 -8 ; Messrs. Bowell, Boulton,
478; Messrs. Perley, Bowell, Power, 479;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Boulton, Power ; Ant.
agreed to on a division, 480.

HULL, INTERPRoV INCIAL BRIDGE AT.
Remarks (Mr. Clemow) on 2nd R. of Ry. Subsidies

B., 867.

HULL, W. R., IRRIGATION PRIVILEGEs. Sec:
" Fish Creek, Alberta, Irrigation, B."

IMMIGRATION AND DOMINION LAND LAWS. Sce:
" Dominion Land Laws."

IMPERIAL PARLIAMENT, RECENT INQUIRIES IN. See:
" Behring Sea Award and Regulations."

IMPERIAL PROMOTIONS. See " Governors-General."

IMPORTS. Sec " Tariff and Trade matters."

IMPRISON3IENT OF CHILREN. Sec:
"Youthful Offenders, B."

INCORPORATION OF BOARDS OF TRADE. See:

" Boards of Trade Incorp. Act Aint. B."

INDEMNITY, ME MBERS', B. Sec:
"Sessional Indemnity."

Indian Act further Amt.; devising of
property; distribution of intestate
estates ; deposition of Chiefs, &c.; B.
(CC).-M r. Bowceli.

Introduced*, 309.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 343; B. explained

(Mr. Bowell), 343-347; remarks: Messrs.
Kaulbach, Bowell, Lougheed, respecting
validity of Indian wills, 347; M. agreed to
and B. read 2nd time, 347.

In Com. of the W. ; on 1st clause; reinarks: Mr.
Bowell, respecting provisions of B. 361.

On subsection 2 ; remarke : Messrs? Power,
Bowell, respecting Indian wills, 361 ; cl.
adopted, 361.

On subsection 8; remarks: Messrs. Bowell, Mac-
donald (B.C.), respecting difference between
B. and the old Act respecting land, 361 ;
Messrs. Vidal, Bowell, Macdonald (B.C.),
362; el. adopted, 362.

On cl. 2; remarks: Messrs. DeBoucherville,
Bowell, Vidal, respecting difference between
this section and the one that is to be repealed,
362; cl. adopted, 362.

On cl. 11 ; remarks: Messrs. Power, Bowell,
respecting power of Superintendent General
andlndian Dept. over Indians living off
reserves, 362; cl. adopted, 362; Mr. Long-
heed, from Com., reported B. with Amts.
which concurred in, 362.

3rd R.*, 364.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 32.)

INDIANS, CAUGHNAWAGA. See "Sault St. Louis
Seigniory B."

INDIANS, TWO, DEATH ENTENCE. See:

"Justice, administration of."
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Inland Revenue Act further Amt.; dis- Insolvency Act, 1894--Contitmed.
posal of penalties ; penalty for sale, .508; and Ait. ii. (Mr. McKindsey), 508;
&c. of unlawfully manufactured Messrs. Miller, McKindsey, McCaim, Scott,
spirits; excise duties on malt, &c. Sir Frank Smith, Dickey, ; Messrs.
B. (158).-Mr. Angers. Sith, Bowe, Miller, 510; Mesrs. Power,
1st R.*, 825. Miller, Smith, Kaulbach, McCaiim, 511;
2nd R. i. (Mr. Bowell) and agreed to, 852. Messrs. Smith, McCallum, and Amts.withd'n,
In Coin. of the W. -On 1st el., renarks: Mr. Messrs. McKindsey, Miller, 512; Ait. m.,

Bowell, cl. adopted, 852. B. not to apply to others than traders,
On 2nd cl.: Messrs. Bowell, Dever, 852; cl. (Mr. Power), 512; Mr. Ferguson, 512;

adopted, 853. Messrs. Pover, Ferguson, Reesor, 513; M.
On cl. 4.: Messrs. Bowell, Power, Dever, 853; agreed to, 513; Mr. Reed, from Coin., te-

Messrs. Dever, Bowell, 854; cl. adopted, ported progress and asked leave to sit again,
854; Bill reported f rom Coin. (Mr. Snowball) 513.
with an Aint., which ccncurred in, 854. In Con. of the W., resuned, 550; re arks:

3rd R., 854. Mr. Bowell, 550; Mr. Dickey, 551; after
Assent, 884. recess: Mesrs. MKindsey, Power, with-
(57-58 Vice., cap. 35.) drawing Aits., 5 D52; ci. 2 adopted, 552.

Insolvency Act, 1894; B. (S).-Mr. Bowell. On 3rd ci.: Aot. e. (Mr. MeKindsey), to substi-
tute new ci., dividing debtors into two

Reference to B., in Speech froiM the Throne, 4. classes, vith regns. as to receiving orders in
In d(-bate on the Address: Mr. Bernier, 84-6; each clas, 5523; reannrks: Mesrs. Miller,

Mr. Kaulbach, 47; Mr. Power, 45; Mr. McKindsey, Dever, Dickey, 553; Messrs.
Scott, 21. Macnnes (Burlington), Dickey. DeBoucher-

Inqy. (Mr. Read, Quinté) whether and wben B. ville, Belerose, 554; Messrs. Kaulbach, Mc-
wiil he introduced in Senate, 90. RepMy Kindsey, 555; Messrs. KauRbach, McKindsey,
(Mr. Bowell) yes, immediately, 90. McCaum, MClelan, Power, 556; and A t.,

Introduced and lst R in. (Mr. Bowepl), and Bill (Mr. Power), B. not to appy to others than
explained, 90-97; remarks: Messrs. Scott, traders, 556-7 ; Mr. O'Donohoe, 557; Messrs.
Bowell, L ugheed, Gowan, 97; M. agreed Boweil, Dickey, Bernier, 558; Mr. Prowse,
to, 97; in. (Mr. Bowell) that 2,-',00 copies be 559; Messrs. Dever, Prowse, 560; Messrs.
prrntedl for distribution, 134; M. agreed Periey, Powver, 561; Mr. Bellerose, 562;
to, 134. Division on the Ant. to the Amt., 562: (C. 23,

Notice of M. for Select Coin. read; remarks N. C. 16.) Remarks Mr. Bowell, 562. C.
Mr. Bowel ; the notice was dropped, 225. allowed to stand, 562.

Notice of M. (MA. Boweli) for Select Coin., 22. On 6th c., subsection (a) Messrs. McKindsey,
2nd R. n. (Mr. Bowel), 229; debate: Mr. Scott,

22gy.2Mr. Rad Qikey, 232-234; Mars.he McBB.,Pwr 62 i ,52

ilel, b Dickey, in 2 4 nd e 90. On c. 35: ARpts., Mesrs. MKindsey, Macnnes
235; (M. aowa n, 236; (Burlington), 5; Messrs. Bowell, Mac-Mr. Power Mr. donald, 563; cl. alloed to stand, 563; Bi.

Power, 236-237; Mesars. McCallum, Power (Mr. Bowel) that Coin. reort progre and
and Lougheed, 237; Mr. Power, 238; Mr. ask leave to sit again, 563; M. agreedto, 563.
Loughee , 238-239; Mr. McCieian, 9-39-240; Mr. Read, from Coin., reported progress and
Mr. t ibch, 240-241; Mr. McCailum, 241- asked leave to sit again to-morrow, 563.
242; Mr. Macinnes (Burlin on), 242 Mr
Cle ow, 242-244; Mesrs. Ferguson, Mac- H. resuned in Coi. of the W., 579; renarks:
donald (P.E..), 244; Messs. Vidai, Mc- Messrs. Bowel, Miller, 579; Messrs. Dickey,
Kindsey, 245; Mr. Vidal, 245-246; Mesrs. Bowell, 580; Mr. Read, fro Coin., reported
Kaubach, Scott, 246; Messrs. Dikey, Scott, -rog2es and asked leave to ait again on

'Doohoe and Wark, 247; Mr. Bowel 247- esday next, 580.
Pow; Mesrs. McCallu,, Sullivan and Bowell, M. (Mr. Bowell) that H. resolve itsef in Con. of
248; Messrs. Dickey, Bowell, Ferguson the W., 586; renarks on principle of the B.:
(Niagara), 249; M. ageed to, 249. Mr. Dickey, 586-7; M. agreed to, 587.

Rearks on procedure: Mesrs. Power, Bowell, In Com. of the W., reniaika: and M. (Mr.
249. Bowel), that 3rd cl. bestruck out and the

M. (Mr. Bowell) for reference to a Select Cern. of following substituted: " this Act applies
25, 249; remarks on nature of Coin. : Messrs. only to traders, &c," 58; Mesrs. Macnnes
McKindsey, BowelI, 249; M. agee to, 249. (Burlington), Power, Scott, Kaubach, Mc

Coi, on Insolvency, M. (Mr. Bowel) for addition Callu, Ferguson (P.E.Sc), 5; Messrs.
of Mr. Sn ith to the Select Coi., and that Angers, Power, MCallum, Reesor, 589;
Co have power to send for papers, 273; Messrs. Madonald (B.C.), Reesor, Kaul-
M. agreed to, 273. bach, 590; At. adopted 590.

M. (Mr. Angers) for printing of 1,000 copies in On l2th cl.: Aint. m. (Mr. Bowell) for new l2th
Frenchi, 32; M. agreed to, 308. cl., 590; Ait. adopted, 590.

In Com. of the W., on c. 2, subsection (a), On 35th cl.: Messrs. Boweil, Miler, 590; and
re(Marks: Mr. MeKindcey, 499-500, that c . At. n. (Mr. Miller) to substitute one-
includes every person that owed a debtsof $0, haf for two-tirds, 591; Messrs. Prinrose,
and A yt. that the word "trader" be sub- Power, Miller, 591; Messs. MKindsey,
stituted for the word "debtor," 500; Mr. McCalluin, 592; Messrs. McCallu, Mille,
Macdonaid (P.E.I.), 500; Messrs. M Kind- Ferguson (P.E.I., 593 ; Messrs. Miller, Fer-
sey, Power, Miler, McCaltuon, 501; Messrs. on (P.E.I., McKindsey, Cleow, Kaul-
Bowel, McKindsey, 502; Mers. McCallum, h, Sir Frank Smith, 594; Mr. Dever,
M. Donohoe, Kaulbach, Bowell, Miller, 503; 595; Messrs. Macdonald (P.E.I.), MacInnes
Mr. Dickey, 504; Messrs. MKindsey, Burlingten), 596; Mesrs. M08nne., Miller,
Dickey, McCaoth m, Bowell, 505; Mesrs. Ferguson (Weland), 597; Mers. Bowell,
Dickey, Bowel, McKindsey, Kaulbach, Feson, Macines, 598; Messra. Scott,
Prowse, 506; Mesrs. Dever, Sanford, Power, MKindceK, 600; Division on the At., which
507; Me irs. McKay, ;e srow, McKindsey, adopted (C. 19, N.-0. 18), 600; Mr. Scott,
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Insolvency Act, 1894--Continued.

600 ; Messrs. Clemow, Scott, Vidal, Drum-
mond, Power, McCallum, Sir Frank Smith,
601 ; Messrs. McCallum, Kaulbach, Belle-
rose, Sir Frank Smith, 602; and Amt. m.
(Mr. Bellerose) that cl. 61 be struck out
and cl. 62 of B. as originally introduced sub-
stituted, 603; Division on the Ait., which
rejected (C. 11, N.-C. 19), 603.

B. reported (Mr. Read) from Coin. with Amts.,
603 ; concurrence n. (Mr. Bowell), 603; re-
marks : Messrs. Power, Bowell, 603 ; M.
agreed to, 603.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 604; Amt. m. (Mr. Power)
that j be substituted for ý in 15th line of 35th
section, 604; Mr. Kaulbach, 605; Messrs.
Ferguson (Welland), MacInnes, Clemow,
606; Messrs. Macdonald (P.E.I.), Reesor.
607; Division on the Ant., which rejected
(C. 23, N.-C. 26), 608 ; Further, Mr. Power,
608; Messrs. Macdonald (B.C.), Power, Miller,
Drumnond, 609; Messrs. McCallum, Kaul-
bach, Allan, 610; Messrs. McCallum, Scott,
Power, 611. Aint. m. (Mr. Scott) to substi-
tute, for wording in 42nd and 43rd lines of
sec. 35, " proposition agreed u pon in deed of
composition," 611; remarks: Mr. Dever, 611;
Messrs. McCallum, Scot£, 612; Division on
Anit., which rejected (C. 9, N.-C. 36), 613; M.
for 3rd R. carried on a division, 613.

Ques. of Privilege (Mr. Miller), to correct Montreal
Gazette's report of above division, 620.

Inspection, General, Act Amt. • Hay in-
spection, provision for; B. (125).-Mr.
Bowell.

lst R.*, 427.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 464; M. agreed to, 465.
2nd R., 465.
In Com. of the W., 487.
On 2nd cl. ; remarks: Messrs. Dickey, Bowell,

respecting, quality of hay, 487; Messrs. Mc-
Callum, Bowell, Ogilvie, McClelan, 488;
Messrs. Bowell, McClelan, Read, Ogilvie,
Robitaille, Sir Frank Smith, Allan, Dever,
respecting quality, sort, and colour of hay,
489; Messrs. Dever, McCallum, Power, Mc-
ClelFn, 490 ; Messrs. Perley, Sir Frank
Smith, McCallum, Power, 491; Messrs.
Reesor, Dever, 492; Messrs. Read, Angers,
Bowell, 493; Messrs. Ogilvie, Dever, Bowell,
Power, Ferguson (P.E.I.), 494; Sir Frank
Smith, Ferguson, Read, Bowell, Power,
Kaulbach, Reesor, 495; Messrs. Reesor,
McKay, McCallum, Read, 496.

Again in CDm., 524. On 2nd cl., remarks:
Mr. Bowell, 524; Messrs. Power, Bowell,
Kaulbach, Dickey, 525;' Messrs. Dever, Mc-
Clelan, Bowell, Power, Kaulbach, 526.

On subsection (Mr. Power), 526; B. reported
from Coi. (Mr. McKay), with Amts., which
concurred in, 526.

3rd R.*, 550.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 36.)

INSPECTION OF PFTROLEUm Acr. See "Petroleum."

Inspection of Ships Act Amt.; inspection
of loading gear, regulations; B. (113).
-Mr. Bowell.

1st R.*, 427.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell),

Macdonald (B C.),
M. agreed to, 465.

2nd R., 465.

465; remarks: Mesgrs.
Bowell, Almon, 465.

Inspection of Ships Act Amt.-Continued.

In Coin. of the W. ; on 1st el.; remarks: Messrs.
Kaulbach, Bowell, 496. B. reported from
Coin. (Mr. McMillan), without amt., 496.

3rd R.*, 496.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 45.)

INSPECTION OF STEAMBOATS. Sec:
"Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. B."

Insurance Act, several further Amts.;
B. (V).--Mr. Angers.
1st R., 251; B. partially explained (Mr. Angers),

251.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 289; B. fully ex-

lained (Mr. Angers), 289-292; ques., Mr.
cott, 292; remarks: Messrs. Angers, Scott,

Lougheed, 292; Messrs. Kaulbach, Angers,
McMillan, Scott, 293; Mr. Angers, 293-294;
Mr. Scott, 294-296; Messrs. Angers, Scott,
Lougheed, Kaulbach, 296; Messrs. Mac-
donald (P.E.I.), Gowan, 297 ; Messrs. Scott,
Angers, 298; M. agreed to, 299 : and B.
read the 2nd time.

In Com. of the W., remarks : on 5th cl., Messrs.
Angers, Vidal, 328; Mr. Vidal suggested
additional cl., 328; Messrs. Angers, Vidal,
Scott, 329; Aint. adopted, 329; on subsection
5: Messrs. Pelletier, Angers, 329; Mr. Pelle-
tier, an Amt. proposed and adopted, 329; w.
(Mr. Angers) to add a 6th subsection, 329;
Ant. adopted, 330; m. (Mr. Angers) that B.
be amended by adding a 13th section, 330;
Messrs. Scott, Poirier, Angers, Power, 330;
in. agreed to, 330; m. (Mr. Angers) that the
Coin. rise, report progress and ask leave to
sit again, 330; Mr. Vidal, from the Com.,
reported progress and asked leave to sit
again, 331.

In Com. of W., on subsection 5; remarks : Mr.
Angers, Amt. to extend time to lst February,
333; Amt. agreed to and cl. adopted, 333;
Mr. Angers ut. that the 3rd subsection be
dropped, 333; M. agreed to, 333; Mr. Vidal,
from the Com., reported B. with Amts.,
which concurred in, 333.

3rd R., 348.
Bill rec'd. from H. of C. with certain Amts., 823;

Amt. proposed (Mr. Angers) to last cl., in-
creasing scope of investments permitted to
Cos., 823; remarks: Messrs. Angers, Ogil-
vie, MacInnes (Burlington), 823.

Adoption of Aints. of H. of C. m. (Mr. Angers),
825; Amt. -u. (Mr. MacInnes, Burlington),
non-concurrence in 27th Amnt., adding cl. d to
the B., restricting investments authorized
for Cos., 826-828; remarks: Messrs. Kaul-
bach, MacInnes, 828; Mr. Scott, 828-830;
Mr. Kaulbach, 830; Mr. Ferguson (Welland),
831; Mr. Allan, 832; Messrs. Bowell, Allan,
Scott, Sir Frank Smith, 833; Messrs. Power,
Dever, Sir Frank Smith, 834; Mesrs. Angers,
MacInnes, Bellerose, 835; Messrs. Clemow,
Masson, Angers, Bowell, 836; Messrs. Scott,
Bowell, 837; Mr. Boulton, 838; Amt. agreed
to on a division, 838; M., as amended, was
adopted, 838.

Remarks on differences between Members of
Cabinet: Sir Frank Smith, Mr. Angers, 838.

Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 20.)

Ques. of Privilege (Mr. Bowell),to correct Ottawa
Citizen's report of difference between Ministers on
above Amts., 857.

See also "Steam Boiler and Plate Glass
Insurance B."
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INsURANCE, BOILERS (ANi ENINEERS) ANn PLATE
GLASS. See :

Steai Boiler and Plate Glass Ius. Co.'s B."

INSURANCE COMPANIES. Sce also:
" St. Lawrence Insurance Co.'s B."

INTERCOLONIAL CONFERENCE:

Reference to, in Speech fron Throne, at proro-
gation, 884.

INTERCOL. Ry., ACQUISITION RY C P.R.:
In debate on M. (Mr. Boulton) respecting C.P.R.

freight rates: Mr. Ahnion, 142; Mr. Power, 142.

CONNECTING LINES. See:
"Elgin and Havelock Ry. Co. Incorp. B."
"Métis, Matane and Gaspe Ry. Co. Incorp. B."

CONsTRUcTION oF-referred to ia:
"Hudson Bay Ry. construction," debates.

FREIGHT AND PASSENGER RATES.

M. (Mr. Boulton) for schedule, for comparison
with C.P.R., 105 ; renarks (Mr. Bowell), 405 ; M.
agreed to, 406.

Interest Act Amt. ; provision for British
Columbia, B. (129). -3r. Bowel.
lst R.*, 635.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 635; remarks: Messrs.

Kaulbach, Scott, Bowell, Angers, Dever,
Power, 636; M. agreed to, 636.

In Coin. of the W. ; on 4th cl. ; renarks: Messrs.
Power, Angers, 660; el. adopted, 660; B.
reported fromn Coin. (Mr. Sullivan), without
amt., 660.

3rd R., 660.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 22.)

INTERNAL EcONOMY COMMITrEE.

Adoption of cl of Report of Com. of Selection,
noniuating, m. (Mr. Bowell) 98. Substitution
requested (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) of Mr. Reid; cl.
so and. and adopted, 98.

Report presented (Mr. McKay), and adoption m.;
emîîploymuent of additional translators and short-
hand writers, 249. Remarks: Mr. Power, that
Report does notenbody Coi.'s recomniendation,
as it restricts translators to Bs., 250. Renarks
as to possibility of amending Report at Table, by
consent, and as to adopting Report as it stood in
the ineantinie: Messrs. Miller, Angers, eower,
Kaulbach, McKay, 250. M. agreed to, 250.

(On M. (Mr. Bowell) Clerk authorized to employ
translators as necessary, 272-3.)

3rd Report, adoption m. (Mr. McKay): organiza-
tion of staff, additional French translators, salar-
ies of Messrs. Soutter, Garneau, Gibbs, 649, 650;
supervision of messengers by Serjt.-at-Arms, and
reduction of their number, 650 ; remarks : Messrs.
Kaulbach, Sullivan, McKay, 650; M. Gagnon
to be Sessional Messenger, instead of permanent,
650; one official reporting negligence, &c., of
another, 650: remarks thereon, Messrs. Ogilvie,
McKay, 651; books for Law Clerk's office, 651.
Remarks on various els. of the Report: Messrs.
Allan, McKay, Kaulbach, 651; Messrs..MacInnes
(Burlington), Power, Angers, Ogilvie, 652;
Messrs. Bolduc, Kaulbach. McInnes (B.C.), 653.
Proposal (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) to increase Post-
naster's salary, 653-4; ques. of Order (Mr.

Power) that this is foreign to Com.'s Report, 654 ;
remarks thereon: Messrs. Mclnnes, Power, 654.
Aînt. m. (Mr. McInnes) to increase Postmaster's
salary, 624. Further on ques. of Order: Mr.
Power, 654; the Speaker. that the Ant. should
be to re-commit the Report, 654; further remarks:

INTERNAL EcONOMY CONIITTEE-Continned.

Mossrs. McInnes, Kaulbach, Allan, 654. Amt.
m. (Mr. Mclnnes) to re-comnit with instructions
accordingly, 655. Remnarks: Mr. Power, 655;
Messrs. McInnes, Power, McMillan, Clemow,
656 ; Messrs. Clemuow, Power, Kaulbach, Dever,
657 ; Messrs. Angers, Dever, Power, Perley,
Poirier, Melnnes, 658 ; Messrs. Perley, McInnes,
659; Amt. adopted (C. 27, N.-C. 26), 660.

INTERPROVINCIAL BRIDGE AT HULL.
Remarks (Mr. Clemow) on 2nd R. of Ry. Subsidies

B., 857.

Iron and Steel, manufactured from Can-
adian ore, $2 per ton bounty ; B.
(170).-M3r. Borce/l.

Ist R., 867.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 867 ; renarks: Messrs.

Power, Scott, Bowell, 867 ; Mr. Kaulbach,
868; MI. agreed to, 868.

3rd R., 868
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 9.)

IRRIGATION, N. W. Terries. See "N.W.T."
-- See also " Fish Creek, Irrigation, B."

JoGGINs RY. TO YOUNG'S MTLLS, SUBSIDY. See:
"Railways, subsidies to, B."

Johnson, Orlando G. R., Divorce B. (W).-
Mir. ClemoIr.
Introduced*, 263.
2nd R.,* 333.
Adoption of 18th Report of Coin. mi. (Mr. Kirch-

hoffer), 428. M. agreed to on a division, 428.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Clemow) 428; M. agreed to on a

division, 428.
3rd R., 428.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 132.)

JOHNSTONE, JUDGE, HALIFAX, SALARY. See debate
on:

"Judges of Provincial Courts B."

Joint Stock Cos., Incorp. and regulation
of (The Companies Act, 1894); B. (EE).
-- Ar. Bowell.
lst R., 426; remarks: Mr. Bowell, that B. will

be explained on 2nd R., 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 522; renarks: Messrs.

Scott, Bowell, 523; Messrs. Power, Clenow,
Kaulbach, Bowell, 524; M. agreed to, 524.

In Coin. of the W.; on section 1; renarks: Mr.
Bowell, 581.

On subsection 1 ; renarks : Messrs. Power,
Bowell, 581 ; cl. allowed to stand, 581.

On cl. 3: Messrs. Power, Bowell, 581; cl.
adopted, 581.

On cl. 5: Mr. Power, 581 ; Messrs. Scott, Bowell,
582; cl. adopted, 582.

On cl. 50: Messrs. Scott, Bowell, 582; el.
adopted, 582.

On el. 81: Messrs. Power, Angers, Scott, Bowell,
582; cl. allowed to stand, 582.

On el. 93: Messrs. Power, Bowell, Scott, 582;
Messrs. Scott, Power, Clemow, 583; el.
adopted, 583.

On cl. 160.: Messrs. Power, Bowell, 583; sugges-
tion, Mr. Bowell, that it be made $100,000
all through ; suggestion adopted, 583.

On cl. 195: Messrs. Power, Bowell, DeBoucher-
ville, 583; Messrs. Boulton, Power, Bowell,
Clemow, Dickey, 584 ; cl. adopted, 584.

On table " B. ": Messrs. Power, Bowell, 584.
On cl. 2: Mr. Bowell, 584; cl. adopted, 585.

1000



II.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

Joint Stock Cos. Act- Continued.
On cl. 81: Mr. Bowell, 585; cl. adopted, 585; B.

reported from Com. (Mr. Vidal), with Amts.,
which concurred in, 585.

3rd R. ni. (Mr. Bowell), 585; M. agreed to, 586.
JOLIETrE AND ST. J. DE MATHA RY. (two subsidies).

See :
"Railways, subsidies to, B."

Judges of Provincial Courts Act Amt.;
salary of Acting Chief Justice, Super-
ior Court, Que. ; County Court Jud-
ges, B.C. ; B. (15à).-Mr. Angers.
1st R.*, 687.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 691; M. agreed to,

691.
In Com. of the W., on 2nd cl. ; remarks: Messrs.

Kaulbach, Angers, 702; Messrs. Dever,
Power, Kaulbach, 703; Messrs. Dever,
Angers, Kaulbach, Power, 704 ; Bill reported
froi Com. (Mr. Sullivan) without amt., 704.

3rd R., 704.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 56.)

JUSTICE, ADMINISTRATION OF.
Death penalty commuted, two B.C. Indians.-M.

(Mr. McInnes, B. C.) for reports, Orders in
Council, &c., 199. Remarks: Mr. McInnes,
199-201; Mr. O'Donohoe, ques., 201; Mr. Mc-
Innes, 201 ; Messrs. Kaulbach, Angers, 202 ;
Messrs. McInnes, Angers, 203; Messrs. Kaul-
bach, Angers, Power, McInnes, 204; Messrs.
Angers, Mclnnes, 205. M. agreed to, 205.

Inqy. (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.) for the papers, 288.
Reply (Mr. Bowell), will be inquired for, 289.

Further inqy. (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) for the papers,
348. Reply (Mr. Angers), Returns not yet finish-
ed, 348; remark, Mr. McInnes, 348.

Sce also:
" Criminal Code, 1892, Ait. B."
"Fisheries Act Anit. B." (penalties).
"Homestead Exemption Act repeal B."
"Inland Revenue Act Amt B." (penalties).
"Interest Act Amt. B." (Judgment debts, B.C.)
" Judges of Provincial Courts, B."
"Montreal Harbour Commissrs. B.," debate on

cis. respecting prevention of theft, &c.
"New Brunswick, Juvenile Offenders, custody,

B."
"N.W.M. Police Acts consolid. B." (powers of

Constables in other Provinces).
"N.W.T. Acts further Amt. B."
"N.W.T., Game preservation B.," debate on cls.

respecting convictions and penalties.
"Ontario, Houses of Refuge for Females, B."
"Revenue Act Amt. B." (Customs seizures, law-

suits).
"Trade, conspiracies in restraint of, B."
"Youthful Offenders, punishient, B."

JUVENILE OFFENDERS, SEPARATE CUSTODY AND TRIAL.
See:

" Youthf ul Offenders, B."

IN N.B., CUSTODY OF. See:
"New Brunswick, Juvenile Offenders, B."

KINGSFORD's HISTORY. See "Books, purchase of."

LABOUR DAY, HOLIDAY. See " Holidays, law, Amt.
B."

LABRADOR EXPLORING EXPEDITION.
Remarks in debate on the Address : Mr. Boulton, 70.

LADIES OF THE SACRED HEART OF JESUS; B. Sec:
" Sacred Heart."

Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry. Co. ;
London and Port Stanley Ry. Co.,
lease conflrned, &c. ; B. (82).-Mr. Mac-
Innes (Burlington).

lst R.*, 692.
2nd R.*, 692.
3rd R.*, 705.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vice., cap. 76.)

Lake Megantic Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (58).-
Mr. Ogilvie.
lst R.*, 499.
2nd R.*, 526.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. MacInnes, Burl.)*, 580.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 77.)

LAKE TEMISCAMINGUE COLONIZATION RY., SUBSIDY.
See:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."

LAND GRANTS, N.W. CAMPAIGN. See Militia."
TO RAILWAYS. See "Railway subsidies

(land)."

Land in the Terries. Act consolid. (Land
Titles Act, 1894); B. (HH).-Mr. Angers.
lst R., m. (Mr. Angers), 629; remarks: Messrs.

Lougheed, Angers, respecting printing of B.,
629. M. agreed to, 629.

2nd R.*, 635.
In Com. of the W., 674 ; remarks: Mr. Angers,

675; on el. 2, Messrs. Power, Angers, Loug-
heed, 675 ; cl. adopted, 675.

On clause 5: Messrs. Angers, Power, Lougheed,
Vidal, 675; Scott, Angers, Lougheed, 676;
cl. adopted, 676.

On clause 23: Messrs. Power, Angers, 676; el.
adopted, 676.

On clause 56, subsection (d) : Messrs. Angers,
Lougheed, 676; cl. adopted, 676; Mr.
Landry, from Com., reported progress, and
asked leave to sit again, 676.

In Com. of the W., resumed, 677; on clause 89:
Messrs. Scott, Angers, 677; el. allowed to
stand, 677.

On el. 92: Messrs. Power, Angers, Lougheed,
677; cl. allowed to stand, 677.

On cl. 94: Mr. Lougheed, 677; Mesers. Scott,
Angers, Power, Kirchhoffer, Lougheed, 678;
cl. allowed to stand, 678.

On el. 99: Messrs. Lougheed, Angers, Power,
678; Amt. m. (Mr. Lougheed), 678; Messrs.
Angers, Lougheed, 679 ; Amt. agreed to and
cl. adopted, 679.

On cl. 100: Mr. Lougheed, 679; cl. allowed to
stand, 679; Mr. Landry, from Com., reported
progress, and asked leave to sit again, 679.

On cl. 87: Mr. Angers, 681 ; el. adopted, 681.".
On el. 92: Mr. Angers, 681; cl. adopted, 681';

B. reported from Com. (Mr. Landry), with
Amts., which concurred in, 681.

3rd R., 681.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 28.)

LAND, IRRIGATION, B. See "N.W.T."

LANDS, ACT AFFECTING. See al8o :
" Homestead Exemption Act Repeal B."

LANDS, C.P.R., HUDSON BAT, AND SCHOOL. See:
"Railway subsidy (land) to O.P. Ry. Co., B."

LANDS, DOMINION, ACT. See 'iominion Lands."

LAW, ADMINISTRATION OF. See "Justice."
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LEAD, WHITE, ADULTERATION. See "Fraudulent sale,
&c., B."

LEGISLATION, GOVT., BACKWARD STATE, &C.
Opposition criticisis and Govt. replies, on 2nd R.

of Electrie Light Inspection B. : Mr. Scott, 693;
Messrs. Angers, Scott, Allan, 694 ; Messrs.
Clemow, Angers, Power, 695; Messrs. Kaulbach,
Power, Melnnes, Angers, 696; Messrs. MeInnes,
(B.C.), Angers, 697 ; Messrs MacInnes (Bur-
lington), Perley, Primrose, 698; Messrs. McIn-
nes (B.C.), Primrose, Power, 699.

Further comments, on 2nd R. of Customs duties
(new Tariff) B. : Mr. Power, 870; reply, Mr.
Bowell, 874; other allusions following in saine
debate.

LIBRARY, JOINT COMMITTEE ON.

Adoption of cl. <f Report of Coin. of Selection,
nominating, m. (Mr. Bowell) and agreed to*, 98.

Report presented (the Speaker), 309. Adoption mn.
(Mr. Allan), with remarks on commemoration
plate of first steamer across Atlantic : purchase
of Clenent's " Constitution" and Kingsford's
" History of Canada," 309. Remarks on adop-
tion of Report, pending its going through Coin-
mons : Messrs. DeBoucherville, Kaulbach, Allan,
309; M. agreed to, 309.

2nd Report.-Adoption ni. (Mr. Allan), with fur-
ther remarks on "Royal William" commemora-
ration plate, 521; M. agreed to, 522.

LIFE INSURANCE, Bs. RESPECTING. See "Insurance."

Lighthouses, Buoys and Beacons, and
Sable Island Act Amt.; power to Min-
ister to appoint Keepers with $200
salaries; also to make contracts and
purchase supplies; B. (B).-r. Boirel.
Introduced and lst R. m. (Mr. Bowell), Bill ex-

plained, 86; M. agreed to, 86.
2nd R. ii. (Mr. Bowell), 88 : renarks : Messrs.

Kaulbach, Scott, Bowell, Miller, 89; M.
agreed to, 89.

In Com. of the W.-Renarks: Messrs. Power,
Bowell, 90 ; reported (Mr. Ferguson, Niagara),
with an Aint., which concurred in, 90.

3rd R.*, 98.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 41.)

LIME RiDGcE To Co. OF MEGANTIC, Ry. SUBSIDY. Sec:
"Railways, subsidies to, B."

Lindsay, Bobcaygeon & Pontypool Ry.
Co. Incorp. Act revived and time for
construction extended ; B. (29).-Mr.
Dobson..

Introdutced*, 229.
2nd R.*, 264.
B. reported froin Coin., M. (Mr. Dobson) for 3rd

R. of B. Point of order (Mr. Vidal); Mr.
Dobson m. that the B. be read a 3rd time to-
inorrow, 277. M. agreed to, 277.

3rd R.*, 278.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 78.)

LINDSAY, BOBCAYGRON & PONTYPOOL Ry., SUBSIDY.

Sec " Railways, subsidies to, B."
LiQuOR TRAFFIC. Sec " Prohibition."
LOBSTER PACKING, INSPECTING, BRANDING. See:

"}Fisheries Act Amt. B."
LOBSTER TRADE-referred to in debate on:

"France, Treaty with, ratification B."

LoNDoN AND P. STANLEY RY. Co., lease, borrowing
powers, &c., in:

"Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry. Co.'s B."

Lord's day, better observance, B. (2).-Mr.
Allan.

lst. R.*, 527. M. (Mr. Allan), for 2nd R. to-mor-
row, 527 ; notice of Aint. (Mr. Almon), 6
months' "hoist ", 528 ; M. agreed to, 528.

2nd R. m. (Mr. Allan), 565; Amt. (Mr. Almon),
for 6 months' "hoist," 566-7 ; remarks: Mr.
Bellerose, 567; Messrs. Scott, Bellerose, AI-
mon, Miller, 568; Messrs. Scott, McCallum,
Angers, Allan, 569; Messrs. Miller, Allan,
570; Mr. Kaulbach, 571; Messrs. O'Dono-
hoe, Kaulbach, Smith, Allan, Prowse, Al-
mon, 572 ; Messrs. Prowse, Sir Frank Smith,
Bowell, Miller, 573; Messrs. Macdonald
(B.C.), Allan, Miller, 575; Mr. Reesor, 576;
Messrs. Ferguson (P.E.I.), Primrose, 577;
Messrs. Vidal, Clemow, 578; Messrs. Vidal,
Dever, 579. The House di vided on the Amt.,
which adopted (C. 22, N.-C. 13), 579.

LOTBINIERE AND MEGANTIC Ry., SUBSIDY. Sec:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

LUNENBURG HARBOUR, BALLAST-THROWING. Sec:

" Harbours, public, B.", debate on.

MCCARTHY, Mr. D., POLITICAL ATTITUDE OF.
Remarks (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) in debate on M.

(Mr. Bernier), on Man. Schools question, 182.
Ques. of Privilege (Mr. Ferguson), quoting fron

Toronto G'lobe, 205.
MAIL SERVICES. See:

" Ocean communication, increased."

MALONE AND ST. LAWRENCE Ry. CO., LEASING
POWERS, &c. Sec:

"St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co.'s B."

MALT, EXCISE DUTY. See "Inland Revenue Act
Ant."

Manitoba and N.W. Ry. Co. ; work on
extensions, time for completion ex-
tended; B. (X).-Mr. Lougheed.
Petition presented (Mr. Read, Quinté) for leave

to present petition relating to Manitoba and
North-western Railway Co., 224; remarks:
Mr. Miller, 225; m. (Mr. Read) reference to
Standing Orders Coin., 225; M. agreed to,
225; M. (Mr. Read) that petition be read,
225; further on procedure, Mr. Miller, 225.

Introduced*, 264.
2nd R.,* 274.
3rd R., m. (Mr. Lougheed) 321; remarks:

Amt. m. (Mr. Boulton) as to miles of construc-
tion required per year, by striking out the
words "not exceeding " in the 15th line and
inserting in lieu thereof .the words "not less
than," 321-6; Messrs. Kaulbach, Boulton,
Lougheed, 326; Messrs. Boulton, Lougheed,
Kaulbach, 327 ; Mr. Boulton, that the object
of the Amt. was to point out to the Govt.
his views of the case. With the leave of
the H. the Amt. was withdrawn and the B.
read 3rd time and passed, 328.

Concurrence in Amts. made by the H. of C. m.
(Mr. Perley), 629. M. agreed to, 629.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 79.)

MANITOBA AND N.W. RY., SURSIDIES. See:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."
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MANITOBA AND N.W. SCHOOLS QUESTION.

M. (Mr. Bernier) for all ordinances, petitions, re-
erts, and Supreme Court judgments, &c., 98.

marks : Mr. Bernier, 99-108 ; Messrs. Scott,
Perley, 108 : Mr. Bernier, 108-111.

Debate resumred: Mr. Scott, 112-119; Mr. Power,
ques., 119; Mr. Scott, 119-122; Mr. Bowell, Mr.
Scott, 122; Messrs. Bowell, McMillan, Scott,
123; Messrs. Bowell, Macdonald (B.C.), 124;
Mr. Scott, 124-133; Mr. Bernier, Mr. Scott, 133;
Mr. Power, Mr. Scott, -134.

Debate resumed: Mr. Lougheed, 144-146; Messrs.
Scott, Lougheed, 146; Mr. Scott, 147; Mr.
Lougheed, 147-8; Mr. Scott, 148; Mr. Lougheed,
148-150; Messrs. Bellerose, Power, Lougheed,
150; Messrs. DeBoucherville, Lougheed, 151 ;
Messrs. McMillan, Lougheed, Scott, DeBoucher-
ville, Power, 152; Messrs. Scott, DeBoucherville,
Lougheed, 153; Messrs. Scott, Lougheed, Belle-
rose, Bowell, 154.

Debate resumîed : Mr. Bellerose, 156-161; Mr.
Lougheed, 161; Mr. Bellerose, 162-6; Messrs.
Power, Angers, 166; Messrs. Scott, Angers, 167;
Mr. Power, 167-172; Messrs. Bowell, Power. 172;
Messrs. Bowell, Power, 173.

Debate resumed: Mr. Power, 173-4; Messrs.
Lougheed, Power, 174; Messrs. Scott, Bowell,
Power, 175; Messrs. Macdonald (B.C.), Scott,
Power, 176; Mr. Kaulbach, 177-9; Mr. Fergu-
son (P.E.I.), 179-181 ; Messrs. Scott, Ferguson,
181; Messrs. Power, Kaulbach, Scott, Ferguson,
182; Messrs. Almon, Power, 183; Mr. Ferguson,
183-6; Messrs. Scott, Ferguson, 186; Messrs.
Scott, Ferguson, 187; Mr. Power, 188; Mr.
Bowell, 188-190; Messrs. Scott, Bowell, 190;
Mr. Scott, 191; Mr. Bowell, 191-3 ; Messrs.
Scott, Bowell, 193; Messrs. Scott, Bowell, 194;
Messrs. Scott, Bernier, Bowell, 195; Messrs.
Bovell, Scott, Power, 196. M. agreed to, 197.

M. (Mr. Bernier), his second M. on saine subject,
197. Reinarks (Mr. Power) that this ques. was
to stand, 197 ; discussion on the understanding
that both Ms. were to be debated together: the
Speaker, Messrs. Bowell, Power, 197. The second
M. put and agreed to, 197.

Petition presented (Mr. Bowell) of Cardinal
Taschereau and R.C. Bishops, in relation to
school laws of N.W.T., 331. Inqy. (Mr. Belle-
rose) as to printing, 331; remarks on procedure:
Messrs. Bowell, Bellerose, 331 ; Messrs. Kaul-
bacb, Bellerose, 332; M. (Mr. Bellerose) for
printing, 332; seconded (Mr. Almon), 332; M.
agreed to, 332.

Inqy. (Mr. Bernier) whether reply received to letter
to Lt.-Gov. of N.W.T., urging Amt. of School
ordinance, 332. Reply (Mr. Angers), N.W.T.
legislature not yet assembled, 332.

Further information and remarks (Mr. Bernier),
854-6. Reply (Mr. Angers), Govt. will give close
attention to petitions sent in, and to legislation
complained of, 856.

MANITOULIN AND NORTH SHORE RY., SUBSIDY. See:

" Railways, subsidies to, B."

MANUFACTURERS' BOUNTIES. Sec " Iron and Steel
bounties B."

MANUFACTURES, DUTIES ON, &C. See:
" Tariff and Trade natters."

MARINE AND FISHERIEs, MINISTER, POWERS OF.

"Fisheries Act Amt." Also:
" Lighthouses, Buoys and Beacons B."

See :

MARITIME PROVINCES, DEPRESSION IN. See:

" Prince Edward Island."

MARKING, FRAUDULENT, RESTRAINT OF, B. Sec "Frau-
dulent."

Masters' and Mates' certificates Act tur-
ther Amt.; B. (130).-Mr. Bowell.
lst R.*, 635.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 638; remarks: Messis.

Kaulbach, Bowell, 639; M. agreed to, 639.
In Com. of the W., 676; on 8th cl.; Messrs.

Power, Vidal, 677; el. adopted, 677; B. re-
ported from Coin. (Mr. Bolduc), without amt.,
677.

3rd R., 677.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 42.)

Medicine Hat Ry. and Coal Co..; time for
construction extended; B. (64).-Mr.
Kirchholfer.

Ist R.*, 365.
2nd R.*, 408.
3rd R.*, 460.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 80.)

MEGANTIC RY. CO. INCORP. B. Sec " Lake Megantic."
MEMBERS' INDEMNITY B. See " Sessional Indemnity."

MESSENdEIIS, APPOINTMENTS, SUPERVISION, &C. Sec:
" Internal Economy Coni.," 3rd Report.

Métis, Matane and Gaspé Ry. Co. Incorp.
B. (78).--Mr. Pelletier.

lst R.*, 513.
2nd R.*, 565.
3rd R. (mi. by Mr. Dickey)*, 613.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 81.)

MICHIGAN CENTRAL RAILROAD CO., AGREEMENT. See:

" Canada Southern Ry. Co.'s B."
MICHIGAN MIDLAND AND CANADA RAILROAD, AGREE-

MENT. Sec:
"Canada Southern Ry. Co.'s B."

MANITOBA DEPRESSION DUE TO FREIGHT RATES. See: Militia in N. W. campaign; land grants;
" C.P.R. freight rates," M. (Mr. Boulton) and time further extended; B. (54).-Mr.

debate. Bowell.

FARMERS, FINANCIAL POSITION OF.
Remarks (Mr. Perley) in Coin. on Insolvency B.,

561.
FREIGHT QUESTION. Sec "C.P.R. Freight

rates."
Sec also " Hudson Bay route."

- FUTURE OF.

Remarks (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) in m. the Address
in reply to Speech f rom Throne, 13, 14.

SCHOOL LANDS-afected by:
"Dominion Lands Act Amt. B."

64J

lst R.*, 635.
2n1d R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 636; remarks: Messrs.

Lougheed, Bowell, Power, 637. M. agreed
to, 637.

In Com. of the W. : B. reported from Com. (Mr.
Lougheed) without amt., 687.

3rd R., 687.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 24.)

MILITIA OFFICERS, RETIRING ALLOWANCES OF.

Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) respecting three, 142; reply,
and on general system (Mr. Bowell), 143.
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MINISTERS DIFFERING ON GOVT. B. See Commons
Amts. to:

"Insurance Act further Amt. B."
MIRAMIcHI, RY. CONNECTION WITH I. C. R., sUBSIDY.

Sec " Railways, subsidies to, B."
MOHAWK AND MALONE RY. CO., LEASING POWERS,

&c. See:
"St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co.'s B."

Moncton and P.E.I. Ry. and Ferry Co.;
time for the undertaking extended;
B. (I).-Mr. Poirier.
lst R.*, 205.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Poirier) and B. explained, 253.

Debate: Mr. Kaulbach, 253; Mr. Vidal,
253-4; Messrs. Macdonald, (P.E.I.), Poirier,
Vidal, 254 ; Messrs. Poirier, Vidal, Kaulbach,
255; Mr. Prowse, 255-6; Messrs. Ferguson,
(P.E.I.), Power, 256. M. agreed to, 256.

B. reported (Mr. Dickey) f)om Ry. Com., with
two Amts., which explained, 288. Con-
currence nt. (Mr. Poirier) and agreed to, 288.

3rd R.*, 289.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 82.)

MONTFORT COLONIZATION RY., SUBSIDY. SeC:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

Montreal and Ottawa Ry. Co.; time for
construction extended; B. (48).-Mr.
AfacInnes (Burlington).
Introduced*, 347.
2nd R.* ni. (Mr. MacInnes), 363; remarks re-

specting object of Bill (Mr. MacInnes), 363;
M. agreed to, 363.

3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 85.)

MONTREAL AND OTTAWA Ry., SUBSIDY. See:
"l Railways, subsidies to, B."

MONTREAL BRIDGE CO., AGREEMENTS, POwERS, IN:
"Atlantic and L. Superior Ry. Co.'s B."
"Montreal Isid. Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B."
"Montreal Park and IsId. Ry. Co.'s B.'"

Montreal Harbour Commissioners' Act,
1894; Amt. and consolidn. B. (S).-Mr.
Bowcell.
Introduced, 226. B. partially explained (Mr.

Bowell), 226.
On Order of Day for 2nd R. : B. further explained

(Mr. Bowell); remarks: Mr. DeBoucherville,
227; Messrs. Power, Bowell, 228; M. (Mr.
Bowell) for postponement of B., 228; M.
agreed to, 228. Remarks: Mr. Bowell, that
B. appeared on Order- paper as printed in
Englhsh when copy had not yet reached print-
ing office (in debate on Insolvency B.), 229.

2nd R.*, 274.
M. (Mr. Bowell) that Order of Day be discharged,

and that B. be taken into consideration on
Monday next, 311. M. agreed to, 311.

In Com. of the W.; remarks: On 5th cl., Messrs.
Bowell, Desjardins, Ogilvie, 312.

On 8th cl., Messrs. Desjardins, Ogilvie, 312;
Messrs. Bowell, Ogilvie, Masson, Power, 313;
Mr. Bowell, 313-314: Mr. Desjardins, 314-
315.

On 16th cl., Messrs. Power, Ogilvie, Desjardins,
Smith, Bowell, 315; Messrs. Desjardins,
Power, Dickey, 316.

On 18th cl., Messrs. Power, Bowell, Ogilvie,
Desjardins, 316 ; Messrs. DeBoueherville,

. Miller, Ogilvie, Bowell, Vidal, Power, 317.

Montreal Harbour Commis. Act-Contd.
On 26th cl., Mr. Bowell, 317; Messrs. Power,

Bowell, Scott, Angers, 318; Mr. Kaulbach,
319.

On 35th cl., Messrs. Bowell, Desjardins, Power,
Ogilvie, 319.

On 36th cl., Messrs. Power, Bowell, 319; Messrs.
Power, Desjardins, 320.

On 41st cl., Messrs. Bowell, Power, 320.
On 47th cl., Messrs. DeBoucherville, Lougheed,

Dickey, Bowell, 320; progress reported (Mr.
Vidal), 320.

Again in Com. of the W., en cl. 5; remarks:
Mr. Bowell, no necessity for change, 331 ; cl.
adopted, 331.

On cl. 6, Mr. Bowell n. that cl. be struck out and
cl. substituted defining limits of harbour, 331.
M. agreed to. 331.

On el. 47, Mr. Bowell m. that cl. be struck out of
B., 331. M. agreed to, 331.

Froni the Com., (Mr. Vidal) B. reported with
Amts., which concurred in, 331.

3rd R.*, 332.
Concurrence in Amts. made by H. of C. ni. (Mr.

Bowell), 628; remarks: Messrs. DeBoucher-
ville, Bowell, Angers, Desjardins, 628;
Messrs. Bowell, Desjardins, 629. M. agreed
to, 629.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 48.)

MONTREAL " GAZETTE," ERRONEOUS REPORT IN.
On division on the Insolvency B.-Correction
made (Mr. Miller), 620.

MONTREAL HARBOUR IMPROVEMENTS.
M. (Mr. Desjardins) for Reports and correspond-

ence; also reports of progress and expenses
incurred to date ; contracts : and corresp. respect-
ing access of Rys. to wharfs, 278; M. agreed
to*, 278.

Montreal Isld. Belt Line Ry. Co.; Domin-
ion Incorp.; main line and extensions;
elevated Ry. in city agreementswith
other Cos., &c.; B. ( 9). -Mr. Bellerose.
lst R.*, 513.
2nd R. ni. (Mr. Tassé); remarks: Messrs.

McCalluin, Desjardins, Bellerose, 565; M.
agreed to, 565.

2nd R., 565.
B. presented from Com. (Mr. Dickey) with 3

Amts., 603 ; rem.arks : Mr. Dickey, 603. ni.
(Mr. Bellerose) that Ants be taken into con-
sideration to-morrow. 604. M. agreed to,
604.

Concurrence in Amts. m. (Mr. Tassé), 619; M.
agreed to, 619. Amt m. (Mr. Drummond),
619; remarks: Mr. Tassé, 619. M. agreed
to, 619.

3rd R. ni. (Mr. Tassé), 621; Amt. m. (Mr. Power)
restricting elevated line, in city, to passenger
traffic, 621-2 ; remarks : Messrs. Murphy,
Kaulbach, Vidal, 622; Messrs. Tassé, Vidal,
Kaulbach, 623 ; Messrs. Vidal, Boulton,
Desjardins, 624; Messrs. Vidal, Desjardins,
Power, 625; Messrs. Power, Pelletier,
Clemow, Scott, 626; division on Amt., which
rejected (C. 7, N-C. 30), 627.

Assent, 883.
57-58 Vict., cap. 83.)

Montreal, Ottawa,, and Georgian Bay
Canal Co. Incorp. B. (138).-Mr. Clemow.
lst R.*, 692.
2nd R.*, 692.
3rd R.*, 705.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 103.)
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Montreal Park and Isld. Ry. Co., Domin-
ion Incorp., &c.; B. (68).-Mr. Ogilaie.
lst R *, 691.
2nd R. i. (Mr. Ogilvie), 691; remarks: Messrs.

Power, Ogilvie, 691. M. agreed to, 692.
B. reported from Coin. (Mr. Allan) with Amts.;

ri. (Mr. Ogilvie) that Amts. be concurred in,
692. M. agreed to, 692.

3rd R., 692.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 84.)

MOTORMEN, SHELTER FOR. Ser:

-'Railway Act Amt. B."

MOUNTE POLICE B. See "N. W. Mounted Police."

MUSQUODoOBOT VALLEY Ry.
Inqy. (Mr. Power) intention to aid by subsidy or

otherwise, 639. Remarks: Mr. Power, 639
Mr. Kaulbach, 642.

Reply (Mr. Angers) railway policy under consider-
ation, plea this made will be considered, &c., 644.
Further renarks: Messrs. Power, Kaulbach, 644.

Remarks on above Inqy., &c., on 2nd R. of Ocean
Steamship Subsidies B. : Messrs. Angers, Kaul-
bach, Power, 815.

Renarks on 2nd R. of Railway Subsidies B.: Mr.
Power, 865; Messrs. Kaulbach, Power, 866.

NAKUSP ANI SLOCAN RY., sUBsImY. Sec:

" Railways, subsidies to, B."

NANAIMO ANI) ESQUIMALT Ry. B.
Remarks as to its being thrown out in Senate (Mr.

Read, Quinté) 353; and passed afterwards (Mr.
Scott) 353.

NELSON VALLEY RY.-referred to on:
" Hudson Bay Ry. construction B. (BB)."

New Brunswick, Juvenile Offenders, cus-
tody of, B. (GG).-Mr. Bow'ell.
1st R.. 482-3.
2nd R.*, 526.
In Coin. of the W., 565; renarks: Messrs. Mac-

donald (B.C.), Bowell. Allan, 565, B. re-
ported f rom Com. (Mr. Dever), without amt.,
565.

3rd R., 565.
Assent, 883.
(57- 58 Vict., cap. 59.)

NEw BRUNSWICK SCHOOLS QUESTION.-referred to in:

" Manitoba and N.W.T. Schools " debate.

NEw GLASGOW IRON, COAL AN) RY. Co., suBsîY.
Sec:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."

NEw GLASGOW, PUBLIC WHARF. Sec:

"Pictou Harbour Acts further Amt. B."
NEW YORK CENTRAL, &C., RY. Co., LEASING POwERS,

&c. See:

"St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co.'s B."

New York, New England and Canada
Co. Incorp. B. (71).-Mr. Powver.
lst R.*, 635.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Power), 648; renarks: Mr. Kaul-

bach, 649. M. agreed to, 649.
3rd R.*, 689.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 113.)

NIAGARA FALLS PARK COMMRS., AGREEMENT. Sec:

" Clifton Suspension Bridge Co.'s B."

Niagara Falls Suspension Bridge Co.; en-
largement of Bridge; bonding power,
&c.; B. (66).-Mr. McKindsey.
lst R.*, 426.
2nd R.*, 483.
3rd R. (<w. by Mr. McCallum)*, 580.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 98.)

Niagara Grand Island Bridge Co.; time
for construction extended; B. (32).-
Mr. Fergmon (P. E.I.)
Introduced*, 321.
2nd R.*, 350.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. Dickey)*, 366.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 99.)

NIcOLA VALLEY Ry., SUBSIDY. See:

" Railways, subsidies to, B."

NiPisSING AND JAMEs BAY Ry., scsusmy. Sec:

" Railways, subsidies to, B."

NORTH SHORE RY. SUBSIDY. See "Railways."

Northern Life Assurance Co. Incorp. B.
(51).-Mr. Power.
1st R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Power), 481; M. agreed to, 481.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 122.)

NORTH-WEST CAMPAIGN, LAND GRANTS. Sece
" Militia."

North-west Mounted Police Acts amd.
and consolid. ; B. (121).-Mr. Bowell.
1st R.*, 631.
2id R. i. (Mr. Bowell), 632-3. Explanation of B.,

632-3. Remarks : Messrs. Lougheed, BoweIl,
633. M. agreed to, 634.

In Con. of the W. ; remnarks: Mr. Angers, 645.
On 4th cl., renarks as to pay, etc.: Messrs.
Almon, Power, 645; Messrs. Angers, Power,
646 ; Messrs. Allan, Angers, 647. CI. adopted,
647.

On cl. 5: Messrs. Scott, Angers, Kaulbach, 647.
Cl. adopted, 647.

On cl. 6 : Messrs. Power, Angers, Ogilvie, 647. Cl.
adopted, 647.

On cl. 9: Messrs. Power, Lougheed, Dever, Angers,
Scott, 648. B. reported from Com. (Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.) without amt., 648.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 674. M. agreed to, 674.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 27.)

North-west Territories Act further
Amt administration of justice ;
Legisiative term extended to four
years; appointment of Executive

om., &c.; B. (149).-Mr. Angers.
1st R.*, 825.
2nd R.*, 854.
In Coin. of the W., on el. 2; remarks: Messrs.

Power, Angers, 858; Mr. Angers, 859; Amt.
ai. (Mr. Kaulbach), and agreed to, 859; cl.
adopted, 859.

On el. 16: Mr. Power, 859; Amt. in. (Mr. Angers),
and cl. as amended adopted, 859.

On cl. 17: Messrs. Power, Angers, and Amt. m.
(Mr. Angers), and cl. as amended, adopted,
859.

Bill reported (Mr. Clemow) with Amts., 859.
3rd R., 859.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 17.)
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NORTH-WEST TERRIES., BOARDS OF TRADE IN. SeCe:
" Boards of Trade Incorp. Act Amt. B."

NORTH-WEST TERRIES., DEPRESSION DUE TO FREIGHT
RATES. See:

"C.P.R. freight rates," M. (Mr. Boulton) and
debate.

See also " Hudson Bay route."

NORTH-WEST TERRIES., FUTURE OF.
Remarks in m. the Address in reply to Speech

fron the Thîrone (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.), 13,14.
NORTH-WEST TERRIES., HOMESTEAD ExEMPTIONS.

See:
"Homestead Exemption Act Repeal B."

North-west Territories Irrigation B. (134).
-Mr. Augecrs.

lst R.*, 676.
2nd R. ma. (Mr. Angers), 679; M. agreed to, 679.
In Com. of the W. : Messrs. Angers, Scott, 681.
On cl. 2: Mr. Lougheed, 681; sub.-cl. allowed to

stand, 681.
On cl. 4: Mr. Power, 681 ; Messrs. Lougheed,

Bernier, Angers, Scott, 682 ; Messrs. Bernier,
Lougheed, Angers, Kaulbach, Power, 68.3;
Messrs. Lougheed, Angers, Power, 684.
el. adopted, 684.

On section 8 : Messrs. Lougheed, Vidal, 684;
Massrs. Angers, Lougheed, Power, Vidal,
Scott, 685; Amnt. ii. (Mr. Power), 685; cl.
as amnended was adopted, 685.

On el. 12: Messrs. Lougheed, Power, Angers, 686;
Messrs. Angers, Lougheed, 686; cl. adopted,
686.

On el. 29: Messrs. Lougheed, Angers, 686; cl.
adopted, 686; Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), from
Com., reported progress, and asked leave to
sit again, 686.

In Com. of the W., resuîmed ; B. reparted from
Coim. (Mr. Macdonald), with Ants., which
concurred in, 686.

3rd R.*, 686.
Assent. 884.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 30.)

Se ailso " Fish Creek, Irrigation B."

NORTH-WEST TERRIES., LAND TirLs AcT. Sec
" Land."

NORTH-WEST TERRIES., LANDs. See also:
" Dominion Lands Act Amt. B."
"Homestead Exemption Act Repeal B."
" Railway subsidy (land) to C.P.R. Co., B."

North-west Territories Representation
Act Amt. ; vote by Ballot, provision
for; B. (5).-Mr. Anyers.

Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. McInnes
(B.C.), 54; Mr. Angers, 54.
1st R.*, 426.
2nd R. ia. (Mr. Angers), 461; remarks: Messrs.

Ahon, Prowse. 461; Messrs. Alnon, Power,
McKay, Boweil, 462; Messrs. Perley, Fer-
guson (P.E.I.), 463; Messrs. Macdonald
(B.C.), Reesor, 464; M. agreed to, 464.

M. (Mr. Angers) H. into Com. of the Whole ; re-
marks: Mr. Bernier, 486; M. agreed to, 486.

On 3rd cl. ; reinarks: Messrs. Power, 'Angers,
486; el. adopted, 486.

On 6th cl. ; remarks: Messrs. Ainon, Angers,
Scott, 486; cl. adopted, 486.

On 7th cl., Amt. i. (Mr. Angers), 486 ; M. agreed
to, 486; Mr. Dickey, from Com., reported
progress. and asked leave to sit to-morrow,
486.

North-west Territories Representation
Act Amt.-Continued.

Com. of the W. resumer; renarks: Mr. An-
gers, 497; Mr. Dever, from Coin., reported
progress, and asked leave to sit again, 498.

In Coin. of the W.; Ant. i. (Mr. Angers), 61A;
remarks: Messrs. Power, Angers, 614;
Messrs. Power, Angers, Kaulbach, 615; Amt.
agreed to, 615; B. reported front Com. (Mr.
Dever), with .Amts., 615.

Concurrence in Amts. i. (Mr. Angers), 620 ; M.
agreed to and B. read 3rd time and passed,
620.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 15.)

NORTH-WEST TERRIES., SCHOOLS QUESTiON.
M. (Mr. Bernier) for all ordinances, petitions, re-

ports and Supreme Court judgments, &c., 98.
Remarks: Mr. Bernier, 99-108 ; Messrs. Scott,
Perley, 108; Mr. Bernier, 108-111.

Debat- resumed : Mr. Scott, 112-119; Mr. Power,
ques., 119 ; Mr. Scott, 119-122 ; Messrs. Bowell,
McMillan, Scott, 123 ; Messrs. Bowell, Mac-
donald (B.C.), 124; Mr. Scott, 124 -133; Messrs.
Bernier, Scott, 133; Messrs. Power, Scott, 134.

Debate resuned : Mr. Louglheed, 144-146; Messrs.
Scott, Lougheed, 146 ; Mr. Scott, 147 ; Mr.
Lougheed, 147-8; Mr. Scott, 150; Messrs. De-
Boucherville, Lougheed, 151 ; Messrs. McMillan,
Scott, Lougheed, DeBoucherville, Power, 152;
Messrs. Scott, DeBoucherville, Lougheed, 153;
Messrs. Scott, Lougheed, Bellerose, Bowell, 154.

Debate resuined: Mr. Bellerose, 156--161 ; Mr.
Lougheed, 161; Mr. Bellerose, 162-166; Messrs.
Power, Angers, 166 ; Messrs. Scott, Angers, 167 ;
Mr. Power, 167 172; Messrs. Bowell, Power, 172;
Messrs. Bowell, Power, 173.

Debate resumed : Mr. Power, 173-174 ; 'Messrs.
Lougheed, Power, 174; Mir. Scott, 175; Messrs.
Bowell, Power, 175 ; Messrs. Macdonald (B.C.),
Scott, Power, 176; Mr. Katlbach, 177-179; Mr.
Ferguson (P.E.I.), 179-181 ; Messrs. Scott,
Ferguson, 181 ; Messrs. Power, Kaulbacih, Scott,
Ferguson, 182; Messrs. Almon, Power, 183; Mr.
Ferguson, 183-186 ; Messrs. Scott, Ferguson, 186 ;
Messrs. Scott, Ferguson, 187 ; Mr. Power, 188;
Mr. Bowell, 188- 190 ; Messrs. Scott, Bowell, 190 ;
Mr. Scott, 191 ; Mr. Bowell, 191-193; Messrs.
Scott, Bowell, 193 ; Messrs. Scott, Bowell, 194;
Messrs. Seott, Bernier, Bowell, 195; Messrs.
Bowell, Scott, Pover, 196 ; M. agreed to, 197.

M. (Mr. Bernier), his second M. ou saine subject,
197. Remnarks (Mr. Power) that this ques. was
to stand, 197. Discussion on the understanding
that both Ms. were to be debated together: the
Speaker. Messrs. Bowell, Power, 197. The
second M. put and agreed to, 197.

Petition presented (Mr. Bowell)of Cardinal Tasche-
reau and R.C. Bishops, in relation to school laws
of N.W.T., 331. Inqy. (Mr. Bellerose), as to
rin ting, 331 ; Remarks on procedure: Messrs.

Bowell, Bellerose, 337; Messrs. Kaulbach, Belle-
rose, 332; M. (Mr. Bellerose) for printing, 332;
seconded (Mr. AImon), 332; M. agreed to, 332.

Inqy. (Mr. Bernier), whether reply to letter to Lt.
Gov. of N.W.T., urging Amt. of school ordin-
ances, 332. Reply (Mr. Angers), N.W.T. legis-
lature not yet assembled, 332.

Further information and remarks (Mr. Bernier),
854. Reply (Mr. Angers) Govt. will carefully
consider petitions sent in, and legislation con-
plained of, 856.

NORTH.WEST TERIuES, SETTLING OF, BY THE C.P.R.
Co.

Remarks, on 2nd R. of Ry. land subsidies B.:
Messrs. Power, Kaulbach, Scott, 863.
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North-west (Unorganized Territories)
Game preservation Act, 1894; B. (Z).
-Mr. Bowell.

Introduced, 286. B. explained (Mr. Bowell),
* 286-7; remarks: Messrs. Lougheed, Bowell,

287; Mr. Bowell, 288.
2nd R., m. (Mr. Bowell) 306; renarks: Mr.

Power, 306; Messrs. Macdonald (B. C.),
Power, Kaulbach, Bowell, 307 ; Messrs. Per-
ley, Power, 308; M. agreed to and B. read
2nd time, 308.

In Con. of the W. : on 1st cl., Mr. Power, sugges-
tion that B. might be amended so as to read
"The Territories Gaine Preservation Act,"
333; Mr. Bowell, 333; el. amended accord-
ingly and adopted.

On 2nd cl. ; remarks: Mr. Power, respecting
which portions of Canada it covers, 333;
Mpssrs. Kaulbach, Drunmond, Lougheed,
333 ; Mr. Power suggested to alter the cl. so
as to protect the inoose and caribou in Lab-
rador, 334; Mr. Drunnond, 334; Mr. Bowell,
note made and if deemed advisable B. will be
referred back to Com. at 3rd R., 334. The
cl. was adopted, 334.

On 5th cl.; reinarks: Mr. Power, respecting tiine
of close season, 334. Messrs. Allan, Bowell,
Power, 334; Messrs. Bowell, Power, Boulton,
335 ; Messrt. Bowell, Power, Lougheed,
McClelan, 336; cl. adopted, 337.

On subsection (y) ; renarks : Messrs. Kaulbach,
Bowell, respecting category ot swan, 337 ;
.M1r. Power, change of date, 337; cl. adopted,
337.

On 8th el.; remarks: Messrs. Lougheed, Allan,
Boulton, Masson, Kaulbach, respecting in-
discriminate slaighter of gaine for sport, .337;
Messrs. Allain, Sutherland, Masson, Power,
Bowell, Lougheed, 33 ; Messrs. Masson,
Lougheed, Power, Drummond, Bowell, 339;
cl. adopted, 339.

On 15th cl.; remarks: Mr. Power, respectig pro-
visions of cl. 339; Messrs. Bowell, Lougheed,
Power, 340; cl. allowed to stand, 340.

On 17th cl.; renarks: Messrs. Power, Lougheed,
DleBoucherville, Bowell, respecting disposal
of animal or bird illegally killed, 340; Messrs.
Bowell, Prowse, 341; el. adopted, 341.

On 19th cl.; remnarks: Messrs. Lougheed, Bowell,
Power, Ferguson (P.E.I.), respecting guilt of
Person, and evidence necessary, 341; Messrs.
'erguson, Bowell, Lougheed, Masson, Gow-

an, 342; cl. was allowed to stand, 342.
On 22nd cl.; remarks: Mr. Allan, resnecting cer-

tificate for collections. 342-3; Messrs. Bowell,
Power, Lougheed, 343.

On 26th cl.; reinarks : Mr. Power, respecting
giving the Governor power to change season,
343; Mr. Bowell, 343; Mr. McDonald (C.B.),
reported progress and asked leave to sit again,
343.

Again in Com. of the W.; renarks : Messrs.
Bowell, Power, respecting change of name,
and m. (Mr. Bowell) to change nane to the
Unorganized Territories Ganie Preservation
Act, 356 ; cl. amended accordingly and adopt-
ed, 356.

On cl. 15; remarks: Mossrs. Bowell, Power, and
n. LMr. Bowell) that 15th cl. be struck out
and substituted form inserted as cl. 12, 356;
Mr. Bowell, 357. Amt. agreed to, 357.

On cl. 5; renarks: Messrs. Bowell, McClelan,
and Amt. m. (Mr. Bowell) special cl. to givE
Governor in Council a right to change dates,
357 ; cl. as amended adopted, 357.

North-west (Unorganized Territories)
Game preservation Act-Continued.

On cl. 19; remarks: Messrs. Bowell, Power, re-
specting addition of the words " on reason-
able suspicion " to be added after the word
" charge" in Ist line, 357 ; cl. as amended
adopted, 357.

On cl. 22; remarks: Mr. Bowell, proposed Amt.
of striking out the words " any game guard-
ian " and insert " the Minister of the In-
terior or any officer or person duly author-
ized by him may issue a permit to any per-
son, &c.," 357 ; Messrs. Drunmond, Bowell,
Power, 357 ; Mr. Drummond, 358. Mr.
Bernier, that clause 19 should be struck out
altogether, 358; Messrs. Reesor, Bowell,
Power, Bernier, Lougheed, Masson, Mc-
Clelan, 358; Messrs. Bowell, Masson, Loug-
heed, Drunmond, 359; and m. (Mr. Bowell)
that cl. 19 be struck ont, 359; M. agreed to,
359.

On cl. 8; renarks: respecting close season for
buffalo; Mr. Masson, 359; Messrs. Bowell,
Power, 360; Mr. McDonald (C.B.), from
Con., reported B. with Aints., which con-
curred in, 360-1.

Resumed in Coin. of the W. : on cl. 27; remarks:
Messrs. Power, Bowell, 364 ; cl. adopted,
364. Mr. Vidal, fron Com., reported B.
with an Amt., which concurred in, 364.

3rd R.*, 364.
On Order for consideration of Amts. made by

H. of C. to B., 466, m. (Mr. Bowell) that
lst Amt. to change naine of "Keewatin " be
not concurred in, 466; M. agreed to, 466;
other Amts. of H. of C. concurred in, 466.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 31.)

NOTES, DOMINION, INCREASED ISSUE, WITHDRAWAL OF
OmD, &c. Se:

"Dominion Notes Act Amt. B."

Nova Scotia Steel Co. Incorp. B. (131).-
Mlr. McKay.

19th Report Standing Orders Com. (that leave to
petition be granted), presented (Mr. Macdonald,
B.C.), 496. M. (Mr. Miller) for suspension of
Rule as regards this B., 496. Discussion on pro-
cedure : Mr. Dickey, Mr. Miller, the Speaker,
497. M. (Mr. Macdonald, B.C.), that Report be
adopted; further remarks (Mr. Miller) and latter
M. agreed to, 497.
lst R.*, 639.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McKay), 664; M. agreed to, 664.
3rd. R.*, 689.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 117.)

OATHS BEFORE SENATE OR COMMONS, OR COMMrrTEES.
See " Parliamentary Witnesses Oaths B."

OCEAN STEAMSHIP COMMUNICATION, INcREASEU.

In Speech from the Throne, 4.
In m. the A ddress in reply: Mr. Ferguson (P.E.I.),

13.
In secondinig the Address: Mr. Casgrain, 15.
In the debate: Mr. Angers, 66-7, 83; Mr. Bowell,

38-9, 46-7 ; Mr. Kaulbach, 47-8, 53; Mr. Macdon-
ald (B.C.), 46, 47, 83; Mr. Power, 45-6-7; Mr.
Prinrose, 83; Mr. Scott, 21, 22, 29.

See also " Hudson Bay route.
Also debates on the following Bills:

"France, Treaty with; ratification B."
"Ocean steamship subsidies B."
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Ocean Steamship Subsidies Act Amt.,
ten years' contract, fast Une to Great
Britain, making connection with a
French port, $750,000 a year ; B.
(161).-Mr. Angers.

See, previously, above debates.
lst R.*, 774.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 800; debate: Messrs.

Angers, Power, 800 ; Messrs. Power, Angers,
Dever, Allan, Ogilvie, 801; Messrs. Scott,
Angers, Ogilvie, 802; Messrs. Allan, Scott,
Angers, Drummond, Price, 803; Messrs.
Pice, Scott, Drummond, Clemow, Angers,
Boulton, 804; Messrs. Power, Boulton,
805; Mr. Dever, 806; Messrs. Clemow,
Angers, 807 ; Messrs. Power, Clemow, Kaul.
bach, 808; Messrs. Power, Angers, 809;
Messrs. Drummond, Power, Angers, 810;
Messrs. MacInnes (Burlington), Kaulbach,
Power, 812; Messrs. Kaulbach, Power, Price,
813; Messrs. McCallum, Power, Angers,
Kaulbach, 814 ; Messrs. Power, Angers,
Kaulbach, 815; Messrs. McCallum, Power,
Sir Frank Smith, 816; Messrs. Read (Quinté),
Kaulbach, McCallun, Primrose, Snowball,
817; adjt. of debate nt. (Mr. Snowball),
817-8; and agreed to. 818.

Debate resumed, 819: Messrs. Snowball, Angers,
819; Mr. Drummond, 820; Messrs. Power,
Drummond, Angers, Cochrane, and imme-
diate assent of H. advocated, Mr. Drum-
mîond, 821; B. read 2nd time at length on
the table, 821 ; 2nd R., 822.

M. (Mr. Angers), that rule be suspended and
that B. be read 3rd time, 822 ; Messrs.
Power, Angers, 823; M. agreed to, and B.
read 3rd time and passed, 823.

Assent, 883.
(57 -38 Vict., cap. 8.)

Reference made, in Speech from Throne, at proro-
gation, to generous provision made for travel,
885.

OGDENSBURG AND L. CHAMPLAIN RY. CO., LEASING
POWERS, &C. Sec:

"St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co.'s B."

ONTARiO, CHILDREN'S AID SOCIETY. See:
" Youthful offenders, separate custody, &c., B."

Ontario, Houses of Refuge for Females;
B. (II).--Mr. Anqers.
lst R. se. (Mr. Angers), 631: rèmarks: Messrs.

Kaulbach, Angers, 631; M. agreed to, 631.
2nd R.*, 632.
In Con. of the W. ; remarks Messrs. Scott,

Angers, 645; B. reported from Con. (Mr.
Ogilvie) without amt., 645.

3rd R., 645.
Assent, 883.
(57 -58 Vict., cap. 60.)

Ontario Loan and Debenture Co.; exten-
sion of business throughout Domin-
ion; B. (38).-Mr. McKindsey.
1st R.*, 427.
2nd R.*, 485.
3rd R.*, 614.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 116.)

Ontario Mutual Life Assurance Co.;
powers as to investment of funds
extended; B. (28).-Mr. Merner.
1st R.*, 308.
2nd R.*, 333.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 123.)

ONTARIO ScHOOL FuNo, PAYMENT. SeC " Common
School Fund."

OPENING OF THE SESSION.
Speech froin the Throne. See "Speeches."

ORDER and Procedure, questions of.
Adjou rnment over Statutory Holidays.--Discussion

whether a M. is necessary for such adjts., Mr.
Scott thinking that it is not, Mr. Power that it
is; Mr. Angers' M. for the adjt. (over Ascension
day) was agreed to, 311.

Anendmnent not ctered in Orders.-See " Orders."

Bill afecting Coimons only.---Mr. Power commented
on Parly. etiquette, as to Senate meddling with
a B. solely affecting Commons (bribed Voters B.),
499.

Bill, Amit. interfering icith nwnicipal rights.-Mr.
Boulton opposed Mr. Power's Ant. to Montreal
Belt Line Ry. B., restricting elevated line, in
city, to passenger traffic, on the ground that the
city controls such restrictions, if deemted locally
expedient, 624.

Bill, Commons Amts., partial concurrence.-Mr.
Miller explained proper procedure : M. specifying
Amits. to be coiniurred in, another the Ants. not
concurred in ; the strictly proper way, a separate
M. to be put on each separate Amt., 634.

Bill, discussing principle in Com.-Considerable
discussion arose as to right of Senators to debate
the principle of Insolvency B., it having been so
understood by Mr. Dickey and others, but not by
leader of the House. Mr. Bowell, on this ground,
conceded the fullest discussion on the prnciple,
in Con., though the inexpediency of such pro-
cedure, generally, was pointed out and admitted,
503-4-5-6.--Further explanations by Messrs.
Bowell and Dickey, 551.

Also discussed, general principle of expediency
of an Insolvency B. having been alone affirmed
by 2nd R., which clause it would be best to select,
to test classes to whomn B. should apply, 505-6-7.

Mr. Power also pointed out, that if B. be given
an application distasteful'to majority, the Con.
may rise, and thus end the B., 507 ; this sugges-
tion was deprecated by other Senators, 508. F ur-
ther discussion on effect of voting a certain way
on Amts., 510.

Bill, division, demand for.--See " Division."
Bill, expense of.-Mr. Kaulbach coimented on the

expense caused by Mr. Bolton's introduction of
B. for construction of Hudson Bay Ry., for the
purpose of making a speech and circulating it;
Mr. Boulton, in answer, referred to useless
speeches made by Mr. Kaulbach; to which the
latter replied, 475; further reply, 477 ; Mr.
Perley also commented hereon, 479.

Bill, in extenso, in Debates.-Mr. Boulton desiring
publication, in Debates, of his B. for construction
of Hudson Bay Ry. as a public work, suggested
that his reading it might be diapensed with; but
on some Hon. Senators objecting to its appearing
in extenso in Hansard, he clained his right, if
necessary, to read it for the purpose, 468-9. The
B. appears at length at p. 469.

Bill, nature of, questioned.-Mr. Boulton's B. for
construction of Hudson Bay Ry. "as a public
work," p. 266, was objected to by Mr. Angers,
because:-

1. It is not a public, but a private B., and
should have been preceded by *a petition,
&c.

2. If a public B., it could only be introduced
with sanction of the Crown, and in Con-
mons.

The Speaker ruled the B. out of Order, 272.
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ORDER and Procedure-Continued.
Bill, premature discussion of.-Mr. Angers held

that Mr. Boulton might have been called to order
for his speech on effects of French Treaty, the
ratification B. not being yet introduced, 672.
Mr. Scott held that such strictures were hardly
fair, the Govt. having mentioned the Treaty in
Speech from the Throne ; and that to preclude a
member of Parlt. discussing a matter now before
the other branch of Parlt. would be suppressing
freedom of debate that has prevailed in the past,
673. Mr. Angers explained his views, and other
comments were made, 674.

Bill, prev'ious session, exhibits of.-Petition of Jas.
Balfour, for return of certain exhibits in his
Divorce B. of last Session ; referred to Divorce
Coin., 285-6.

Bill, public, special Con. on.-Notice of M. was
given by Mr. Bowell, for reference, after 2nd R.,
of Insolvency B. (C) to a Joint Coin. ; but after
consultation with Senators and the Premier, he
decided to refer it to a Special Coin. of the
Senate exclusively, 225; which was done in due
course. qn M. for a Coin. of 25, objection to
such a large Coin. made; several Coms. on dif-
ferent sections suggested ; but pointed out that
Coi. nay appoint sub-Coms., 249.

Bill, public, 3rd R.-Mr. Bowell ni. 3rd R. of
Public Harbours B., on its being reported from
Coin.; Mr. Power held that suspension of rules
should be a.; Mr. Bowell pointed out that the
Rule only applied to Private Bs., not to Public
Bs. where there is no Amt.; Mr. Power thought
there were Amts.; Mr. Bowell said they could
hardly be called Amts., being nerely corrections
of clerical errors ; Mr. Power did not press the
point, and the B. wass passed, 277-8.

Bill, 2nd R., discussion of details.-Mr. Vidal
urged that, instead of various details being dis-
cussed, the principle of due observance of the
Lord's day sbould be affirmed by a 2nd R. of the
B., leaving details to be dealt with in Coin., 578.

Bill, Senate.-See " Senate " (below).
Bill, tabling of papers connected with.-See "Papers"

(below).
Bill, withdrawal, riode of.-Mr. Lou heed having

ni. discharge of Order for 2nd R. of Rocky
Mountain Ry. Co.'s B., Mr. Miller pointed out
that leave for withdrawal of B. should be asked,
226 ; an error in form was made in carrying this
out, which was corrected by Mr. Miller's advice,
252.

Bill, îithdrawal; simiilar one from Commons.-Mr.
Miller pointed out that, before Commons B. was
introduced, leave should have been asked for
withdrawal of the Senate similar B. (Wood
Mountain, &c., Ry. Co.'s B.), 229.

Bills, French translation of.-See " French transla-
tion (in General Index to Subjects).

Bills, private, extension of time.-Mr. Bowell, on
21st March, ni. extension of time for Petitions
till 5th April, and for presenting, till 12th, 68;
M. agreed to*, 68.

2nd Report of Standing Orders Coin. presented
(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.) that time for Petitions
has expired, 134.

Remarks (Mr. Bowell) Govt. has no objection to
extension, 155; comiments: Messrs. Power,
Vidal, 155; not advisable, Commons having re-
fused (Mr. Bowell), 155.

Petitions, Notice of advt. wanting.-13th Re-
port of Standing Orders Coin. presented (Mr. Mac-
donald, B.C.) Remarks: Messrs. Miller, Mac-
donald, Allan; object of Report to place it on

ORDER and Procedure-Continued.
Journals as a warning, 264. M. (Mr. Lougheed)
to refer Report back, agreed to, 264.

Reporting : extension of time till end of session.
-15th Report presented (Mr. Macdonald, B. C.),
with remarks, 277; Mr. Miller, 277.

15th Report as above, adoption m. (Mr. Mac-
ionald, B.C.) 282. Debate on Rules and prac-
tice in this matter: Mr. Kaulbach, 282 ; Messrs.
Macdonald (B.C.), Kaulbach, Vidal, Bowell,
McKay, 283; Messrs, Lougheed, Allan, Mac-
donald (B.C.), Bowell, 284; Messrs. Macdonald
(B.C.), Bowell, Vidal, Power, 285; M. agreed
to, 285.

Bills, prirate, Petitionfor.-Time having expired,
Mr. Miller pointed out that, if B. is presented in
Conmons, and comes to Senate before 2nd R.,
after 1st R. and before 2nd R. it can be referred
to Standing Orders Coi. as a petition to be re-
ported on, 225.

Bills, private, Petition for leare to petition.-It was
discussed, and decided as the proper course, that
such a Petition should be, on motion, referred to
Standing Orders Coin. ; which was done in the
case of W. Barwick's petition, Man. and N. W.
Ry. Co.'s B., 224-5.

Bills, Private, 3rd R.-Sanie day that B. is report-
ed from Coin., objected to, as in direct violation
of Rule 70. (Lindsay, &c., Ry. Co.'s B.); and
3rd R. postponed, 277.

Bills. -See also " Coimnittee, Reports."
Cabinet Ministers, diference of opinion.-On Mes-

sage from Commons, with their Amnts. to Insur-
ance Act Aint. B. (V), Mr. Angers gave notice of
an Amt. to clause restricting investments author-
ized for Cos.; and Mr. MacInnes (Burlington)
proposed to still further extend the list, 823. On
in. adoption of the Commons Aints., Mr. Angers

gave reasons for declining to amd. the cl., 825.
Mr. MacInnes then ni. that this Comnimons Amt.
(cl. 27) be not concurred in (thus postponing the
natter for another season), 826-8. After debate,
in which Govt. was urged to withdraw the Ait.
for this session, Sir F. Smith expressed his regret
at Mr. Angers declining to ni. his proposed Amt.,
833. Mr. Angers explained his position in the
inatter, 835. Comments were made upon this in-
cident by Mr. Masson, 836; Mr. Bowell, 837,
and others. Sir F. Snith quoted a precedent for
lifference froin colleagues, 838, which precedent
Mr. Angers thought it not desirable to follow, 838.

Cablegranîs, unreliable.-Impropriety of calling at-
tention of Parlt. to cablegrams affecting important
subjects, pointed out by Mr. Bowell, upon the
Behring Sea question, a cablegram formng base
of an Inqy. having proved false, 226.

Conmittee on neu- Rides, formation of, &c.-See
" Rules " (below).

Committee Report, addition to.-Mr. McInnes (B.C.)
m. Amt. to M. for adoption of Internal Economy
Coin. Report: to and. Report by adding ci.
increasing Postnaster's salary, 654. Ques. of
Order (Mr. Power), that the Report does not
deal with Postmaster's salary at all, 654. Point
discussed; the Speiker decided that the M.
should be for a reference back, with instructions
to Coin. to insert the increase, 654; and Mr. Mc-
Innes altered his M. accordingly, 655.

Coi. Report, adoption. effect of.-Standing Orders
Coin. recommended suspension of Rule 52, on
N. S. Steel Co.'s B. Mr. Miller sn. suspension of
Rule accordingly; but, on discussion, it was
decided to nt. adoption of Coin. Report, which
had the saine practical effect, 497.
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ORDER and Procedure-Conttitnued.
Comnmittee Report and Minority Report.-Considera-

tion simultaneously ; also all the Minutes of
Coin., brought up, on motion, therewith. See
" Dillon Divorce case " (in General Index to
Subjects).

Committee Report, clerical errors.-Report on Trust
Corporation of Canada's B. was adopted, the
errors, being only clerical, in the printing, to be
corrected by the Clerk at the Table, 265-6.
Internai Econony Coin. Report, onitting recoin-
mendation for which Report was re-coimitted,
corrected at Table, 681.

Committee, Report ineccuirate.--Pointed out that
Report (Interior Economy Coin.) does not emibody
recomnmendation intended by Coin., as it restricts
additional translators to Bill work. It wvas dis-
eussed whether, with unanimous consent, Report
could be and. at Table ; Mr. Miller thought not.
As th" Report sufficed for present requirenients,
it was adopted as presented, 250. A separate
Report, later, reiiedied the defect, 272-3.

Com., Report of, teithout a recon mmtendaitionr - Stand-
ing Orders Coin. having reported petition on a
Ry. Co.'s B. not properly signed, but having
made no recommendation thereon, it vas found
necessary, in view of Rule 17, to refer the Report
back to Com., 197 8.

Coin., Specied, appt.-See " Bill, public, Con. on."

Coititt es, Standing, appoinitment of.-For the
first time, under the rnew Rules, _Mr. Bowell se.
appoinîtment of a Coin. of Selection, 87 : agreed
to, 87. Their report was piesented, and els.
respecting the various Standing Coms., were, on
M. (Mr. Bowell), adopted, with somie modifica-
tions, seriatim, 98. The Contingt. Accts. Con.
was, on recomimendation of Coin. of Selection,
changed to Internal Econony, &c., Coi., 98.

Connittees, Witneise unde r oath.-See " Parlia-
mentary Witnesses Oaths Act," passed this ses-
sion.

Constitutional questions.--Sec debates on the follow-
ing Bills and Motions:-

Criminal Code Ant. B. (question as to fixing
Grand Jury panel by Provincial legislatures,
and quorum for criminal cases by Doinition
Parlt.)

Death sentence, commutation of (prerogative
of clemency).

Dillon Divorce B. (force of ecclesiastical laws
in Province of Quebec, &c.)

France, Treaty with, ratification of.
Harbours, public, B. (reference by Mr. Power

to Foreshores jurisdiction ques.)
Insolvency B. (question of prerogative of local

legislatures, referred to Imperial Privy
Council).

Interest Act Amt. B. (held by Mr. Scott, imi-
proper to interfere witi procedure of Pro-
vinces, as to interest on judgments, 636).

Lord's day better observance B. (question
whether stichi legislation should be left to the
Provinces).

Man. and N.W.T. Schools question.
Montreal Harbour Commissrs. B. (question of

Federal and Provincial laws clashing).
Senate, Speaker, temporary, provision for, B.
Voters, bribed, disfranchisenent B. (Senatt

interference with a Bill solely affecting Con
irions).

Correspondence, tabling.-See " Papers " (below).
Debaote, expressions in.-To a ques. of Mr. Mc

Innes, whether Mr. O'Donohoe would vote for
Dillon divorce, if petitioner answered the dis
p3ted question satisfactorily ; Mr. O'Donohoi

ORDER and Procedure-Continced.
replied that it was noue of Mr. McInness
business, 453. Mr. McInnes objected to this
expression, 454; and Mr. O'Donohoe offered an
explanation, 455.

Mr. Power called Mr. Kaulbach to order for imput-
ing motives (personal vanity) to Mr. Boulton, in
his speeches on the French treaty and free trade,
674; Mr. Kaulbach said be would disregard the
call to order, 674. Mr. Boulton, in closing re-
marks, alluded to these remarks, 674.

On 2nd R. of the French Treaty ratification B.,
Mr. Power observed that question should not
be put until House has heard from certain
gentlemen, familiar with the lumber interests,
" as they have come for the special purpose of
taking part in the debate," 787. Mr. Burns,
on risng, said he would not enter into the ques-
tion whether he caine for the purpose; Mr.
Power observed that there is another Senator
connectd with the lhumber interest, also pre-
sent. Mr. Angers thought the reference to one
was improper ; there are two now, 787.

On 2nîd R. Ocean Steanship subsidies (fast At-
lantic line) B., Mr. Angers having referred to
"calunmies directed against the safety of the
route," he was called to order by Mr. Power, who
stated be had never said it was dangerous, 815.

Debote, quies. of Order, precedence in.-Ques. of
Order being before the House, Mr. O'Donohoe's
Amt. to M. on Divorce case not baving been
placed on the Orders, Mr. Mclnnes(B.C.) objected
to Mr. O'Donohoe speaking further on the motion,
till point of order is decided, 431.

Similar objection taken by Mr. Power to Mr. Mc-
lines speaking further on his M. for increase of
Postmaster's salary, 654.

Debate, relevaniep of.-Mr. Angers questioning the
relevancy of Mr. Boulton's remîarks on price of
shingles in N.W.T. to his Hudson Bay Ry. B.,
he said this showed necessity of passing the B.,
473.

Mr.McInnes's Aimt. to re-commit Internai Economy
Con. Report, to increase Postmaster's salary ;
Mr. Power objected to Hon. Senators discussing
other points (of the Report) than the Amt., 657-8.

Deate, speakiny t reiet to A mt.-Ques. of Order - Mr.
Prowse) against Mr. Bellerose speaking twice to
his Ant., on Dillon Divorce case, 618; pointed
out by Ir. Bowell, that Mr. Bellerose is only
explaining, 618.

Objection taken by Mr. Angers, to Mi. Boulton
speaking a second time on his Amt. to 2nd R. of
French Treaty ratification B., 791.

Debate, spech on 2nd R.- -Mr. Boulton's Ait. to
2nd R. of French Treaty ratification B. (to return
Treaty for further negotiations) having been lost,
Mr. McCallum asked that B. might stand, for
his remarks tm,-niorrow ; Mr. Angers said there
would be an opportunity for speech when B. is
referred to Com. of the W. ; but Mr. McCallum
proceeded to speak, and moved the 6 months'
" hoist," 795-8.

Debate, termination of.--Mr. Bowell, while not
suggesting anything that would look like curtail-
ment of debate, especially as it has been carried
on so dispassionately, asked that the Man. Schools
question debate might terminate soon, 154.

Mr. Angers, rising to close debate, by giving Govt.
consent to Mr. Bernier's M. for papers in Man.
Schools question, Mr. Power said it did not fol-
low that no one else intended to speak, 166 ; and,
on rising to reply, Mr. Power explained that,

r while it might have been more courteous had he
spoken before, Ie wished to alternate diverse

e views in the discussion, and was perfectly within
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ORDER and Procedure-Contined.
his rights in speaking now, 167. Mr. Bowell, in
rising to close the debate, referred to this incident,
and Mr. Power replied, 188.

Debate, useless, expense of -See "Bill, expense of."
Debates, B. in extenso.-See " Bill."
Debates, reports of.-Unrevised edition done away

with ; galleys for correction, to be returned within
24 hours, 264.

Debating subjectspreviouslyi dise ussed. -- Considerable
discussion arose upon Mr. Power calling Mr.
Ferguson's attention to the subject of his Inqy.
and speech (feasibility of Hudson Bay route)
having been previously debated in the Senate ;
and Mr. Power made an explanation thereon,
222-3.

Division, denand for. - Mr. Almon objected to 3rd
R. of Trade Combine B. having been carried
without the division called for by himself and by
Mr. Murphy ; it proved that the demand had not
been heard ; and Mr. Miller pointed out that the
Hon. Senator had failed to take the indispensable
step of calling for ycas and nays, 461.

Dirorce procedure.-See the debates on "Divorce
cases" (in General Index); especially the " Dillon"
case, where constitutional points, such as divorces
to R. Catholies, were discussed at great length;
and Divorce Courts for Canada advocated. With-
drawal of exhibits of B. of previous session.-Sce
" Balfour " (in General Index).

French translation of Bil/s.-See that heading (in
General Index to Subjeets).

Fu nerals of deceased Senators.-M. for paymient
(Messrs. Flint and Glasier), precedents for this
course quoted, and M. agreed to, 687-8.

Gorernmnu ,t, condeaning in ad autce of papers.-Mr.
Kaulbach objected to denunciation of Govt. (for
interposition in a death sentence), in advance of
papers then being )i. for, thus prejudging the
case, 202.

Gort., diferences in.-See "Cabinet " (above).
overnme ntprerogtires. -See thedebateon "Death
sentence, commutation of," M. for papers.

Lev1islation, Gjort., backîeard st«te, &c.-Op position
criticismns and Govt. replies, on 2nd R. of Electric
Light Inspection B., 693-9. Further-comments,
on 2nd R. of Customs duties (new Tariff) B., 870
and following pages.

Members' absences not chargable.-See debate on
"Sessional Indemnity B.", 838-40.

Ministers diferingq in opinion.--See "Cabinet"
(above).

Motion, Amt. to, not in Orders.-See " Orders."
Motion, efect of.-It was debated whether, the

adoption of Dillon divorce Com. Repo t having
been voted down, its further consideration could
be m. ; but it was pointed out, by Messrs. Miller
and Angers, that the M. which had been voted
down was only that the Report be adopted
"now," thus leaving future consideration open,
515.

Motion, postpoeneent.--Somne Hon. Senators object-
ing to further postponement of M. for reconsid-
eration of Dillon divorce Coin. Report, Mr. Power
pointed out that it is quite unprecedented, when
a gentleman in charge of a B. consents to a post-
ponement, that the other members should insist
on proceeding with it. The consideration was
postponed, 614.

Motion îvithout Notice.-Mr. Kaulbach objected to
Mr. Angers' M. for adjt. over Ascension Day,
without two days' notice ; but he afterwards
withdrew his objection, 311.
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ORDER and Procedure-Continued.
Ne-spaper report, quoted.-Mr. Ferguson quoted

Toronto Globe report, in support of his assertion
as to Mr. Dalton McCarthy s speech at Toronto,
205.

Neespaper reports, erroneous. -Correction made (Mr.
Bowell) of Ottawa Citizen's report upon differ-
ence of Ministers on Amt. to Insurance Act. Amt.
B., 857.

Correction made (Mr. Miller) of Montreal
iaZette's report of division on Insolvency B., the

"hoist" having been ia. by Mr. McCallum, not
by Mr. Miller, as stated, 620.

Newspaper reports, unreliable. -Impropriety of call-
ing attention of Parlt. to cablegrams' affecting
important subjects, pointed out by Mr. Bowell,
upon the Behring Sea question, a cablegram form-
ing base of an inqy. having proved false, 226.

Order, ques. of, precedence indebat.-See "Debate"
(above).

Orders, mode of bringin.y M. upon.-On Monday,
June 11, Mr. Clemow's Notice of M., for recon-
sideration of Dillon divorce Coin. Report "on
Wednesday next " was called. Discussion arose
as to proper mode of bringing this M. upon the
Order paper ; finally the M. wvas allowed to stand
until Wednesday, 482.

Orders, M. as defined, ineomaplete.-Mr. Clemnow's
M. for further consideration of Dillon divorce
Com. Report did not include Minority Report.
Ques. as to the sense of the Minutes was dis-
cussed; finally both reports were brought under
siniultaneous consideration, such having been the
intention, 514-518.

Orders, omission of Asmt. from.-Mr. O'Donohoe's
Aint. (to M. for adoption of Divorce Com.'s Re-
port) to re-commit the Report, although reported
in the Debates, was not entered upon the Orders ;
consequently a question of Order was, in a resumed
debate, raised by Mr. Bellerose, 431. The cause
of the omission was discussed : whether through
failure to reduce it to writing, &c.; Mr. Power
pointed out that there was nothing to hinder any
menber from moving the sane resolution at once,
432. Finally Mr. Landry m. thesame Aniat.,433;
and the debate thereon proceeded.

Orders, precedence of remsumed debate.-Pointed out
by Mr. Power, that resuned debate on Dillon Di-
vorce case should have place next after 3rd Rs.,
instead of at end of Orders, 383 ; renarks :
Messrs. Aln.on, Kaulbach, Power, 384; and the
suggested order of business was adopted.

Similar discussion took place, as to the proper
position of this debate on Order paper, and on the
effect of the new Rules of Senate: Messrs.
Clemow, Bowell, Power, 406.

Papers, tabling of.-On 2nd R. of Ocean Steamship
Subsidies B. (fast Atlantic line), Mr. Power said
Govt. had no right to ask assent to proposal, till
House knew what the arrangements are, the
documents not baving been tabled, 809-10. Mr.
Angers said they had been handed to the Clerk,
that they were laid on the Table, and Mr. Power
had no right to say they were not; Mr. Power
replied, 810. Mr. Angers re-affirmed that the
papers were brought down several days ago,
and are on the Table now ; and further remîîarks
passed thereon, 814. On Mr. Angers m. 3rd R.,
Mr. Power commented on this incident, disclaim-
ing discourteous intent, 823. Mr. Angers ex-
plained that, when tabled, a mistake was made
n calling them French Treaty papers, but the

error was corrected, and Minutes are correct, 823.
Petition for leave to petition.-See "Bill."
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ORDER and Procedure-Concluded.
Prerogttive of clemience.-See the debate on " Death

sentence, commutation of," M. for papers.
Printing, ddlays in, <-c.-See " Printing " in General

Index to Subjects.
Printing of a Petition.-(R. C. Bishovs on Man.

Schools question). Question as to its being print-
ed in extenso in the Minutes, or referred to Print-
ing Com. in the usual way, 331; on M. (Mr.
Bellerose) it was ordered to be printed for circu-
lation, 332.

Pririlege, Questions.-See "Newspaper reports"
(above).

Priry Council (Imper ial) decisions.-See debate on
"Man. and N. W.T. Schools question " (General
Index to Subjects).

Rules, rerision of the. -A draft of revised Riles
having been prepared last session, but their con-
sideration laid over, Mr. Bowell gave Notice of
M. for reference of draft to Coin. of the W.,
25. He afterwards and. this Notice. to a refer-
ence of the draft to a Special Coin., 68. Finally,
he nt. the appt. of a Special Com. to consider, re-
vise and report on the rules of the Senate, 68;
M. agreed to, 68. Report of Special Com. w as
presented (Mr. Power), 86; and adopted imme-
diately, under suspension of Rules, 87.

Senate Bill, emnpowrering/ contrtet-takin.---Mr.
Kaulbach pointed out that Ligathouses, &c., B.,
empowered Minister of Marine to make contracts
for and puichase supplies, and thus to create
liabilities. Mr. Bowell showed that this was a
re-enactment of an already existing law, contain-
ing such powers ; and B. passed 2nd R., 89.

Senate Bill, salaried officials ounder. -Ques. raised
by Mr. Masson, and discussed, whether B. could
originate in Senate, giving power to finister of
Marine to appoint certain salaried officials ; B.
allowed to stand, 88. Mr. Bowell, on m. 2nd R.,
pointed out that B. simply changed mode of
appointing officials, their appointments being
already provided for by statute, 88.

Senators' absences not chargeable.-See debate on
" Sessional Indemnity B.," 838-840.

Senators, deceased.-See "Funerals" (above).
Senators, eridenct of. Discussion whether state-

inents made by Hon. Senators, bearing on merits
of divorce case under consideration, should be
accepted as of the nature of evidence in the
matter, 616-18.

Session, lateness of the.--See " Legislation " (above).
Treaty, ratitication.-On 2nd R. of French Treaty

B., Mr. Power, discussing attitude of Govt., con-
sidered, if the country were now held to be in
honour bound to ratify Treaty, it was so bound
last year, when Govt. withheld ratification, 792.
Other constitutional points as to treaty-making
powers, &c., were referred to in different parts of
the same debate.

Visitors, distinpuished, invited to ,oor.-Represent-
atives fromr Victoria, introduced by Mr. Bowell,
636, 639.

Ottawa and Gatineau Ry. Act-CntinSued.
3rd R., 665.
Assent, 883.
(57- 58 Vict., cap. 87.)

OTTAwA AND GATINEAU VALLEY RY., SUBSII)Y. Sec:
"Railway, subsidies to, B."

OITAWA AND PARRY SOUND RY. CO., AGREEMENT
POWERS, in:

"Montreal Isid. Belt Line Ry. Co's. B."

OITAwA, BRIc.E (INTERPROVINcIAL) AT.
Remarks (Mr. Clemow) on 2nd R. of Ry. Subsidies

B., 867.
OTTAwA "CITIZEN," ERRONEOUS REPORT IN.

On difference between Ministers, on Amts. to In-
surance Act Amt. B. Correction made (Mr.
Bowell), 857.

Ottawa Electric Go. Incorp. B. (74).-Mr.
Clemnotr.
lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. mt. (Mr. Clemnow), 481; M. agreed to, 481.
3rd R.*, 550.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 111.)

Sec ailso the following Bill.

Ottawa Electric Co.; Chaudière Electric
Light and Power Co., change of name,
&c. ; B. (75).-Mr. Cleumoir.

Sec also above Bill.
lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Clemow), 481; M. agreed to, 481.
3rd R.*, 550.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 109.)

Ottawa Electric Ry. Co.; amalgamation
of Ottawa City Passenger Ry. Co. and
Ottawa Electric Street Ry. Co. ; B.
(66 ).-Mr. Cteutoe-.
lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Clemow) 480; M. agreed to, 480.
3rd R.*, 521.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 86.)

Ottawa Gas Co.; power to borrow
money and issue bonds; B. (26).-Mr.
Clemow.

lst R.*, 308.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Clemow), 310. Remarks:

Messrs. Power, Clemow, Read (Quinté), 310.
M. agreed to, 310.

3rd R.*, 360.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 112.)

OTTAWA RIVER CANAL. Sec:
" Montreal, &c., and Georgian Bay Canal Co's. B."

OTrAWA VALLEY RY. CO., AGREEMENT, in:
" Atlantic and L. Superior Ry. Co's. B."

Witncsses, examination of.-See " Parlianentary PAcIFIC STEAMSHIP sERvicE.-Alluded to in debates
Witnesses Oaths Act," passed this session. on " Ocean Steamship cominunication."

Ottawa and Gatineau Ry. Co.; Acts
consolid., name changed, &c. ; B. (72).
-11r. Clenoe'.

1st R. *, 635.
2nd R. mu. (Mr. Clemow), 638; M. agreed to. 638.
B. reported from Com. (Mr. Allan) with an Aint.,

change of naine, &c. ; t. (Mr. Clemow), that
Amt. be concurred in, 665 ; M. agreed to, 665.

PAPER INDUSTRY. Sec " Tariff and Trade matters."

PARLIAMENT, DATE OF cALLING.
Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Scott, 16;

Mr. Bowell, 23.
Opposition criticisns and Govt. replies, on 2nd

R. of Electric Light Inspection B. : Mr. Scott,
693; Messrs. Angers, Scott, Allan, 694; Messrs.
Clemow, Angers, Power, 695; Messrs. Kaul-
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PARLIAMENT, DATE OF CALLING-Continued.

bacb, Power, McInnes, Angers, 696; Messrs.
McInnes (B.C.), Angers, 697; Messrs. MacInnes
(Burlington), Perley, Primrose, 698; Messrs.
McInnes (B.C.), Primrose, Power, 699.

Further comments, on 2nd R. of Customs duties
(new tariff) B. : Mr. Power, 870; reply: Mr.
Bowell, 874; other allusions following in same
debate.

Parliamentary Witnesses Oaths Act,
1894; Oaths at bar of Senate or Com-
mons, or before Committees; B. (90).
-Mr. Angers.
Introduced*, 364.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 364; remarks: Mr.

Power, respecting inaccuracies in language of
B., 364; M. areed to, 364.

M. (Mr. Angers) into Com. of the W., 364; re-
marks: Messrs. Power, Angers, 365; M.
agreed to, 365.

In Coin. : Messrs. Angers, Power, Vidal, Allan,
respecting change of words in clause, 365 ; el.
amended and adopted, 365; Mr. Desjardins,
from Com., reported B. with Amts., 365.

Consideration of Amts. made in Coin. of the W.
on B., 407: remarks: Messrs. Power, Bowell,
407.

M. (Mr. Angers), that Amts. be concurred in, 407;
remarks: Mr. Power, 407; Messrs. Angers,
Power, 408; M. agreed to, 408.

B. read 3rd time and passed, 408.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 16.)

PARRY SOUND COLONIZATION Ry., SUBSIDY. SeC:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

PENSIONS, MILITIA STAFF OFFICERS.

Ingy. (Mr. Boulton) respecting them, 142; reply
(Mr. Bowell) and on the general question of pen-
sions, 143.

Petroleum Inspection Act Amt.; reduced
flash test; importation in tank cars,
&c.; B. (122). -Mr. Angers.
lst R.*, 687.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Angers), 689; remarks: Messrs.

Power, Vidal, Angers, Dever, 689; Messrs.
Dever, Kaulbach, Power, Angers, Sullivan,
690 ; Messre. Dever, Angers, 691 ; M. agreed
to, 691.

In Com. af the W.; on cl. 1 ; remarks: Messrs.
Power, Sullivan, 700; Messrs. Power, Sulli-
van, Angers, 701; cl. adopted, 701.

On cl. 5: Messrs. Power, Angers, 701; Messrs.
Angers, Kaulbach, Power, 702; B. reported
from Com. (Mr. Desjardins), without amt.,
702.

3rd R. 702.
Assent, 883.
(57 -58 Vict., cap. 40.)

- (COAL OIL, DUTIES). See also:
"Customs duties Acts consolid. B."
"Tariff and Trade matters " (generally).

PHILIPSBURG JUNCT. Ry. CO., SUBSIDY. See:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

Pictou Harbour N.S., Acts, further
Amt.; New &lasgow public wharf
included in jurisdiction; B. (F).-Mr.
Bowell.

Pictou Harbour (N.S.) Acts-Continued.
In Coin. of the W. ; remarks: Messrs. Power,

Bowell, 252; B. reported (Mr. Vidal) without
aint., 252.

3rd R.*, 264.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 49.)

Piper, William S., Divorce B. (O).-Mr.
Clcrtoe'ow.
lst R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 331.
Adoption of seventeenth Report of Divorce Com.

nt. (Mr. Read, Quinté), 426 ; M. agreed to*,
426.

3rd R.*, 426.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 133.)

PLATE GLASS INSURANcE B. See "Stean Boiler and
Plate Glass."

PONTIAC AND KINGSTON RY., SUBSIDY. See:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."
Pontiac and Ottawa Ry. Co. Incorp. B.

(139).-Mr. Cleinow.
Ist R.*, 687.
2nd R. n. (Mr. Clemow), 704; M. agreed to, 704.
3rd R.*, 726.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 88.)

PONTIAC AND OrrAWA Ry., SURSIDY. See:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNC. RY. CO., AGREEMENT, IN:
"Ottawa and Gatineau Ry. Co's. B."
"Pontiac and Ottawa Ry. Co's. B."

PONTIAC PACIFIC JUNCT. RY. (THREE SUBSIDIES). Sec:

" Railways, subsidies to, B."
PORT HAWKESBURY TO CHETICAMP, RY., SUBSIDY. See:

" Railways, subsidies to, B."
POSTMASTERýS SALARY, INCREASE OF. See:

" Internal Economy Com.," 3rd Report.

Post Office Act Amt. ; almanacs, &c.,
issued by newspapers ; letters in
other mailable matter; B. (JJ).-Mr.
Ainqers.
lst R.*, 692.
2nd R.*, 704.
In Com. of the W. ; B. reported (Mr. Lougheed)

without amt., 705.
3rd R., 705.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 54.)

PRAIRIE CHIÇKEN. PROTECTION OF.
Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Boulton,

63, 70.
PRINCE EDWD. ISLD. RY. AND FERRY. Sée:

Moncton and P.E.I. Ry. and Ferry B."
SCHOOLS QUESTION-referred to in:

"Man. and N.W. T. Schools " debate.
STATE OF TRADE, &C.

Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Angers,
64; Mr. Boulton, 64; Mr. Bowell, 30; Mr. Kaul.
bach, 50; Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 64; Mr. Power,
41; Mr. Scott, 17, 18.

Introduced, and B. explained (Mr. Bowell), 199. TUNNEL COMMUNICATION, &c.
2nd R., 227. B. further explained (Mr. Bowell), Inqy. (Mr. Ferguson), intention of Govt. to corn.

227. plete borings this summer, 497. Reply (Mr.
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PRINCE EDWARD ISLD. TUNNEL COM., &C.-Continued. PROTECTION. Sec "Tariff and Trade matters."
Bowell), intention to proceed therewith; amount
in Estinates, 497.

M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.) for Return of last win-
ter's communication with P.E.I., in detail; also
for corresp. between Dom. and Provl. Govts.
respecting financial clajins of P.E.I., and respect-
ing proposed tunnel, 529. Remarks thereon :
Mr. Ferguson, 528-33; Mr. Poirier, 533; Mr.
Ferguson, 533-5 ; Messrs. Boulton, Poirier, 535;
Mr. Ferguson, 535-8; Mr. Macdonald (B.C.),
538; Mr. Ferguson, 538-40; Mr. Power, 540;
Mr. Ferguson, 540-5; on printing of Sir D.
Fox's report: Messrs. Vidal, Ferguson, Power,
Bowell, 545; further on tunnel scheme: Mr.
Ferguson, 545-6 ; Messrs. Power, Kaulbach,
Prowse, 546; Mr. Ferguson, 546-7; Mr. Poirier,
547; Mr. Ferguson, 547-8; Messrs. Poirier, De
Boucherville, 548; Mr. Ferguson, 548-9. M.
agreed to, 550.

M. (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I ) for copies of Reports,
Sir D. F x and Mr. Baine, 585. Request (Mr.
Angers) for modification, to omit the plans, 585.
M. amid. accordingly and agreed to, 585.

PRINTING ANI) THE PRINTING COM.

Appointment of Com.-M. (Mr. Bowell) for adop-
tion of Report of Coni. of Selection, agreed to*,
98.

Complaint (Mr. Bowell) of delays, upon Montreal
Harbour Commissioners B. being mn. 2nd R. (Mr.
Bowell) without French edition being ready; a
return to old system of printing suggested, for
Parly. printing, 228.

Explanation (Mr. Bowell) on the above, that
Queen's Printer reports copy in French not yet
reached the Bureau, 229.
(For steps taken to increase staff of translators,

sec " French translation.")
Explanation from Printing Bureau presented (Mr.

Bowell) that no delay had been made with Dillon
Divorce papers, 406.

Ques. of printing Petition (R. C. Bishops on Man.
Schools) in extenso in Minutes, or reference to
Printing Com. in usual way, 331; on M. (Mr.
Bellerose) it was ordered to be printed for circu-
lation, 332.

M. (Mr. Power) for Return, details of cost of print-
ing, 1883-93, for comparison of contract and Govt.
systens, 688; remarks: Mr. Power, 688; M.
agreed to, 689.

PRIVATE BILLS, TIME EXTENSION, &C. Sec "Bills."

PRIVILEGE, QUESTIONS OF.

Montreal Gazette report on Insolvency B. division.
-Correction of error (Mr. Miller), 620.

Ottawa Citizen report on difference between Minis-
ters on Insurance Act Amt. B. -Correction (Mr.
Bowell), 857.

PROCEDURE, QUESTIONS OF. Sec:

" Order and Procedure."

PROHIBITION QUESTION-referred to in debate on:
"France, Treaty with, ratification B."

PROHIBITION, ROYAL COMMISSION ON.

Ingy. (Mr. McClelan), whether report of Royal
Commission has been received by Govt., 348.

Reply (Mr. Bowell), a partial report received, 348.
Further lnqy. (Mr. McClelan), 361.
Reply: Mr. Bowell, escaped attention, 361.
Further reply: Mr. Bowell, Oommission not yet

made report ; preliminary report will be brought
down, 365.

PROROGATION.

Speech from the Throne. See "Speeches."

PROVINCIAL COURT JUDGES B. See "Judges."

PUBLIC HARBOURS ACT. Sec " Harbours."

PUBLIC WORKS ANI) TAXATION.

Remarks in 7a. the Address in reply to Speech
from Throne (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.), 10, 11.

QUEBEC, ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE, SUPERIOR CT.,
SALARY. See:

"Judges of Provincial Courts B."
QUEBEC AND L. ST. JOHN RY., SUBSIDY. See:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."
QUEBEC CENTRAL RY., (ONNECTION WITH. Sec:

"Lake Megantic Ry. Co. Incorp. B."
SUBSIDY. Sec:

" Railways., subsidies to, B."
QUEBEC, LOYAL SENTIMENT IN.

Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Angers,
66; Mr. Scott, 66.

QUEBEC, MONTREAL AND OTTAWA Ry. SUBSIDY. Sec:
" Railways."

QUEBEC, PROVINCE, RY. SUBsiDY, B. Sec " Railways."
QUEBEC, SCHOOL FUND, 'AYMENT. Sec "Common

School Fund."

QUEEN, ADDRESS TO H. M. THE.

Congratulations on birth of a son to the Duke of
York. Ingy. (Mr. Read, Quinté) as to intention
to pass Address, 692; reply (Mr. Angers) it is
the intention, 693.

M. (Mr. Angers) for joint Address of Parlt., to
H. M., 725; seconded (Mr. Scott), and agreed
to, 726.

QUEEN VICTORIA NIAGARA FALLS PARK, AGREEMENTS.
Sec:

"Clifton Suspension Bridge Co.'s B." Also:
" Niagara Falls Suspension Bridge Co.'s B."

Railway Act Amt.; shelter for motor-
men, &c.; B. (14).-Mr. Bowell.
Ist R.*, 427.
2nd R. în. (Mr. Bowell), 465. M. agreed to, 466.
2nd R., 466.
In Com. of the W. ; on cl. 1; remarks: Mr.

Power, 496. B. reported from Comn. (Mr.
Clemow) without amt., 496.

3rd R., 496.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 53.)

RAILWAYS:
ALPHABETICAL LIST of Railways affected by legisla-

tion of this Session, either direCtly or by Bills
of other Railways, mentioning agreements,
amalgamation or connections to be made with
thein.

Abbottsford Stn. to Chilliwack, Ry., subsidy.
Se e:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Alberta Southern Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Atlantic and L. Superior Ry. Co., agreements

ratified, B.
Leasing power, &c. Sec:

Montreal Isld. Belt. Line Ry. Co.'s B.
Atlantic and N.W. Ry. Co., time for construc-

tion, &c., B.
Baie des Chaleurs Ry. Co., agreement-in:

Atlantic and L. Superior Ry. Co.'s B
Métis, Matane and Gaspé Ry. Co. Incorp. B.

Boston and N.S. Coal and Ry.Co., subsidy. *See:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Boynton Bicycle Electric Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
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RAILWAYS-Continued.

Bracebridge and Baysville Ry., subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Brandon and S.W. Ry. Co. Incorp. Act revived,
B.

Subsidy. See Ry. subsidies (land) B.
Brantford, Waterloo, &c., Ry. subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Brockville and S. Ste. Marie Ry., subsidy. See:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Calgary and Edmonton Ry. Co., leasing powers-

Edmonton Street Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Canada Atlantic Ry. Co., leasing powers-in:

Montreal Isld. Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B.
St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co.'s B.

Canada Eastern Ry. (three-subsidies). Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Canada Southern Ry. Co.'s B.
Bridge, B. Sec:

St. Clair River Ry. Bridge, .&c., B.
Canadian Pacifie Ry. construction. Sec:

Hudson Bay Ry. construction B. (-).
Drawback, iron bridges, B.
Freight rates, revenue, &c., Ms. and

Inq uiries.
land subsidy. Sec:

Ry. subsidy (land) to C.P.R. Co.. B.
(Pipestone Branch). Sec:

Ry. subsidy (land) B.
leasing powers, connections, &c. Sec:

Alberta Southern Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Atlantic and N.W. Ry. Co.'s B.
Cariboo Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Cobourg and Pacific Ry. Co.'s B.
Duluth and James Bay Ry. Co.'s B.
Gleichen and Victoria Ry. Co.'s B.
Hudson Bay Ry. construction, debates.
Montreal Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B.
Pontiac and Ottawa Ry. Co. s B.
Rocky Mountain Ry., &c., Co.'s B.
Wolseley and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s B.

Reference to also in debate on Ocean
Steanship Subsidies B.

Cap de la Magdeleine Ry. subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Cape Breton Ry. extension Co., subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Caraquet and Tracadie Ry. subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Cariboo Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Central Ry. Co. of N.B., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Central Vermont Ry., leasing powers. Sec:

St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co.'s B.
Cobourg, Northd. and Pacifie Ry. Co.'s B.
Cross Creek Stn. co Stanley, Ry. subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co.'s B.
Drummond County Ry. subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Duluth and James Bay Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Edmonton Street Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Elgin and Havelock Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Elk and Kootenay Rivers to Coal Creek Ry.,

subsidy. Sec Ry. subsidies B.
Erie and Huron Ry. Co.'s B.
Erie and Niagara Ry. agreement- in:

Canada Southern Ry. Co.'s B.
European and N. A. Ry., connecting line. Sec:

Elgin and Havelock Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Gaspesia Ry. Co., agreement. Sec:

Métis, Matane and Gaspé Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Gleichen and Victoria Ry. Co. Incorp. B.

RAILWAYS-Continued.
Grand Trunk Ry. construction, referred to i n

Hudson Bay Ry. construction B. (-), debate.
leasing or amalgamating powers. Sec:

Montreal IsId. Belt Line Ry. Co's. B.
St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry, Co's. B.

Great Eastern Ry. Co., agreement-in:
Atlantic and L. Superior Ry. Co's. B.

Great Northern Ry., connection, &c. See:
Montreal Isld. Belt Line Ry. Co's. B.

two subsidies. Sec Ry. subsidies B.
Great N.W. Central Ry. Co., Inqy.
Guelph Junet. Ry. Co's. B.
Harvey Branch Ry., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Havelock to I. C. Ry., subsidy. See:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Hudson Bay Ry. route, Inquiries, &c.

construction as public work, B. (-).
_- by Man. and N.W.T. Govts., B.

(BB).
Intercol. Ry., connecting lines. Sec:

Elgin and Havelock Ry. Co. Inoerp. B.
Metis, Matane and Gaspé Ry. Co. Incorp. B.

construction of, referred to in :
Hudson Bay Ry. construction debates.

freight and passenger rates, M.
Jo ggins Ry. to Young's Mills, Ry., subsidy. See:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Joliette and St. J. de Matha Ry., subsidies. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry. Co's. B.
Lake Megantic Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Lake Temiscamingue Ry., subsidy. Sece:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Lime Ridge to Megantic Ry., subsidy. See:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Lindsay, Bobeaygeon, &c., Ry. Co's. B.

subsidy. Sec Ry. subsidies B.
London and P. Stanley Ry. Co., borrowing

powers, in :
Lake Erie and Detroit River Ry. Co's. B.

Lotbinière and Megantic Ry., subsidy. Sece:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Malone and St. Lawrence Ry. Co., leasing
powers. Sec:

St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co's. B.
Man. and N. W. Ry. Co's. B.

subsidy. Sec Ry. subsidies B.
Manitoulin and N. Shore Ry., subsidy. See:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Megantic Ry. Co. Incorp. B. See " Lake

Megantic."
Métis, Matane and Gaspé Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Michigan Central Ry. Co., agreement. Sec:

Canada Southern Ry. Co's. B.
Michigan Midland agreement. See sanie Bill.
Montreal and Ottawa Ry., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Miramichi, Ry. connection with I. C. R., sub-

sidy. See:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Mohawk and Malone Ry. Co., leasing powers.
Sec:

St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co's. B.
Moncton and P. E. . Ry. and Ferry Co's. B.
Montfort Coloniz. Ry., subsidy. See:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Montreal and Ottawa Ry. Co's. B.

subsidy. Sec Ry. subsidies B.
Montreal IsId. Belt Line Ry. Co's. B.
Montreal Park and Isld. Ry. Co's. B.
Musquodoboit Valley Ry., In y., &c.

subsidy. Sec Ry. subsidiesB.
Nakusp and Slocan Ry., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
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RAILWAYS-Continued.
Nanaimo and Esquimalt Ry. B.

Remnarks as to its being t hrown out, and passed
afterwards (Messrs. Read, Quinté, and Scott)
253.

Nelson Valley Ry. See:
Hudson Bay Ry., construction B. (BB).

New Glasgow Iron, Coal and Ry. Co., subsidy.
See :

Railways, subsidies to, B.
New York Central, &c., Ry. Co., leasing powers,

&c. Sec:
St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co's. B.

Nicola Valley Ry., subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Ni pissing and James Bay Ry., subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

North Shore Ry. subsidy. Sec:
Ry. subsidy to Prov. of Que.. B.

Ogdensburg and L. Champlain Ry. Co., leasing
powers, &c. Sec:

St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co's Ry. B.
Ottawa and Gatineau Ry. Co.'s B.

subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Ottawa and Parry Sound Ry. Co., agreement
powers. Sec:

Montreal Island Belt Line Ry. C.'s B.
Ottawa Electrie Ry. Co., amalgamation of, B.
Ottawa Valley Ry. Co., agreement-in:

Atlantic and L. Superior Ry. Co.'s B.
Parry Sound Colonization Ry., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Philipsburg Junct. Ry., &c., subsidy. Sec:

Raulways, subsidies to, B.
Pontiac and Kingston Ry., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Pontiac and Ottawa Ry. Co. Incorp. B.

subsidy. See :
Railways, subsidies to B.

Pontiac Pacific Junct. Ry. Co., agreement-in:
Ottawa and Gatineau Ry. Co. 's B.
Pontiac and Ottawa Ry. Co.'s B.

(three subsidies.) Sec
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Poit Hawkesbury to Cheticamp Ry., subsidy.
Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Prince Edward Isid. Ry. aud Ferry. Sec:

Moncton and P.E.I. Ry. and Ferry, B.
Quebec and L. St. John Ry., subsidy. See:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Quebec Central Ry., connection with. Sec:

Lake Megantic Ry. Co. Incorp., B.
subsidy. See:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Quebec, Montreal and Ottawa Ry., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Quebec Province Ry. subsidy, B. Sec:

Ry. subsidy to Prov. of Que., B.
Railway subsidy (land) to C.P.R., B.
Railway, subsidy to Province of Quebec, B.
Railways, subsidies to, B. (169).
Railways, subsidies (land) to, B.
Red Deer Valley Ry. and Coal Co.'s B.
Restigouche and Victoria Ry., subsidy. Sece:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
River St. Clair Ry. Bridge, &c. Sec:

St. Clair.
Rocky Mountain Ry. and Coal Co. Incorp. Act

Amt. B. (H).
time extended, agreement with C.P.R.,

&c., B. (80).
land subsidy. Se:

Railways, subsidies (land) B.
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry. B.

subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

RAILWAYS-Continued.
St. Clair River Ry. Bridge and Tunnel Co. B.
St. Eustache and C.P.R. connection, subsidy.

Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

St. Eustache te St. Placide Ry., subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

St. John to Barneville Ry., subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co., leasing
or amalgamating powers, B.

leasing powers. Se:
Montreal Isld. Belt Line Ry. Co.'s B.

St. Placide to St. Andrews Ry., subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

St. Rémi to St. Cyprien Ry., subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Short Line Ry. B.
South-eastern Ry. bridge, subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
South Shore Ry., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Strathroy and W. Counties Ry., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Tilsonburg, L. Erie and Pacific Ry., subsidy,

Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Tobique VallEy Ry. subsidy. Sec:
Railways, subsidies to, B.

Toledo, Canada Southern and Detroit Railroad.
Sec:

Canada Southern Ry. Co's B.
United Counties Ry., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Western Counties Ry. purchase. See:

Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co.
Windsor and Annapolis Ry. Co.'s B. Sec:

Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co.
Winnipeg and Atlantic Ry. Co. See:

Duluth, Nepigon and James Bay Ry. Co.'s B.
Winnipeg and Hudson Bay Ry. Co. Sec:

Hudson Bay Ry. construction B.
Winnipeg, Great Northern Ry. Co.

Winnipeg Great Northern Ry. Ce.
Wolseley and Fort Qu'Appelle Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
Wood Mountain and Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.'s B. (R).

(Commons B., No. 20.)
Woodstock and Centreville Ry., subsidy. Sec:

Railways, subsidies to, B.
Yarmouth and A nnapolis Ry., purchase. See:

Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co.

Railways, Subsidies to the undermen-
tioned, authorized ; B. (169).-Mr. Bowell.

ABBOTTSFORD STATION, C.P. R., TO CHILLIwACK, RY.
BOSTON AND N.S. COAL AND Ry. Co.
BRACEBRIDGE AND BAYSVILLE RY.
BRANTFORD, WATERLOO AND LAKE ERIE RY.
BROCKVILLE, WESTPORT AND SAULT STE. MARIE RY.
CANADA EASTERN RY. (Chatham to Black Brook).

(Nelson Branch).
(C. P. R. connection)..

CAP DE LA MAGDELEINE TO C. P. R.
CAPE BRETON Ry. ExTENsioN Co.
CARAQUET RY. CONNECTION WITH TRACADIE.
CENTRAL RY. CO. OF N.B.
CROSS CREEK STATION TO STANLEY VILLAGE, Ry.
DRUMMOND COUNTY Ry.
ELK AND KOOTENAY RIVERs TO COAL CREEK, RY.
GREAT NORTHERN RY. (22 miles from E. end).

(30 miles from St. Tite).
HARVEY BRANCH Ry.
HAVELOCK, CONNECTION WITH I. C. R.
JOGGINs Ry. TO YOUNG'S MILLS, RY.
JOLIETTE AND ST. J. DE MATHA, RY. (two subsidies).
LAKE TEMISCAMINGUE COLONIZATION Ry.
LIME RIDGE lO COUNTY OF MEGANTIC, Ry.
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Railways, Subsidies, Act-Continued.
LINDSAY, BOBCAYGEON ANI) PONTYPOOL RY.
LOTBINIÈRE AND MEGANTIC RY.
MANITOBA NORTH-WESTERN RY.
MANITOULIN AND NQRTH SHORE Ry.
MIRAMIcHI, BRANCH RY. To I. C. R.
MONTFORT COLONIZATION RY.
MONTREAL AND OTTAWA RY.
MUSQUODOBOIT VALLEY RY.
NAKUSP AND SLOCAN RY.
NEw GLASGOW IRON, COAL AND RY. CO.
NICOLA VALLEY Ry.
NIPiSSING AND JAMES BAY RY.
OTTAwA AND GATINEAU VALLEY RY.
PARRY SOUND COLONIZATION RY.
PHILIPSBURG JUNcT. Ry. AND QUARRY CO.
PONTIAC AND KINGsToN Ry.
PONTIAC AND OTTAWA RY.
PON'IAC PACIFIC JUNCT. RY. (three subsidies).
PORT HAWKESBURY TO CHETICAMP, RY.
QUEBEC AND LAKE ST. JOHN RY.
QUEBEC CENTRAL Ry.
RESTIGOUCHE AND VICTORIA RY.
ST. CATHARINES AND NIAGARA CENTRAL Ry.
ST. EUSTACHE ANI) C. P. R., CONNECTION.
ST. EUSTACHE TO ST. PLACIDE, RY.
ST. JOHN To BARNEVILLE, Ry.
ST. PLACIDE TO ST. ANDREWS, RY.
ST. RÉMI TO ST. CYPRIEN, RY.
SOUTH-EASTERN Ry. BRIDGE OVER YAMASKA.
SOUTH SHORE RY.
STRATHROY AND WESTERN COUNTIEs Ry.
TILSONBURG, LAKE ERIE AND PACIFIC RY.
ToBIQuE VALLEY Ry.
UNITED COUNTIEs Ry.
WOOI)STOCK AND CENTREVILLE RY.

lst. R., 864.
2nd R. in. (Mr Bowell). 865 ; remarks: Mr.

Power, 865-6; Messrs. Power, Kaulbach,
Clemow, 866. M. agreed to, 867.

3rd R., 867.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 4.)

Railways, subsidy to Province of Quebec
for construction of Ry., Quebec to
Ottawa ; payment authorized ; B.
(150).-Mr. Anger8.
lst R.*, 664.
2nd R.*, 679.
3rd R.*, 679.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 5.)

Railway subsidy (land) to C. P. R. Co.;
blocks instead of alternate sections;
other lands, with consent, to Hudson
Bay Co.; other School lands to be
reserved; B. (159).-Mr. Bowell.
1st R.*, 840.
2nd R. wt. (Mr. Bowell) 854; M. agreed to, 854.
In Com. of the W., Bill reported (Mr. Snowball)

without ait., 854.
3rd R., 854.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 7.)

Railways, Subsidies (land) to the under-
mentioned, authorized; B. (168).-Mr.
Bowell.

BRANDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN RY.

C.P.R., SOURIS (PIPESTONE VALLEY) BRANCH.

ROCKY MOUNTAIN RY. AND COAL CO.

1st R., 861.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 861. M. agreed to, 862.

65
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Railways, Subsidies, (land) Act-Continued.
In Con. of the W.: Messrs. Power, Bowell, Kaul-

bach, 862; Messrs. Kaulbach, Scott, 863; B.
reported (Mr. Cleniow) without aint., 863.

3rd R., 863.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 6.)

RAILWAYS, TELEGRAPHS & HARBOURS COMMITTEE.

Adoption of cl. of Report of Com. of Selection,
nominating, m. (Mr. Bowell), and agreed to*, 98.

For the Reports, see the respective Radlways, &c.
Red Deer Valley Ry. & Coal Co. Incorp.

Act revived and period further ex-
tended; B. (L).-Mr. Lougheed.
5th Report of Coin. on Standing Orders presented

(Mr. Macdonald, B.C.); petitions signed by
attorneys, not by proper officials, guarantee
for properly signed petition. Renarks on
points of order: Messrs. Miller, Macdonald,
McKay and Power, 197; Messrs. Miller,
Power and McKay, 198. Reference of Report
back to Coin. nt. (Mr. Lougheed), and agreed
to, 198.

lst R.*, 224.
2nd R. nt. (Mr. Lougheed), with explanation of B.,

227. M. agreed to, 227.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Lougheed), with remarks: peti-

tion arrived from England, duly signed, 332;
M. agreed to, 332

Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 90.)

REDISTRIBUTION ACT IN FORCE.. See:
" Electoral Franchise Act Ait. B."

REFORMATORIES, CONFINEMENT IN. SeC:

" New Brunswick, Juvenile Offenders, custody, B."
" Ontario, Houses of Refuge for Females, B."
" Youthful Offenders, separate custody, &c., B."

Reformed Baptist Church of Canada,
Alliance of, Incorp. B. (84).-Mr. Perley.
lst R.*, 426.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McClelan), 527 ; remarks: Messrs.

Bowell, McClelan, Power, 527 ; M. agreed
to, 527.

B. presented (Mr. Dever) from Private Bs. Com.,
with Amts., 615; m. (Mr. McClelan), that
Amts. be conenrred in to-morrow, 615; M.
agreed to, 615.

Concurrence in Ants. in. (Mr. McClelan), 619;
M. agreed to, 620.

3rd R. 620.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 126.)

RESTIGOUCHE & VlcTORIA RY., SUBSIDY. Sec:

" Railways, subsidies to, B."

RETIRING PENSIONs. Sec " Pensions."

RETURNSASKED FOR. See:
The respective subjects of the Returns.

REIURNS, OFFICIAL, UNRELIABLE.

See the discussion (Mr. Tassé and others) on French
Treaty ratification B., 845-8.

Revenue and Audit Act Amt. ; limitation
of actions against Revenue Officers;
seizures for probable cause, &c. ; B.
(127).-Mr. Bowell.
1st R*., 635.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 637; remarks : Mesurs

Scott, Bowell, 637; M. agreed to, 637.
In Com. of the W. ; on lst cl. ; remarks : Messrs,.

Power, Angerr 660; cl. adopted, 660.



II.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

Revenue and Audit Act Amt.-Continued.
On subsection 6, cl. 1: Mr. Power, 660; Messrs.

Angers, Power, Lougheed, 661; Messrs.
Angers, Lougheed, Power, Dever, 662 ;
Messrs. Angers, Power, Dever, 663; Mac-
donald (Victoria), Dever, Angers, Kaulbach,
664; sub-cl. agreed to, 664; B. reported from
Com. (Mr. Read, Quinté), without amt., 664.

3rd R., 664.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 19.)

Richelieu & Ont. Navigation Co,; addi-
tional bonding powers, &c. ; B. (62).-
Mr. Ogil vie.

1st R.*, 427.
2nd R. m. (Mr. McCallum), 482; M. agreed to,

482.
2nd R., 482.
3rd R., 521.
A sent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 105.)

RIVER ST. CLAIR RY. BRIDGE, &c., B. See "St.
Clair."

RIvERS, SAWDUST POLLUTION OF. Sec:

" Fisheries Act Amt. B."

Rocky Mountain Ry. & Coal Co. Incorp.
Act Amt. B. (H).-Mr. Lougheed.

Introduced*, 205.
On order for 2nd R., m. (Mr. Lougheed) that

order be discharged, Bill being introduced in
Comnions. 226; remarks on procedure (Mr.
Miller), 226; permission to withdraw the B.
requested (Mr. Lougheed), and B. with-
drawn, 226.

See, subsequently, the following Bill.

Rocky Mountain Ry. & Coal Co. Incorp.
Act revived and amd.; time for con-
struction extended; agreement with
C. P. R., &c. ; B. (80).-Mr. Perle#.

See, previously, the above Bill.
lst R.*, 499.
2nd R.*, 526.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. MacInnes, Burlington)*, 580.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 91.)

ROCKY MOUNTAIN RY. & COAL CO., LAND SUBSIDY.
See:

"Railways, subsidies (land) B."

ROMAN CATEOLIC SCROOLS IN N.W. Sece:

" Man. & N.W.T. Schools question."

RULES OF SENATE, REVISION OF.

Notice of M. for reference of Draft Rules to Com.
(Mr. Bowell), 25.

An amd. Notice (Mr. Bowell), 67.
M. for appt. of Special Coin. to revise the Rules

(Mr. Bowell), 68; agreed to*, 68.
Report of Special Coin., submitting revised Rules,

presented (Mr. Power) and changes explained, 86.
Suspension of Rules14 and18, asregardsthis Report,

m. (Mr. Bowell) and agreed to, 87.
Adoption of Report, m. (Mr. Power) and agreed

to, 87.
Printing of 50 copies in French, with the 500

English, m. (Mr. Power) and agreed te, 87.

St. Catharines and Niagara Central Ry.;
time for construction extended; B.
(79).-Mr. McKindsey.

1st R.*, 631.
2nd. R. *, 632.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McCallum)*, 665.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 92.)

ST. ,CATHARINES AND NIAGARA CENTRAL RY., SUB-
SIDY. See:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."

St. Clair and Brie Ship Canal Co. Incorp.
B. (21).-Mr. Vidal.
Introduced *, 347.
2nd R. in. (Mr. Vidal), 363. B. explained (Mr.

Vidal), 3'3; remarks Messrs. Kaulbach,
Vidal, 363. M. agreed to, 363.

B. reported from Coin. (Mr. Dickey) with an
Amt. m. (Mr. Vidal) that Ant. be concurred
in, 365. M. agreed to, 365.

3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 104.)

St. Clair River Ry. Bridge and Tunnel
Co. ; time for construction extended;
B. (33).-Mr. Ferguson (P.E.I.)

Introduced*, 321.
2nd R.*, 333.
3rd R. (m. hy Mr. MacInnes, Burlingtùn)*, 366.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 100.)

ST. EUSTACHE AND C.P.R., CONNECTION, SUBSIDY.
See:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."

ST. EUSTACHE TO ST. PLACIDE, RY., SUBSIDY. Sec:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

ST. JOHN, N.B., HARBOUR, BALLAST THROWING, &C.
See:

"Harbours, Public, B.," debate on.
ST. JOHN AND BARNEVILLE, RY., SUBSIDY. Sec:

" Lailways, subsidies to, B."

St. Lawrence and Adirondack Ry. Co.;
leasing or amalgamating powers
with G.T.R. or C.A.R. or other Co.;
B. (39).-Mr. Lendry.
Introduced*, 347.
2nd R.*, 363.
3rd R. (zn. by Mr. DeBoucherville)*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 93.)

"Montreal IsId. Belt Line R3,. Co.'s B."
St. Lawrence Insurance Co.; time for

securing license extended; B. (99).-
Mr. Clemow.
1st R.*, 631.
2nd R.*, 632
3rd R. (rn. by Mr. Ogilvie)*, 665.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 124.)

ST. LAWRENCE NAVIGATION.

Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Angers,66-7, 83.
Sec also some remarks in debate on lnqy. ýMr. Fer-

guson, Niagara): "Hudson Bay route.

"ROYAL W .Sec Il first acros ST. LAWRENCE AND ADIRONDACK RY. Co., LEASING

Atlantic."
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ST. PLACIDE TO ST. ANDREWS, RY., SUBSIDY. See:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."

ST. RÉMI TO ST. CYPRIEN, RY., SUBSIDY. See:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."

SABLE ISLAND B. See:
" Lighthouses, Buoys and Beacons B."

Sacred Heart of Jesus, Ladies of; Incorp.
Act Amt.; borrowing powers con-
ferred; B. (43).-Mr. Robitaille.
Introduced*, 321.
2nd R.*, 333.
3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 128.)

SALE, FRAUDULENT (ADULTERATION), B. Sec " Fraud-
ulent. "

Sault St. Louis Seigniory; acceptance
of 75 per cent of arrears of rent sanc-
tioned; B. (97).-Mr. Angers.
lst R.*, 635.
2nd R. nt. (Mr. Angers), 638 ; M. agreed to,

638.
In Com. of the W. and reported from Coin. (Mr.

DeBlois) without amt.*, 664.
3rd R., 664.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 25.)

SAWDUST.THROwING INTO RIVER4. See:

"Fisheries Act Amt. B."

SCHOOL FUND, ONT. AND QUE., B. Sec " Common
School Fund."

SCHOOL LANDS, N.W.T.-affected by:
"Railway subsidy (land) to C.P.R. Co., B."
"Dominion Lands Act Amt. B."

SCHOOLS QUESTION, MAN. AND N.W.T. Sec:
" Man. and N.W.T. Schools question."

SEAL FISHERY. See "Behring Sea."

SEALS. KILLING BY EXPLOSIVES. Sec "Fisheries Act
Amt.

Seamen's Act Amt.; lien of master on
vessel for wages and disbursements;
relief of Canadian seamen abroad in
distress; B. (13).-Mr. Bowell.
Introduced *, 365.
2nd R. nt. (Mr. Bowell), 407 ; remarks: Messrs.

Kaulbach, Bowell, 407. M. agreed to, 407.
In Coin. of the W., B. explained (Mr. Bowell),

425.
On 2nd cl.; remarks: Messrs. Kaulbach, Bowell,

425. CI. adopted, 425. B. reported froi Coin.
without amt., 425.

3rd R. m. (Mr. Bowell) 427; remarks: Mr.
Power, 427. Messrs. Bowell, Read (Quinté),
428. M. agreed to on a division, 428.

Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 43.)

SENATE, The.
Adjournnents.

(21st March).-Notice of M. for Adjt. till 27th
(Mr. Bowell)*, 67. Adjt. till 28th w. (Mr.
Bowell) and agreed to*, 69.

(Ascension Day).-M. (Mr. Perley) for adjt., 2nd
to 15th May, 309. Amt. ni. (Mr. Bowell) 2nd-
7th, 309. M. and Ant. withdrawn, 309.

M. (Mr. Angers) for adj., 2nd- 4th, 310. Objec-
tion (Mr. Kaulbach), notice not having been
given, 311. Remarks: Messrs. Angers, Kaul-

SENATE, The-Continued.
bach, objection withdrawn, 311. Amt. m. (Mr.
Flint), adjt. 2nd-8th, 311. Objection toAmt.
(Mr. Angers), 311. Remarks astonecessity for
a M. to adjourn merely over a statutory holi-
day : Messrs. Scott, Angers, Power, 311. Amt.
withdrawn, and M. agreed to, 311.

(27th June-3rd July).-M. (Mr. Bowell), with
remarks; M. agreed to, 630.

Bills, private, extension of tinte. See:
"Bills, private," in General Index.

other points respecting. See :
"Order and Procedure," in General Index.

Commnittees, Standing, &c., Appointrment of.
Rules of the Senate. -Notice of M. for reference

of Draft to Coin. (Mr. Bowell), 25. Further
notice (Mr. Bowell), 67. M. for appt. of Spe-
cial Coni. (Mr. Bowell), 68; agreed to*. 68.

See, further, " Rules " (below).
Appointment of Committees.-Recommendation

for, deferred till new Rules are adopted (Mr.
Bowell), 25.

Appointnent of a Com. to nominate Standing
Coms. In. (Mr. Bowell) and agreed to, 87.

On Order for consideration of Report of Coin. of
Selection. Remarks as to its adoption as a
whole: Messrs. Bowell, Dickey, Macdonald
(B.C.), Power, 98.

Library and Printing, Joint Coms. on.-Adoption
of els. of Report nominating: adoption m.
(Mr. Bowell) and agreed to*, 98.

Standing Orders Com.-Adoption of cl. nomi-
nating, i. (Mr. Bowell) 98. Substitution re-
quested (Mr. Dickey) of Mr. Kirchhoffer; cl.
so and. and adopted, 98.

Banking, Railways, and Miscellaneous Private
Bs. Coms.-Adoption of cls. noininating, m.
(Mr. Bowell) and agreed to*, 98.

Internal Economy Com.--Adoption of cl. nomi-
nating, in. (Mr. Bowell), 98. Substitution re-
quested (Mr. McInnes, B.C.) of Mr. Reid; cl.
so amd. and adopted, 98. Change of naine
from Contingt. Accts. Coin. Adoption of cl.
suggested (Mr. Bowell), 98 ; suspension of Rule
16 m. (Mr. Power) and agreed to; cl. respect-
ing naine adopted, 98.

Debates, Divorce, and Restaurant Coms.-Adop-
tion of cl. nominating, nt. (Mr. Bowell) and
agreed to*, 98.

Insolvency B. (C). Special Coin. of 25 appointed,
after 2nd R.-Notice of M. for Joint Com.
dropped, after consultation (Mr. Bowell), 225.
Notice of M. for Special Coin. (Mr. Bowell),
227. The Com. m. for, and ques. of sub-coms.
discussed, 249. M. (Mr. Bowell) to add Hon.
Mr. Smith, 273.

(For Reports of Coms. -See the respective subjects.)
French translators, employnent of.

Remarks (Mr. Bowell) on m. 2nd R. of Insol-
vency B., that corps of translators is too weak,
229.

Internal Economy Coin. Report presented (Mr.
McKay), recommending employment of tem-
porary translators, 250. Remarks (Mr. Power)
that Report does not embody Com.'s recoin-
mendation, as it restricts translators to Bill
work, 250. At Mr. Angers's suggestion, the
Report as it stood was adopted in the mean-
time, 250.

M. (Mr. Bowell) authorizing Clerk to employ
translators as necessary, irrespective of Bs.,
272; M. agreed to, 273.

Mr. Allan having asked content for- m. 2nd R. of
" Youthful Offenders, punishment " B., Mr.
Masson, while not objecting to this B., said in
future he would object to every B. unlesa
printed in French, 300-301.
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SENATE, The-Continued.
Internal Economy Com., 3rd Report, appt. of ad-

ditional translator recommended.--Adoption
m., with remarks (Mr. McKay), 649; debate;
Rieport adopted, 660.

Invitation to President Carnot's Funeral.
Announcement (the Speaker) ; remarks (Mr.

Bowell), 635.
Law Library, Books.-See "Internal Economy

Com.," 3rd Report (in General Index).
Messengers, superrision of.--See "Interna Econ-

omy Com.," 3rd Report (in General Index).
Officials reporting each other.- -See " Internal Econ-

omy Com.," 3rd Report (in General Index).
Order and Procedure of Senate.-See " Order and

Procedure " (in General Index).
Postmaster's salary.- -See " Internal Economy

Com.," 3rd Report (in General Index).
Rules, Revision of.-Com. appointed. See " Com-

mittees " (above).
Report of Special Com., submitting revised Rules,

presented (Mr. Power) and changes explained,
86.

Suspension of Rules 14 and 18, as regards this
Report, ni. (Mr. Bowell) and agreed to, 87.

Adoption of Report m. (Mr. Power) and agreed
to, 87.

Printing 'of 50 copies in French, with the 500
English, n. (Mr. Power) and agreed to, 87.

Senate and Comiwns B.-See "Sessional Indem-
nity " (in General Index).

Senate and Commons, exanination of Witnesses.-
See " Parliamentary Witnesses Oaths B."

Senate, Speaker's temporary absence,
provision for; B. (Q)-Mr. Angers.

Introduced and explained, and lst R. m. (Mr.
Angers), 224; M. agreed to, 224.

2nd R. i. (Mr. Angers), and further explained,
256. Constitutionality of Bill debated :
Messrs. Gowan, Scott, Angers, 257 ; Mr.
Gowan, 257-8; Mr. Dickey, 258-9; Messrs.
Kaulbach, Scott, 259 ; Messrs. Gowan. Scott,
Allan, 260; Messrs. Poirier, Power, 261;
Messrs. Lougheed, Angers, 262 ; Messrs.
Lougheed, Angers, Dickey, Gowan, 263. M.
agreed to, 263.

In Coin. of the W., on 1st cl. : reply to Mr.
Gowan's last question (Mr. Angers), B. will
be sent to England, with copy of debates,
266; cl. adopted, 266.

On 2nd cl., on Mr. Vidal's suggestion to strike out
" unavoidable," 266 ; opposing remarks : Mr.
Bowell, 266; cl. adopted, 266.

On 4th cl., remarks: Mr. Angers, proclamation
at request of Imperial Govt., 266; further,
Messrs. Power, Angers, 266.

B. reported (Mr. Read, Quinté) without aint.,
266.

3rd R., on a division*, 266.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 11.)

Senate, value of, and work done by.
Remarks in debate on the Address, 69.
Remarks : Mr. Read (Quinté) and other Senators,

and List of Govt. Bs. introduced and amd. in
Senate since Confederation, 351-2-3.

See also " Session, lateness of " (below, in General
Index).

Remarks (Mr. Clenow) in Coin. on Insolvency
B., 508; (Mr. Drummond), 609-10; (Mr. Allan),
611.

SENATE, The-Concluded.
Senators, deceased.

(Abbott, Sir John; Boyd and Montgomery, Hon.
Messrs.) Remarks at opening of the Session:
Mr. Bowell, 4; Messrs. Scott, Allan, 5; Mr.
Armand, 6; Mr. Ferguson (P.E.I.), 7; Mr.
Boulton, 69.

(Carvell, Hon. Mr.) Remarks: Mr. Almon, 5;
Mr. Bowell, 5.

(Botsford, Hon. Mr.) Remarks: Mr. Bowell, 25;
Mr. Scott, 25; Mr. Dickey, 26; Mr. Wark, 27;
Mr. Boulton, 69.

(Haythorne, Hon. Mr.) Remarks in debate on
the Address: Mr. Power, 40.

(Chaffers, Hon. Mr.) Announcement and re-
marks: Mr. Angers, 743; Mr. Scott, 744.

(Flint, Hon. Mr.) Announcement and remarks:
Mr. Bowell, 563; Messrs. Scott, Read (Quinté),
Dickey, 564. Funeral expenses in Ottawa, M.
for payment of, and remarks: Messrs. Bowell,
O'Donohoe, 687; Messrs. Bowell, Power, 688;
M. agreed to, 688.

(Glasier, Hon. Mr.) Announcement and re-
marks: Mr. Angers, 679; Messrs. Scott, Wark,
Dever, 680. Funeral expenses in Ottawa, M.
for payment of, and remarks: Messrs. Bowell,
O'Donohoe, 687; Messrs. Bowell, Power, 688;
M. agreed to, 688.

Senators, new, introduced.
Ferguson, Hon. Donald, 4.
Burns, Hon. K. F., 229.

Serjt-at-Arms, duties of. See:
"Internal Economy Coin.," 3rd Report (in

General Index).
Shorthand iwriters, enploynent of.

Internal Economy Coin. Report, recommending
such assistance to Law Clerk, presented (Mr.
McKay) and adoption m., 250. M. agreed to,
251.

Sittings, extra.
M. (Mr. Bowell) for three sittings on Saturday,

July 20; M. agreed to, 857.
Translators. Sec " French translators " (above).
Visitors, distingutished.

Sir H. Wrixon, Victoria Govt.-Introduction
(Mr. Bowell) and invitation to seat near the
Throne, 636.

Hon. N. Fitzgerald, Victoria.-Similar intro-
duction (Mr. Bowell) and courtes.es extended,
639.

SERJEANT-AT-ARMS, SUI'ERVISION OF MESSENGERS.
Sec :

"Internal Economy Com.," 3rd Report.

SESSION, IATENESS OF; DELAY OF GovT. BILLS, &c.
Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Scott, 16;

Mr. Bowell, 23. Oppositibn criticisms and Govt.
replies, on 2nd R. of Electric Light Inspection
B.: Mr. Scott, 693; Messrs. Angers, Scott, Allan,
694; Messrs. Clemow, Angers, Power, 695 ;
Messrs. Kaulbach, Power, McInnes, Angers, 696;
Messrs. McInnes (B.C.), Angers, 697; Messrs.
MacInes (Burlington), Perley, Primrose, 698;
Messrs. McInnes (B.C.), Primrose, Power, 699.

Further comments, on 2nd R. of Customs duties
(new Tariff) B. : Mr. Power, 870; reply, Mr.
Bowell, 874; other allusions following in saine
debate.

SESSION, OPENING AND CLOSING OF THE.
Speeches from the Throne. See "Speeches."
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Sessional Indemnity; twelve days' ab-
sence not chargeable; B. (164).-Mr.
Angers.
1st R., 838.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Angers) and agreed to, 838.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Angers), 838; remarks: Mr.

Power, 838; Mr. Kaulbach, 839; Messrs.
Boulton, McMillan, 840; M. agreed to, and
B. passed on a division, 840.

Assent, 884.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 10.)

SHIPS, LIENS UPON. See " Seaien's Act Amt. B."

SHIPS' LOADING GEAR. See;
" Inspection of Ships Act Amt. B."

SHIPS, MASTERS' AND MATES' CERTIFICATES, B. Sec
"Masters."

Ships, safety of, Act, further Amt.; three-
feet winter deck-load to Newfld.,
U.S., St. Pierre, &c.; six-feet deck-load
to W. I. and S. America; passenger
gang-boards, &c.; B. (G).-Mr. Bowell.
Introduced, and B. explained (Mr. Bowell), 199.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 251 ; remarks: Messrs.

Bowell, Power, Kaulbach, 251; M. agreed to,
252.

In Coi. of the W.---On 1st clause; remarks: Mr.
Power, 278; Messrs. Kaulbach, MacDonald,
(P.E.I.), 279; Messrs. Power, Bowell,
Kaulbach, 280; Messrs. Power, Macdonald,
(P.E.I.), 281.

On 3rd clause; remarks: Mr. Power, 281; Mr.
Bowell, 282. Amt. m. (Mr. Power) to add
words "South Arnerica," 282; remarks:
Messrs. Macdonald, (P.E.I.), Bowell, 282;
M. agreed to, and clause adopted, 282.

-On title of B. ; remarks as to departure from
English deck-load law, &c. : Messrs. Scott,
Kaulbach, Bowell, 282.

B. reported (Mr. Vidal) froi Coin., with Amts.,
which concurred in*, 282.

3rd R.*. 286.
Concurrence in Ants. made by H. of C. ni. (Mr.

Bowell), 629. M. agreed to, 629.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 44.)

SHORT-HAN D WRITERS, EMPLOYMENT OF.
Internal Economy Com. Report, recommending

such assistance to Law Clerk, presented (Mr.
McKay) and adoption m., 250. M. agreed to,251.

SHORT LINE RY. BILL.
Remarks on its being rejected by Senate. -In speech

(Mr. Read, Quinté) on 2nd R. of Trade Com-
bines B., 353.

SILVER QUESTION, THE. Sec "Tariff and Trade mat-
ters."

SITTINGS oF HOUSE, EXTRA.
M. (Mr. Bowell) for three sittings on Saturday,

July 20, 857 ; M. agreed to, 857.

SOUTH EASTERN RY. BRIDGE, SUBSIDY. See:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

SOUTH SHORE Ry., suBsIDY. See:
"Railways, subsidies to, B."

SOUTTER, MR., SALARY OF. Sec:
" Internal Economy Coin., 3rd Report."

SPEAKER'S TEMPORARY ABSENCE, PROVISION FOR. See:
"Senate, Speaker's temporary absence, &c., B."

Speeches from the Throne.
OPENING OF THE SESSION.

Cordial reception of the Governor Genl. at
different places. Increased volume of trade of
the DonnioA Extension of commerce with
G. B. Canada's freedoin from depression.
Revenues have been ample. Behring Sea
award. Proposed tariff revision, 3. Proposed
insolvency liw. Increased ocean communica-
tion. Bills respecting Dominion lands ; Indian
affairs; Joint Stock Companies, Fisheries,
&c., 4.

For the Address in reply. See "Address."

PROROGATION.
Intercolonial conference and its results. France,

Treaty with, ratification of. Customs tariff
revision. Many public Bills passed. Travel
and transportation, generous provision made
for. Generous harvest hoped for, &c., 884-5.

STANDARI) ELECTRIC COMPANY. See:
" Ottawa Electric Co. B. (74)."

STANDING ORDERS COMMITEE.

Adoption of cl. of Report of Com. of Selection
nominating, m (Mr. Bowell) 98. Substitution
requested (Mr. Dickey) of Mr. Kirchhoffer ;cl. so
amd. and M. agreed to, 98.

(For the Reports on extension of time, &c., for
Private Bills, see "Bills, Private.")

STANLEY OF PRESTON, LORD. Sec:
"Derby, the Earl of."

STATIsTICS, OFFICIAL, UNRELIABLE.
See the discussion on French Treaty ratification B.

(Mr. Tassé and others), 845-7-8.

Steamboat Inspection Act Amt. ; exemp-
tion of yachts small tugs, fishing
boats, dredges, &o.; B. (137).-Mr. Bowell.
lst R.*, 635.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Bowell), 637 ; remarks : Messrs.

Kaulbach, Bowell, 638; M. agreed to, 638,
3rd R.*, 676.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 46.)

Steam Boiler and Plate Glass Insurance
Co. Incorp. Act Amt. ; to include in-
surance of engineers, &c., of the
boilers insured; B. (35).-Mr. Power.

lst R.*, 285.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Power); remarks: Mesars.

Power, Scott, 289. M. agreed to and B.
read 2nd time, 289.

3rd R.*, 364.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 125.)

STEAMSHIP, FIRST ACROSS ATLANTIC; COMMEMORATION.
M. (Mr. Allan) for adoption of Library Coin.

Report, recommending plate, 309. Remarks on
adoption of Report, pending its going through
Cominons: Messrs. DçBoucherville, Kaulbach,
Allan, 309 ; M. agreed to, 309.

M. (Mr. Allan) for adoption 2nd Report Library
Coin., with further remarks, 521; M. agreed to,
522.

STEAMSHIP LNES AND SUBSIDIES. Sec debates on:
" France, Treaty with, ratification B."
" Ocean steain communication " (fast Atlantic

line).
STEEL MANUFACTURE, BOUNTY B. See " Iron and

Steel."
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STRATHROY ANI) W. COUNTIEs RY., sUBsoIY. Sec:
"Railways, subsidies to, B."

STREET, MAJOR, RETIRING ALLOWANCE OF.

Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) as to pmount; reply (Mr.
Bowell), 143.

SUBSIDIES, OCEAN STEAMSHIP. SeC:
" Ocean Steamship Subsidies, B."

RAILWAYS. SeC:

" Railways, subsidies, B."

RAILWAYS (LAND). Sce:
" Railways, land subsidies, B.

SUGAR BOUNTIES ANI) DUTIES-referred to on:
"Custons duties (new Tariff) B."
" Iron and Steel bounties B."

SUGAR INDUSTRY. Sec also " Tariff and Trade mat-
ters " (generally).

SUNDAY OBSERVANcE B. See Lord's Day.'

Supply Bill (171).-Mr. Borel/.
lst R.*, 864.
2nd R.*, 864.
3rd R.*, 864.
Assent, 884.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 7.)

TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS, GENERALLY.

In Speech from the Throne.-Increased volume of
'Trade; extension of commerce with G.B. ;
Canada's freedom from depression; revenues
ample; proposed tariff revision, 3.

In rm. the Address in reply (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.).
-Increased volume of trade, with G.B. and U.S.,
8-9 ; tariff revision, 9, 10 ; commercial depression
and Canada's banking system, 10; taxation, 10,
11; agricultural implements, 11, 12.

In seconding the Address (Mr. Casgrain).-Pros-
perity of the Dominion, 15 ; Bank reports, 15.

In the debate. - Mr. Angers : P. E. I., state of trade,
&c., 64; Canada and the Uj.S. depression, ex-
ports to England. &c., 65-6.

Mr. Boulton: England an open market, 30; con-
sumers paying the duties, 35; coal oil duties, 45;
manufacturers' losses due to confined markets,
50; England a free trade market, 66; tariff and
free trade questions, Canadian exports, &c., 71-
2-3-4 ; coal oil production and duties, 74-5-6 7.8 ;
agricultural implements, manufacture and export,
78-9 ; free trade, 79, 80, 81 ; the paper industry,
81.

Mr. Bowell: U.S. and Canadian fiscal policies,
23-4; volume of trade, 24-5, 27 ; farming and
lumber industries, 28; agricultural implements
and protection, 28-9 ; trade with Australia and
the U.S., 28-9; with England, 30 ; P.E.I. dairy-
ing, 30; animal exports, 30; other exports and
the fiscal policy, 31-2-3; past deficits and taxa-
tion, 33-4 ; cotton and sugar industries, 35 ; protec-
tion advocated, 36-7; coal oil duty, 44; tariffs
and excise collections, 61 ; drawback on materials,
79; paper industry, 81.

Mr. Dever: English tariff, 61 ; custons and excise
duties, 61 ; protection in the U.S., 65.

Mr. Dickey: trade with England, values, 40.
Mr. Kaulbach: manufacturers' delegations, 50 ; P.

E.I. trade, 50; cotton and sugar industries, 50 ;
trade in 1873-J8 and since, 51 ; present prosperity,
51-2 ; tariff revision, 53.

Mr. McInnes (B. C.): U.S. depression under protec-
tion, 59, 60; tea dulies, 59; U.S. silver bill, 59,
60: U.S. and Canadian tariff revision, 60, 61;

- Canadian and English excise revenue, 61.

TARIFF AND TRADE MATTERS-Continued.

Mr. Macdonald (B.C.): P.E.1. meat in B.C., 64;
U.S. depression and their tariff, 65; Canadian
and U.S. paper export, 81; Washington Treaty
and its results, 82.

Mr. Power: deficits since 1878, 33, 34; proposed
tariff changes, 39 ; volume of trade, 40, 41 ; de-
pression in U.S. and in the Maritime Provinces
and Toronto, 41 ; tariff revision, 44, 45.

Mr. Primrose: stability and permanence of Cana-
dian progress, 84.

Mr. Scott : volume of trade not due to fiscal policy.
16, 17 ; P. E. I. trade and census, 17, 18 ; taxation,
sugar, 18; U.S. depression, due to protection,
19; proposed tariff revision, 20; trade with
Australia, 22, 29; I.S. tariff, 34 ; manufacturers'
dividends, 35; sugar duties, 35.

Mr. Smith: manufacturers' delegations, 44; use
for coarse grains, 45 ; counterfeit silver, 60.

Sce also the debate on:
" France, Treaty with, ratification B."
Sec also the following:

TARIFF, THE NEW. Sec:

" Customs duties Act consolid. B."
Reference to course pursued by Govt. upon this B.,

in debate on 2nd R. of Electric Light Inspection
B. : Opposition criticisms and Govt. replies,
693-699. -

Reference to the Tariff revision B., in Speech from
the Throne, at prorogation, 885.

TAXATION. See " Tariff and Trade " (above).

TEMPERANcE LEGISLATION. Sec "Prohibition."

TERRITORIEs GAME PIESERVATION B. Sec:

" North-west (Unorganized Territories)."

TERRITORIEs, LAND TITLES ACT, 1894. See "Land."

TERRITORIEs. Sec also "N.W. Terries."

Thompson, Joseph, Divorce B. (P).-Mr.
Cletoe.
lst R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 310.
Adoption of sixteenth Report of the Divorce Com.

m. (Mr. Read, Quinté), no defence, and no
minority report, 425; M. agreed to on a
division, 425.

3rd R.*, 425.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 134.)

TILSONBURG, L. ERIE ANI) PACIF. RY., sUnsinY. See:

"Railways, subsidies to, B."

TIMBER CULLING. Sec "Cullers' Act Amt. B."

TonIquE VALLEY Ry., suBsiIY. See:

" Railways, subsidies to, B."

TOLEDO, CANADA SOUTHERN AND DETROIT R.R. Sec:

"Canada Southern Ry. CÔ's. B."

Trade, conspiracies and combinations
in restraint of; Amt. of paragraphs
(c) and (d) of sect. 520, Criminal Code
of 1892 ; B. (AA).- -Mr. Read (Quinté).

lst R., 289; remarks: Messrs. Read (Quinté),
Bowell, 289.

2nd R., m. (Mr. Read, Quinté), 350 ; re-
marks: on subject of B., Mr. Read (Quinté),
350 ; Messrs. Almon, Read, Poirier, 351; Mr.
Read, 351-3; Messrs. Scott, Read, 353;
Messrs. Scott, Read, Dever, 354; Messrs.
Almon, Read, 355; Mr. Almon, 356; M.
agreed to, and B. read 2nd timre, 356.
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Trade conspiracies Act -Continued.

In Com. of the W., Amt. i (Mr. Read, Quinté),
428: M. agreed to, 428; B. reported from
Com. (Mr. Ogilvie) with an Amt., which con-
curred in, 428.

3rd R., in. (Mr. Read, Quinté), 460; remuarks:
Messrs. Almon, Scott, 460; M. agreed to,
460 ; remiarks: respecting passing of B.
Messrs. Almon, Power, Murphy, Miller, 461;
B. passed, 461.

TRADE. Sec also " Tariff and Trade " (above).

TRANSLATION OF BILLS. See "French translation."

TREATIES AND ARBITRATION. See "Arbitration."

Trust Corporation of Canada Incorp. B.
(D). -- Mr. Longheed.

2nd R. n. (Mr. Lougheed), 155; remarks: Mr.
Allan, respecting change of name, 156; Mr.
Lougheed, 156; M. agreed to, 156.

B. reported from Banking Coin. (Mr. Allan) with
Amts., which explained ; change of name of
Co. ; the trust defined, &c., 250; M. (Mr.
Lougheed) for consideration of report to-
morrow, 251; agreed to, 251.

Report of Banking Coin. : adoption in. (Mr.
Lougheed) 265; remarks: Messrs. Power,
Allan, Lougheed, 265 ¿ Mr. Bowell, 266 ; M.
agreed to, 266.

3rd R. ni. (Mr. Lougheed) 273; Amt. rn. (Mr.
Power) change of name of Co., 273 ; remarks:
Mr. Lougheed. 273; Messrs. Allan, Power,
274; the Amt. withdrawn by Mr. Power, and
the B. ird R., 274.

M. (Mr. Allan) that consideration of Commons
Amts. be postponed, 521; M. agreed to, 521.

Concurrence in Amts. of H. of C. m. (Mr.
Lougheed), 627 ; remarks: Mr. Power, 627 ;
Mr. Lougheed, 628. Order discharged till
to-morrow.

On Order for consideration of A mts. of H. of C.,
M. (Mr. Lougheed) for concurrence in Amts.,
except 2nd and 4th, 630 ; remarks : Messrs.
Lougheed, Vidal, Miller, Power, 630; Messrs.
Lougheed, Miller, DeBoucherville, Power,
Bowell, 631. Order discharged till to-mor-
row, 631.

M. (Mr. Lougheed) that Amts. of H. of C. be
concurred in excepting Nos. 2 and 4, 634 ; re-
marks: Messrs. Lougheed, Miller, 634; M.
agreed to, 634 ; Aint. .i. (Mr. Lougheed) that
House do not concur in Amts. Nos. 2 and 4,
giving reasons, 635. M. agreed to, 635.

M. (Mr. Lougheed) that Amts. Nos. 2 and
4 be now concurred in, 644; remarks: Mr.
Power, 644 ; M. agreed to, 645.

Assent, 882.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 115.)

TUNNEL TO P.E.I. SeC " P.E.I."
TJNITE) COUNTIES RY., 81BSI. See:

" Railways, subsidies to, B."
UNITED STATES ANI) ANNEXATION SENTIMENTS.

Remarks in debate on the Address.-Mr. Angers,
66; Mr. Scott, 66.

UNITED STATES ANi) BEHRING SEA AWARD.
In Speech from the Throne, 3.
In m. the Address in reply (Mr. Ferguson, P.E.I.),

13.
In the debate, Mr. Angers, 62-4; Mr. Boulton, 56,

69, 70; Mr. Bowell, 37; Mr. Kaulbach, 48-9;
Mr. McInnes (B.C.), 54-5-6-7-8-9,63; Mr. McKay,
57; Mr. Macdonald (B.C.), 43, 64, 81-2.3; Mr.
Power, 41-2-3; Mr. Scott, 21.

UNITED SrATEi AND BEHRING SEA AWARD-COntd.

Inqy. (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.), as to truth of report of
Inqy. in Iniperial H. of Commons, compensation
not asked for, 154; reply promised (Mr. Bowell),
155.

Further Inqy. (Mr. Mclnnes, B.C.), 199; reply
(Mr. Bowell), no compensation claimed under
present Imperial Bill; past claims not affected,
199.

Explanation (Mr. Bowell) of a cablegram, remarks
in Imperial Parlt. on above Inqy. Comment on
unsafety of deahng with cablegrams filtered
through U.S., 226.

UNITED STATES CABLEGRAMS, UNRELIABLE. See the
above.

UNITED STATES, TRADE RELATIONS, STATE OF, &C
Sec " Tariff and Trade."

UNITED STATES, WASHINGTON TREATY.
Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Mac-

donald (B C.), 82.

UNORGANIZELD TERRITORIES, GAME PRESERVATION.
Sec "N.W. (unorganized) Terries., &c., B."

VAN STRAUBENzIE, LT.-COL., RETIRING ALLOWANCE.
Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) as to amnount of, 142; reply

(Mr. Bowell), 143.

VESSELS' DECK -LOADPS. Sec "Ships, safety of, B."

VESSELS, LIENS UPON. See "Seamen's Act Amt. B."

VESSELS' LOADING GEAR. See:
"Inspection of Ships Act Amt. B."

VESSELS, MASTERS', &C., CERTIFICATES. See "Mas-
ters, &c."

VICTORIA GOVT., VISITS OF MEMBERS OF.

(Sir Henry Wrixon). Announcement (Mr. Bowell),
introduction to Speaker, seat near the Throne,
636.

(Hon. N. Fitzgerald). Similar announcement (Mr.
Bowell), and courtesies extended, 639.

VILLIERS, LT.-COL.,. RETIRING ALLOWANCE.
Inqy. (Mr. Boulton) as to amount of, 142; reply

(Mr. Bowell), 143.

VINEGAR, ADULTERATION. See "Fraudulent sale,
&c., B."

VOTERS' LISTS, REVISION. Sec " Electoral Franchise
Act Ait."

Voters who have taken bribes, disfran-
chisement; B. (6).-Mr. Dickey.
Ist R.*, 485.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Dickey), 498 ; remarks: Messrs.

Almon, Scott, 498; Messrs. McKay, Almon,
Power, Reesor, Scott, 499 ; M. agreed to, 499.

2nd R., 499.
In Coin. of the W., 526-7; Mr. Kaulbach, 527;

B. reported from Coin. (Mr. Perley), without
amt.

3rd R., 527.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Viet., cap. 14.)

WASIIINGTON TREATY AND ITS RESULTS.

Remarks in debate on the Address: Mr. Macdon-
ald (B.C.), 82.

WA'I-rERS, JUDGE, SALARY OF. Sec debýate on:
" Judges of Provincial Courts B."
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Welland Power and Supply Canal Co.
(Limited)In corp. B. (49).-Mr. McKindsey.
1st R.*, 426.
2nd R.*, 483.
3rd R. (m. by Mr. McCallum)*, 580.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 102.)

WESTERN CANADA TRUST AND GUARANTEE CORPORA-
TION. Sec:

"Trust Corporation of Canada."

WESTERN COUNTIES RY., PURCHASE. See:

" Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co."

WHISKEY, MANUFACTURE OF. See:

" Inland Revenue Act Aint. B."

WINDSOR AND ANNAPOLIS RY. Co's. B. See:

" Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co."

WINE IMPORTATION AND MANUFACTURE. Set debate on:

"France, Treaty with, ratifieation B."
" Inland Revenue Act Amt. B."

WINNIPEG AND ATLANTIC RY. CO. : agreement with,
sanctioned. Sece:

"Duluth, Nepigon and James Bay Ry. Co's. B."

WINNIPEG ANI) HUDSON BAY RY. Co. (naie changed,
&c.) See:

"Winnipeg Great Northern Ry. Co."

WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY RY.--referred to also on:
" Hudson Bay Ry. construction B. (BB)."

Winnipeg Great Northern Ry. Co.; time
for construction extended; name of
Co. changed; B. (22).-Mr. Sutherland.

Introduced *, 347.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Sutherland) for, 363. Remarks:

Messrs. Kaulbach, Sutherland, 363. M.
agreed to, 363.

3rd R.*, 384.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 94.)

WITNESSES BEFORE SENATE OR COMMONS, OR COM-
MITTEES. Sece:

"Parlianentary Witnesses Oaths B."

Wolseley & Fort Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.
Incorp. B. (N).-Mr. Perley.
lst R.*, 224.
2nd R.*, 264.
Reported froin Ry. Coin. with Amt6., which

explained (Mr. Dickey), 288.
Adoption of Report w. (Mr. Perley), for the two

Amts. .suggested, narrower gauge if wished,
and voting by proxy at annual meetings, 299;
M. agreed to, 299.

3rd R.*, 299.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 95.)

WOMAN'S CHRISTIAN TEMPERANCE UNION B. See
" Dominion."

Wood Mountain & Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.;
time for construction extended; B.
(R).-Mr. Bernier.
lst R.*, 226.
On Order for 2nd R. : M. (Mr. Lougheed) for

discharge of Order, B. having been intro-
duced in Commons, 226. Remark on pro-
cedure: Mr. Miller, 226. Leave asked (Mr.
Bernier) to withdraw the B., 226 ; withdrawn
accordingly, 226.

See, subsequently, the following Bill.

Wood Mountain & Qu'Appelle Ry. Co.;
time for construction extended; B.
(20).-Mr. Bernier.

Sec, previously, the preceding Bill.
lst R.*, 229.
2nd R.*, 264.
3rd R.*, 264.
Assent, 882.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 96.)

WOODSTOCK & CENTREVILLE Ry., SUBSID. Sec:
" Railways, subsidies to, B."

WORLD'S FAIR. Sec "Chicago Exhibition."

WRIXON, SIR H., OF VICTORIA GOVT.
Introduction (Mr. Bowell) and invitation to seat

near Throne, 636.

YARMOUTH & ANNAPOLis Ry., PURCHASE. See:
" Dominion Atlantic Ry. Co."

YORK, THE DUKE OF, BIRTH OF A SON.

Inqy. (Mr. Read, Quinté) as to intention to pass an
Address, 692; reply (Mr. Angers), it is the inten-
tion, 693.

M. (Mr. Angers) for joint congratulatory Address
of Parlt. to the Queen, 726; seconded (Mr. Scott),
726; M. agreed to, 726.

M. (Mr. Angers) for a congratulatory message to
the Duke and Duchess, 726; M. agreed to, 726.

M. (Mr. Angers) for an Address to His Ex., re-
questing hin to transmit the message, 726.

Youthful Offenders; separate custody
and trial, punishment, &c.; B. (Y).-
Mr. Allan.

Ist R.*, 277.
2nd R., m. (Mr. Allan) and B. debated upon:

Messrs. Allan, Poirier, Masson, Bowell, 300 ;
Mr. Masson, 301; Mr Allan, 301-303; Mr.
Scott, 304; Mr. Alitut, 303-4; Mr. De-
Boucherville, 304; Messrs. Allan, Kaulbach,
Dickey, 305; Mr. Allan, 306; M. agreed to,
306.

In Com. of the W.: on Ist e., n. (Mr. Allan) that
the word "sixteen" be substituted for the
word "seventeen " in the cl. M. agreed to
and cl. adopted, 348.

On 2nd el., remarks: Messrs. Power, Allan, re-
specting separate buildings or stations, 348-9 ;
Messrs. Vidal, Allan, Power, that the word
" with " be substituted for the word " for " in
the 35th line, 349. Cl. as amended was
adopted, 349.

On 4th cl., renarks: Messrs. Allan, Drummond,
respecting boys under 12 and girls under 13,
349; m. (Mr. Allan) that the word "shall "
be substituted for the word " may" in the
9th line, 349. Cl. as amended was adopted,
3 e19. '

On sub-cl. (a), remarks: Mr. Allan, respecting
placing child in foster home, 349. Mr.
Sanford, respecting time of binding child in
sub-ci. (b), 349; Mr. Allan, 349. Cl. was
adopted, 350. B. reported from Com. (Mr.
Lougheed) with Amts., which concurred in,
350.

?rd R.,* 360.
Assent, 883.
(57-58 Vict., cap. 58.)

-- IN N. B., REFORMATORY. See:

"New Brunswick, Juvenile Offenders, custody,
B."
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