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2nd Volume of the Session.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.

WeDNESDAY, 2nd February, 1881.
The SpeakeR took the Chair at Three o’clock.
PraYERs.

SALE OF RAILWAY PASSENGER TICKETS.

Mr. KIRKPATRICK, in introducing a Bill (No. 43) res-
pecting the sale of railway passenger tickets, said : The object
of th:%ill was to prevent the unauthorized sale of railway
passenger tickets. This practice, which is known as that
of ticket scalping, has been developed within the last few
years, and is assuming every year greater proportions. I
am aware it is 8 matter requiring very careful consideration
before this House should pass alaw prohibiting the carrying
on of every kind of business ; but I shall be able to show the
House that this business has a very injurious effect. Can-
adian railways, especially the trunk lines, have to compete
with railways in'the United States, and itis the practice
across the lines to sell through railway tickets at a lower
rate than the local tariff rate in Canada; the reason alleged
for this action being, that if they do notdo so, they would not
obtain any of the through passenger traffic. Those tickets
are brought into (Canada and sold. In the contract entered
into by the railway company with the passenger to carry
him, say from Chicago to Boston and return at a certain
rate, it is distinctly stated that one of the conditions is that
the ticket is not transferable. As soon as the passengers
arrive in Canada they find offices open in some of the large
cities where it is announced that railway tickets are
bought and sold. Tickets are sold to those
unauthorized agents, and a fraud is thus perpetrated on the
railway companies. Not only has the practice a tendency
1o allow the use of partly used tickets, but it is a direct
incentive to railway employees to commit a breach of trust, |
either by allowing tickets to pass without being punched,
or by obtaining passes whaich have been used and selling
them over and over again at greatly reduced rates to those
unauthorized agents. Not only that, but such offices are
places where stolen goods are received. When railway
passenger tickets have been stolen from the company’s
office they have in many cases been taken to those
unaathorized agents. There is no way of tracing the
tickets sold by ‘such agents, and of ascertaining whether
they have been s‘olen from the company’s offices.
It is proposed by the Bill to prevent the
practice of ticket scalpimg by stating that persons
selling tickets in the various cities must be authorized
by the railway companies, and that unless they are
80 authorized they shall not sell the tickets to pass over the
lines, and a -contravention of-this Act shall be a misde-
meanor, and the offender shall be liable to fine or imprison-
ment-or both. There was a proposal in the Bill by which
a railway company could purchase tickets belonging to
another company, so that the companies may be able to
give through rates. - :

Bill read the first time. _
104

ST. JOHN HARBOR. i

Mr. DOMVILLE enquired, Whether it is the intention of
the Government to introduce a Bill, this Session of Parlia-
ment, to place the harbor of 8t. John, N.B., under a Com-
mission ?

Mr. POPE (Queen’s) said that some correspondence
had taken place on the subject; but hitherto, parties in
St. John had not been able to agree among themselves. If
they arrived at an agreement and submitted the matter
to the Government, their proposal would be taken into con-
sideration.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, What is the present estimated
cost of the first 100 miles of the Canadian Pacific Railway,
west of Selkirk, now under construction, and to be taken
over by the Syndicate ?

Sir CHARLES TUPPER said the total estimated cost of
the first 100 miles of the Canadian Pacific Railway, west of
Selkirk, was $1,350,000, equal to $13,500 per mile; and he
would lay on the Tablo a detailed statement showing how
that estimato had been arrived at.

PERSONAL EXPLANA TION.

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Speaker, I wish to occupy the timo
of the House one moment, as a matter of favor, for a per-
sonal explanation. I was unexpectedly called to my. foet
yesterday to reply to the -bon. member for North
Norfolk. I had po idea of addressing the Iiouse
at the time, and perha;s, under the excitement .of
the momont, I said more than I would have said under
other circumstances. It has always been my desire—and I
think the House will agree that I have shown that desire—
to observe, so far as possible, tho proprieties of this House,
and not in any way to infringe, not only the Rules, but the
courtesies of dobate; and I think it is due to the House that
1 should say that, on this occasion, I did make use of an
expression which, upon more mature reflection, I would not
have used.’ I make this explanation without consultation,
withont suggestion, aud certainly not because I was
vaguely called to account for it by an hon. member who,
I must say, did it in a very courteous manner last night;
but T do it beecaunse [ think every gentleman who
occupios the time of this House owes it to himself,
to the Houmse, and to the country, if at any
unguarded moment he descends below the point at which
fair argument and fair debate should stop, that he should
promptly endeavor to put himself right. No man in the
House, perhaps, has had more occasion thaa I, from those
who have been my opponents in the House and from che
Opposition public press, to feel somewhat bitterly in respect
éo personal attacks which have been made upon me. ee%eut,
Sir, - :

’ 1 carry anger a8 the flint bears fire,

Which, much enforced, yields a hasty spar
And straight is cool again.” 7 apack,

and if I am bitter or severe, the feeling passes away with
the occasion. 1 wish to say that I had no intention of

‘making a personal attack when I unguardedly said that
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certain acis reminded me of the course of pot-house politicians

I did not apply, I could not apply, the phrase to hon,
gentlemen opposite. I did not intend it to be personal. I
am sorry I made use of any such language, and T trust the
House will receive my apology with the frankness with
which I give it; and 1 have only to say thatl trust others
who may, in the heat of the moment, be guilty of ungnarded
expressions will remember that it is due to this House that
we should all endeavor to keep up the dignity of debate.

THE DUTY ON MALT.

Mr, ORTON moved for all papers and correspondence
in reference to the removal of excise duty from malt,
and the collecting of Revenue from malt liguors,
a8 in Great Britain and the United Stater. He said:
Mr. Speaker, the question of removing the duty from
malt and placing it on malt liquors, has been casually
referred to on many former occasions in this House, chiefly
from a brewer’s point of view. The matter is now assuming
a difficult shape, and is interesting the agriculturists of the
country. Our farmers are now competing actively with
the farmers of other countries, and Britain herself, in
supplying the English and European demand for meat stuffs,
and what will place them in a more favorable position to
compete successfully, is of importance to the whole country.
After a long and arduous struggle in England, between the
farmers and the brewors and maltsters, the duty has been
removed from malt and placed upon malt liquors, and this
has been done in the interest of the British farmet, because
it is found that malt is a most valuable article of food, and
can be used with great advantage in fattening animals.
Malt is, in fact, partially digested barley, and one bushel of
malt will go as far as one and a®half bushels of chopped
barley, but while an excise duty is collected on malt it can-
.not be used as a common article of fodder for cattle. A
great deal of barley, unfit for brewing purposes, could be
used after being malted to very great advantage in cattle
feeding. In the United States the duty is collected by
stamps on the barrels or other packages of malt liquor, and
is found to be a very convenient mode of collecting the
duty, much more agreeable to the brewing interests, and
also with benefit to the revenue. At the same time the
farmers are at liberty to use malt for feeding purposes,
which is a great boon to cattle breedeérs and cattle feeders,
and gives them an advantage over our farmers in supplying
the old country market with beef. I will.read a letter from
F. W. Stone, Esq., of Guelph, one of the most celebrated
cattle breeders in Ontario, in reference to the subject: '
E ‘“ GueLey, 31st December, 1880.
“Dr. @. T. Orton, M.P. :

“ My DEAR Sm®,—In reply to ,‘your esteemed favor of 22nd resgecting my
opinion in reference to malt as food for cattle and other stock, beg to say
tga.t there cannot be any-doubt but that malt, or even sprouted barley, is
excellent for stoek, but the high duty upon malt prevents it from being
used as food for stock to advantage, and as the raising and feeding of
cattle and sheep for the English market is yearly increasing, and likely
to increase, 80 as o become one of our principal exports, our farmers

should be afforded every opportunity to compete with our neighbors in’

the United States for the cattle trade with Great Britain. They certainly
have advantages in pasture and cheap corn, and every inducement should
be given to our farmers that would enable them to raise and feed stock for
exportation. If the duty was taken off malt, no doubt many would use
malt and sprouted barley more or less for feed for stock. If our country
is"to prosper, our farmers must raise and feed stock, to keep their farms
in condition by consuming most of the coarse grain raised. ~If farmers do
not feed their 1and it will very soon not feed them. The farmers in Eng-
Jand, for many long years, petitioned for the repeal of the malt tax (and
at 1ast succeeded), on the grounds that it prevented them from using
malt for.feeding stock, to their great disadvantage, as much barley not fit
for malt, or that the maltsters-would not buy on account of the high duty,
could be profitably made into malt or sprouted for feeding stoc . The
strongest argument you can use is to point to what Engiand has done

respecting duty on malt, where snch an immense quantity was made and-

enormous revenue derived thereffom. To take the duty off malt and put

it on beer and malt liquors, could not injure the revenue, and would give ]

disposed of, and the proceeds of such sales.

the farmers the benefit of using malt to feed their stock. -
¢ Wishing you a happy New Year,
‘ © ¢1 am, my dear Sir, yours tru'y,
¢ FREDERICK WN. STONE.”

Mr. PLuMs,

1 to-morrow afternoon.

Also from David Foote, Esq., a large farmer and-cattle
feeder of Elora, in'my county: : R
“ ELora, 27th December, 1880. ~

‘‘ DEarR Docror,—1 got your letter. I see by the newspapers that the
farming commnmtg in Great. Britain are very much pleased that-the
duty has been taken off malt for feeding purposes. ,&h&tiﬂ good for
them, in this respect, cannot be bad for us. . own idea is, that the
removal of this duty here would be a very great boon conferred on the
farmers of Canada, particularly those in the cattle-feeding districts. i

* It is & well kqown fact; that nearly all wegetable substances, when
subjected to certain modes of preparation increase in nutritious qualities ;
for instance, crushed grain is more nourishing than when left whole ;
bread, still more so than flour; there is ‘as.much difference between
crushed barley and mals, as between unleavened bread and a well baked
baker s loaf; ¢ hard tack’ is hard to take, but a well baked loaf of bread
is always palatable. From the change which barley undergoes in
malting one bushel of malt is equal to at least one and a-half of chopped
barley, for feeding purposes. In the section of country where I was £om
and bred, it was no uncommon thing for farmers to buy malt for their
horses and cattle, paying a duty I think, of about half-a-crown per bushel.

‘ Another argument in favor of your motion, is, that owing to the
repeated failure of spring wheat, the attention of the farmers will be
turned more to stock-raising for exportation, and a greater breadth of
barley will be sown, whieh should be utilized to the best advantage.

‘* The prospects for those feeding cattle for the British market look
bright. The company of which John Black, John Scott and Goodfellow
are members, have already purchased nearly 3,000 head for April and
Meay delivex¥; 600 of which are in the counties of Wellington and
Waterloo. The prices to be paid will average §5.75 per 100 Ibs., or an
aggregate of about & quarter million dollars, not bad for the beginning
of the season.

“ Hoping you wil! get such a measure passed as will enable us to get all
the malt we want for feeding pucposes,

<

I am

“ Yours truly,

. “ Davip Foore."”

I hope the Government will give the matter their early
and serious consideration, as I can assure them that .it is
yearly becoming of greater importance to the agricultural
interests of Carada, and the change will also be welcomed
by the large brewing interests of this country.

Mr. MERNER. I can thoroughly endorse the views
expressed by Dr. Orton on. this matter. It will be of great
advantage to brewers, as though they will still have to pay
duty, if it is placed on malt liguors by means of stamps, as
is the case in the United States, it will save them a great
deal of inconvenience and annoyance that they are now
unnecessarily subjected to by excise officers. 1 have no
doubt also that it will be of use to the farmers. I would
like to see the Government attend to this subject as soon as
possible. The revenue will be collected cheaper in this way
than by the present mode. . -

Motion withdrawn.
ADJOURNMENT.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. Iriseto propose a motion,
which will be seconded by my hon. friend the leader of the
Opposition, and will, I believe, meet with universal -assent.
Some of our friends have suffered very much in the House of
late from their sedentary occupation and want of exercise,
and we think, therefore, in order to restore them 4o their
usual state of health, they should have an opportunity, this
evening, of stretching their legs, by taking a walk in the
cool, bracing air. I therefore mowe that when -the House
rises at six o'clock, it stands adjourned till three o’'clock

Motion agreed to.

NEW PENITENTIARY AT DORCHESTER.

Mr. WELDON moved for a return of all machinery and
other articles removed from the St. John Penitentiary.to
the ncw penitentiary at Dorchester, and the estimated
value ; also of all machinery and articles -heretofore in use
in the St. John Penitentiary sold by auction .or otherwise

Mr. ANGLIN said it was very much to be hoped that
when the returns came down they would remove many of
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the rumors in reference to the mauner in which the machi-
nery and other materials were disposed of on this occasion,
and prove them to be unfounded. A good deal of feeling
existed in New Brunswick in regard to the dismantling of
the St. John establishment. It was felt that if the Province
of New Brunswick must provide for criminals sentenced to
less than two years imprisonment, the Dominion should
have handed over that Institution to the Provincial Govern-
ment for the purpose, and also the machinery and other
fittings that it was not worth while to remove or sell. As
the story goes the whole institution was thoroughly dis-
maniled, and machihery was taken down which, if allowed to
stand, would have proved useful to the Provincial Govern-
ment for many years, and which was only sold for old iron
because it was not fit to be taken to the Dorchester Institu-
tion. It was to be hoped the return would show those
statements had little foundation in fact.

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou) said he had heard for the first
time that any dissatisfaction existed in New Brunswick on
this subject. He had no information of that character
from the officers whose duty it was to -superintend the
removal of the penitentiary from St. John to Dorchester,
nor had he heard of any dissatisfaction in the matter, nor
cause for-it. They had been prepared to do at St. John as
was done at Halifax, to remove whatever materials and
fittings were useful from the old institution to the new one.
Government would make enquiry as to the facts in this
case, with a view to laying them all before the House,
with any explanations the officers involved might have to
make.

Motion agreed to.

ST. JOHN PENITENTIARY.

Mr, WELDON moved for copies of all correspondence
between the Government and the Government of the
Province of New Brunswick, in respect to the St. John
Penitentiary, since the first day of January, A.D., 1879, and
also the special case agreed unon between the said Govern-
ments in respect of such penitentiary and imprisonment
therein. He said in 1879 he had called the attention of the
House on a motion be then made for papers connected with
the St. John Penitentiary, and he now would briefly
recapitulate the facts. The St. John Penitentiary was
originally built by the city and county of St. John
for a House of Correction, and in 1841, by arrangement the
Province took the property as a penitentiary, and it was
contended that by the arrangement the city and county of
St. John had the right given to them to send their short
term prisoner, rogues, vagabonds, ete. This privilege was
continwed down to the Union of the Provinces, and the
prohibition in the Criminal Law of confining prisoners
sentenced to less than two years imprisonment was sus-
pended as regards this penitentiary. Now that the peni-
tentiary was removed to Dorchester the question had come
up. A special case had been submitted to the Supreme
Court between the Dominion and Provincial Governments,
upon questions as to the power of the Dominion Government,
to legislate on this subject, a question upon which there
could be but little doubt. What he contended was, that it
was not a legal question but a moral obligation, to carry out
the arrangement made in good faith between the city and
county of St. John and the Province, and if upon investiga-
tion ‘it was ascertained that such an arrangement was
entered into, then that the Dominion Government in good
faith should earry it out. The city and county of St. John
were not allowed to appear by counsel on the argument of
the special case. Another more serious question has also
saorlllsel:)tupon the argument. hTh? ﬁounsel for the Province
ought &an opinion ppon the following question: Upon
whom, the Dominion or Provincial Govgrn(rlnents, does I;he
responsibility rest to provide for the maintenance of

prisoners sentenced to less than two years imprisonment
with hard labor for offences against the law of Canada? This
question the Dominion Gevernment objected to being
discussed, and the Court gave no opinion on the subject. We
hoped the Government would consent to submit this question
for the opinion of the Court and have this vexed question
settled. By the Acts of Union the criminal law and the
establishment and management of peuitentiaries were given
to this Parliament, while the establishment of public snd
reformatory prisons were given to the Local Parliaments. As
the Province of New Brunswick stood, there was no place
in which these prisoners could be confined except the
common jails of the counties, and it was doubtful if an
offender could bo sentenced to hard labor in a common jail.
At any rate it was a legal question which he hoped would
be finally settled, as well as the other claims of the Province,
which they sought not as suppliants but as rights to which
they were entitled, and which questions seemed to be
kept open for mo other purpose than to enable mem-
bers of the Local Government to take two or throe
trips a year to Otlawa at the exponse of the Pro-
vince, -

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou) said there was no objection
whatever t> bringing down the papers asked for by the hon.
gentleman, and he would be glad of the opportunity of
letting Parliament know by the production of those papers
the exceptional position in which St. John st.ootf)n with
reference to the penitentiary in that city before and
since Confederation, and down to the time of the removal
of the institution to Dorchester. He would not now
enter fully into the question, but simply say that the
St. John Penitentiary was not in reality & ponitentiary
in ary sense of the wovd, . It was but a common
gaol in which prisoners of all kinds — vagrants
and drunkards as well as those convicted of the higher
crimes—were imprisoned. In that respect its position was
exceptional, for in the other Provinces, for crimes for which
imprisonment under two years was imposed, the Provinces
provided the prison accommodation. About the time when
the question for removing the prison from St. John to
Dorchester was being considered, tho relation of the
Province of New Brunswick, and the duties of the Domin-
ion towards the Province and the city and county of St.
John, came under discussion, and, after a voluminous cor-
respondence, a case had been carefully prepared on the part
of the Dominion and Provincial authorities and argued by
able counsel in the Supreme Court of Canada. On thatcase so
stated judgment had been given, and the hon. gentleman
frankly stated that with the determination of the Court he
could find no fault. The learned counsel for New Bruns-
wick—the present Judge King of that Province—had

.proposed to raise the question stated by the hon. gentleman

as to the right of the Dominion Legislature to define the
periods of imprisonment for which the penitentiaries and
the common goals should be respectively available. In other
words, to determine whether in all cases of crime—those for
which even the smallest punishment was given under the
law—it was compulsory on the part of the Dominion
to- provide accommodation in tho penitentiaries. I
doclined to submit to the Supreme Court what should be
the pelicy of this Parliament. From Confederation down
to the present time, with the exception of New Brunswick
itself, I believe the policy of Parliament has been—and
I never heard it disputed until then—to define when the
respective counties in the Dominion should incur the
expense and responsibility of groviding for crime com-
mitted within their bounds. The decision of Parliament
was that the punishment for all offences for which the Court
awarded less than two years should be by confinement in
the coramon jails of the country. In Ontario provisioni s made
to relieve the counties by providing for confinement in the
Central Prison, but in Nova Scotia and the other Provinces
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the receptacle is the common jail of the respective counties.
New Brunswick, consequently, will have to adopt the same
course. I understand that before the penitentiary in St.
John was closed, all the prisoners convicted throanghout
New Brunswick were sent there, no matter what the crime
was or how trifling the Eunishment imposed. I declined to
submit to the Supreme Court the guestion, because I thought
it was one which Parliament should deal with and not the
Supreme Court.

Motion agreed to.

TENTH BATTALION OF MILITIA.

Mr. STRANGE, in moving for copies of all reports,
papers, correspondence, telegrams, and Militia orders,
relating to the 10th Battalion, Active Militia of Canada,
from the 1st day of January, 1875, to the 1st day of Jan-
uary, 1881, said that three or four years ago a number of
the officers of the regiment had some little disagreement
among themselves which injured the efficiency of the
regiment very much. Without going into the cause of the
difficulty he wished for the paper in order that the public
and those interested in military matters might understand
exactly how the care stood. He wished, however, to draw
the attention of the House to what he considered to be a
great hardship that had been inflicted wpon several
officers who were ©not participants in any way
in . the quarrels of the regiment, = The condition
of the regiment arrived at such a pitch that, the
Government, a few months ago,, found it necessary to
deprive -all the gentlemen holding commissions in that
regiment of their commissions. Although he believed it
was in the interest of the regiment that those who were in
the quarrel should lose their commissions, still he felt a
great injustice had been done tc many of the junior officers
of the regiment. The case had been presented to him by
some of those officers, one a voluntecr of twelve years stand-
"ing in England, who had been eleven years in the Canadian
militia, and had the honor of being elected as a member of
the Wimbledon team for three successive years. This
gentleman stated that without any cause he had been
virtually deprived of his commission, and he felt that he
was in disgrace in consequence. His sons were growing
up. Oneof them was imbued with a military spirit and
wished to join the militia of Canada, but he felt if his father
was to be cashiered for the offences of his superior officers,
he should think twice before joining the force. He (Mr.
Strange) trusted the pavers would be brought down, so
that the whole of the militia force might understand
exactly how the matter stood.

Motion agreed to. i
DOMINION LANDS.

Mr. MILLS, in moving for a return showing the amount
appropriated each year on account of Dominion Lands,
showing the sum expended in surveys, the amount expended
in management, the area surveyed, and the area surveyed
which is still unoccupied, said he did not know how far the
information asked tor in this motion had been embraced in
other motions made this Session. He thought the information |
would be useful-to the House, and perhaps to the right hon.
gentleman himself, when brought under his notice in .a
tabulated form. Some years ago the practice was to make
extensive surveys of public lands far beyond what the

progress of settlement required. But those lands had been |

obliterated, and it was now almost impossible to tell the
exact limits of the various sections and quarter-sections. * He
desired to know whether this policy had heen revived since
the right hon. gentleman had come back to power.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD said this information had

it separately he could be accommodated. Tn 1872/the
surveys were in advance of the progress of settiément, but -
for the last two or three years the opposite was the case.
Population was going far beyond the surveys, and ¢ongidex-
able expenditure would be required for surveys in those
portions of the country. o

Mr. MILLS suggested that the return should be accom=
pavied by a map, indicating where the country had heen
surveyed and where settlement had taken place. T

Sir RICHARD J. CARTW RIGHT understood that mostef
the boundary marks in the North-West were of woed, and
_were frequently destroyed by prairie-fires, - If the expense
would not be too great, he thought some of the prinecipal
marks, at least, ought to be composed of some more enduring
material, such as stone or iron.

Motion agreed to.

NORTH-WEST TIMBER .LIMITS:

Mr. MERNER, in moving for a return of the several
timber limits granted to parties in the North-West Terri-
tories, the names of those to whom they were granted, the
locality of the said limits and the number of acres specified,
said that the granting of timber limits by the Govern-
ment was a cause of great hardship to the settlers, who
were not permitted to cut a stick of timber thereon for the
purpose of building a house. The same difficulty prevailed
in Ontario, and caused hundreds of people to leave Canada
and go to the United States. Inthe United States no timber
limits were.granted, 2nd he thought the Government should
abolish them here, especially as timbor was very scarce in
the North-West. ’

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD stated that of late years,
especially since 1878, timber limits bad been granted only
to parties who undertook to -erect saw mills, in arder to
supply settlers with lumber for building purposes. It was’

‘attempted, of course, as much as possible, to confine these

limits to portions of the country not adopted or not songht
after for settlement, and they were now only granted.annu-
ally, so that if at any time the section where they existed
was sought after for settlement; the department could stpp
the cutting of timber. _

Motion agreed to.

EXPLORATIONS OF THE RIVER YAMASKA.

Mr. MASSUE, in moving for a-copy of the Engineer who
made, in 1880, an exploration of the River-Yamasks from

| its mouth to Belle Pointe, in the counties of Bagot and St.

Hyacinthe, said : I desire to draw the attention ef the Gov-
ernment to the necessity of rendering navigable that part-
of the River Yamaska extending from its mouth to-Bt.
Hugues, in the county of Bugot, a distanee of some twenty-ene
miles. Steamboats can run in spring and awtumn asfur-as
St. Aimé, but it is impossible for them to-continue-running
during the summer season, because heretofore that partof
the river has net received from preceding Administiations

the.attention it deserved. In insisting upon this-improve-

‘ment, I am only fulfilling a duty from which "profit-will

accrue to the Province of Quebee, and naturally ‘to-the
whole Dominion. If, as I trust, we succeed in this under-
taking ; if the present Government, who so well anderstand
the advantages of improvenients, as the basis of the fatare
prosperity of the country, look favorably on:this question,
which has been under consideration since 1869, I say it; 'with
conviction, will render justice to a population of about 130000
souls living un the banks of this river which runsshrough’the
counties of Rouwville, St. Hyacinthe, Bagot, Rickeliewand
Yamasks, Last year the hon. member for Reuville{Mr.

already been proiuced, but if his hon. friend required to see
Mr. McDonaLp (Pictoun). )

Gigault) showed ‘us the advantages that.the comntiesjust
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mentionsd would derive from this improvement, from an
agricultural, an indastrial and & commeéreial peint of view.
The hon. member for Yamaska (Mr. Vanasse) showed us
the resources of that part of the country, by referring to the
afficial reports of the census, and persuaded us that the
considerable-trade carried on there, taking into account the
fertility of the soil and the industrial epirit of the popula-
tion, ‘would bo a hundred times greater without those
obstactes to navigation, I could not, Sir, aliow the occasion
to pass without peinting out more precisely, if it wore
g:iﬁe; what are the indastries and trade of some of the
five parishes of the county I have the honor of representing,
in order that you may judge -of the profite that the country
would derive from-moneys spent on the improvement of that
river, without losing sight of the fact that the area of the
different counties watered by the River Yamaska comprises
1,170,198 square acres, of which more than half isina
state of culture. I will limit myself, in order not to taky up
the time of the House, to the agricultural products of
two parishes only in the county of Richelien, which
are in the surveyed section. The parishes of St. Aimé and
“8t. Martel are situated, the one on the north, the other on
the sonth bank of this river, and they cover an area of seven
miles by four miles and a-half. The valuation of the real
estate is 700,000, The wood and hemlock-bark which
s through there, for the most part in tramsit, cannot
ggesestim'abed at less than 8,000 or 10,000 cords. The
product of the land, and products from other sonrces,
which were ahove the average, were as follows: 17,200
bushels of wheat, 3,000 bushels of barley, 8,000 bushels of
peas, 50,000 bushels of oats, 18,000 bushols of buckwheat,
1,50v bushels of beans, 8,000 bushels of Indian corn, »8,000
bushels of potatoes; 3,000 bushels of beets, 2,500 bushels of
carrots, 3,000 bushels of turnips, 1,000 bushels of onions,
360,000 bundles of* hay, 450,000 bundles of straw, 56,000
pounds of cheese, 20,600 pounds of butter, 2..0,000 dozens of
eggs, 5,000 pairs of fowls, 60,000 pounds of tobacco. The
annual sale of animals comprises 2,400 head of cattle,
1,000 horses, and 4,000 sheep. Relying on similar pro-
ducts, or nearly so, of twenty other parishes, we can salely
say that the improvement of the River Yamaska would be
a source of wealth for the country. Ste. Helene and St.
Hugues, in the county of Bagot; St. Barnabé and St. Judes
in the county of St. Hyacinthe; St. Louis de Bonsocours, and
St. Aimé and St. Marcel in the county of Richelieu; St.
Gauillanme, St. David and St. Michel, in the county of Ya-
maska, would immediately benefit by it, as well as all the
parishes lying behind these. Xasy commauanication would
seeure an outlet for agricultural products, and thereb
inerease them ; public enterprise would profit thereby, for
the works would hardly be finishod befire we would sce
‘steamboat companies competing for the transportation to the
market, either of Sorel or Moatreal, the produce of these
fertile parishes. Although I am well disposed towards
he:ﬂing the construction of a railway that is to anite the
Atlantic with the Pacifie, thereby strengthening the union
of the Provinces, [ think we should not lose sight of
tgis\udvantages to be gained by improving the Yamaska

ver. ’ .

‘Mr. LANGEVIN. I feel much pleasure in having laid
before this House the answer to the Address moved for b,
‘the hon. member. I must add, Mr. Speaker, that the
-stdention of the Government has been specially drawn to
‘this matter by three or four members, among others, by
the hon. member for the ecounty bordering on the Yamaska
River. This question, no doubt, required to bo looked
into, and I an satisfied that the hon. member will sce by
the report that will be laid on tha Table of this House,
$hat the engineers, who have studied the question doring
last- smmmer, have fulélled their duty, and the reports that
are now hefore the House will be sufficient to enable us to
#nswar the juestion whether improvements ace to be made

wholly oppos

there this year. The hon member will find an answer to
that question when the Budgot is brought down.

_Motion agreed to.
RIGHTS OF PROVINCIAL GOVERNMEN rs.
Mr. MoCUALIG, in moving for copies of &ll correspond-

1ence between any of the Provincial Governments and the

Government of the Dominion relating to the rights of the
Provincial Governments to appoint police magistrates,
justicos of - the peace and inspectors of licenses, said that
the Act of Uenfederation was 80 ambiguously drawn in this
respect as 1o leave room for doubt whether the Dominion
Government had power to appoint magistrates, justices of
the peace and imspeclors of licenses. Very recently a
case in appeal was tried in Nova Scotia, and the Judgo
presiding pronounced in favor of the appellants, The
decision was to the effoct that the Dominion Government
alone had the right to make the appointment. It was not
necessary for him to call attention to the difficultiss that
often arose through the conflict of jurisdiction.
Parliament should determine whether the Provineial
Parliament enjoyed the right or not. He was opposed to
the Government allowing this matter "to be trisd by
private jndividuals. It should have the case tried before
the Supreme Court, which was the proper tribunal to
determine ‘whether the Dominion Government had the
right to appoint police magistrates and justices of the peace
or not.

Mr. McDONALD (Picton) said his hon. friend was not
quite correctin reference to his recollection of the case
decided in Nova Scotin. The Judge held that the
Lieutenant-Governor of Nova Scotia had not the authority
to appoint justices of the peace; but, at the time of the
decision, Nova Scotia stood in a different position from the
Provinces in this respoct. At various periods since Con-
fedoration all tire Provinces, or at any rate the Provinces of
Ontario, New Brunswick and Manitoba, passed Provincial
Acts authorizing the Lieutenant-Governors of those
Provinces 1o appoint justices of the peace, At the time
of the decision to which his hon. friend referred,
Nova Scotia had not followed the precedent set by
tho -other Provinces, and the Judge held that what-
over the result might be, bad Nova Scotia passed
such- an Act, the Lieutefant-Governor had not at the
time the power, under our Constitution, to appoint
justices of the peaco. Tho result was, Nova Scotia the

Y| following Session passed an Act vesting such power in the

Lieutenant-Governor.  What effect that had on the general
question is a very differcot point, well worthy of considera.
tion.  With referenco to the mode of sottling the question
as suggested by his hon. friend, there was this difficulty,
that in order to malke that mode satisfaclory to the several
Provinees, each Province would, a3 a matter of course, have
to accede to the proposition by joining in the case
Eropos‘ed to be made, and it is questionable whether the

rovinegs that claim that right under their own legislation
would be prepared to join in such a case, The papers
would be brought down and any information they could

Y | give would be at tho disposal of his hou. friend.

Mr. McCUAIG said it appeared to him most extraordinary
for the Provincial Liegislatures, unless authority had been

given them by the British North America Act, to assume

1o legislate on the subject of the appointment of Queen’s
Counsel. They could not arrogate to themselves powers
properly belonging to the Dominion Parliament. He was
osed to the proposition’ of the Minister of Justice,
that the duty of de‘ermining that point should be thrown on
private individuals. It was plain that the Judge in the
County Court of Digby, who tried the case of Uhas, H.

'Lhis _
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Denton vs. John Daley, in regard to the Canada Temperance
Act, clearly understood the limited nature of Provincial
rights in this respect. He says:

‘‘But the second point is the more important one. Under our former
constitution, except in an action of tréspass against the acting Justice, it
is difficuit to conceive how it could be raised, so strong would be the
assumption that gentlemen sitting as magistrates were clothed with the
legal authority. It would be absurd to require them to produce their
commission on each occasion, and equally preposterous to suggest a
doubt that the august personage representing Sovereign power, had Her
Majesty’s authority for making such appointments.”

Judge Savary went on to say, in his elaborate decision :

‘“‘Finally we have Section ¢6 of the Act ordaining that the Governor

General shall appoint the Judges of the Superior and_County Courts,
except the Judges of Probate of Nova,Scotia and New Brunswick ****
We find, therefore, in the Act nothingsinconsiatent with the retention of
this prerogative in Her Majesty's hands, and the exercise of it by her duly
counstituted representative, the Governor General, alone.””
He was only a layman, but, from what he could judge, this
appeared the common sense view of the matter. He did not
think the Provincial Governments, if not granted those
powers by the Constitution, had any right to assume them.
The Provincial Legislatures were rather inclined to be
aggressive and assume powers not belonging to them. The
Dominion Government had had frequent occasion to disallow
bills passed by the Provinces. He hoped the Government
of the Dominion would see that this case was brought before
the Supreme Court which was established more particularly
to settle grave questions of constitutional law., ﬁe believed
the Provincial Appeal Courts were far better for the trial of
most important commercial cases than the Supreme Court.
At any rate this question should be finally settled and the
rights of the Provinces and the Dominion respectively
explained beyond doubt.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton) said he agreed, in a great
measure, with what had fallen from the last speaker. The
appointment of justices of the peace in Ontario had become
a matter of very great importance, as many of those appoint-
ments had given very grave dissatisfaction. Certain ignorant
persons could now act as such justices by virtue of the
commission issued by the Lieut.-Governor of Ontario. Such
commissions having been issued, the only way in which the
matter could be decided was by bringing any cases that
might arise, in consequence of improper acts of such justices
of the peace, before the Supreme Court. It so happened,
however, that they were generally of such trifling importance,
so far as the wrong done was concerned, that it was impossible
to reach the Supreme Court in that way. Therefore it
devolved on the Dominion. Government to take the matter
into their serious consideration, and adopt some means of
securing a decision on the question, as to whether the
Provincial Governments have power to make those appoint-
ments. The question should be easily solved, and if those
Acts were passed, it was the duty of this Government to
ascertain whether they were really constitutional or not. If
it was to be left till the question could be decided by the
Supreme Court, we m%ht go on for years and have no
satisfaction whatever. He bhad just been -informed by an
hon. friend that in the case of a person charged with an
assault and battery before one of those new magistrates in
Ontario, the magistrate, after looking into the matter and'
hearing the evidence, acquitted the accuséd of the assault,
and found him guilty of the battery. That was the kind of
law administered by some of those justices appointed by
virtue of the Act passed by the Ontario Legislature, and of
the commission issued by the Ontario Government. <

Mr. MILLS said the hon. gentleman who made the
motion observed that the Supreme Court did not enjoy the
confidence of the country, that its only utility consisted in.
its being a Court for the decision of constitutional questions. |

He did not agree with that view, believing, on the contrary, |

that the Supreme Court had proved, on the whole, satis-
factory, and enjoyed, in the main, the confidence of the
Mr, McCuaia,

country. If the course recommended by the hon. gentleman_
was adopted, little as he thought of the Supreme Court
now, he would think still less of it in the future. It wasa
Court_of appellate -jurisdiction that had to review the
decisions of the other tribunals, and had to deal with cases
already argued in the Provincial Courts. The. hon.
gentleman proposed that iustead of having cases brought
before it in this way, it should have them submitied to it in
the first instance and decided previous to the decisions of
other Courts, He did not think there was any room for the
doubt the hon. gentleman expressel. Who were the
magistrates of the country? ~ Ministerial officers who
brought offenders before the Courts of the country.
Those officers had certain judicial fumctions, but you
could not constitute a Court without also adding the
power to create a magistracy.. No doubt the Government
here may appoint magistrates in connection with the
Supreme Court as ministerial officers ; and if they were to
exercise the powers given by the British North America
Act, and establish Courts of original jurisdiction, they might
also appoint magistrates in the various Provinces to assist
in the administration of justice in those Courts. But so
long as the administration of justice was vested in the
Governments of the various Provinces, the power to appoint
magistrates would be vested in them also. Upon whom
devolved the maintenance of law and order, and of the peace ?:
In what Government and Legislature was vested the police
functions that necessarily should lodge somewhere, either
in the Local or General Government? All knew where
they lay. It would be absurd to suppose it possible
for the Local Legislature and Government to discharge the
duties devolving upon them without the power to appoint
the ministerial officers in connetion with such duties. The
14th sub-section of the 92nd section of the British North
America Act of 1867, thus defines the powers of the
Provincial Governments in this respect :

¢ The administration of justice in the Province, including the consti-
tution, maintenance and organization of Provincial Courts, both of civil
and of criminal jurisdiction, and including procedure in civil matters in
those Courts.”

So there was here not only the constitution, organization
and maintenance of the Courts vested in the Governments
of the Provinces, but the administration of justice as well.

Mr. McCUAIG. The Provincial Parliaments have no
right to appoint any man to deal with the criminal law,

Mr. MILLS said, why should they not have that right ?
Why was it that the administration of the ordinary criminal
law, dealing with the most serions offences in the country
was vested 1n the Superior Courts of which the Judges were
appointed by the Government here? It was not because
this section was not broad enough to include the appoint-
ment of Judges, but because notwithstanding this section
there was a special provision in a prior section giving the
power of appointing Judges to the Governor General on
the advice of his Ministers, The principle which applied
in a case of that kind was that where they had a general
provision of law, and aspecial provision excepting something
with regard to the general provision, thén they weve to
interpret the exceptional provision: strictly, and so inter-
preled. the law did- not give the power of appointing
magistrates to this Government. If the hon. geutieman
would look into the matter, he would see that if it were &
prerogative of the Crown to appoint magistrates, and if the
functions ordinarily discharged by magistrates were vested
in tribunals created by another body, that prerogative must,
remain in abeyance in so far as such districts were concerned
where those functions were so.performed. The Governor Gen- -
eral would have no more power to appoint a magistrate to
assist in {he administration of justice in a provineial court than
Her Majesty would have; and hon. gentlemen knew that
the creation of responsible government in this country had
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excluded Her Majesty from exercising that prorogative,
and the constitution of the country had equally excluded
the Governor General from exercising any such power, even
though it should have beendelegated to him by Her Majesty.
His Exeellency must govern within the limits of the powers
which were set out in the constitation, and under that
power he could not appoint magistrates to perform duties
which were incident to the ordinary Provincial Courts.

Mr. CAMERON (Victoria) said_the hon. gentleman who
had just sat down was disposed to rebuke the suggestion

that the matter should be referred to the Supreme Court,]

bocanse, as he said, that Court was one of appellate jurisdie-
tion, and it would be incompetent for it to_ consider any
question which might be brought before it as a court of

primary jurisdiction. The Statute creating the Supreme

Court, which was passed by the Government in which the
hon. member for Bothwell afterwards held a seat, gave the
Supreme Court primary jurisdiction in such questions as
the one now before the House. The 52nd clause of tho
Sapreme Court Act was as follows:— : ‘

- 14 shall be lawful for the Governor in Countil to refer to the Supreme
Court, for hearing or consideration, any matters whatsoever as he may
think fit; and the Court shall thereupon hear and consider the same, and
certify their opinions théreon to the Governor in Council : Provided that
any Judge or Judges of the said Court who may differ from the opinion of
the majority may in like manner certify his or their opinion or opinions to
the Governor in Council.”

So that manifestly it was quite competent for the Governor
Goneral to refer a question of this character respecting the
construction of the Confederation Act to the Supremre Court,
and it would be within the province of that Court to deter-
mine it. The hon. gentleman thought a case should first be
raised by some private individual, and that, after passing
through the Courts below, it shotitd finally come before the
Supreme Court in appeal. But surely it would not be fair
that a private individual should be subjected to the
costs which would be involved in such a process,
and he (Mr Camerong feared that if they
waited until some individual, for the purpose ef settling
this question, should see fit to carry a case through the
various stages of litigation to the ultimate Court of Appeal,
at his own expense, they would wait a long time. The
question had been raised in Ontario—indeed be had raised
it himself in a_case of perjury alleged to have been com-
mitted before a justice of the peace. The learned Judge
had reserved the question, but as his (Mr. Cameron’s) client
had becn, and very properly, acquitted, there was an end of
the question in that particular case. It could only be on a
matter of comparatively trifling importance that such a
question could be raised, because the cases which were
brought before magistrates were generally those in whieh
a small amount was involved, as their jurisdiction
was very limited. Still as the matters which came
before them were those connected with the cvery-
day affairs of the people it was important that
the question of the walidity of their appointments
should be settled, and he therefore agreed with his
hon. friend from Prince Edward (Mr. McCuaig), that the
Government shounld take steps to have the question decided
by the Supreme Court, of whether the power of appointing

magistrates lay in the hands of the Local Governments or in|

the Government of the Dominion. The fact that the Lieutenant
~Governors in Council of the various Provinces had assumed
that they had the power to pass Statutes, taking that power
proved nothing, unless it could be shown that the Confeder-
tion Act gave them such power. He did not think that the
menibers of ‘this ' Government or the members of this
House would be very anxious to obtain the additional
patrenage which this power would give -them—he for one
would not—mor was he prepared to say that if that power
were  thrown upon ~ them  their  appointments
would be more satisfactory than those which the hon.

-member for Hamilton (Mr. Robertson) had so strongly
condemned. No doubt there were many of the magistrates
appointed who were inefficient and unfit for the discharge of
their duties—men who encouraged litigation and gave
very absurd decisions; but, on the other hand, there were
many intelligent men who properly and efficiently ful-
filled the functions to which tﬁey were appointed. That,
however, was beside the,real question, which was an
important constitutional question, aund one regarding which
no doubt should heleft on the minds of the people as to the
validity of those who had such important duties to
discharge.

Mr. BLAKE. 1 think there is one point which should
not be lost sight of in reference to ihe suggestion of the
hon. member for Prince Edward, and that is that in a
written Constitution like ours, embracing within afew lines
provisions which required for their interpretation a very
extended commentary, we should not overlook the question
of what has been the settled practico under an inlerpretation
of that Constitution. 1t seems to me that this is of the
utmost importance, as throwing light upon the real meaning
and intention of the Constitution, and that neither judges,
nor lawyers, nor members of Parliamerit, nor Governments,
can ignore a settled practice for many years. Now, with
reference with this particular matter the Local Legislatures
agsumed, rightly or wrongly, that they were possessed of
the power of dealing with this portion of the administration
of jugtice from, I think, the first yoar that this Constitution
was inaugurated. Their acts were subject to disallowanee
if they were ultra vires, and it was obviously a case for dis-
allowance because it was a direct assumption, on the theory
that this was beyond their power, of the executive power of
this Government, and it was calculated to produce the
greatest degree of confusion that there should be a double
set of officers of justice, No attempt has been made by the
general Government under either party to exercise the
supposed right of appointing justices of the peace, save
perbaps by exceptional legislation in districts under
Canadian control. We have, then, a practice of thirteen or
fourteen years interpreted by the Local Legislatures and
Governments, and by the action and inaction of the general
Legislature as to'the meaning of this clause of the Constitu-
tion, and I say that while no Judge can well ignore that in
interpreting the Constitution, and it is conclusive against the
propriety of this Parliament moving this Government now
to take steps to upset that settled reading of the Constitution.
If there be an error in this settled reading it is not for us to
endeavor to establish that error. The Courts are open to
all. The humblest subject can seek them, and if there has
been an error he can seek redress. But at this time of day,
and speaking of this in the political sense, I maintain that
the relative powers of the general and local authorities are
settled by our practice, and onght not to be upset or subverted
by us; and any ,action of ours ought rather to be in the
direction of establishing than of changing that settlement.

Mr. MACDOUGALL. I think it is very inconvenient to
discuss so important a question as is raised by the hon.
gentleman (Mr. McCuaig) in his speech, rather than in his
motion, without due consideration, because however much
reflection one may have given to these nice constitu-
tional points, one is not ready at a moment's mnotice to
express a decided opinion one way or the other. However, I
would not like to have it said afterwards that by silence my
consent was given to any doctrines that may be laid down
in this House with respect to that Copstitution. As . a
member of this House, and as having had something to do
with the framing of the Constitution, I wouid say
that 1 do not assent to the view expressed by the hon.
gentlemanopposite with reference to the liberty enjoyed by
members of this House, and by Parlisment as a body, in
raising questions or in assenting to a principle which may
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be found at any moment to have been a wrong principle
or contrary. to the practice heretofore pursued ‘under
our Constitution. . 1 do not think that one could plead with
much success - before a court of law that thirteen-years
acquiescence in an improper interpretation of the Con-
stitution binds either any subject of thé country, or any
member of Parliament, or any functionary. It is not easy
to point out the person upom whom should be cast. the
duty of raising a question of this kind. = It is askiog
- asubject to undertake a very serious and expensive process to
gettle a constitutional question, if there is & remedy in any
other way; on the other hand, it may be & question of great
political difficulty for a Minister of Justice of his own
motion to raise such a question as the proper interpretation
of the Constitation .on ‘poiuts involving the authority of
the Government of the Dominion and of ‘the Provinces.
We know that there are sectional jealousies, and that judicial

decisions have already been given upon the constitutiouality |

of powers exercised by the local authorities. Upon. the
question itself I have néver felt much difficulty in arriving
at the comclusion that it was not contemplated by ‘the
_ framers of the Constitution that the appointment of ordinary
magistrates should be regarded as a prerogative right that
"could only be exercised by the Governor-General. I think,
according to the clanse that was read by the lon.
member for Bothwell (Mr. Miils), it - follows, as ‘a

necessary legal consequence, that the local legislative’

bodies are competent to frame laws for the administration of:
justice and the constitation -of Courts, and ‘wé must
remember that in the exercise of that legislative power,
they are also able to provide for the mode of exercising these

_ functions, and the further mode in Which the administration

of justice shall be conducted, and that; therefore, as'a matter.
of reasoning, they have the appointment of magistrates of
the ordimary class. We usv the word ‘magistrates
with reference to the highest judge, as well as the ordinary
police magistrate; but in the sense in'which this word would
be applied to those who sre concerned in the adminis-
teation of justice under legislation, enacted by the Local
Legislatures, it ddes seem to me that mo very violent pre-

‘sumption is required in coming to the-conelusion that that)
the power of providing for officers’ who. shall -be

includes : N
called magistrates, and who shall perform the funetions-that

_are ordinarily. attributed to magistrates- who.act in"the
lower ranks of the judicature. But if the question is to be
raised, then it might perbaps be raised by the expression of
opinion by Parliament, upon 4 motion brought forwa’pd' tor
that purpose, authdrizing a case to be submitted to the Su-
preme Court. ! o 1
present circumstance because I think the hon. leader of tl?.e»
Opposition, whom™ we we all know t0 be a very dis-
tinguished lawyer, has propounded a doctrine which, as
applied o other clauses of the Constitution and to other cases
which may arise, may prove somewhat embarrassing in the
future as tending to.limit: the powers of this Parliament.

‘Motion agreed to. , -

POST OFFICE AT LOWER CARAQUET.

" Mr. ANGLIN, in moving for copies of all correspondence
relating to the closing and re-opening of the post office at
Tower Caraquet, County of Gloucester, N.B., and the change
of the postmaster at that place, said that some three years.
ago, after considerable correspondence on the subject, he
sncceeded in obtaining the establishment of a weekly post
office at Lower Caraguet in- that “eonuty. The district

_ contained a number of famihes who had not much
commupication with the rest of the world. He  was
gurprised to find last . year, ‘at the time Parliament
opened, that that post office was closed. .He inquired as to.
the reason and found that it did not do sufficient business in
the opinion of the Postmaster General to warrant the office

"~ Mr.MACDOUGALL. : A

I rose, Sir, 1o offer ‘an observation on. the |.

being kept open. The revenue was unquestionably very
much smaller than the expenditure. 1'.1['1?9 opening);f et?:é
post office could not on these grounds be justified ; but there
were other and higher reasons why it _should be -kept; open.
He appealed to the Postmaster' General-and placed before
him’ the ¥mporftance to these people of having postal’ com-
Inunication even once a week, and asked that’ tEe‘ office be.
re established. He could ask no favor of the Minister; but
he-asked justice and fair' play towards a large number of
Eeople, He was pleased to learn that the post office: wonld

e re-opened, the reasons having been found sufficient. to
justify that course; but he was surprised to find that
although it had been found too expensive toran one mail
weekly, yet under the new arrangement three mails were, to.
be run. every week. He was also surprised that the
gentleman he (Mr. Anglin) had recomimended in the first
instance for the office had not been re-appointed. He (M=,
Anglin) wrote to the Postmaster General asking why that
gentleman had been set -aside, as he possessed an excellent
character and a fair education, and was well qualified. to
discharge the duties. He, moreover, desired to .kn W
whether . any charge had been preferred against . this
person, either of misconduct or incapacity, in order
he might have an opportunity of vindicating his reputation,;
The reply received was a somewhat curt one, and was to.
the effect thatthe postmaster having virtually ceased to be:

‘postmaster when the post office was closed, the départment

did not feel it necessary to re-appoint him. The whole
circumstances give the proceedings the: character of a
petty political operation, which the Government should
hesitate to carry out. He brought the matter before the
‘Héuse, because he wished it to be known - throughout ‘the
country that that extraordinary course was takén' 'to
embarrass him politically in the country, and to encourage
his opponents in the county. The present post office did
not; moreover, so fully meet the wants of the district as did
the former one. If was nearer to the main office at Caraqugt,
and was not in the centre of the population for whom it
was required. The new postmaster was a politicdl
opponent, but there was no objection, if 2 new appointment

‘had to be made, that a political opponent should be selected.

He would have said nothing whatever on’ that point, bat"
under the circumstances the country would like to kiiow
why it was that at one time a weekly mail for that distriet
was considered too expensive, and yet within a‘short time-
afterwards a tri-weekly mail was established; and why &
man was set aside against whom no complaint was made,
or against whom no complaint could bejustly made. =

Mr. LANGEVIN. This mgiter occurred under ‘the
administration of my successor .in. the Post -Office Depart-
ment, and when Iobserved the notice on the paper l'obtained -
from the Postmaster General a memorandum, to-the follow-
ing effect: The Lower Caraquet postoffice was closed in -
‘October, 1879, onaccount of the small amount of revenue .
only, $6.27 being collected during the- year ending.30th
June, 1879, while the annual cost of maintaining the office
was $60. In April, 1880, it was represented to the Post-
master General that the small amount of businesstransacted
at the office was mainly owing to” the infrequency of the
service—once a week—and an offer was received-from John
Young to convey the mail three times a week for the same.
price as was paid for a weekly service. The offer svas
accepted for one yearas a trial ; the post-office was reopened ' -
on 1st June, and John Young was appointed postmaster. ..

Mr. ANGLIN said the present post office did not-accom:
modate the people whom it was designed originally to
gerve. It was now an offico entirely for the accommodation. -
of the postmaster himself, who was ‘also paid for carrying.

his own mails; for that was what it amounted to. :
Motion agreed fo. ‘
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- POST OFFICES AT POCKMOUCHE.
" Mr. ANGLIN mored for corrcspondence respecting the
osing of two post offices in the Parish of Pockmouche,
Connty of Gloucester, New Brunswick,and the opening of
aspther office and the appoinument of another postmaster.
He gsid that a large portion of the parish of Pockmouche
was formerly served by two post offices, the population of

the district served being considerably over 2,000. One of | to

‘the offices’ was centrally situated ; but he had folt a strong
reluctance to ask for the removal of a postmaster who had
been there for several years. The people on the other side
ot the river having been put {o a great inconvenience in
coming to this post office E)r their mails, a post office was,
at his 'suggestion, established for their convenience.
A short tlime ago, however, both post offices were abolished,
and the whole district was now served by only one post
office. The existence of the recond post office did not’
entail any expense beyond the salary of the postmaster.
Some of the people had to go a distance of four or five
miles for their letters or papers. He thought this was one
of those cases of petty political malice which ought to be
thoroughly exposed, and he was sorry to find any one of the
departments of this country degraded into becoming the

ency for carrying out petty, local, political spites of this
kind.. There had been no complaint against either of the
postmasters, and although not more than $10 or $12 a year
was saved, the inconvenience caused to hundreds, and he
might almost say-thousands, of people through the change
was very great indeed.

Mr. LANGEVIN said the hon. gentleman was quite wrong
when he said there was any intention of using the post office
Department for political purposes. The suppression of these
two post offices took place because the public service required
it. . They could not place a post office at the door of every
individual in the country. Post offices had multiplied to
such an extent that it was proper for the Post Office Depart-
ment to sngpress such as were not really necessary. 'Fhey
had done that in different parts of the country, and though
the saving in individual cases might not be more that $20, or
$30, or $40, the saving multiplied twenty or thirty times
made a large sum. and enabled the department to open post
offices where none existed now. In the pre-ent instance,
although the department had suppressed two post offices,
they had gstablished ope in order to meet the requirements
of that district; and he had no doubt, when the hon. geutle-
man saw the correspondence and ceased to look through his
political glasses, he would find that the Post Office Depart-
ment took the proper course.

"Mr. ANGLIN said he had respectfully to contradict the
hon. gentleman. He knew that district and its necessities,
and he could assure the hon gentleman that the department
had ‘been entirely misinformed when they had n told
that the public service required the suppression of any one
of ‘these- offices. At present a large number of people had
o travel long distances, and to go far out of their way to
reach' the post office which had been established. The

per-course would have been to remove one of these offices

ier away towards Tracadie, and place it more in the
cenrtre of the section it was designed to serve. The public
setvice ‘did tot require the change that was made, and the
cafife and motive of it were entirely political and local.
In"'thig case there was something more than a mere petty
local ‘guarrel; there was the design to injure him in that
particnlar district, but that entirely failed, because the people
ere_all satisfied that the work was not of his doing, tEat
he, wished to obtain for them' all the accommodation to
which they were entitled with due regard to the.protection
of ‘the public revennes, He had never asked anything from
the late Government which he did not feel justified in
ing" within that limit. The hon. Minister had been
isi loorgled and had misinformed the House when he said

the public service required this to be done. It was low:
petty, political malice that required it to be done. -

Mr. O'CONNOR moved the adjournment of the debate.

Motion agreed to.
T RETURNS.

The following motions for returns were severally agreed

Return of all appointments made since Septembor, 1877,
of persons whose services were to be rendered partly o-
wholly in the Province of Manitoba, their #alaries and by
whom recommended.—(Mr. Ryan, Marquette.)

Copies of all Orders in Council, reports, letters and other
documents in relation to a certain drawing of lots for lands
on Red River, Province of Manitoba, in virtue of which the
Hudson’s Bay Company now claim to be the proprietors of
a very congiderable number of lots improved, cultivated
and built upon by private individuals prior to the public
notice of the 14th November, 1877, signed by J. 8. Dennis,
8. G. ; also, copies of all reports and documents in couse-
quence or in virtue of which the Dominion Government
has, as it is stated, granted to the Hudson's Bay Company
one-twentieth of all lands outside of the townships, orin the
settlement belt; also, copies of all reports, records, or other
documents, upon which the aforesaid notice of 14th
Novembher, 1877, was ‘based ; also, copies of all letters of
instruction, schedules and other letters or documents, in
relation to the said subject;- addressed to the Liands Office at
Wionipeg, with the answer thereto; also, copies of all
memorials, claims, petitions and requests, forwarded to the
Government on this subject, from the 14th November, 1877,
up to this date,—(Mr. Royal.)

Copies of all papers touching the mission of Mr. lang, of
the Department ot the Interior, last summer, to Manitoba,
in connection with the unpatonted lands of said Province.—
(Mr. Royal.)

Copies of all correspondence relating to the appointment
of Major General Luard ; together with copies of all com-
plaints made to the Department of Militia, or the Govern-
ment, in regard to the administration of Militia affairs by
the said Luard.—(Mr. Ryan, Marquette.)

Copies of communications or correspondence affecting
applications for patents to land in the parish of St. Peter.—
(Mr. Ryan, Marquette.) v

Copios (1) of the correspondence respecting the contract
for all the wood furnished to the Department of Marine for
the use of the lower lightship in the Traverse during the
past summer ; (2) The price paid for this wood, the quantity,
quality and kind furnisbed ; (3) The person who furnished
this wood ; (4) The person who received and meussured
this wood ; () Copies of the aforesaid contract or of any
document giving evidence of its terms.—(Mr, Casgrain )

House adjourned at 6 o’clock, p.m.

HOUSE OF COMMONS.
TrURsDAY, 3rd February, i881.

The SpzakER took the Chair at Three o’clock.
PrAYERS.

CONTROVERTED ELECTION OF RICHELIEU,

Mr.LAURIER moved that the first Order of the Day be
the resumption of the adjourned debate oun the proposed
motion of Mr. Laarier, for the reception of the petition of_
Edmund Ritter and others, complaining of a certain failure
of justice in connection with the Controvertod Election of
Richelieun. ) .

Motion agreed to,
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. Mr. LAURTER asked that the potition be read
The petition was read accordingly. ‘

. Mr. MOUSSEAU. The day that petition was presented,
I held, as I do now, that it ought not to be received. It is
& mere election petition. It sets forth that the hon. member
for Richelien (Mr. Massue) was elected in Soptember 1878 ;-
that he gained his election through improper means;
through extensive bribery; not only by his agents, friends
and followers, but by himself; that petition and counter
petition were made; that the case was fixed for
enquété  and - merits, and .adjourned until the 25th
November, 1879, . 'when both petition and counter:-
petition were dismissed with costs; that this judge-
ment was obtained through ecollusion and fraud; that
there was an understanding to the effect that the member |
elect, Mr. Massuo, was to pay the costs in both cases, and-
that apart from thathe had to pay very large sums of money
to some of the petitioners; that this bribery and those
improper practices are an infringement of the franchise
aud the provisions of -the House; and the prayer of the
petition is that the petitioners should be allowed to prove
those facts, not only the facts which brought about the
- Judgment, but also those preceding the judgment and which
were the cause of the first contestation. They ask te be
allowed to.lay before this House the nature of those facts..
Before proceeding to prove that this is & mere election
ge_tition, I will read the judgment, pages 23 and 24 of the
ournals. of the House of last Session :

{*The Court, having heard the
upon the -election petition of t

leadings of the Attorneys of the parties
L e petitioners, Jean Jacques Brunesu,
et al.,, vs., Louis Huet Massne, complaining of the election and return
of the said Louis Huét Massue, as member elected at the. election of 8
member for the House of Commons of Canads, for the Electoral District
of Richelieu, held on the tenth day of September for the nomination of
candidates, and on the 17th day of September for the polling of votes, in
the year of Our Lord one thousand eight hundred and seventy-eight
(1878) :—And upon the counter-petition presented by the said Louis Huet
Maasuq vs. Georges Isidore Berthe, the candidaté who opposed him - at
the said election, and upon the issue between: the said parties, having
taken communication of the paper-writings of the parties drawn up for.
the institation of their suit, examined the exhibits and papers filed by the
parties. respectively, having duly considered the ‘evidence, and upon the
whole deliberated, the said "case having been fized for .yesterday, the
twenty-fourth i 24th) Novewber, one thousand eight hundred and seventy-
nine (1879), for proof and hearing, then on eétergay put off and adjourned
. regularly to this twenty-fifth (25th) day of November, one thousand eight

hundred and seventy-nine (1879). . L ‘ i

‘“Whereas, the petitioners, Jean Jacques Brunean, et al., have completely
failed to prove the esse‘ntmi allegations in their petition. and, whereas,

- none. of the’illegal corrupt practices alleged against the respondent,
Louis Huet Massue, have been proved ; but, on the contrary, the said
Lonis Huet Massue, his son, Louis Aimé Massue, and his agent, Daniel
McCarthy, all three have sworn that they did not commit in relation to
the gaid election, and durmg the said election, any unlawful er corrupt
act, agd no ot];er evidence hath been offered: . has set aside, and sets aside
the said election petition with costs to Messrs. Mathieu et Gagnon, |
Attorneys for the respondent. . .

‘' And adjudicating upon the petition or counter-pétition filed by the said
Louis Huet Massue, against Georges Isidore Barthe,.the candidate opposed-
‘to him at the said election : . . ' .

. " Whereas, the 8aid Louis Huet Massue hag proved no part of his allega-
tions against the said respondent, Geor%ae Isigore Barthe, the gole witness
examined, Napoléon H. Ladouceur, M. D., not baving revealed any fact
sufficient to constitute a charge against the said Georges Isidore Barthe,in
like manner, has set aside and sets aside the said petition of the said
Louis - Huet Massue, with costs to Mtre. Germain, Attorney for the
res?ondent. . o

¢ And the Court directs that the deg;osit of 1,000 made by the petitioners,
Jean-Jacques Bruneau, et al., and the deposit of a like sum of $1,000,
made by the said Louis Huet Massue, in the hands of A. N. Gouin, Bs v
Prothonotary of this Court, and by léim deposited in accordance with the

rovigions of the Act respecting judicial deposits in the hands of the’

rovincial Treasurer, be returned and paid back by the said Provincial
Treasurer to'the gaid Prothonotary of this Court, K N. Gouin, Esq,, and
by the latter banded over to thé petitioners and to the said Louis Huet

assue, after deduction from each of the said deposits, respectively, of an
amount sufficient to cover the costs. which shall be taxed in favor of the
opposite party respectively, including cost of witnesses, constables, criers,
and others, which said costs shall be paid by the said Prothonotary to the.
proper parties entitled thereto. * - o n

4 By the Court.

- ¢ CHARLES 9?’@ o

‘of petitions of this nature havin

Mr, LauRier,

The petition alleges-there was collusion,.and that without
any evidence whatever the petition was dismissed. . We see
by this judgment that evidence was adduced and the best
evidence called by the petitioners themselves, that of Mr.
Massue, whose high character is recognized by everybody.
The petitioners themselves had so much confidence in the

| member elect that they could do no better than call him as

a witness. They called his:son and then his agent, and
being unable to prove any corrupt practices; the petition
was dismisged. ‘Ii‘Tow, Sir, they came te this House with a
petition in which-they insinuate that there have been
improper practices, and that.the judgment was obtained
by collusion and fraud, and it is the same petition word
for word which “was brought up last Session, except
some changes in the pames of the petitioners. By
the Acts of 1873 and 1874 1 contend that this Parliament
did exactly as has been done by the Imperial Parliament;
that is, we have divested ourselves of all jurisdiction in
election cases, and-of the means of inquiring into allegations
of corrupt practices on the part of>those whosit in “this
House as members thereof. There are now-other modes
by which such cases can be dealt with. First, they can be
dealt with by an election petition, to be presented within
thirty daysofthe announcement in the Canada Gazette of the
retarn of the member, - If the seat should be still contested
by election petition before the Courts, it is to be contested
according to the following clause :(— )

‘“ The petition must be presented not later than thirty days after the day
of publication in the Canada Gazette; of the receipt of _the return to the
writ of election by the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery, unless it’

 questions the return or election upon an allegation  6f corrupt practices,

and specifically allegea a-payment of money or other act of_ bribery, to
ha,ve‘geén committed by any member or on his account, or ‘with his
privity since the time of such return in pursuarnce; of in furtherance of
such corrupt grs,_ctice in which case the petition may be presented atany
time within thirty days after the date of such payment or act -so' com-
mitted.”’ ’ . . g :
This Parliament has a right to to take cognizance..of the
facts-when the case has been finally disposed of by the Courts
and then only on thecertificate of the Judges as to special
Acts of bribery. In the present case a final judgment has
been rendered by the Courts according to section 63. We
have before us a judgment unimpeached and unimpeach-
able, and it is therefore impossible . for. us to erect
ourselves into a high court of - appeal to review
the judgments - of an election court: If, the alle-
gations of the petition be true, they should eame before
the.same Court by a spocial petition, though I.admit that
this remedy was not available in this case, because the
pétition was not presented as it should have been within
the limit of time provided by law. Asto the remedy,
by presenting a petition to Parliament, I wish to refer to
a decision rendered in 1874, by the Speaker of that dgy,"the
hon. member for Gloucester (Mr. Anglin), and which is
thus recorded on our Journals: -~ R
. *‘ A motion . being made. and seconded, that:the petition of Horatio -
LeBoutillier, of Gaspé Bagin, Province of Quebec, presented.on Thursday
last, praying that the return for the last election for the electoral:district
of Gaspe, be completed and amended, as a matter of privilege, by
substituting the name of the petitioner for that of Louis George Harper,
be now received ; : - . L
~% And objection being. taken to the reception of this petition, on
the. ground that the subject is one which could only come under the
co?nizance of the courts of law as provided by statute; - .

‘ Mr. Speaker.said : ‘I cannot find any rule or precedent to guide me
in coming to a conclusion on this question. I think it would be well for
the House to consider this matter, and lay down a rule with respect to
similar petitions in the future. T am of opinion that it is-an election
petition. Looking over the late English journals, 1 cannot find any cases
J been ruled out.  After considering all
the circumstances, L think that the petition ought not to be received.’ ”
Later on, in 1873, there was a very important case which
came up before the Imperial Parliament. - The facts are not
similar tv those presented- here, but the pﬂn\ﬁiple involved
is exactly the same. An election had taken.place for
Stroud and the seat of the member returned was contested,
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and he- loss his seat but was not disqualified.’ 'The Judge
in-his: vetorn spoke of bribery being committed by some
other:party, and on a motion being made that the member
be unseated some members of the House sfrongly objected
on the ground that by implication the certificate of the
Jadge showed that the member ought to be disgualified.
Some.members of the House desired to take new action and
go- further than the Judge had done. The debale was
exaotly on a similar question to this: whether Parliament,
after having divested itself of jurisdiction in.the matter,
ought to take cognizance of that case. I will read an extract
from a very important book which has just been published,
“.Amos’ Constitutional History,” page 445 :

* The question has arisen in the English House as to whether by
aggenting to the Act the House of Commons has for ever parted with its
undoubted jurisdiction in cases of election petitions. Under the Aot the
Judges made their report to the House of Commons, and in the course of
their report they are requested to state whether they believed that corrupt
practices have extensively prevailed.”

Now, under our own law, there are two means of unseating
members. When bribery has prevailed in an election to
such an extent as that the electors ought to be disfranchised,
we have the necessary machinery as provided in 1876.

Then a Commission may go on the spot and make énquiry;’

and ‘if the enquiry corroborates the facts of the petition,
further action may be taken to disfi anchise the constituency.
The work referred to goes on tosay:

*‘On the presentation of this report it might he held to be competent
for any member to propose, and for the House to take, any further steps
which might commend themselves, without being further bound by the
Act. Butit would appear by the debate which took place in the House
of Commens, February 9th, 1875, that it is no longer pmcticallf com-
petent for the House o!f:y()ommons to do other than carry out the logical
results of the Reports of Elections’ Judges. The sitting member for
Stroud had been declared by the Election Judge not duly elected, but the
Judge added, in a last paragraph of a long report, that he had no
reason to believe that corrupt practices had extensively prevailed. On the
proggsition for issuing the new writ for Stroud being resisted in the face
of i exctllllli)a.tory report of the Election Judge. Mr. Disraeli, as Prime
Minister and leader of the House of Commons, made a speech which
derives some importance from the exactness with which it seems to have
expressed the mind of the House. Mr. Disraeli said, in fact, that the
House of Commons could not refuse to issue a writ for Stroud without
abrogating the Election Petition Act, and, as he says, asserting the
authority of the House, independently of the other estates of the realm.
Referring to the Act itself, Mr. Disraeli says: In that Act there were
certain powers given to the Judges which the House of Commons waived
after ample discussion, after great thought, and with a due sense of the
sacrifices they were making. 1If we were now to announce that, because
the decision of a Judge acting under such authority does not please us
we are to come to a decision cont: to that which, according to the
provisions of the law, has been made public, I can only look upon it
that if'this motion were carried, the authority of that Act would be
entirely superseded. I am not prepared, however, to supersede or
abrogate that Act. * * * * T trust the House will not allow itself to
deviate into a path so dangerous and difficult as the one that has been
indicated, and which we have been recommended to pursue to-night. I
am syre if we do we shall open up a scene of confusion which will not’
easily end, and no question of a contest will ever come before the House

without some proposition being made so unconstitutional in its character |

that the result must be the degradation of the authority of Parliament,
and the”reductiou of all our powers to make ourselves useful to the
country.

Mr. 8pesker, I rest the case on that important peti-

tion. This petlition in fact is not a mere election:

petition. It is one of a class the jurisdiction over which
this Parliament entirely divested itself by the Acts of 1873
and 1874, and we have nothing whatever to do with the
means by which a member gets or keeps his seat.

‘Mr. LAURIER. My hon. friend has altogether mistaken
the character of this petition. Itis by no means an election
"petition. It is not even alleged that the hon. member for

ichelien has been guilty, either by himself or through bis
agents, of improper practices. It is alleged simply, that a
petition was filed against him charging that his election
bad been tainted by corrupt practices, committed “both by
imself and by his agents.

Mr. MOUSSEAU. It is only alleged,

Mr. LAURIER. Yos; and that through a corrupt agree-
ment entered into between himself and the petilioner, the
investigation of these charges was waived. Thisis the gist of
the gllegation of the present petition. This petition is based
u}lwon peculiar facts, and is in itself of a peculiar nature. The
allegations of the petitions are of such & nature as ‘must
command the very guarded action of the House.. On the
one hand, if the allegations of the petition were true, they
would certainly constitute a serious charge against a member
of this House. On the other hand, if they are true, it is
manifest that the ends ot justice have been defeated, and
that the rights of the people, to be represented in this House
according to the forms of law, have been jeopardized and
actually set at naught. Personally I know absolute'y
nothing of the truth of the allegations made in this petition,
and, in justice to the hon. member for Richielicu, T must say
that until their truth has been established he must be held
to be innocent of them all. On the other hand,I am
informed that the petitioners whose names appear at the
bottom of this petition are men of rospectability,
men of position and influence in their community, who
would not make such assert:ons unloss they had prima facie
evidence that they are true. I take it, therefore, that this
petition is purely judicial in its charactor, and ought to be
dealt with in a purely judicial spirit, and with the full
determination to administer the law without fear or favor,
and to do justice to both parties. It may be well that 1
should state the allegations of this petition for the beneflt of
those members who have had no opportunity of becoming
acquainted with them. - At the-last election the candidates
were the present sitting member, M Maseue and Mr.
Barthe, who had the honor of holding the seat in the previ-
ous Parliament now oceupied by Mr. Massue. Mr. Massue
was returned by the returning officer as elected, and in due
course a petition was filed against him, charging him porson-
ally and his agents with ocorrupt practices. Though
it is not material to the *purpose of the present discus-
sion, 1 may say that a counter—petition was filed
against Mr. Barthe, charging him with corrupt
practices, and asking for his disqualification. After divers
desultory proceedings the case was set down for trial on the
24th November, 1879, and on that day, the Judge being
present, a trial was gone over. Three witnesses were
examined on the part of the pctitioner—Mr. Massue, his
gon, and Mr. Massue's agent, Daniel McCarthy, each of
whom, on oaih, denied being guilty of corvupt practices;
and there being no other witness the petition wasdismissed.
The judgment of the Court was as follows :—

“Whereas, the Petitioners, Jean Jacques Bruneau, ef al., have com-
pletely failed to prove the esgential allegations in their petition, and, -
whereas, none of the illegal, corrupt practices a.llege(f against the’
respondent, Louis Huet Massue, bave been proved, but, on the contrary,
the said Louis Huet Massue, his son, Louis Aimé Massue, and his agent,
Daniel McCarthy, all three, have sworn that they did not commit, in rela-
tion to the said election and during the said election, any unlawful or
corrupt act, and no evidence hath been offered : has set aside, and sets
aside the said election petition with costs.” .

It would appear from the allegations of this petition now
before the I‘fguse, that this trial which took place on the
29th November, 1879, was not a trueand genuine trial, but a
mock trial—that it was nothing but a solemn judicial farce—
to which the Judge was made an unconscious party. The
petitioners allege that at the time this tyial took place, a
corrupt agreement, made for a money consideration, had
been entered into between the petitioners and the respondent
to the effect that the petition should be abandoned; but to
prevent the public being informed of this agreement, and to

revent any elector coming forward and -being substituted
i lieu of the Xetitioners, it had been resolved between the
petitioners and the respondent that the formality of a trial
shoald be gone throngh, so that the respondent should hold his
seat. ‘That is the allegation of the petition, It must be borne
in mind that this was not a private case; the petitioners were
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not acting for themselves, but for the public as the trustees
of the public. I need not say that in any case of a purely
private nature, the law always views with favor any com-
promise that may be entered into between parties for the
gettlement of their dispule; but that principle does not
apply to cases in which the {mblic are in any way interested.
The law provides that in all cases in which the public are
interested, no agreement shall take place between the
parties, except openly, and in full sight of the Court. This
i8 a principle of common law, and-it is also specially pro-
vided for in the 54th section of the Controverted Elections
‘Act, ‘whizh reads as follows: — ;

“ An election petition under this Act shall not be withdrawn without
the leave of the Court or Judge (according as the petition is then before
the Court, or before the Judge for trial) upon special application to be
made in and at the prescribed manner, time and place.

**No such anglicatiou shall be made until the prescribed notice hae
been given in the Electorial District to which the petition relates of
the intention of the petitioner to make an application for the withdrawal
of bis petition.

“ Un the hearing of the application for withdrawal, any person who
might have been a petitioner in reapect of the election 10 which the
petition relates, may apply to the Court or Judge to be substitnted-as a
petitioner for the petitioner so desirous of withdrawing the petition.”
Now, .there can be no doubt that if the petitioners had
resolved to withdraw their petition, and not to prosecute
any further the contestation they had entered into, they
would bave had & perfect right to do so. But, as I said,
they were trustees for the electors of the county of Richelien,
and if they chose to abandon the trust they had taken
vpon themselves, they were bound to potify their
principals; so that the electors of the country, if they
chose, might go on with the case. As I have said,
it was quite competent for them to .abandm that
position, but if they did so they wero bound under the
terms of the law to give notice to the public. If they had
given notice to the public, if they had placed an announce-
ment in any newspaper that upon such a day they would
apply to be relieved from the position of petitioners in this
case, then, as the pelitioners now before the House say, they

. themeelves would have come forward and would bave asked
to be substituted. Now, what were the means adopted of
carrying out this agreement, of preventing theinvestigation
made, and preverting at the same time the public from|
interfering, and any other elector from coming in and being
substituted for the original petitioners ? There was a mode
adopted—I know nothing about it, except that the petitioners
say this was the mode . dopted—that is to say, resort was had
1o a mock trial. The proceedings under the law were a
sham ; witnesses were called who proved nothing of the
charge brought against the hon. member, and the proceed-
ceedings had the effect of confirming the hon. member in
his seat. This is the charge brought under the petition; it
is not an election petition as the hon. President of the Privy
Council has'stated. If the factsalleged in the petition be true
that there has been a corrupt agrecmententered into between
the hon. member for Richelien (Mr. Massue) and the peti-
tioners; and if it be true that this corrnpt agreement was
made, as stated in the petition, fora money consideration,
every onc must agree that a great wrong has been
committed against Mr. Ritter, and that judgment was
obtained in a trandulent manper; then it is the duty of
Parliament to deal with the case in the same manner. I
understand the hon. President of the Council objects to the
- reception of this petition ; but if it is clear on the face of
the petition that the grievances set forth were true; that
some wrong has been committed —and this is a wrong in
my hamble judgment—the petition is "entitled to the
favorable consideration of the House. So far as I under-
stand, a petition is always accepted by the House when it
sets forth a gricvance, thongh the House might come to the
conclusion that itis not expedient to graot the remedy
which is sought; and in my experience every - petition

that has been presented has always been received, except
Mr. LAURIER,

whero the prayer clashed with ‘the law of the land ‘or the
roles of the House. If this petition, as the hon. President
of the Council states, clashed with the law, it -cannot
be received; “but if -the petition :sets- forth> a
grievance for which there is no olher adequate
remedy contemplated .in the law, then the. petition
should be received. @ What wounld bé the remedy
which the House could apply in this case I am 'not
prepared to say at this moment. The hon. President of tha
Council objects to the petition because it-is an election
petition, that it is sought wurder it to ‘re-try the county
election of Richelieu, to prefer again the charges of corrupt

ractices which were brought against the hon. mewmber for

ichelieu (Mr. Massue). Nothing of'the kind is intended or
sought for, and if the hon. gentleman had - carefully read the
petition he would have seen that such was the case - 1 foel
bound, as the hon. President of the Council has taken that
line of argument, to read to the House extraets frot the
petition. The petition fir-t sets out the election; then it
goes on to say that the election was controverted: -~

¢ That on the 4th November, 1878, a petition was filed at the office of
the Clerk of the Superior Court, at Sorel, the chef lieu of the District of
Richelieu, by two duly qualified electors, namely: Jean Jacqueg J.
Brurmeau snd Joseph Pottier, machinists, of the said Town of Sorel, in
the said electoral district of Richelieu. contesting the election of the said
Louis Huet Massue, for corrupt practice, both by himself and. by his
agents and praying that the said election should be declared void, and
the said Louis Huet Massue disqualified i accordance with the' law. < .-

¢ That on the day fixed for the hearing, namely, the 24th November,
1879. the Court, then presided over by the Hon. Mr. Justice Gill, dismissed
the two petitions for want of evidence, with costs against the petitioners
in each case respectively. : o

“ That your petitioners have since learned, and are in a'position to
prove, that the suit which took place on that day, in respect of the
petition of the said Jean Jacques J. Bruneau and Joseph Pottier, against
the said Louis Huet Massue, was not decided, after hearing both ‘parties,

in good faith as between the said petitioners-and the-said Louis Huet

Magsue ; but that, on the contrary, the said suit was carried on by-collusion
and in bad faith between the said petitioners. and the said.Louis Huet
Massue, with the view of preventing a hearing in respect of the corrupt
practices with which the said Louis Huet Massue was charged, the voiding
of his election and his personal disqualification. S
““That your petitioners have gince learned, and arein a position to
prove, that on the day fixed for the hearing of the said petition, ‘an
arrangement existed between the said petitioners and the said Louis Huet
Massue, by which it was agreed that the said Eetitiotgers would produce
no witness, to the end that final judgment might be given dismisging. the
said petition, and that it was in consequence of that arrangement that no
witness able to prove the allegations of the said petition'against the said
Louis Huet Massue was heard on behalf of the said petitioners, and that
the said petition was dismisscd. Cet
“ That to induce the said petitioners not to cause ahy witness jo be
heard who could prove the allegations of the said -petition against the
said Louis Huet Massue, the said ‘i,ouis Huet Massue did then:promise to
pay, and has in fact since paid, both to the said petitioners and:to
various other persons. considerable sums amounting te.several thousand
dollars, wherein were included. even the costs which the said petitfoners
were adjudged to pay by the judgment dismissing-their said petition, and
also all costs on both sides of the zaid petition of -the said -Louig:Huet
Massue against the said George Isidore Barthe his opponent. = '« ° ¢
“That no notice was ever given by the petitioners, or the said Louis Huet
Massue, of their intention not to proceed to the proof of the facts-alleged
in the said petition. o TR
That if such notice had been given, your petitioners and other electors
would at once have applied to the '’ourt to’ be substituted for -the said
petitioners, and would have proceeded to prove the allegations of the said
etition in as much as your petitioners truly believe that'the said Louis
uet Massue was elected by means of corrupt practices by his agents and
by himself personally. : . i T
¢ That the said Louis-Huet Massue took his seat in your honorable Hose
and sat there during the whole of the last Session and is now there sitting
during the present Session ; that nevertheless from the knowledge-that
they have of what occurred at the last election in the electoral district of
Richelien, your petitioners truly believe that the said Louis Huet-Massue
has no right to the seat occupied by him, aud that the hearing of thé said
etition hgled against him would have demonstrated the fact, and would
ve resulted in the voiding of the said election, and the disqnalification
of the said Louis Huet Massue. s
¢ That the said Louis Huet Massue, by preventing and inipeding; as he
did do, the trying of the allegations of the said petition: prepared against
himseif, thus obtaining from the Court the dismissal of the said petition,
did in that way prevent the electors of the said electoral district of
Richelieu from effectually contesting his election, and thus was '_e‘izabled
to continue to represent a constituency whieh he was not entitied - to
represent, and that by so doing, he did serivus injury to.the rights and
liberties of the electors of the electoral district of Richelieu, a3 well ag to
the privileges and dignity of your honorable House ;
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* Wherefore your Fetiﬁoners p!‘a.{ that they may be permitted to adduce
before your honorable House proof of the facts hereiubefore set forth, to
the end that upon proof of such facts your honorable House may take
such steps as it may deem just to indicate the rights avd liberties of the
electors of the electoral district of Richelien, as well as its own privileges
and diguity. .
‘ And your petitioners will ever pray.
“ 4 SorgL, 13th December, 1880.”

Tt is plain that under ihis petition it is not sought to prove
before this House the charge of corrupt practices made against
Mr. Magsue. I a%prehend that, in the present state of the law.
no election can be contested b% the persons and in the
manner contemplated by law. The petition does not say
that Mr. Massue has been guilty of corrupt practices, either
by -himself or by his agents, but it simply says that in the
opinion of the petitioners there has been fraud committed
and a corrupt agreement arrived at between the petitioners
and respondent in the case, thereby preventing proper trial
under the Election Act. It does not follow that even if the
investigation had been as full as possible, the election wou d
have been voided; therefore the President of the Council can
scarcely be serious when he states that itis suggested by the
petition to again place Mr. Massue on his trial; but what
they complain of is that there has been a failurc of justice,
Not only so, but they complain that a corrupt agreement was
made, and that it has had the effect of preventing the electors
of Richelieu from exercising the rights granted them by the
State. Inthis case is it not clear that the independence of
Parliament has been sorely interfered with, and the rights
of the people trampled on ? The hon. President of the Council
argued that we could not interfere with a Judge’s decision.
The Judge was imposed upon; the trial that took placedid
not bring before him the facts of the case, and he was taken
by surprise. If that were so, there must be a remedy, and
where could that be found except in Parliament? So far as
the reception of this petition is concerned, I will cite a case
which is perfectly analogous. 1 have said, and I think the
statement cannot be controverted, that when a subject of
Her Majesty comes before this House with a petition setiin
forth a grievance, this House is bound to receive the pstitiou,
notwithstanding the fact that the prayer is such it cannot
be:granted. The hon. President of the Council says the
Fet,ition cannot be received because the judgment of the
Judge is final and cannot be gainsayed. I do not dispute
that.at this moment; but I contend that a grievance is set
forth in the y etition, and that that is sufficient to entitle it,
to be received by this House. The analogous case to which
I refer is mentioned in the English Hansard, page 1186, vol.
104, third series :

“Sir EDWARD COLEBROOK presented a petition from certain
electors of the counties of Peebles and Selkirk, complaining that, at the ]
last goneral election, upwards of fifty of the voters had a qualification of
an ‘illusory character; that arrangements were being made for largely
increaging the same riescription of votes ; and praying the House to
afford a.remedy. He begged to move that the petition be read by the
Clerk at the Table.

Petition read.

8Sir GRAHAM MONTGOMERY said, that the 50th clause of the
Corrupt Practices Act, passed last Session, stated that no return of a
member to Parliament should be questioned, except in accordance with
the provisions of that Act. He would therefore beg to ask the yight hon.
gentleman in the chair, whether it is competent for any hon. member to
present such a peition ; the time for presenting election petitions bein
limited by the 50th section of the Comigt Practices Act. o}f) last Session
He wished, therefore,.to know whether the petitioners were not precluded
. ‘by-that Act from presenting this petition ? i

Mr. SPEAKER. As I understand it, the ?etition is not one questioning
the return -of & member. It merely sets forth a grievance which the
petiticners think requires the consideration of the House.”

This case is exactly the same, It sets forth an agreement.
It .docs not question the ruling of the Judge on this
question; it merely says that the Judge was taken by
surprise and imposed upon. I may be asked, what will be
tho consequence; what will be the remedy ? I would not
be prepared, at this moment, to point out a remedy.. That
is a question for the due and mature deliberation of the

House, But I would suggest that the petition be referred

to the Committee on Privileges and Elections for a thorough
investigation, and that that Committee report to the House
after they have investigated the facts. I would not go any
further. My hon. friend (Mr. Mousseau) suggésts that the
ggtitiouers could have aremedy before the Court. That would

well enough if this were a case to try according to the
rules and procedure of Lower Canada; but I apprehend
that under our law of Controverted Elections the Judge is
simply exercising a delegated authority, which reverts to
the House.after he has made his report to Parliament, It
may be; Mr. Speaker, that there might be some weight in
the argument of the bon. - member, that if the facts which
are alleged here had been brought before the Judge
before his final report to the House, and he
had been shown that he had been taken by surprise
and had been imposed upon, he might be asked to
reconsider the case; but it seems to me that afler the Judge
has made his report, aftor the powers delegated him are
exhausted, the remedy for the wrong which has been com-
mitted does not lie in his hands; but that it is to be sought
at the hand of the authority which delegated the power he
has exerciséd—that ig to say, at the hands of this House.
For the present I would not venture to suggest any other
remedy. than this one. 'Whatever may be the report of the
Committee on Privileges and Elections, there is a point
which must be quite clear and conclusive to the mind of
every member of this House. It is this: If the facts herein
stated are irue, if it-be proved that a corrupt agreement has
been entered into between the plaintiff and the respondent
for & money consideration paid by the respondent, then the
seat which the hon. gentleman ocecupies in this House has
been ohtained through fraud, and it must be conclusive that
the independence of Parliament has been violated, and the
party guilty of that fraud is lisble to the censure of this
House. It may be said that it is a hardship
that such an investigation should take place upon
the simple representation of a petition. 1 know it is; but
~uch a hardship is a consequence.of a free stato of Govern-
ment. It is a hardehip no doubt, if, after being in a court
of justice in a suit brought against him by another person,
and he gains it, he is compelled again to have the suit
re-opened. But, Mr. Speaker, if the charge brought againsi
the hon. member for R.chelieu be true, if the facts be true, it
isno hardship. While, if the facts are not true, the hon.
member is entitled to the full protection of the House. The
petitioners whose names are at the bottom of the petition
are responsible for them, and if the charges advanced by
them in this petition are false, thcy would be amenable to
and receive. the censure of this House. I therefore move,
Myr. Speaker, thatthe petitiou be received.

My. OUIMET. Mr. Speaker, I will only mention a few
argnmenis i favor of the dismissal—to use a legal
expression—of this petition. I gippose the question
just now before the House is as to whether this
petition may be rcceived or may be considered by
this - House. 'The question before us now 1is
the same as would bo betore a Court if a demur was raised
to a petition, or any lezal process. The principle upon
which this potition may be received, or may be considered,
rests on the fuct that this House has within its jurisdiction
the granting of the romedy asked for, and that the remedy
cannot be obtained otherwise in any lesal way than through
this Chamber. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, nobody would ever
have supported the reception here of the petition on an
accusation which might be brought to the cognizance of the
Courts, and if a remedy could be granted by the Courts, and
if the facts stated in this petition can be dealt with, and a
remedy given by the Courts, the petition cannot be taken
away from the jurisdiction of the Courts and brought here
nobody knows. for what purpose. I. shall not make
any inginuations. as to the purposes of the peti-
tioners, but 'mobody knows for what purpose this
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House should take these facts from the: -cognizance:
of the Courts and adjudicate upon them. 1 may say, Mr.-
Speaker, it has been granted by the hon. member who has’
just spoken, that if this petition is an election ' petition this
House cannot take cognizance of it. $till I humbly main-
tain that this petition contains all the usual allegations of an
election: petition ; thatall the facts contained in this petition
may be brought in the regular way before the- tri-
bunals -mentioned in the Contrevorted Elections Act,
and that the remedy does not lie with. this House.
Even in the prayer of the petition: ¢ Thatthe petitioners may
be permitted to adduce before your honorable House proofs
of the facts hereinbefore set forth to the end, thaf wpon
proofs of such facts your honorable House may take such steps
as it may deem just to vindicate the rights and liberties of
electors of the electoral district of R:chelieu as well as its
own privileges and dignity,” the privileges and dignity of
the House come next to the rights and liberties of the
county -of Richelieu. What are those facts upon which the
petitioners want to adduce evidence? The petitioners allege
first, that the hon member for Richelien was guilty of
bribery during his election, by himself and through his son
and his agent; but they say afterwards: ¢ That the said
Leuis H. Massuetook his seat in your honorable House, and
sat there during the whole of last Session ; he is there now,
sitting during the present Session; and nevertheless from
the knowledge they have of what occurred- at the last
election in the electoral district of Richelien, your petition-
ers truly believe that the said Louis H. Massue has no right
to the seat occupied by him.” = What is -the fact
they want to prove? Even sapposing the hon.
member for Richelieu had been -guilty of corrupt
practices during his election, these petitioners ecan-
not prove such practices before this House. Let us
suppose, for the sake of argument, that the trial was, as the
hon. member for Quebec East has been pleased to say, a
mock trial. Thatis not a fact that can be brought against him
if he was not guilty of corrupt practices; and that he was
guilty of corrupt practices cannot be proven here. Every
one knows that these election trials are dangereus, not on
account very often of the accusations that are made, but on
account of the number of false witnesses every one can bring
before the Court. Let us remember what has passed during
- this trial. Instead of their being presumptionsof a corrupt
or mock trial, instead of their being presumption that the
lawyers and even the Judge were all bought, as insinuated,
the facts related in the judgment-facts which eannot be
controverted-~are that these petitioners had full confidence
in the hon, member for Richelieu, and in the osaths of his
son and his agent, and afier all these parties had sworn they.
were not guilty of corrupt praetices, the petitioners
decided to let the hon. member go. They did. not
attempt, after this proof, to raise the human devices which
are used not only during elections, but also during election
trials. I come back to the point I was making. What is it
these petitioners want to do? . To begin a new trial against
the hon. member for Richeliew. They call on this House to
allow them to bring witnesses before it to prove corrupt)
practices on the part of the hon. member; they- wish to
produce here evidence they should have brought before the
Court. Is not this the very essence of an -election petition.
No- petition can be received here unless the remedy be
shown to be within the jurisdiction of this House. No
election petition. can be received by us when the remedy
asked for can be obtained in the ordinary way indieated by
the law .of this country. If what ia asked by this petition
can be granted by the Courts, this House has nothing ‘to do
with it. If the hon. member for Richelien were guilty .of
corrupt;practices during. his election and then bought.off his
aoccusers, « ht :off those who brought the petition -bafore
the: Court, the latter fact, if proved, constitutes also-a
corrupt }())raeﬁce and comes nmger the 2nd sub-section of
T, QUIMET, i

_sation is broug

seetion 9 of the Controverted Elections Act, ‘which read as
tollows : — ' ;

*The petition must be presented not later than thirty daysafter: the
day:of pablication in the Canade Gazatte of ihe receipt .of thé retura to
the writ of election by the Clerk of the Crown in Chancery,  umless it
questions the return or election upon allegation of cormgt practices, and
specially alleges a payment of money or other act of bribery to have been
committed by any member, or on his account or with his privity, since
the terms of such return, in purguance or in furtherance of.sugh corrupt
practice, in-which case the petition may be presented at any.time within
thirty days after the date of such payment or act go committed; and in
cage any such petition is ‘presented, the sitting member, whose election
and return is Eetiﬁoned against, may, not later than fifieen days after
service of such petition against his election and return, file a petition
complaining of any unlawtul and corrupt act by any candidate at the
same election who was not returned and ‘who is not a petitioner, and ‘on
whose behalf the seat is not claimed.” . R
Here is a-case clearly laid down and the remedy indieated.
Uunder the previsions of this section the petitioners may
make the complaint, which is made in the present petition
and obtain the remedy. The hon.-member for Quebec East
(Mr. Laurier) says: ‘No; they cannot’ and 1 am ef the
game opinion. Why ? Because the time has elapsed within
which these parties were obliged by law to bring their
petition before the Courts. It would be an absurd proposition
to say that such petitions might be allowed to come up
against apy member of this Hounse, two or threo years after
the time provided by law, and one which I do not:think
anybody would entertain for one moment. That, however,
is ‘exactly tho proposition which has been madeé by the
parties to this petition. There is another reason why this
petition should not be received; it may be a lawyer's argu-
ment, but “notwithstanding it may be 8o mueh the
better for a good many members -of this House.
If this petition.avere brought before a Court I say it should
not be entertained, because on its face it appears thatthe

facts mentioned in it have taken place more than thirty dayk

before the petition was presented. The Court would say this”
petition cannot be received, because it ‘was not fyled in
proper time. 1t is not alleged in the petition that the fhets
have come to the knowledge of the petitioners just before
the presentation of the petition; in fact they have been
known to them for two years. = Another argument against
the reception of the petition is, that it was presented last
year and then withdrawn. Now, whatis the presumption ?
In law I should say that that would be sufficient to prevent
a new petition from being brought before the House, and.
the presumption, according to the notions of common sense,
is that the allegation set forth in the petition, and which are
the same as those in the petition presented last year, comn'd.
not be sustained by the evidence offered to adduce.
And what are we asked to do by this petition?
We are asked to say that the judgment rendered by theHon.
Judge Gill, who was the President of the Court during * thé
trial, as well as the lawyers and the parties, have ail been
bought.” Not only so, but without proper evidence we:are
asked to say that the depositions of the hon. member: far
Richelieu (Mr. Massue), his son, and his agent, who is. one
of the principal citizens -of Sorel, were false, that they:sll
committed perjury, for that is what is insinuated- in- the
tition. I say that the reception of this petition hy. the
oyse would be to admit that an hon. member of this -
Hoffse whom we have had here for two or three years, asd
who has been declared by the Courts of his country perfectly
innocent, had really perjured himself, and was really -guilty
of the charges which were made in a petition, which ia
gigned by irreagonsible parties. Isay that when such an acea-
t before the House against:an hon. member, :
and when another -hon. membor ‘asks that the petition -
containing suchallegations shall be received, I say that that

' member vaght to render himself responsible for the truths
 felness of the accusations that are contained inthe petition

- The hon. member for Quebec Eastshould stake his honor,:

in:some degree, in tuking such -a course against the:hon.-.
member for Richelieu, ’ . s )
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. Mr.CAMERON (Huron). 1 have a word or two to say
on this'question. = The hon. member for Laval (Mr, Quimet)
concluded his speech With an observation which I think he
ought not to have made. I domot think there are contaired
in the potitions any allegations that the hon! member for
Richelieu (Mr. Massue), his son, or his agent, ‘were guilty
of perjury. That is not the ground upon which the present
petitioners invoke the interference of this House, or an
investigation at the hands of Parliament. It appears to me
that the position taken by the member for Suebec East

(Mr. Laarier) is clear and plain; and, in my humble.

opinien, the positions he made to the House have not
been answered, and are, in fact, unanswerable. . The Presi-

dent of the Council Mr. Mousseau in anticipation of, and.
h of the hon. mem-

the hon. member for Liaval after the:
ber for Quebec East, take the ground that this is an election

tition. That this is substantially an election petition, and

ing an election petition that it is not a proper subject. for
enquiry by this House; that the matter having been disposed
of by the law courts the petitioners have no right to come to
Parliament for redress. It may be admitted, for the sake
of argument, that if this were an election petition in which

the petitioners were claiming the seat for Mr. Barthe, that:
it would not be a fit subject for inquiry here, and that the:

‘petitioner having resorted to the Courts, should be tried by
the highest of the Courts.

for Riehelieu.

presented before the Klection Court, but these allegations
are only there by way of introduction. The real charges
of this petition are embraced in two or three clauses of it.
For the purpose of showing that the rights of the seat are
in no way involved, I will read the first clause bearing on
that question : . :

¢ That-the proceedings before the Elegtion Court were not carried on
in good faith between the petitioners and the sitting members, but that,
on the contrary, the said trial was carried on loosely and in bad faith
between the petitioner and the sitting member, with the object of pre-
venting a trialef the charges of corrupt practices against’the sitting
member."’ 4
There is not a word there that affects the position of the
cage up 1o the time of trinl. What Mr. Massue did, or
what his agents did, is not alleged in that petition as a
ground of complaint. The ground of complaint is that the
enquiry into the conduct of Mr. Massue and bis agents was
stifled by collusion and traud. The next allegation that
has any bearing isin the following words :—

* That the petitioners can prove that on the day fixed upon for trial,
there existed between the p-titioners and the sitting member an agree-
‘ment by which it had been stipulated that the petitioners should bring

forward ne witnesses so that the petitioners should be dismissed, and on
that account no witnesses were brought ferward.” .

Now, there is not a word thore that affects the relative
positien of the parties up to the day fixed for the trial. The
allegation is that by a corrupt agreement made between the
petitioners and Mr. Massue the whole investigation was
stifled. There was a mock trial, thé administration of
jmstice was impeded, and on this ground it is asked that
Parliament should interfere.

‘“That in order that the petitioners should call no evidence to prove
their peiition. the sitting member had then Promised to pay, and has in
fact since paid, to'the petitioners considerable sums of money amounting
to several. thousand dollars, in which sums were the cost of the ;petition
resented against Mr. Massue, the sitting member, and the cross petition
. Ppresented against Mr. Barthe, the contestant.” )

 Now, .these.are the three allegations, and they are subsian-
tially these: that by a corrupt agreement between the
sitting wember and the petitioners, that petition. was not
investigated in good faith, that the sitting member agreed
to pay.as part consideration for not calling: witnesses, net
only the costs of the petition which he filed against Mr.
Baithe, but the costs thrown upon Mr. Barthe by the

But { submit that there is not a
word in this petition that affects the seat of the hon. member:
By way of introduction and recital some:
statements are made with respect to the petition that was

dismissal of the case. In-the.case to which the hon. member
for..Quebeo East has referred; the allegations were stroagly
in favor of the pesition taken by the President of .the
Council.. In the petition . presented to the Imperial
Parliament. ..there were some allegations . that might
be considered as -affecting the  seat of the sitting
member, There it was alleged .that the sitting member
was elected by what is cplled in Sootland “ faggot votes"—
begus wvotes; that he got fifty bogus votes; and that the
political party oppesed by the. petitioners in that -constitu-
ency had made an attempt to manufacture more * faggot
votes ;” and that if the sitting member were unseated and a
new election ordered, theso manufactured * faggot votes”
would be used. There was an allegation 'that directly
‘affected the seat.. The attention of the Spealter wasdrawn
‘to.the point that it was substantially an election petition,
but the Speaker said that there being no claim to the seat
it was not an.election petition and therefore could be received
by the House. There is asother case to which I
wounld draw your attention that has some bearing on ‘this
peint. It is the case of the Rochdale olection. There was
& petition filed against the sitting member. The matter
was under investigation as to the right of the sitting
member 10 the seat, It was charged that an attempt was
made to keep a material witness of the petitioners-out of the
way. It was alleged that oneof the friends of the sitting
member had offered a bribe of £50 to this witness to abeent
himself from England and go to New Orleans for the
purpose of escaping from the necessity of giving evidence
in this investigation. The charge was that a conspiracy
had b.en entered into betwecen the sitting moember or his
friends and the petitioners; that the witnessos that were
pecessary for the purpose of establishing the charge in the
petition were not to be called, by collusion between the
sitting member and the petitioners or the petitioners’ friends,
and, by ecollusion between the sitting membor and the
petitioners, and so in the case we are now discussing, it is
alleged that it was agreed that 1n: consideration of a sum of
money, no witnesses should be called, and that judgment by
default should be taken, dismissing the petition on the
ground of there being no-evidence, and the sitting membor
retained in his seat. In the Hnglish case a petition was
presented to Parliament, complaining that a man, by the
name of Johnson, had offered a bribe of £50 sterling to a
witness, to induce him to ,leave England aad go to-New .
Orleans for the purpese of avoiding the giving.of evidenco
in the case. A Sclect Committee was appointed to
investigate the facts, But the motion of my hon. friend
does not go that far. His proposition now is that this
petition should be received by the House, s0 that subsequent
action may be taken npon it after further consideration.
That case appears to me to be clearly analogous to the one
we are now discussing. If the English caso wasa fit subject
for investigation, then surely in this case it is a fit subject for
investigation, whether this alleged corranpt conspiracy be-
tween the sitting member and the petitioners did take place
ornot If it did take place ; if these people, by this corrupt
agreement, stepped in between the respondent and justice,
then surely it is & proper. subject for inquiry. here. If the
-sitting member is.innocent, and if no such compact was
made, he himself, ought to be the very first to court
investigation, The fact that the matter has been before the
Court, and that judgment has been given, is no reason
why Parliament should not interfere. A precisely similar
point came before the Imperial Parliament. A petition
was presented to the -Ceurt of Bessions in Scotland
against Si Sidney Waterlow, on the ground that he had a
contract with the Government at the time of his election.
That petition was withdrawn for reasoms best known to’
the sitting member. . ihe electors  were mot  satisfied,
however, .and. at the  next session of Parliament they
_presented a petition complaining of what had been done, and
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the matter was made a subject of inquiry by the Imperial
Parliament. I think the result “was “that Sir Sidney |
Waterlow had to resign his seat and go back for re-election’
I say this is in no sense an election petition affecting the seat
of the sitting member. It is a charge. of conspiracy, of
collusion, which defeated the ends of justice, and that the
sitting member—whether guilty of corrupt practices or not
—was a party to that collusion. Now, I submit that that is
a fit and proper subject for investigation, and that it is the
duty of the House to receive the petition. What will be
done with it afterwards is another question. c
Mr. LAURIER. I wish tosay a word in answer to the
hon. member for Laval (Mr. Ouimet), who has used language
at which I must protest against at once. The hon. gentle-
man said I had insinuated that the lawyer who had conduc-
ted this case was bought. Now, I hever said anything that
“could reflect either on the lawyer who conducted the case or
on the Judge who presided at the trial. Of the lawyer, I
never said a word; of the Judge, I never said a
word but this: that this trial had been a farce,
to which he hal been made an unconscious party,
and I think the hon. member was quite blamable, and did
not act properly towards a colleague -in this House when he
attributed to me languago that I did mot use. 1 have
nothing to say against the Judge; on-the econtrary, [ know
him to be-a very honorable man, who would not -lend- him:
self to anything dishonorable, The hon. member. for Laval
heard me all through, and he had. no reason to use the
langusge towards me which he did, and whieh amounted to
a slander. ‘ i

Mr. SPEAKER. As this is a very important matter,
perhaps the House will allow me to take time to consider it.

Hon: MEMBERS. Hear, hear. '

EMIGRATION FROM IRELAND.

Mr. TROW enquired, Whether the Government have had
any correspondence with the Iniperial Government respect-
ing the promotion of assisted emigration from the over-
populated or distressed districts in' Ireland? Whether
information has been requested by the Imggfial Government
respecting the various Provinces of the Dominion as fields
for emigration; and if so, has such information been
furnished? If such correspondence has taken place between
the Government and the Imperial Government; will it be
laid upon the Table during the present Session of Parlia-
ment ‘ S
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. The Government have
had correspondence with reference to the promotion of
asgisted emigration from Ireland, and those papers will be
brought down. No information has been requested by the
Imperial Government as to the various Provinces as fields
for emigration. T o '

JUDICIAL SALARIES.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whether it is intended : to pro
any measure relating to judicial salaries of Judges of the
Superior Courts other than those of Prince Edward Island?

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou) replied in the negative.

TRANSATLANT.C STEAM NAVIGATION.

, Mr. WELDON, 'n the absence of Mr. Kinias, enquived;
Whether any corrbspondence has ‘taken place: between the |
Government and any person, .on the an?t bjeot of steam-oom-
munieation between St. John, N.B., and Liverpool?.

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD.. There:has.
Mr. WELDON, in the absenoe of “Mr. Kyrt.a%, “enquired,’

| himself “of this charge.  As

steamers between St. John, N.B., and Liverpo_oi,'fhe: Gov-

ernment will ask for public tenders for the service? =~
Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. That is a question that

cannot well be put. It puts a hypothetical case. The

 question should be first whether a idy will be voted. -
8ir ALBERT J. SMITH. Perhaps you will answer that
question. Lo

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. You never answer a
hypethetical question. : ' e
SALARIES OF ONTARIO COUNTY COURT JUDG@.

Mr. BLAKE enquired, Whether it is intended to propose
any measure 88 to the salaries of the County Court Judges
of other Provinces than Ontario ? : w7

.y > *e
Jug res,

Mr. McDONALD (Pictou). It is not intended to
any measure as to the salaries of the County Court
other than is contained in the resolution now on the Table

4 of the House, and of which notice has becn given.

MONUMENT TO THE LATE SIR GEORGE
CARTIER.

Mr. TASSE enquired, Whether it is the intention of the
Government to give effect this year to the resolution
adopted by Parliament in 1873, in relalion to the erection
of & monument to the memory of Sir George E. Cartier, in
acknowledgment of his services to the country. ?

Sir JOHN A. MACDONALD. It is the intention of the
Government.

E

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.

Mr. HOOPER. Before the Orders of the Day are called,
I would like, with your permission, Mr. Speaker, to call the
attention of this honorable House to a paragraph in the
Toronto daily Globe of yesterday’s date. The paragraph is
headed, “ abusing the franking privileges,” and is as fol-
lows :— CoL T S

¢ A few days ago it was accurately stated in the Globe that's member
of Parliament whose initials were ‘E. H.’ had been franking at the
public expense circulars for a protectionist newspaper published in. this
city. It happens there are three members whose initials are ‘E. H' It

is therefore as well to explain that the member franking the circulars was
not Edward Holton, the Liberal member for Chateauguay.”

Now, Mr. Speaker, the question is simply who are the Lthree
members whose initials are composed of E. H.? Th's pars-
graph states plainly that it is not tbe hon. member for
| Chateauguay (Mr. Holton), and on reference to the Par-
liameptary Companion, I find that the only other members
are the hon. member for the County of Prince, -Prince

{Edward Island (Mr. Hackett) and myself. Now, so far-as

I am concerned, the allegation contained - in this paragraph
isfalse, and I emphatically deny ever having at any time,
Or under any circumstances, abused my privilege . of frank-
ing; and more especially as regards a circular in any paper
in ‘Ottawa for protection purposes. I presume t{a hon.
m;a;aber' for Prinve is quite capable of answering for him-
self. . '

Mr. HACKETT. Tho hon. member has culled the atten-

{tion “of the House to this paragraph, and as he bas,

resume, satisfactorily to the House, cleared
himself it might . be consid-
ered that T am the guilty party, I now rise .for
the purpose of explaining that as I have no connection with
‘thepaper, nor been requested by any! tofrank for them,
'#0 faras I am concerned the allegation is & falsebood. Fhe
‘matter really-isnot worthy of notice, and it is only beeanse
h st up by the hon. member who has just
spoken-that'] make this statement. LT
" Mr, McINNES. - I also vise to & question of privilege. - I

Whether, in the event of a subsidy being voted: fora“Eneof
Mr, Cameron (Huron). ) ‘ '

‘ﬁnd in ‘the Ottawa ZFree Press of yesterday thm:saa
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editorial on the hon. member for Vancouver (Mr. Bunster),
and in that editorial I find that the member for Yale (Mr.
Barnard) and myself are represented as not having voted on
the‘division on the amendment moved by the hon. member
for-Vabcouver. —I-will read the article for the information of
the House. - After dealing with the absurdity of the motion
of the hon. gentleman (Mr. Bunster), it goes on to say:

‘% Where was'Mr. DeCosmos ? Where was Mr. McInnes? Where wasg

Mr. Bainard 7 Echo anewers where. Sir John A. Macdonald, the only
other representative of the Pacific slope, was present, but maée no sign
thongh Mr. Bunster turned nupon him a mute sppealing gaze that would
have moved a man of stone.” . .
I néed not tell this House that I was present, and that I
voted against the amendment of the hon. member for
Vancouver; so did the hon. member for Yale. I did so upon
that occasion, and I am prepared to vote against it as often
a8 it is brought down in this House.

Mr.BUNSTER. If the hon. member for Westminster
feels aggrieved at having given a wrong vote for my motion,
which in duty bound he ought to have done, it is no fault of
mine; and it ‘other hon. members were absent it was no
fault of mine. If I saw fit to bring the motion before the
House, it was my privilege to do so, and 1f this House and
the,country did nat think fit to endorse my motion I could
not help that.” I made the motion in justice to. & contract
that ‘exists. I brought that motion before this House to
remind the House and the country of the contract between

British Columbia and the Dominion, guaranteed by Lord -

Carnarvon.
An hon. MEMBER. ' Order, order. :

Mr. SPEAKER. The hon. gentleman is a little out of
order. It is very well for an hon. member to state that a
report i8 incorrect, ‘and, of course, any hon. member can
correct anything which has not been well reported ; but no
new guestion can-be ‘raised. )

Mr. BUNSTER. The statement in the paper is not
correct.

Mr, McINNES. My object in bringing the matter before
the-House, was that it placed myself and the hon. memter
for Yale in a false position. No doubt there was an object
in the article, as they must have known that I was in my
place, as also the bon, member for Yale, and that we recorded
our votes. I simply wish-that the reporter of that paper
mag. be more accurate in his reports. :

Mr. SPEAKER. What I stated does not apply to the
hon, member who. has just spoken. He was in the right
when-he protested against what was reported—that he was
absent from his seat the other day. He stated thut he was
present. Of coarse it is a question of fact,” What I mean is,
that.when .an extract from a newspaper is read, and the
statement  contained in it corrected by a member, no new
question cught to be raised. :

Mt BLAKE. The hon. gentleman has a right to make
this statément, but if this ygractice is to be availed of as
extensively as it appears to have been availed of recently,
we ought to have a new heading to our proceedings,
« Motians “for -the eorrection of errors in newspapers.”
Serisusly; 1 hope‘this privilege will be availed of with great
disevistion, becausé if, on both sides of the House, we
propesé tu correct all the mistakes of newspapers, we shall
havesveryilittle else-to do. -

Sir JOHN A, MACDONALD. I quite agree with the
hon. gefitieman that we oaght to deal with these subjects
with' a greal. doal of prudence, and unless charges, seriously
affecti g 8. member in respect to his duties.as a member of
Parlisment, the matter should be passed
the Press. The hon. ge;gﬁleq;an‘is -qite right from anether
point-dt¥iew. " He knows perfectly well that if the majority

‘over as an error of |

of %‘M were to attempt to correet all the errors of the
1006

Grit 1ress, no other business would be done during the
twenty-four hours.

- Mr. ANGLIN. If we attem to mce‘at all the false
charges made by the ns of the hon. gentlemen opposite,
I think all night would E: occupied. - ' )

Mr. HUNTINGTON. Ifthis practice relating to the re’
porter's gallery, which we all respect to a certain-extent—and
we respect the Grit reporters, although the Lon. gentlemen
opposite do not do so—is to prevail, the reporters’ gallery
must be considered a part of this House, and members must
single out reporters and say: * You have said so-and-so, and
I wish to controvert what youn have said.”

Sir JOHN A. MA JDONALD. [ quite 3gree with the
hon. gentleman, and if any reporter who is allowed to come
into the House to report the debates, adds to that position
that of correspondent, and takes to slandering members or
stating what is false, I think the House, in defence of its

{own privileges, should see that the reporter should be

expelled from this House.

Mr. ROBERTSON (Shelburne). I rice to a question of
privilege. In the reportin the Ottawa Free Press of the
speech delivered the other night by the hon. member who
hears the same name as myself, that hon. gentleman is
reported as saying :

“Mr. ROBERTSON (Hamilton) called attention to a pamphlet sent to
his constituents with ‘Thomas Robertson's compliments.’ He had no
objection to that hon. gentleman sendinéx this literature, provided he
stated it was Thomas Robertson, of elburne. (Laughter.) Hon.

gentlemen might laugh, but forgery had been committed He had

collected two of the wrappers, which bore the initials *T.R., M.P.’ There

was only one other gentieman who could sign these initials, and that was
the member for Shelburne, and he had been assuted by that gentleman
that the signature was his. He passed on to cha.r%e the Opposition with
pursuing an unpatriotic policy, and with having failed in their attempts
to create an agitation.”

I do not think that this is a correct report.

. THE ESTIMATES.

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT enquired whon hon,
members might expect the Estimates to be brought down.

8ir LEONARD TILLEY. Not before Wednesday next.

EMIGRATION TO THE UNITED STATES.

House resumed the adjourned debate on the proposed motion
of Mr. White (Cardwell) foran Order of the House for a state-
meft of the number of persons who have passed from Canada
to the United States by way of Sarnia and Windsor, since 1st
of January, 1880, and of persons who have within the same

riod come into Canada from the United States by way of

Vindsor and Sarnia, &c.; the motion of Sir Richard J.
Cartwright in amendment thereto; and the motion of Sir
John A. Macdonald in amendment to the said amendment
was resumed. .

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT’S amendment that 1st
January, 1870, be substituted for 1st January, 1880, was
negatived. ;

Mr. THOMPSON suggested that a statement of those
who went into the United States by way of the Suspension
and the International Bridges be also asked for in the
motion. :

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) objected to the suggestion, on the
ground that reports had already been obtained from these
particular places, and that if necessary they counld be made
the object of a subsequent motion. It was better this motion
shonld pass as it.

Mr. ANGLIN said that when this question was first
introduced, bon. gentlemen opposite asserted that the state-

. ments respecting emigration from Canada were: grossly

exaggerated. It was difficult to obtain precise information
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because it was sometimes- difficult to distinguish between
emigrants and people who went to the Stutes on business or
pleasure with the intention of returning. Nevertheless,
from his part of the country the number of people who left
for the States last season was so mich in excess of ordinary
travel and of previous seasons, that no doubt could exist that
a large omigration took place. 'The estimates varied widely,
but the lowest showed a very high figure compared with
revious years. The steamers on the line from St. John to
ortland and Boston were crowded on every -outgcing trip
with Canadians, a large number of whom were the
flower of our population, consisting to a large extent
of skilled laborers. He had heard it stated
that the population of St. John and Portland had decreased
. within some months by 6,000 or 8,000 souls. Clergymen
of several denominations had told him they had observed
a marked diminution in their congregations, and any one
accustomed to the town could not help remarking the small
number of people to be now met in the streets, in the stores,
and around the wharves. But very few of those who left
would return. True, some had returned to work in the
boot and shoe factories, in which there was now more
employment than a year ago, but the number who retarned
wag very small. It was not an uncommon thing to see the
steamers detrined, waiting the arrival of a car or two car
loads of people for the United States, from Nova Scotia,
and various parts of his Province by the Intercolonial; and
there was not a schoonor, of the many that left every bay
and creek of the New Brunswick and part -of the Nova
Scotia coast, for the United States, that did not carr,
some passengers who intended settling in there. :

It being Six o'clock, the Speaker left the Chair.

AFTER RECESS.

Mr. ANGLIN. It might be said, as it had been said, that
of those who left the city of St John during the years
1875-80, that a large number were those who came there to
assist in rebuilding the city after the great fire of 1877. 1t
was true, a very large number came. from the United States
in the fall of 1877, and probably some in the spring of 1878,
but it was also true that nearly all of those people had
returned by the close of 1878, and that few, if any of them,
were included in those who left the city and neighborhood
in 1879, when there was so large an exodus. But speaking
of the great numbers who left, and many of them he feared
never to return, he did not include at-any time mere
sojourners in the city. He spoke entirely .of those
who were either natives of St. John or of the
Province of New Brunswick, or had lived there- the
greater part of their lives,-and had hoped to spend the rest
of their days there, but who were driven away for want of
employment, or because, if they were employed; their
wages were 8o low as scarcely to provide food far their
families. They had heard similar reports from the Province
of Quebec. They had heard from time to time that there
were trains, with cars crowded with natives of that
Province and others, who were residents of the Province,
who were leaving to seck employment in the United States,
many of them with the expressed intention of settling in
the United States permanently. No doubt some of these
had roturned, but he was sorry to say that the number
returning was small, compared with those who went away.

But.the most startling reports they had received were from

the western districts, and the report of which was the

subject of the resolution before .the House. It
would almost seem  incredible that ' from  that
district, and- from the ports of that district,

80 vast a number of the people of Canada could have goop

out of the country to settle in the United States.  The

report, however, appeared to be official in its character,

though its accuracy had been impugned. He believed the
Mr, ANGLIN, ,

‘extraordinary outflow of our population.

‘operation of the National Policy was

hon. Minister of Agriculture some weeks ago had told the
House that he had caused official inquiry to be made
through one of the gentlemen employed in his department,
and that that gentleman had satisfied” bimself that the
figures were grossly exaggerated. But they had heard’

‘another account of that inquiry and its resuit. They had

heard it stated that the United States official who had
made this report to his Government, had treated as an
insult to himself and his Government the inquiries made
by the officer deputed by the Minister of Agriculture, and
had insisted on the absolute accuracy of his returns. This
much, however, was certain: that the returns which were
now impugned by hon. gentlemen opposite, and ridiculed by
them as being exaggerated and incredggle in their character,
were precisely such returns as these hon gentlemen chose to
rely upon for the four or five years when the Mackenzie
Administration was in power. They had then pointed to
the outflow of people from Canada during those years; and
the average number which left during those years was very
much less than the average number that had left for a great
many years preceding which hon. gentlemen oppositc were
in power, though the number was larger than they desired
to see leave the country. Those hon. gentlemen declared
to-all who chose to believe them—and many professed to
believe them—that that outflow of population could be
checked if only they were restored to power and afforded an
opportunity of putting their great National Policy into
operation. It was quite natural that they should
now feel -sore at finding that in this second
year after they retired, in the year after the National
Policy went into operation, the oatflow of the people
exceeded the outflow of any previous -yecar—not merely
during the Mackenzie Administration, but also during their
own previous Administration—by so many thousands. It
was the largest outflow that had ever been heard of in this
country, so that it was quite natural that these hon.
gontlemen should try to throw discredit on the official
returns which showed such results. Bat in dojng this the

also attempted to throw discredit on the very figures whic

they themselves had relied on during the campaigns of the
previous three- or four years. In those years they had
never heard the accuracy of these returns doubted ; in those
years they were wailing and lamenting over the deplorable
fact that our people could not find employment in their own
country; that our young men had no scope and verge for their
ambition in this country; and that those who were enter-
prising were unwilling to be cribbed, cabined and confined
in Canada, under a Government that did not know how to
protect the country or promote its welfare; that did not
know how to open up revenues.of industry for the ambitious

and enterprising young men of the country, who were,

therefore, leaving it in such numbers. He thought it was to
be regretted that objection was made to the amendment
moved by the hon. member for Centre Huron (Sir Richard J.
Cartwright). He thought if they would go into an inquiry
on this subject at all, it should be a thorough inquiry ; if
they were to have the test applied to one set of figures, the
same test should be applied by the same men fothe
corresponding = figures, so that if they were found

 to be exaggerated in one case it might be ascertained if they

were not exaggerated in the other. Then they would, at all
events, be able to form some idea of the extent of the
emigrafion of Canadians to the United States  from
that district, and by the ports of that district, however
much they might differ as to its causes: - Its causes were, he
believed, multifarious. He would be sorrf to hold the-pre-
sent Government responsible to the full extent for that
He did not
believe the Government could have prevented-it no malter
what they did, but at all events it had proved that the
powerless to check the
outflow of our people to the United States, though ' thése
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hon, emen had promised over and over again that it
would check ‘the exodus of our people to the American
territories ; and that so far from checking it, that
outflow has enormously increased since their return
to power. He trusted and hoped that now that the great
business depression had passed away all over the country;
that pow &

enjoying better times, our emigration would not be so
great as it had been, He trusted and hoped that a great
many 6f those who had left would find it to their interest
to return and to bring with them many valuable citizens to

this country who, finding themselves contented with thejr |

lot in Canada, would be the means in their turn of inducing
many others to follow their examplo.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY eaid he had some information
which he was sure would be gratifying to the hon. gentle-
man who just sat down, with reference to the number of
Canadians who had returned by the International line to
the city of St. John during the last autamn, He had seen
it stated in one of the papers that 150 people had returned
by one boat, and he had asked the emigration agent there
to interview the agent of that line of steamers, and to ask that
geuntleman to furnish him (Sir Loonard Tilley) with informa-
tion as to the number who had returned by that line.
He had been informed by Captain Chisholm that 2,270

ersons had returned to Canada during the season by their
ine. It was true that quite a number had left early in the
season, but the above number had returned by the Inter-
national line alone. Without  wishing to anticipate any
financial statement, he might be allowed to quote from
returns recently placed in his hands covering the first six
months of the present fiscal year, as compared with the
same period of the last fiscal year, givin e exports and
imports of the Provinces, As regarded New Brunswick, if
there had been a large emigration, there had been also a con-
siderable increase in the consuming power of the population.
For the first six months of 1879, the exports and imports
amounted to $4,563,660; whereas for the first six months
of the present year they amounted to $6,816,000. The
exports were this year, $2,684,000, against $1,693,000

last year. Similar comparative statistics for the whole
Dominion showed that if there had been such a
tremendous exodus as was pretended, the returns

did not indicate it. Inthe article of tea, during the
first six months of last year, duty was paid on 6,062,000
1bs., while for the corresponding period this year duty had
been paid on 8,098,000 lbs.; coffee, last year, 711,441 lbs,,
this year, 886,317 lbs.; dried fruits, last year, 282,824 lbs.,
this year, 495,142 -lbs. Of molasses, consumed
principally in the Lower Provinces, 40,000 gallons
more were consumed in the six months of the
present year than during the corresponding period of
last year. It was true, doubtless, that on some of those
items, some part of the consumption of the first six menths
of the present year had been taken out of the similar period
of last year, but it still was quite elear that if we had a
smaller population by reason of the exodus the -consuming
power of the population had been wonderfully increased.

Mr. WELDON said he would have liked if the hon. the
Finance Minister had ascertained from Captain Chisholm
the mumber of persons who had departed by the Inter-
national line of steamers. No man who lived in St. John,
and -who had opportunities of knowing what was going
on-throanghout the Province, conld fail to see that great
nambers of people had been emigrating from that Province.
A man wouldhave to shut his eyes toignore it. For inatance,
last September he left St. John to go to the United States,
and the Intercolonial train failed to comnect with the
western train, consequenily when the next Intercolonial
train came ap there was a large number of people collected
on both trains, Along with the conductor he endeavored to

at. Canada and even the city of St. John was

ascertain the number of emigrants on both trains,
and found there were not less than 125 going to reside in
the United States, some from New Brunswick and some
from Prince Edward Island. The hon. the Finance Minister
had _ gived .returns of imports for the last two years. He
(Mr. eldon) would compare 1877 with 1880, and he found
that whereasin 1877 the imports amounted to $7,000,000,
they were reduced in 1880 to something like $3,000,000.

Sir LEONARD TILLEY asked if the formor period was
not that when everything was being rebuilt in St. John on
account of the fire.

Mr. WELDON said he ‘would begin with 1875, when the
imports were $9,853,000; 1876,  $6,013,000; 1877,
$6,917,950 ; 1878, $3,474,000; 1879, $5,338,000; 1880,
$:,996,600. That showed how the importations had fallen
off during the last two years. .Doubtless there had been an
influx of workmen into St. John after the great fire, but
that increase had boen more than lost sinée by emigration.
Anyone going down to the wharf of the International line
of steamers, leaving three times a week, could not fail to see
large numbers of persons easily to be recognized asemigrants,
who had gathered up their household goods and were seeking
homes in another eountry. In regard to the city of St. John
he found that in 1878 the number of ratepayers who paid
poll-tax on both the eastern and westerr sides were 6,331 ;
where in 1880 the number had diminished to 4,973, a falling
off in two years of about 1,350, representing a population of
5,000 people. Any ?)erson ‘who travelled across the Bay of
Fuudy could not fail to see thata large number of people
were leaving Nova Scotia- by the American boats for the
United States. On one occasion an American boat was
detained two hours, waiting the arrival of 150
emigrants whom she carried off to the United States.
For the first time in the history of New Brunswick, the
annual increase in ship building which had been her
experience for years, had ceased in 1880; and mot only so,
but the amount of money invested in that industry had
actually diminished. And thishad happened during a year
when Providence had blossed the labor of the husbandman
with an abundant harvest, and when, for the first time since
1873, good prices had been obtained for their lumber in
Great Britain. In spito of the bountiful hervest and the
revival in the lumber trade, this exodus was going on, and
he could ouly attribute it t6 the polisy which taxed our
bread, our clothing, and every necessary of life, and com-
pelled the laboring man to go where he could get higher
wages.

An hon. MEMBER. "In a country where the taxes are
higher. '

Mr. WELDON. But not to a country where bread
was taxed. This exodus of our people was due to the policy
of this Government, which took mouey out of the pockets
of the people, not merely to increase the revenue, but to
place it in the handg of monopolists.

Mr. MacDONNELL (Inverness) said that when this
question arose the other day, he had heard with surprise

‘from the Minister of Agriculture the statement that- the

emigration from the Dominion had not been greater during
the past year than it had been in previous years. His own
impression, so far as the Province of Nova Scotia was con-
cerned, was entirely the reverse, and in order to ascertain
what the emigration was, he had written to the agent of an
American line of steamers running between Prince Edward
“Island and Boston, touching at the port of Hawksbury, in
the county of Inverness. The agent of that line had
replied to him that the number of passengers leaving that
port was, in 1876, 436 ; in 1877, 447, in 1878,373; in 1879,
484, and in 1880, 1,525. The number which had left in 1880

nearly quadrupled the number in any previous year duri::ﬁ
the past four years, although that year had been mark
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with a bountiful harvest, particularly inthe county he repre-
ssented. The exodus from -other counties must have been
greater than from Inverness, because there wasno county
in the Province less affected by changes in trade.
This, he thought, was satisfactory evidence of the melancholy
faet that the exodus of the people from the Province of
Nova Scotia was on the increase; and it 'was a sad commen-
tary on the policy -adopted by hon. gentlemen opposite, a
policy which, to use the words of the famous resolution of
the hon. leader of the Government, was not only to retain
in our country our countrymen, but 1o cause our expatriated
countrymen to return. :

Mr. HACKETT said hon. gentlemen from New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia, in their efforts to make it appear that
there was a terrible exodus from those Provinces, were
most industrious in collecting evidence. He knew that
some people were leaving the Maritime Provinces for the
United States; but why? In order to join their friends
there, who had gone during the administration of affairs by
hor. ientlemen opposite. He knew instances of farmers
who had left Prince Edward Island in 1¢76 and 1877 for
the United States, who had bettered their condition there,
and who had written to their friends to sell out their pro-
%orty and join them. They were not driven out by the

ational Policy. He knew young men who, last year, had
given gp good positions worth $40 a month, had gone to
Colorado in the hope of making wuch more; but he
expected them soon to come back. It mattered not whether
a man went to the United States on business orpleasure, he
was sel down as an emigrant, forced to leave by the National
Policy. He had travelled recently to Boston, with his wife
and two children, on the line of steamers to which reference
had been made; and he supposed he and his family had
been put down as emigrants, driven out of the country by
the National Policy.

Mr. SHAW said that teo much had been made out of the
emigration from Canada to tho United States. He had
occasion to visit Manitoba, and proceeded there by way of
Daluth. He returned by way of the St." Paul and
Minneapolis Railway, and on the cars there came.a United
States agent, who took a list of the passengers, enquiring
where they came from. He (Mr. Shaw) .stated
that he came from Ontario, and had been in Manitoba;
and he inferred that people who had goné from ‘Ontario into,
Manitoba and returned te the United States were emigrants|
to that comntry. The agent had a “book prepared with a
list; and a8 the hon. members for South and Céntre Huron,
together with two County Court Judges in Ontario, were on |
board, they, together with himself (Mr. Bhaw), wereiall
entered as emigrants to the United States.. He would like
to know from the houn. members for Centre and South
Huron whether their names ware not also taken.” ’ v

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT. No.

Mr, CAMERON (Huron). No.’

Mr, HUNTINGTON said he would dike to:know, from
the Finance Minister down to the youngest member of this
House, whether that practice prevailed a few years ago
when hon. gentlemen were crying aloud and bewailing that
therd was an exodus from this country. 1If the hon. gentle-
man (Mr.” Mackenzie) bad been. here he would havs
arisen and given tho- House the benefit of his ex-:
pericnce and would have shown that ke . was _net
driving ‘the people 'out of this country. The hon.
gentleman ' from- Prince eg Hackett) who. “had
spoken just now had explained to the House how it wasd
thet there was no exodus going ‘on, eg,c@% 8 few
friends - left behind of the many whom. the Mackensie
Governmént had driven out of the country. . The
discussion ‘of that question should  be ‘

. b ;,P roached in a
spirit-above party, forit was one which, if .based on Facts
at all, was a serious matter, and oue which demanded

Mr. MacDonNELL (Inverness).

congideration. If the fact was as stated a few. years aga.by
the right hon, gentleman now at the_head of the Gevern:
ment, that the exodus prevailed because the taxes were.not
high enough, and if although he has since been in; power.and
raised the taxes, believing he could pin the people b the
soil, then, the right hon. gentleman having tried his remedy
and failed, hon, gentlemen oppesite should acknowledge
that their denunciation .of the policy which they ssid was
driving the people out of the country was a mistake.;. they
should’ arise and seek to remove .the -impressien..thay
created -then, and acknowledge it was .a. mistaken

olicy by which they attempted to remove -the: ewil.

o was amazed at the Finance. Ministor, who -had
a reputation which he {ihoroughly accorded te. .the
bon. gentleman, of being a man whe ought to be, and
could be, if he was living in good eompany, a candid and
fair man, He thought when the question was introduced
that hon, members would rise above party, for if they could
not rise above the influence of partizanship the fact was not
creditable to the House, and that .the Finance Minister
would offer some reasonable explanation; that he -would
admit there was an exodas and that he was serry for it.,
Instead of doing that the hon. gentleman rose and spoke
about some steamship information by which he declared:--he
was ableto know some people had returned to St.. John. « Bid
the hon. gentleman wish the House to know that~ the body
of emigration was in our favor ?. = Did he wish the Heuse to
understand that our expatriated countrymen were return-
ing ? If not, why should he have réforred to the:fact at'all.
‘Why should he not have dealt fairly and candidly with this
question, instead of in a captions and pettifogging..spjrit?
Why did he not admit that the remedies had not been suc-
cessfil, and that the people had not been kept in the conntry,
instead of making a statemeul in which he was careful ot
to commit himself to the statement which he dare not maske
—that the National Policy was keeping the ' people
in the country and remedying the misfortunes - which
existed during the hard times which went before, . Hon.
gentlemen opposite had had ‘plenty of opportunity for
trying their remedial measures Théy have had -years of
prosperity, such-as the Mackenzie Government neyer
enjoyed. They have had those years of prosperity, having
come into power under the promise that they would remedy
the evils which were said to exist, the chief of which was an
exodus of our people, and which continugs with ah increas-
ing tide under the National Policy; yet the  Finance
Mirister rises with a bundle of* papers and declares that
policy is justified because & certain number of peeple bave
returned to St. John, though he knows they are -only a
fraction of the people who have gone from there as well.as
elsewhere. Hon .gentlemen opposite state that'the people
should not believe statements made ‘abeut the exodus, Ignt
it was the duty of statesmen to look'st facts’ as the i

| and to find remedies for evils, and if lion. gentlemen on-the

Treasury Benches found that the same state Gf tHings exikts
to-day, as existed when they were .in Qppositian, and that
the National Policy had done nothing to relieve it,it shounld
occur to the Finance Minister whether there were not some
people in ‘the country whose position shonld be, amg lo,;;%
and who should be wed, as it wore. to the country, .hesi

the manufacturers to"whom the hon. geatleman had given -
so much attention, h ‘

Mr. POPE-(Compton) said ‘thiat when''the' staternonts-of
hen, gentlemen on the other side.of .the . House who; taliced
about the exodus from this country were.disproved,in respect
to.one part of the country, they had tago down to 8t John.
Not one month ago they were declaring. from: the howse-
tops, on every occasion, that the exodus was from Part

 Huron; but there is'not a'word' about Port Hurons td-day.

The Port ‘Huron qgesmon ‘was settled.
 Some hon. MEMBERS. No.
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‘Mr. POPE. Hon. members could not get over the figures,
which were clear and explicit. They might read newspapers:
and letters from agents showing that a certain number of pas-
sengers had gome from Inverness or some other place, but it
could be shown that they were, for the most part, going
becsuse ‘they had business to do there. He believed they
would find a greater number of passengers travelling from
every port in this Dominion, last year, than had travelled
during previous years; because there had been a general
inoresse of business, and with increased business a greater
flow of money ; and, of course, when peop'e got money they
were: found travelling. But he wonmell hon. gentlemen
that there was no exodus of any consequence from this
country, at the present moment, and that there was a larger
emigration from the United States.

"' An hon. MEMBER. No.

Mr. POPE said the hon. gentleman knew nothing
about it. When people talked about emigration from
this country, he could tell them that they did not take
into -account the immigration into this country from ihe
United States. There was no doubt there was, and would
ever -be, emigration from this country into the United
States, and the figures would show, if hon. gentlemen on
the other side of the House would look at them, that what
they discloss, and what they try to make the country
bolieve about everybody who was leaving, was altogether in-
correct. Of course, there was no doubt that the country being
more prosperous now there were more passengers passing
through Port Huron than some years ago. ‘ ’

Mr. CHARLTON said bhe had been amused at some of the
reasons assigned by hon. gentlemen for the extent of im-
ni‘i’g"iuﬁo'n to the United States. Admitting that emigration
did exist, the hon. member for Prince (Mr. Hackett) told
the House that the people were going from Prince Edward
Tsland to the United States because they had friends there.
Their frietids in the United States scemed to have a great
attraction to them. That was one of the reasons operating

owerfully in the matter of emigration to the Unitud
States. During the last' eleven years something
like = 3,500,000 emigrants had gone into that

country. Their friends were drawn to that country from
Germany, Great Britain, Ireland, Canada, and other|
countries ; and the hon. gentleman from Prince (Mr.
Hackett), told the House that people were going there not
betatse they were not doing well in their own country, but.
bééause they imagined they counld do better in the United
States., 'The hon. gentleman, as well as another hon. geatle-
- man, informed the House that in their opinion the United
States immigration statistics are defective, because,. in their
opinion, all travellers into that country were counted as.
immigrants. He thought, also, that the hon. the Minister
of Agriculture advanced that opinion.
.:An hop. MEMBER. So they are.

“Mr, CHALTON ssid they were not. The United States
Customs authorities, when entering a person as an immi-,
grant, inquired of that person his last place of residence,
whether he was a citizon of that country, and his destina-
tion, and if he represented himself as an jnbabitant of a
foreign country, emigrating to the United States for the
Burpose of settling in it, he was entered as an immigrant.

the person was an immigrant his goods passed in froe.:’

‘Mr..POPE, From the evidence given by Mr. Averil, ]|
those-questions are not asked because itis a matter of
_impossibility in the limited time. It would take, he 8aid, ]
tweaty men t6 do so. %

’iﬁ_fé,,QHARﬁ:l‘QN said he knew that trains were detained
loig enough to enable the Customs officors to make the
enquiries the law required, and these officers were not

particularly gcrupulous about detaiming railway ' trains.

The following letter from the colloctor at Port Huron would
ear aut his statement :

« OustoM Hovust, Porr Huron, Micwm.,

Si o ¢ CoLnBeTOR'E OrrFics, 20th January, 1881
- ¢ Bim,~—In ‘reply. to your enquiries as to-the manner of obtaining
immigration atatistica:at this port, I would state that itis the practice
for the United States Customs Officers to cross the river to Point Edward
upon the arrival of all passenger trains from the East. “They then get on
board the trains snd éxamine all the hgnd baggage 'and parcels in the
coaches, and at.the same: time .agcertaining, as nearly as they can, the
number in each conch, , Announcements are wade in each coach, that
all persons from Canada will have to claim their baggage and effects
upon the arrival of the train at Port Huron. Upon the arrival of the
train at Port Huron all baggage from Canada is unloaded, and mugt be
claimed by the owner, when it is opened and examined, when the owner is
intarrogated as to the place ‘they are from, where they are going, and
their-intention to remain ently in this country.

Al ge of ngers from the Eastern States, passing through
Canada, is manifested at the port; ‘when the car leaves the United States
the manifest contains-a description of the package, together with a check
number, this manifest is placed in the car, the car sealed by a United
States Customs Officer, and sent in bend :to this port, when the caris
opened by & United States Customs Officer, who compares the contents of

e car with mdnifest, and if found correct the baggage goeson to
its destination withnut further examination. Two and sometimes three
officers oross the river and upon arrival at this port, five and sometimes
six_officers are employed in examining and passing the Canada baggage,
and it often takes an hour or more to make the examination on a single
train. ~The Grand Trunk Railway furnish men to open baggage and to
obtain such information as we may desire.

t All parties arriving from Canada with effects, intending to live here,
have to make an entry of the same and make oath that they intend to
become permanent residents in this country. Passengers goin%}to Manitoba
or other British ;possessions are not classed as immigrants, the furnish an
invoice of value of theiyr efects and bond is given for their delivery at
their destination. ) o )

“We clase all immigrants ag from the country they started from, not as
from Canadn. :Immigrants from Burope are classed from the conntry of
their last permanent .residence. The practice at the Great Western
railway is the same, and quite a large number cross the frontier by teams

‘a8 well as at the different points.

. h “ Respcctfully, .
“H. N. BOTSFORD.

“To Mr. GorMAN, ‘
' © “Sarnia.”

He hoped Lhiﬁnfmmation from the United States’ Collector

at Port Huron would satisfy tho Minister of Agriculture.

-“Mr. POPE raid there was no confidence whatever to be
placed in it. “Ho could prove that by the collector’'s own
officials. is salary depended on the business he could get.

Mr. CHARLTON said it would be understood the hon.
Minister of Agricultare, in bhis place in the House of
Commons, discredited the statistics furnished by the United
States’ Customs officers, especially the ene at Port Huron, also
the autbentigity and reliability of all American statistics.

Mr. POPE.- Ne.

Mr KIRKPATRICK. That is your statement,

Mr. CHARLTON sapid if the immigration statistics at the

port of Port Huron weve . not relisble, as the hon. Minister
of Agriculture would have this House and the country
believe, then the immigration statistics of the United States
wore totally unreliable, Heéheld that the statement made by
the: Collector of Customs at Port Haron was a satisfactory
ona:: He knew from personsl observation, having crossed Port
Haron repestedly; that two'or three Customs officers boarded
every .fraim,” that:every 'passenger who had baggage was
interrogated; and the -utmost pains taken to ascertain the-
correet testination of these passengers.
- Mr. BOWELL. I may give the hon, gentleman a little
information as to the manner in which the United States
anthorities’ at Waskington bave obtained their statistics in
one ‘class that has come under my notice, They send to the
Customs Department of this country to ascertain the amount
of imxports from the United States, and.in every instance the
amount has aggregated two or three millions more than their
records showed. mg ely give this as an instance to show
they are nat'as infalk fe".as the hon. gentleman would lead
us fo believs tHey are.
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.Mr. CHARLTON said they were mnot discussing
imports. The hon, Minister of Agriculture said we were
receiving a very large immigration from the United States.
Had he any means of informing us what that immigration
last year amounted to.

Mr, POPE. 1T havo; but not with me, A

Mr. CHARLTON said he hoped the hon. Minister would
not delay in producing it.” He felt some curiosity as to the
extent of the information the hon. Minister had on this sub-

- ject. The United States Bureau of Statistics a few days ago
isgned their report on immigration for the six months ending
31st of December last, which gave the result of the imami-
gration for the ycar. The annual report would not be
issued for a few days yet. .According to the report he men-

tioned, the immigration to the United States last year was|

not only unusually larger from Canada, but from all parts
of the world. It reached 586,068, if any. reliance could be
laced on the United States statistios, but he supposed the

on, Minister of Agriculture would consider ‘the report

mere guess work. The immigration exceeded that of the
three previous years. It was 125,000 greater than
the largest immigration  in any Erevious year im
the history of the country. Over half of that came
from Great Britain and her domimions. Great Britain
furnished 296,025 ; about one-seventh—or 84,794 came from

Iretand, and 134,728 are said to have come from the

Dominion of Canada. That was for the twelve months
ending 31st December, 1580. The increase in population of
the United States during the last decade had been 11,594,183
the increa-e due 10 immigration had been 3,006,245, leaving
8,568,943 due to other causes. Theincrease by immigration
during the last year was 70 per ceut. as great as the
average annual natural increase for the last ten years.

The emigration from Canada to the United Siates—if these

statistics were reliable—amounted to 3% per cent. of the total
population of the Dominion. Althongh those statistics were
discredited, he believed that no hon. gentleman who had any
knowledge as to the condition of affairs in Canada could be
ignorant of the fact that a very large emigration had taken
lace to the United States during the past year. He
lieved it would be the testimony of every member of the
House that in his own particular locality this movement
had been greater than at any previous time. In.hisown
‘locality the movement had been unusually large; and while
the population of the whole of Canada had decreased 3} per
cent, by this emigration, he had no doubt that in his own’
locality the decrease due to emigration to the United States
was from 5 to 10 per cent. Tt was an indisputable fact that
in many parts of the country the movement had assumed
vast proportions. His business led him to visit the United
States frequently, he had crossed the boundary at Port
Huron he presumed a score of times during the last few years,
and he had noticed great numbers of emigrants crossing at that
port. He had seen loaded trains, a large proportion of whose
passengers were emigrants for the western States—not
only on the Grand Trunk Railway, but on the Great Western
as‘'well. Be had seen the streets of Port Huron, of Sagi-
naw, and of Bay City, thronged with Canadians who wers
moving over from their own country to the United States
in large numbers. He had no doubt, from personal observa-
tion— from his own experience as an eye witness—that the
figures which had been given as to the extentof the exodus
were substantially correct. But he had mot merely the
evidence of personsal observation, for any person travelling
in Northern Michigan maust be impressed ‘with. the -fact
that & large proportion of the population of that country
were Canadians. He had made inquiries of intelligent menie
Northern Michigan,as to the relative proportion of Qanadiany
to the whole population, and he bsd never known avy man
ut the proportion at less than one-fourth, and the best
informed had told him that in that part of the Stateat least
Mr. BowELL.

one-half the population, were Canadians. One of the

ixgneipal newspapers in the west—a paper published in -
ndon—published a speecial edition for the benefit of its
Michigan readers who had emigrated from Canada.

Mr. BOWELL. You do not mean to say that they have
all gone in there within the last few years ?

Mr. CHARLTON said he was not saying that they had
all gone in during the last two years, but he said the
population of Northern Michigan was possibly one-half
Canadian, that the accession to their number during the last
year had been immense, and that from what he had seen him-
self, and from what he had obtained from trustworthy wit-
nesees, he did not believe the extent of the exodus had been
exaggerated by the statistics which bad been given. It was
gerfectly natural that hon. gentlemen on the Treasary

enches should attempt to discredit the authenticity of the
American statistics with reference to this matter. He did
not claim that these statistics wore absolutely correct, but
he did claim that they were substantially correct. He had
no doubt from the cvidence of his own eyes that our popu-
lation were drifting away from us with great rapidity; he
had no doubt that we had lost last year 134,000 souls by
emigration to Amaerica as the statistics of the latter country
demonstrated. And these men who were crossing over
were the very flower of the popalation of this country—uot
the old, _the decrepit, or. the infants, but men
in the very prime of life. In OMNorthern Michigan -
they would find one-half or ¢wo-thirds of the stalwart
men who were engaged in the lumber woods there
were from Canada, and they would find that in Minnesota.
Dakota, and the other Western States, Canada contributed
the best kind of immigrants. The United States pointed with
pride to the fact that they received more immigrants from
Canada last year than from Germany; that of the 586,000
they received as immigrants from the whole world, nearly
135,000 were from Canada, and they had no objection to
receiving such immigrants still more rapidly. They were
offering every inducement to bring them there, and it
certainly spoke little for the wisdom of the policy adopted
in this country that this emigration movement should con-
tinue solarge and increase go rapidly. He thought that hon.
gentlemen opposite, instead of attempting to discredit the
well authenticated reports of American officials; instead of
taking refuge behind the plea that the information was
false; instead of insulting the officials of a powerful
neighbor, might better own up that their pslicy had not
increased the prosperity of this country—own up that in
consequence of the policy they had adopted, our population .
was drifting away from us, It certainly was dritting away
from us. He believed these statistics were correct,
notwithstanding all the assertions that the Minister of
Agriculture might make 10 the contrary. He believed that
the statistics of the Collector of Customs at Port Huron
were to be relied upon, and that the Minister of Agricnlture
has cast on that officer a needless .taunt and a gratuitous
insult. ) i
Mr, WHITE (Renfrew) said, that if hon. geuntlemen
opposite were sincerely desirous of.preventing the exodus
og'which they had heard so much they would refrain from .
so. repeatedly presenting to Canmadians the advantages -of -
settlement in the United States, asthey had been persistently
doing since the advent to power of the present Government.
They all knew that, during the last two Sessions of . Parlia-
ment, these hon. gentlemen had been doing their best to

_peint out to our people that the advantages presented by

settlement in the United States were much .greater than

could be offered to settlers in Canads, . and
sarely they did pot imagine that statemenis of
‘this  ‘kind made by leading politiciaus' on the

floor of this -House would have no éffect. If these

‘hon. gentlemen believed in these statements aboat-the



1881 COMMONS

DEBATES. 8317

extent of the exodus to Canada, thev should also believe
that that exodas was largely due to their own efforts in this
House, in drawing attention to the great advantages for
settlement by the United States in comparison
with Canada. ~ He believed it would be shown, when this
matter was finally settled before the Committee on Immi-
gration and Colonization, that the statements made by hon.
gentlemen opvosite, with reference to this exodus, wero
entirely un founded in fact. It would bo shown, he thounght,
from the evidence of those who were connected with the
collection of statistics in the United States, that it was
utterly impossible for one man, or for twenty men, to
collect accurate statistics of the exodus at the port of Port
Huron. It would be shown, from the returns of the Great
Western Railway and the Grand Trunk Railway, that those

statements wore greatly exaggerated. No member of this’

House ought to know better than the hon. member for
North Norfolk, that a large number of the lumber operatives

in \Northern Michigan were Canadians who went to the|

United States in the autumn of the year and returned in the
spring. Mr. Speaker knows that a large number of Canadians
went from his (Mr. Speaker’s) section ot the country to the
lamber regions of Michigan in the fall and returned
in the spring. He (Mr. White) had no doubt that
every one of these operatives was counted as a Canadian
emigrating to the United States, and he had no doubt that
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) wass
aware of that fact. lKvenif the statements which these hon,

gentlemen made were true, if they believed them tobe true, |

but -have a patriotic fecling in their breasts, they
would mot follow the line of argument which they
have adopted in this House and %efore the country.
Instead of endeavoring to weaken the hands of the Govern-
ment, instead of endeavoring to show that the adoption of
a National Policy had had the effect of driving out the
population to a country where protection is stil% greater
than it was here, if hon. gentlemen opposite would endeavor
to show the advantages the people would derive by remain-
ing in this country they would be doing more for the interest
of this country than they appear to be desirous of doing.
Mr. FARROW said it we were losing 134,000 Canadians
every year by emigration, as was pretended, it was high
time we began to enquire into the watter. It was a fact
that Canadians went to the United States to remain ; large
numbers went to remain transiently to work in the lumber
woods of Michigan or elsewhere, but after earning $50 or
$100 they came back again. The hon. member for North
Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) had said that the American Customs
officers visited every train crossing the dine, and enquired
of each passenger whence he came and whither he was
going. He (Mr, Farrow) did a little travelling last sarmmer
into the United States and the North-West. By a strange
coincidence he met on the roate his two hon. friends from
South and Centre Huron (Mr. ‘Cameron and Sir Richard J.
Cartwright). They took the boat at Kincardine, upon
which were 300 second-class passengers all going
1o Manitoba., When they arrived at Daluth ‘the
United States Customs officers came along and examined
their - valises, their shirts and stockings, and everything
they had. - But not a word did he (Mr. Farrow) hear that
officer ask any of these people as to where they were going.
He simply did his duty and on.  One would think
that with such a prize as 300 emigrants the officer would
have interrogated them, but he did nothing of the kind.
Why, it was all bash. The county of Huron had sent many
families to Kansas afid Dakota, and some of these families
had had sad,,egrienoe there. One of his- neighbors who

had gone to for the sake of placing his children
upon farms, had sowed 100, acres of wheat last which |
$0 come

{;ecldedwhimf only ten bushels. - That man wan
. back now, and there were hundreds in & like position. - In
“Minnesota this winter the .cold had been so intense that

‘magnificent country that lies t the west of us, to

cople had been obliged to burn their chairs and other
arpitore to keep themselves from freezing;-and dare not get
out'of bed forseveral days. Ifhis hon. friendsopposite were

‘patriotic, if they would praise-up their own country instead of

running it down like the hon. member for Uentre Huron,
we would see more Americans coming into Canadaand fewer
Canadians going tothe United States. But for one family
going to the United States to remain, there were ten going
to Manitoba and the North-West. He ventured to say that
the county of Huron- had sent more inhabitants into the
North-West than any other two counties in Canada. When
his hon. friend from BSouth and Centre Huron were in
Manitoba they were toasted at a banquet in Hmerson.
Doubtless they felt pretty well and got off a little wind. He
bappened, by nice coincidence, to be not far away at the
time. He had seen in their paper a report of their speeches
on that occasion, The hon. member for Centre Huron told
t;x:dpeoyle of Emerson how distasteful was the Government
land policy, bat before he got out of the country what did
he do? y, he bought five or six thousand acres of land,
notwithstanding the great distastefulne-s of the Government
land policy. Now, he would read for the benefit of the
House——— ‘ :

Mr, CAMERON (Huron). What is the paper ?

Mr. FARROW. Oh, you know it, It is your own Grit
paper. ,

Mr. CAMERON, What is the name of it ?

Mr. FARROW. 1t is not the International.

Mr. CAMERON. You told me the other day it was, I
think it'is yet. .

Mr. FARROW supposed the hon. gentleman was satisfied
with the autbority. The hon. member for Centre Haron
was reported as saying :

“I was most surprised, in the course of my pro%resa thro;xgh the

nd a tremendous
extent of most beautiful prairie land,” &c.

Then he went on to say that the country was excellent, but
the inhabitants were going out of it—that no less than
4500 had gone out of Manitoba into Dakota.
Yet he chose to buy land there. Then he went on to
speak of his travels through that beautiful country—obh,
such a fertile country !-—with scarcely a house along Lhe
whole road, and all waiting for the settler to come along,
but the Government's land policy kept them out. What
was that policy ? Every man could get 160 acres of land
free, and could pre-empt another 160 acres. Was not that 4
good policy ? Where could they get it in Dakota ? Now,
he wanted the hon. member for Centre Huron to get up and
tell them whore he got his statistics showing that 4,509 had
left Manitoba for Dakota. He could not do it.

" Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHT. The hon. gontleman
will find them if he examines the records of the Land Office
at. Pombina.

Mr. FARROW said he would guarantee that when these

 statistics wore examined before the Immigration Com-

mittee, they would not be found eorrect.
go there? The hon.
when he was there.

Sir RICHARD J. CARTWRIGHI. They

before, I suppose.

- Mr. FARROW said the hon. gentleman wanted more of
them to go. He had spid to them : “ Gentlemen, look what
this Government are doing. - They tax yon 40 or 50

or cent., instead of letting you buy from your neighbors.

ou ought not to be taxed thus; you ought not to trade
with your Ostario:-brethren ; yon ought to go and leave your

hy did they
goenileman had induced them to.go

hs,d £one

‘money with the Yankees;" and he advised them, to all
‘intents-and ‘purposes, not to settle in that country which
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was cursed with such a bad Government. Why, inhabi-
tants of the North-West had told him (Mr. Farrow) that this
was the best Government for Manitoba and the North-West
that had ever existed, and had said “ God speed their
policy.” Why was it this hon. gentleman wmade such
unpatriotic speeches? Was it to get back into power?
Well, he thought they would lay this country waste, and
desolate and burn it up, if they could only thereby reach
the Treasury benches, That seemed to be their whole
desire, but he trusted that it would be many years beforo
they realized it. ’

Mr. MILLS said one hon. gentleman had told them how
very unpatriotic they were on this side of the House in
alluding to the large expatriation of people from' this
country to the United States. It was singular that hon.
gentlemen opposite did not discover the unpatriotic
character of such a proceeding while sitting on this side of
the House. There was on'the Journals of 1878 a resolution
proposed by the hon. gentleman now leading the Govern-
ment, expressing his great regret that a policy had not boen
adopted which would induce the people of Canada to remain
at home; and the hon. Minister of Railways, when asked
in what way the people of this country could be prevented
from emigrating to the United States, replied that a Govern-
ment was unworthy to occupy seats on the Treasury benches
that could not adopt a polcy which would secure that end.
These hon. gentlemen, by lamentations of this kind,
succeeded at the elections and came to office. They
had had control of public affairs for thp . past
two years, and so far from the emigration diminishing it
had gone on at an accelerated pace. True, the emigration
from this country to the Unitel States, during the five years
of Mr. Mackenzie's Government, had averaged 24,000 -or
25,000 annually, but during the five years hon. gentlemen
opposite had been in office previously, it. had ave.mged
42,000 annually ; during the first year of their return, it had
increased by 10,000, and during the last year. it had
exceeded the emigration of the last year of Mr. Mackenzie's
Government by 76,000, The hon, Minister of Agriculture,
feeling the force of these statistics, undertook to deny them,
saying that they were wholly unreliable. Well, the returns
were made up now exactly as they had been before, and if

they were exaggerated last year they were exaggerated in | p

1875 and 1876, when the hon. gentleman relied on them.
The fact was hon. gentlemen opposite had not kept their
promises to the public. They had excited high
expectations, and the people had been disappointed.

he increased prosperity of foreign countries had enabled
ganadian merchants to deal more largely with them than
before. What did the hon. Minister of Finance do? He
came down to the House two years ago and proposed a
change in the tariff, and he further proposed that the
people should be prevented from importing as largely as
before. He said we were impoverishing ourselves by
buying too much from abroad, and he undertook to eure
that by discouraging trade with foreign countries. In spite
of the tariff the increased building operations in American
cities had caused an enlarged demand for Canadian lumber.
Our lumbermen had been enabled to employ a larger
number of hands both in the woods and at the mills, owing
also to the increased demand for lumber in the West Indies
and South America; and it was to our improved foreign
trade that our increased -prosperity, so far as it had
increased, was due, If the emigration had diminished during
the past month or two, it was because of that foreign trade.
The Minister of Finance had stated that the revenue had
increased ; that trade with foreign countries had increased,
and that that increased trade, which he had undertaken to
prevent by the increased tariff, was evidence of our pros-
perity, That prosperity was, however, in direct opposition
to the policy which the hod. Minister had enunciated
jin Parliament and incorporated in the fiscal legisla-

"Mr, Farrow,

tion of 1879, The Minister of Agricalture bad
submitted statistics of the most preposterous character ever
submitted to Parliament. The hon. gentleman undertook
t0 state what the emigration was bya process in simple-
subtraction: so many people travelled by railway east-
ward and so many westward, and the difference between the
two showed the number of people who had eniigrated from
Canada to the United States. 1t was perfectly obvious that
no conclusion could be drawn, such as had been drawn by
the Minister; from the statistics which he had sabmitted to
the House. The hon. gentleman had affirmed that both sides
of the House took an extreme view, especially hon. gentle-
men of the Opposition. That bore a striking resemblance
to the story of the colored man who remarked how much
tvgp ladies resembled each other, especially the one on this
side. It was evident that this was a very disagreeable dis-
cussion for hon. gentlemen on the Treasury benches. 'They
had formerly made loud complaints respecting the exodus,
and during the elections of 1878 they raised a cry with
respect to the extensive emigration, regarding which their
patriotic feelings were very much excited. At that time the
emigration reached 24,000 yearly; in fact; during the last
year of the Mackenzie Government the number was 22,000—
now it was nearly 140,000; but those hon. gentlemen did
not conrplain; they decided it as unpatriotic to say any-
thing about it. If hon. gentlemen opposile were honest:
in their declarations in 1878, they should call on their
leaders to redeem the promises which they made to revive
the trade and prosperity of the country. They had dezlared
that this was in the power of a Government to do ; although
they of the Liberal party wore under the impression that
the prosperity of a people depended on the favor of Provi-
dence and their own industry. Hon. gentlemen
opposite held that this was a mistaken view, and contended
that & Government which adopted a proper fiscal policy
could make the country prosperous in spite of the people or
of Providence.” The result had not been such as the.e who
followed the present occupants of the Treasury benches had
a right to expect. It had been anything but creditable to
these hon. gentlemen, who, feeling they could mike no
defence, that they had disappointed the people, that they had
excited expectations that could oot be fulfilled, now com-
lained that the subject should be in any way discussed.

Mr. McCALLUM said it appeared to him that gentlemen
on the other side of the House could never learn by experi-
ence. They told the House, and wished tha poople of the'
country to believe, that during their reign on the Govern-
ment gide of the House, Canada was as prosperous as it is
to-day. When they {the Conservatives) were on the other
side of the House they had asked the Liberals to re-arrange
the tariff, so as to assist the industries of tho -country, and -
thereby prevent, as far as possible, people going to the
United States to seek employment. He had no doubt a great
many people went to the United States. A great many
young men went there to work at lumbering during the
winter, but they returned in the spring. His hon. friend
(Mr. Charlton) said he saw people crossing in- armies at
Port Huron inté Michigan. He (Mr. McCallum) thought
he had been as much as the hon. gentleman in that loecality,
as he did business there; but he had not witnessed the extra-
ordinary exodus that was alleged to have taken place. He
had seen, as he had stated, young men going there occasion-
ally to work in the lumber woods, and he was satisfied that
the hon. member for North Norfolk (Me. Charlton) himself
must have seen many young men leaving this country to go
and work during the winter in the lumbering districts >fthe
United States, and returning in-the spring. -This was the
ground taken by the hon. gentlemen opposite, in support
of their assertion that the country was net presperous; and
that they were flies on the wheel. They told the House
that no Jegistation could assist the industries of the country ;
that prosperity was only owing to good crops; that they
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ngver had good crops; that they were unfortunate. The
people did not want a. Government in power that wae
unfortunate. People will not employ. men who are unfor-
tunate, - Did hon. gentlemea want to go back to the policy
that they advocated and carried out when on this side of
the Houee? Did they want them to go back to bad crops and
hard {imes? He wished to know if the hon. member for
Bothwell (Mr, Mills) wished to advance such an opinion.
He (Mr. MoCallum) wished he would, because then the
people of Canada would hold him to account for it. He
Mr.

8 . -‘MeCallum) was very much amused, when on the
pposition side of the House, tosee the hon. gentlemen
opposite swallowing everything that was offered them, no

matter what. It put him in mind of something he had
witnessed about itwo years ago. Robins had built their
nests. on the ~verandah of his house, and the old
robins coming to the young ones, the latier opened
their mouths and whether & worm or a stone was dropped
into them down they went. Hon. gentlemen opposite
forgot that they were fed on stones, the chief of which was
the free-trade stone, and a great many who had swallowed
stones had sickencd and died without being able to find
their way back to this House; and even the hon. the leader
of the Opposition had got a stone in his stomach and
sickened for & time, but he got well and the electors of West
Durham had sent him here. But hon. gentlomen opposite
would not learn by experience, and the old bird wasfeeding
them the same bad diet.

Mr. GIGAULT said the statistics of the American
officials were not correct, and he could prove by an Ameri-
can journal that we could not rely on their reports. The
Now York Tribune of 31st January last, speaking of this

emigration, said:

¢ It is commenly said that a large part of the -emigration from Canada
is of persors who have crossed the sea in vessels which eatered Canadian
orts, bnt who bave either changed their purpose as to location, after &
grief residence in the Dominion, or were originally intending to cross into
this country, and to make their homes in the Far West. It would be
interesting and useful to have the officials at Port . Huron, where a great
proportion of the Canadian imwigrants enter, instructed to ascertain and
report more minutely in regard to this movemeat.”

It was ‘thus obvious that the Minister .of Agricnlture had
very reason not to attach too much importance to the
statisties of the American officials at Port Huron. It would
*prove-very amusing to the electors of Quebec to hear what
ad been said by Opposition speakers to-night. . Accordin
to them there was a great exodus from that Province, ang
that there was only desolation in that part of the Dominion ;
but-the electors of that Province would affirm that there had
never beer so much satisfaction and contentment as.there
was now. Some strong Liberals who voted against him at
thelast election had told him they did not know how the
Reform party eould expect te obtain power when the
National Pelicy was doing so much good. Yet hon, gentle-
menon- the Opponition side of the House continued to
retond that the National Policy was ruining the country.
he Reform ‘party had had oceasion very often to appeal to

the ‘electors since 1878. The hon. member for Shefford (Mr.

Huntington), who spoke-a short time ago, knew somethin,
abontfn@igit; )‘Bmepsvas not very ’faarg?rom his own oong
stitaency. - It was represented in 1878 by a Liberal,
Now it wan re ted by a Conservative.
“hiad - od also to the patriotism and intelligence
of therelectors ‘of Charlevoix and Argenteuil to show
that'they were disssatisfied with the National Policy, and
theykitew wliat answer had been
S 108 &hd-words would not make the electors un
e‘only thing that-wonld make them unhappy was tho
feur -that-the BReform party might return to power, and
again introduce that ruinous free-trade

exist.  The
107

‘The Reform

‘that eccurred during the time that the present O

given to those appeals.’
Eappy.' were in power, that is to ssy from 1874 to 1878. The

icy which existed
before 1879. -‘That fear 'he thought, however, shoald -not-
‘more the Reform party spoke against the

National : Policy the more Vunp?gnlar that party became.
There was -hardly any one without employment in the
Prowvinee 'of Quebec toiday. He thought the usefulness of
charitable institutions in that part of the country was almost

ne. There'were aimost no poor there; those who could not

rmerly get employment obtained it to-day. He knew
that new munufsctures had started in his county and: had
sprung up in . 8t, Johm, Montreal and other parts- of
Quebec,  Money was so abundantthat many farmers who
had money and were willing to lend it at 6 per cent, coald
not obtain borrowers. The hon. member for Bothwell need
not say there was disappointment among the people. On
the contrary, there was great satisfaction with the poliey of
the present Government.

Mr. BOURBEAU. Mr. Speaker, it i8 well known that
for a long time past the young poople of Canada have been
emigrating to the United States in order to find work, It
is & well known fact that it is not long since manufacturers
in Canada received any encouragement. The protective
tariff adopted by the Americans had encouraged the manu-
factories of that couniry,and consequently had drawn away
our young peoplo seeking work. We have remarked
that emigration to the Uunited States has principally
increased since the orisis came upon us in 1874, A tide of
emigration then set in which it is not always easy to stop,
but I think T am aware of the caunse that induced a great
many Canadians to go to the United States since last year.
The American railway companies have largely contributed
to that state of things; they have agents established all
through the country, active agents fur the sale of passenger
tickets on their lines, and these agents were instructed to
tell ‘people that were in debt, ple whose business
prospects were not brilliant, people who had most suffered
by the crisis that we have just got through—these agents
were careful to tell them: “If you go to the United States,
to such or such & town, the - manufactories are in full opera-
tion, wages are good, you cannot fail to make a great deal
of money, and you will come back in a couple of years with
enough money to pay your debts and to purchase a fine
farm.” I have known persons who have allowed themselves
to be led away by the fine speeches of these ticket agents,
who went to the States, after having sacrificed the few
goods they had, and who sre now weeping and wishing to
come back to Canada.  But they cannot; they will be
obliged to remain there some time yet ; they will still have
to know homesickness, with their families, in a strange
land. I went to the United States myself, not with the
intention of working there, but in order to verify the fact
that more than the half of those who are there would fain
see themselves back in Canada and wish they had never set
foot on American soil. What most aggrieves these poor
emigrants who have beon drawn to the States by the
insinuating speeches of the agents is to learn that our
manufactories in Canada are 'mow progressing, that new
ones are being started every day, and that workingmen get
better prices in Cawada to-day than in the United States. I
do mnot say that prices are higher, but they .are more
remunerative, because living expenses are less here, because
in Osnada they are at home and can practice economy
much more effectually, and live much more happily here
than in'the United States. The hon, member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) has spoken of the bankruptcies that have
occurred in Oanada within the-last year. I think, Sir, that
the banmkruptcies that have ocourred in Canada since
last year are far fiom attaining the rate of bankruptcies
ition

National Policy adopted by our Government has put new
life into the business of the ‘country, Qur manufactories
are filled with workingmen who had been long waiting for
work, and we soe -great activity everywhere. QOur loather

mantiaotories are working on a great scale ; we have fo-day
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an excellent market for Canadian manufactured leather,
thanks to the protection that the Government has extended:
to these leather manufactories. 'We have great encourage-
ment for boot and shoe manufaetories. It is well known
that during several years considerable &fforts were made to
promote the manufacture of leather in Canada, and you
know, Sir, what great difficulties were met with. Protection,
that hus been granted by the Government, was wanting.
To-day those boot and shoe manufactories are pregressing
rapidly, and increasing daily in numbers. That is a well-
koown fact that no one can question. Paper manufacteries
are also progressing and- working on a large scale.
Agricultural implements, such as shovels, spades, axes,
mowing machines, and all other kinds of agricaltural
implements, are also manufactured in great numbers, Last
summer the manufacturers of the 'articles I have just
mentioned, could not furnish half the demands. I know a
manufacturer who could not fill the orders he received ; and
I heard a manufacturer say that he could have sold 800
mowing machines over and above those te had manu-
factured. Is that & proof that the business of the country
is decreasing because this manufacturer missed the sale of
800 mowing machines, worth from $60.00 to $80.00 each ?
The National Policy has been severely criticised, but it.is
less spoken of than a year ago. 1 notice that silence is
})retty generally observed on this subject. Hon. gentlemen
limited themselves to emigrants going to the United States,
but they have not repeated this year what they said last
year, to wit:: that the National Policy was raising the price
of articles of consumption in Canada. Well, after having
looked over the tariff, and comparing tho prites of articles
of consumption, I see that it-is precisely the articles upon
which the heaviest duties were imposed that we are now
buying at the lowest prices. I will take, for example, axes,
upon which a duty of 35 per cent. was imposed, and I
am in a position to prove that they are sold cheaper
to-day than three years ago. I will take bats, upon
which a daty of 30 'per cent. was pat, I can
show that since the adoption of- the National Policy
we have in the country three manufactories of hats that we
had not before; and 1 can, moreover, prove that bats are
gelling cheaper to-day than three years ago. I cam also
speak of cotton goods manufactured in Canada; and although
the tariff has been raised about thirty-five per cent, I am in
a powition to state that cotton goods are selling in Canads,
proportionately speaking, cheaper than in other countries;
and the quality of cotton goods manufactured in Canada can
compare with the cotton goods of any other country. The
cotton geods manufactured in Canada is of better quality than
the cotton-wares that used to be brought from Europe, and can
compare favorably with the cotéon goods manufactured in the
United States. I might mention agreat many other articles
upon which a duty of thirty to thirty-five per cent.was imposed
and that are now selling cheaper than when there was a duty
of seventeen a half per cent. put on them. One day I w s
speaking in public, in one of the parishes of my couunty, and
a man who works in iron eaid to me : “ With your National,
Policy you make me pay very dear for my iren; iron that
we used to buy last year at $2 per one hundred pounds is
now selling at $3.00; and that is on avecunt of your National
Policy.” Butl took the Tariff, and showed him that the duty
on iron had only been raised about four and & half per cent.
on one hundred pounds, and yet iron had gone up $1. I
met the same person later, when iron bad gone down $1,
and I asked him if the National Policy had the result of
putting up and putting down the price of iron. .Of course,
there will be fluctnations in the market; to.day iron may:
be very dear, to-morrow it will be cheaper, and we must not
conclude that every increase in price is due to° the ‘ational;
Policy. . Well, Sir, all the agricultural implements that are
made in Canada, and that -are employed in this -country for
the cultivation of the land, the duty on all these implements
Mr. BourBEAT.

{

was raised from seventeen and a half te thirty-five per eent.,
and yet the farmers who need them do not pay any dearer
for them ; on the contrary,-as I have just stated, they are
bought cheaper from the fact that-they are made in Canada.
If you go into a store, Mr. Speaker, you will see that on the
shelves and on the counter, more than halt of the goods—I
am speaking of a general store—are manufactured in Canada.
Before the adoption of the present tariff, before the adoption
of the Nations] Policy, there were on the counters American
cottons, American shirtings, blankets imported from Europe,
tweeds imported from Europe. To-day you can hardly find
a piece of bleached cotton imported from Europe or the X.f;:ited
States. All the cotton goods sold in Canada are for the
greater part- manufactured in the country. And-after that, Sir,
they tell us that the National Policy is driving people away
from Capada; that emigration, is on the increase; that the
National Policy is ruining the country. How can that be
explained ? I would say to hon. gentlemen opposite make haste
and speak of the emigrants that are going to the United
States, for you will not be able to speak of them long
advantageously ; soon you will be obliged to speak of them
no more, because we are drawing near to the end of this
great emigration to the United States. As I said inthe
beginning, once the tide has set in it is difficult to stop it,
but the Xational Policy is calculated to put an end to this
tide of emigration. The increase in the manufactares of
the country, the wages of the workingmen that have
increased from 75 to 100 per cent. within the last two or
three years, and thesettlement of the lands in the North-West,
will impede the tide of emigration, for the Company that we
bave just enirusted with the building of the Pacific Railway
will open up a splendid market for Canadian manufactures.
We will soon see this tide of emigration setting in towards
the North-West,and we will then have the outlet that hon.
gentlemen were 8o anxious about when we adopted the
National Policy. We have often been reproached with
striving to glut the market. Well, we are going to apen
up a market for the surplus of Canadian manufactures.
The opening of the lands of the North-West to settlement
will draw a great number of immigrants from Europe. On
reaching the North-West, the first thing these immigrants
want is to procure the most necessary articles for furnish-
ing their houses, ; they want a stove, they want cooking
utensils, all these articles are manufactured in the country,
and the National Policy will prevent the inhabitants of the*
North-West from putchasing them from the United States ;
8o much the more so, that they will be ablo to get them
cheaper here. The settlers in the North-West will require
agricultural implements; they will need ploughs; they will
need reapers and mowing machines, threshing machines;
and these articles, where will they get them ? They will
come and purchase them in the older Provinces of Canada,
Then we will see emigration cease ; then the young  jjeople
of Canada will find profitable employment in our home
manufactures and will cease to go away. The heads of
families will not be obliged to leave the comntry to go
and darn money wherewith to pay their debts.contracted
during the hard times ; times will have become better, and
the fathers of families will not be tempted to change their
position.  Sir, 1 say that times will be better, but they are
already better. What do we see in the country places as well
a8 in the towns ? We see the proof that times are much better,
‘and I will show that such is the case from the fact that the
money lenders, the usurers who wers ruining the rae&l popu-
1ation, who were lending money at twenty, twenty-fixe and
‘thirty per cent.—these- money lenders, who have been the
‘cause of agreat many pooplegoing tothe United States; these
londers of money at twenty-five and thirty per cent., cannot
lend to-day. at even eight per cent., money baving become
-easier. The farmer can, therefore, sell his produce with more
‘advantage. And if the farmers were, to-day, consulted and
asked what difference there is between the prices they can
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(Etﬁn for their prodace mow and the prices they were:

tiing two or three years ago, before the adoption of the
n:i‘:ga‘l Policy, they would say that, to-day, they are
satisfied, but that before the adoption of the National Policy
they were far from being so. And in the rural district,
where 1 reside, I have often seen our worthy farmers trying
to sell their uce to men who could have promised to
pay, and who would have kept their promise, but without
sucoess; ' They could not even sell their goods on credit,
and still less for cash. To-day, everything is selling for
cash. Money was never more plentiful in the rural districts
than it is te-day. 1 have notthe advantage, Sir, of residing
in town, but if I judge of what is taking place in the towns
by what I see in the country, I should say that the towns-
eop'e ‘must be satisfied with the result of the National
golicy, because if, in the-country, business is good, we are
able to meet our obligations towards our farnishers in town.
I consider that the rural districts help to increase the trade
of the cities; I consider tbat the country is one of the most

powertul feeders of the town ; that whenever business is

prosperous in the country, it cannot but be prosperous in
the cities also. Mr. Speaker; I did not rise to speak upon
the National Policy, but the hon. member for Bothwell
(Mr. Mills) tried to insinnate that this policy had brought
about & great many bankruptcies in the country this year.
Ard I deemed it my duty to refute that assertion by saying
a few words about the manufactoriés that are mow in
the country; by trying briefly to show the advantages of
the National Policy, and by endeavoring to prove that, far
from being hurtful to the commercial interests of Canada,
the National Policy has bcen beneficial to the trade of the
country. I think that I have succeeded in showing that
the hion. member for Bothwell was wrong in stating that
the National Policy had resulted in a great many bank-
mgcies in this country. -

r. OLIVIER. Mr. Speaker, I will not occupy the time
of this hororable House at any great length. Ionly crave
its indulgence for a few minutes. The hon. gentlemen who
have just sat down, the hon. member for Arthabaska (Mr.
Bourbeau) and the hon. member for Rouville (Mr. Gigauit),
have shown us the Province of Quebec in an era of such
great prosperity that it really pains me to contradict them.
I, also, am bappy to state that the Province of Quebec is in
a proeperous cordition ; but there is one fact that is clear
for everybody, a fact that one must be blind not to see, and
that is that emigration from the Province of Quebec is
constantly increasing, instead of decreasing, It is quite
patural that these gentlemen should boast of the progress of
the Province of Quebee, for during the elections of 1878
these gentlemen endeavored to establish that their policy
would bring back prosperity to the country; and, to-day,
in order to show that their arguments were good, they
come ‘and tell us that the Province of Quebec is enjoying a
period of prosperity unheard of until now. Woll, Sir, the
fact that emigration is increasing in the Province of Quebec,
as weltl as in the other Provinces 1s, I think, calenlated to
convince these gentlemen that the National Policy has not.
fulfilled the object they intended it to fulfil. In .the
Province of Quebec, as well as in the other Provinces, I
think T am able to say that the National Policy has
missed the mark ; for one must be blind, or not go out of
the house, not to see every day car loads of emigrants setting
off for the United States. These gentlemen are pleased to
state that these people are only going for a few days, and
that they wili come back later. But everyone knows, as
well as 1 de, that nine-tenths of those who start. for the

Btates do not come back, but go to swell the population of |

the neighboring Republic. Hon. Ministers when questioned

last year as to the remedy that could be brought to stop{

this scourge, answered that they koew of none;.that by
his very character ‘the Canadian was a‘gt to emigrate; and
that they sgid that the people of the Province of Quebec

{ Canadians to emigrate to the North-West.

ware still emigrating, in spite of the National .Policy.
Well, this year, and especially within the three months
that have just.elapsed, we see by American statistics that
emigration has increased, and goes on increasing. Thus I
think that houn. Ministers from the Provivroe of Quebec, who
are now sitting on the Troasury benches, and whese
eafwoities are so much boasted of, would be acting patrioti-
cally if theysought for some means ot preventing emigration.
Unheard of offorts are being made to direct immigration
towards the North-West and Manitoba. Far from blaming
this policy, I congratulate the Government on having
taken stepe to encourage immigration to the North-West;
but we should not forget the interests of our own Province;
and these gentlemon, far from seeking to find some means
of keeping our Canadiang at home, especially in the Province
of Quebec, do all in their power to induce tho French-
Sir, help was
asked for the construction of railways in the Province
of Quebec, in order to aid the settlement of the valleys of
the Saguenay and Lake St. John, What answer was
given? The answer was that the question was under
consideration, which was equivalent to saying that nothing
would be done; that no help would be given for these
railways. Well, Sir, I think that it wounld have been wiser,
instead of inducing our people to go to the North-Wost, to
aid the construction of these railways, which would have
secured the development of a bundred parishes, that would
contain thousands and thousands of people before ten years.
[ am far, Sir, from eeeing the great prosperity mentioned
by the hon. member for Arthabaska (Ms. Bourbeau). In
my county there are not a groat muauy manufactories; the
county that I have the honor of representing is essentially
an agricultural county, and the people are tar from lauding
the National Policy. The farmers ask themselves what
good this policy has done them. Produce sells at better
prices to-day because the demand in the American market
i8 better. That is what we see; and it is only in the
counties, represented by members who are friends of the
Government, that these great changes are noticed. As for
us, Sir, altbough we pay all possible attention to any
changes that may take place, we have not yet seen that
any has occurred,

Mr. BECHARD said he hal not intended saying any-
thing in this debate, but the speech of his hon. friend from
Rouville (Mr. Gigault) impelled him to say & few words.
He was surprised when be heard the hon. Minister of Agri-
culture attempting to lead the House to believe that the
emigration of people frowmn the Province of Quebec to the
United States was almost ntl ; and he confessed his surprise
was not a little increased when he heard the hon. member

-for Rouville sustaining the position taken by the Minister of

Agricultare. It was well known to any mén who lived in
the Province of Quebec, that there never was, in the history
of that Province, such an exodus as was witnessed
from the fall of 1879 wup to this moment.
The hon. Minister of Agriculture, who came from Quebes,
knew this but did not wish to admit it. He (Mr. Béchard)
represented a county whose population was about 15,000
souls, and from that county, since 1873, over 1,000 poople had
gone to the United Btates, A very large exodus could
also be said to huve taken place from Rouville,
and the several counties adjacent 10 his. The newspapers
of both political parties had contained articles deploring the
immense exodas from the Province of Quebec to the United
States within. the past two years, The hon. member for
Rouville said the people were to-day well satisfied. He
(Mr. Béchard) did not deny. that. They had a very good
crop last year and a moderately good crop this year, and
the demand in foreign markets had been brisk so that the .
farmers obtained -good prices for their produce. But the
}Eeople understood this was notowing to the Nationai Policy.
hey uaderstood that when they depended on the foreign
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markets for the prices of their produce, the high prices were
not the result of the National Policy. The hon. gentleman said
he had met Liberals in his county who told him they could not
understand how the Liberal party could be dissatisfied with
the results of the National Policy. If that hon. gentleman
was to call a meeting in his county he could not get a majo-
rity of his constituents to pass a resolution endorsing the
- National Policy. The hon. gentleman referred to elections
in the Province of Quebec within thelast couple of years, #s a
roof that thte people were satisfied with the National Policy.
ut he might have referred to the election which took place in
* his own constituency a year ago, in which the Liberal candi-
date was elected by over 250 majority, notwithstanding the
great efforts and influence of hon. gentlemen.

Mr. HOUDE. That was for another Parliament.

Mr. BECHARD. The struggle was made on the same
ground, in a great measure, as that which -took place in
Ontario, that is to say, on ‘the ground of Federal politics.
He (Mr. Béchard) did not attribute this great exodus to the
application of the National Policy, but he would say the

ational Policy had failed to prevent it, as was promised
two years ago and during the last elections.

Mr. ROSS (Middlesex) said hon. gentlemen opposite made a
%reat mistake in attempting to discredit the statements made
¥ hon. gentlemen on this side, in regard to the great e+odus
from the Dominjon since a year or two. These statements
were either true or untrue. To sustain the position thate
they were untrue we had simply the general statements of
hon. gentlemen opposite; we had the reckless calenlation of
the hon. Minister of Agriculture who attempted to arrive at
the extent of the emigration from Canada by deducting the
number of passengers crossing the frontier into the United
States from those returning.  What had we to sustain the
contention that the exodus does exist ? We had, in the
first place, very carefully prepared statistics from the
United States, statistics prepared by Custom-house officers,
who were, no doubt, quite ableto discharge the duties of
their office; we had statements which embraced not
simply the general report of emigrants or of people passing
from one country to another, but that gave details such as
1heir last place of residence, their occupation, destination,
&c. Statements prepared in this way with such care,
which were made, not merely at the frontier portsof entry,
but at all the Atlantic and Pacific ports of entry, which were
sent to Washington, authenticated by the signatures of
these Custom-house officers, were more to be depended on
than the general statements made by hon. gentlemen opposite.
These very statements had been quoted by hon. gentlemen
opposite, during the regime of the late, Administration, as a]
proof that the country was languishing, that the people
were not prospering; that our trade wag declining ; and if hon.
gentlemen made use of these statements fairly, as proving
the existence of that state of things under the late Govern-
ment, it did not lie in their mouths to refuse at least to pay
_ respectful deference to similar statistics quoted on ‘the
opposite side of the House. This was a very serious ques-
tion, the weight of the evidence, so far as he had been “able
to consider it, went, to show that there was an alarming
exodus. He believed that the facts quoted by hon. gentle-
men on this side were sustained by similar asseverations
in their own localities. He was not prepared to say
what was the extent of this emigration from his own
district, but he did say that he had no reason
to believe that the population in the western part of Ontario
was increasing very rapidly. He could go further and give
many instances in which prosperous and well-to-do farmers
had sold out and gone to.the North-West. But there was
more than that involved in the statement. It was a serious
thing in a country like ours, with only a limited population,
to be told that something like 1u0,000 people had left us
during the last year. What Jid that respresent? They!
Mr. BfcHARD,

learned from the reports of the Minister of Agriculture,
that every emigrant to Canada represented a cost of about
$50, so that the loss of 100,000 people to the Dominion
represented an annual loss to the wealth of the country of
$5,000,000 which was an alarming amount considered
from that point' of view. More than that, they
would notice that every individual member of our
population represented to the revenue of this coun-
try at least $6 per head per annum; so that the loss of
100,000 people annually meant a loss to the revenue of
$60,000 a year. What he would have expected the Minister
of Agriculture to have done, when these serious statements
were made by hon. gentlemen on this side, would have been
to make a careful investigation of the matter, so that he
would have been able to place before the House reliable and
satisfactory evidence that the exodus did not exist. The
effect of this exodus upon those people who feel disposed to
settle in our country must be injurious. Hon. gentlemen
opposile must not blame members on this side if they

.called attention to the facts. The Government and its

supporters: were quite ready to call attention
to the expatriation of thonsands of - Canadians
as they called it, under the late Administration, and they
said they were doing their duty as an Opposition in so stat-
ing their views with regard to the matter. Were hon.
gentleman on this side doing less when they warned the
Government that the expatiation was going on still, and at
a very rapid rate ? If the statistics of the United States
Customs officers were correct they had the astounding fact
that while, during the five years,of the late Administration,
120,937 people left the Dominion for the United States,
during the two years of the present Government, 130,602
had left the Dominion, or a greater number by 10,000 in two

“years, than during five years of the late Administration. Now,

if this statement were true—and it was well authenticated
—it required the earnest consideration of the Government
—it required more than to be pooh-poohed by hon. gentlemen
opposite. When the report went already to the Old Country
that Canada was a country not to be desired, that it was a
country from which our own people were fleeing, and
fleeing rapidly, month by month and year by year, every-
body knew what the effect would be, that we would receive
less than our share of the immigration from Europe. Hon.
gentlemen opposite said that members on this side should
extol their country.. It was not involved in this discussion
whether they should extol or decry their country. They
were dealing with a particular question, and the question
was whether there was or was not such a large emigration
as that to which attention had been called in the House.
It was not a matter of importance at the present moment
whether the exodus was due to the National Policy or to
some other cause. The great question was did the exodus
exist? And the answer to that. question should be estab-
lished by reliable evidence. He had herea statement from
a newspaper published in Manitoba in the interests of the
Government, in reference to one single party of emigrants
that left in charge of Mr. Taylor of Ottawa. It was as
follows : —

{ Four hundred and ten Canadians left Ontario on Wednesdzt{, October
8th, in charge of Mr. Taylor the Ottawa immigration agent. and, of these,
only about one hundred and fifty came to this Province. The remainder
two hundred and sixty were distributed at various points of the United
States .but priucipally in Dakota, The proportion, as nearly a8 may be,
was one-third to Manitoba and two-thirds to the United States. * * * The
start wag made from Ottawa on Wednesday, the 8th October, at 8.308.m.,
and reached Brockville the same aftermoon, where the irain was fully
made up and which here consisted of two bai ge cars, seven passenger
coaches, and some ten cars of freight and stock. Calls were made at Port
Hope, Whitby, Toronto, and one or two minor places, which augmented
the train to .three cars baggage, ten coaches of passengers,—in whic
there were 410 souls. * * ® At Chicago the first break wasmade ; nearly a
whole coach of passengers getting off at that city. There was no more
left the train until St. Paul was reached when a large number got off,
having tickets v28 Northern Pacific for Jamestown, Mapletoa and Fargo.
A number of freight cars were detached there. The start from St. Paunl
was made with three baggage cars and nine passenger coaches only, the
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freight aod stock following nine hours aflerwards. A few passsngers
baving left the train at Alexandris and Glyndon, but by far the greateat
number got off at Urookston, bound for Dakota, a couple of the bag|

Vincent was reached about six o’clock Pruterda% morning, when a consi-
derable number more left the train for Northern Dakota. * ¢ * Notover
100 out of the original number came to this city and only about 150 to
the Province.”

Ho was quoting from the Winnipeg T'imes, & paper published
in the interests of the hon. gentlemen opposite. These
were statements made on the spot where the information,
no doubt, was tolerably accurate, startling as it was. 1t
was due to the opposition that the hon. the Minister of
Agriculture, who had eharged the late Administration with
neglect of duty, in not stopping the-exodus which he said
then existed, to see now that the proper steps were taken to
investigate and settle this question. If this exodus was
taking place, then the Government should take steps to
remedy the evil. This question ought to engage our serious
attention. Such a drain on our population must have a
very serious effect upon our future prosperity, and upon our
ability to bear the heavy strain involved in .the heavy
financial burden now existing and to be inoreased. Last
year they called the attention of the hon. gentlemen
opposite to the peculiar advertisement contained in some
pamphlets that were circulated under the authority
of the Department of Agriculture. ~He was not sure that
he might not be able to show that there was a connection
between the pamphlets circulated so freely under the
imprimateur of the hon. the Minister of Agriculture and
this great exodus. The intention of these pamphlets, no
doubt, was to disseminate information about the Dominion
of Canada, but they did more, for they showed in the most

tempting way, the great inducement which Dakota,

Montana and Northern Minnesota offered to the settler.
Was it possible that this large exodus from Canada was the
fruit of the indusiry of the hon. the Minister of Agriculture
in that direction ? Had he been sowing the wind and reaping
the whirlwind in this matter? Had we here a proof that
the hon. gentleman was qualified to fill the high position he
occupied, because he was capable of sending a large number
of our population to a foreign country than in indacing
foreigners to settle here ¥ -

Mr. COURSOL said the hon. member for Shefford (Mr.
Huntington) had recommended the House to discuss this
question from a high point of view, and not from a party
point of view. It was to be regretted that his advice had
not been followed by his own friends. The arguments of
hon. gentlemen opposite were evidently aimed at the
National Policy. He was not in a position to deny the
statistics produced by the hon. gentlemen opposite, but he
belicved they had been greatly exaggerated, and would so
be found if they were thoroughly sifted. There was
unquestionably a-large exodus from this country to the
United States. Many reasons had been assigned for this,
thoagh, perhaps, they would not be equally convincing to
both sides of the House. One fact which could not be
denied; was that the great prosperity of the United States,
and the high prices paid for wages since the last twenty
months, had attracted 8 good deal of emigration thither.
But it must be remembered that this movement was from a
country moderately protected, to another country much
‘more.. highly protected, aad where the people were more
largely taxed than we were. The National Policy was only
in its infancy as yet, but it had already accomplished much in
the way of encouraging manufactures. If, as he hoped,
the present Government remained in

dent. it would aceomplish very much greater resulis in
building up mmtive  industries and affording employment
tothe‘;m;ll’o. No one'will deny but that, in the ince
of Quebec, this policy has bailt up numerous mannfactories.
In Montreal-and. other cities thonsands of people had been

cars being also detached -here. The journey was continuel until St.| What could be the reason given

&nd which the

r for a long time
-to come, and maintained the National Policy, he was confi-

afforded employment in manufactories that had been
established under the fostering care of the National Policy.

‘ by hon. genﬁemen opposite
for this pretended exodus to the United States ? Was it on
account of the policy of the Government ? Was it on acoouut
of our institutions ? Was it bacause those hon. gentlemen

| bad been painting in such bright colors the land of the stars

and stripes? Or was it because the poople of Canada were
becoming less loyal and more Americanized than before?
Were they leaving the country because they preferred
Ameriean institutions to ours? He did not believe that,
He believed the people of Canada were emigrating to
the United States because they wanted money, and because
some of them preferred the comparatively easy and well
paid work of the manufactory to the laborious and precarious
work of the farm, It was impossible to stop emigration in
any country. The census of last.year would show that even
in the United States, emigration was taking place from the
east to the west. It was & delusion to attribnte thiy
emigration to the National Policy, which hon. gentlemen of
the Treasury benches might be proud for having insugurated,
E:gple would support them in maintaining.
The hon. member for Iberville (Mr. Béchard) had cited
the local election for the county of Rouville as an evidence
of dissatisfaction with the National Policy. That hon,
gentleman must know better than any one else how that
election was carried, as he had, if he (Mr. Coursol) mistook
not, taken a most active part in that election; yet he
could not deny that the county of Rouville was
Bmgressing and had been benefitted by the Natiounal
olicy. That election had npothing to do with
the National Policy; not one word was said about the
Federal Government; but the issue was a purely local one,
Every means was used to defeat the candidate of the Looal
Government, and. the ec:fposite party kunew what kind of
corruption was exercised for that purpose, and what efforts
were made to injure the popular and talented leader of the
Quebec Government. That election was no test of the
National Policy. The real tests were the elections which
bad taken place for this House since that policy had been
inaugurated. In the Province of Quebec no less than five
olections had taken place, within short periods of each
other. In the counties of Joliette and Brome, the candidates
favoring the National Policy were triumphant by large
majorities; in the county of Bagot, tho hon. President of
the Council was elected by acclamation; in the county
of Queboe, the hon. Minister of Mi]itia was also elected
ll?' acclamation ; and in ‘the county of Montmorency, the
ational Policy candidate was elected by an immense
majority, aithough it was predicted that the people there
would go_against it. These were facts showing clearly
that the National Policy was the policy of the country.
Hon. gentlemen opposite might say—and he supposed
that explained the position they took now-——that if they got
back to the Treasury beuches, and bronght back free-trade,
not one soul wonld leave this country for the United States
This was a question which should be looked into calmly,
and cooly, with the view of finding some process “which
coutd be put into operation to stop this emigration ; and if
hon. gentlemen opposite could.suggest such a process, th
might fairly claim to be regarded as benefactors of their
country. But he thought it was impossible. Canadians,
like other people, emigrated when it pleased them, and
when it was to their interest to do so; and he believed the
only effectual way to keep them in the country was to
maintain the gohcy we had inaugurated, to build up our
indastries and extend our manufactures, and from the
moment we conld give our people work all the year round,
the country would prosper and the people wonld stay at

home.
Mr. GILLMOR

agreed with the last speaker that it was
imprzssible for any

overnment to prevent people emigrating
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when it was in their interest to do so. He had not heard
any gentleman on this side of the House say that the
National Policy had caused people to cmigrate, and he did
not think it had driven many people "out of the country.
The point taken by the Opposition was not that the National
Policy had driven the people away, but that it had failed to
keep them in Canada. Any hon. gentleman who had becn |
in the House while the late Government was in power could

not have forgotten the chapter of 'lamentations,

mourning and woe expressed by hon. gentlemen gppo-
site in regard to people leaving the country. They
said that when they got "into power they would

build up the industries of the country, find employment for
our young men, and that the exodus would be stopped. The
Opposition claimed that the policy of the present Govern-
ment had failed entirely; that in reality the -exodus had
increased. He did not know how much it had increased.
He knew it was very hard for them to live in the conntry and
feed and clothe their families. His hon. friend from Middlesex
stated it was necessary for them to look this matter in the
face. It was impossible for them to prevent people going to
a country where they could better themselves. They did
not claim that that could be done. They only remembered
what the present Government had said when they were out
of power, and only referred to the matter to prove that
their assertions had been groundless. They had deceived
the people with the cry that if they got into power they
would give employment to everybody, and that no person
would be compelled to leave the country. People were
found leaving faster than ever. Inthe county he represented,
in agreat many instances the able-bodied men were going to
the United States. He would like any hon. gentleman from
New Brunswick or Prince Edward Island to rise in his place
and say that the exodus is not greater than ever before. The
hon. the Minister of Finance does not say that th.y are not |
going away by thousands, he only says that two thousand
came back. He (Mr, Gillmor), would be surprised if any
representative from New Brunswick would rise in his place
and say that the exodus from that Province has not been
astonishing. He believed it was the same wilh respect to
Nova Scotia. He did not believe that any hon. member
from New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, or Prince Edward Island
would rise in his place and say the people were not going
away in thousands. He had been informed that in two
years 1,000 able-bodied men had left the county of
Carleton; they could not lsave at the same rate in the futare.
He did not know whether the National Policy would kecp
them there or not ; but they were not there to go. He did
not blame the Government for not stopping them. It was
out of their power to do so, they cannot prevent them. It
might be that increase of business would stop the exodus’
for the present, because it would give more employment. Bat
willany hon. gentlem&n have the hardihood to tell an intelli-
gent people that they had anything to do with increasing the
Erice of lumber. Would they dare to doit? No. What
ad they done to keep people in the country ? The National
Policy had started some manufactories, it had started one
factory in the county he represented. 1t was a soap factory
and %ave employment to three or four men, but that was a
small number of people in a county with from 25,800 to
30,000. Hom. gentleman opposite sing a different song
now. Formerly the statement was dragged into every
speech that the peeple were leaving the country. Now
Quebec was quite satisfied, every body was well to.do.
Nevertheless, in Maine they were appointing postmasters
who could speak French in order to meet the reguirements
of French settlers. "People left the _country to
better their condition, because they received higher’
wages in the United States, and “because it is more
prosperous than Canada.

He regretted the fact, but]

‘no Government could prevent emigration, but hon,
gentlemen opposite when before the ‘people at the last’
Mr, GiLLMOR. )

elections endeavored to convince the people that they could
do so. There was no policy, which a Government could
adopt to. keep its people within the country, -exeept
that of making the taxation as light as possible; and any-
Government which imposed heavy taxes humbugged the
people and did not deal honestly with. them. There had
never been at any previous period in New Brunswick, sueh
an extensive exodus as had taken place within ‘the Jast two’
years; and no member from New grunswié‘k, on either side
of politics could truthfully say to the contrary. In both
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick the same state of things
prevailed. Hon. gentlemen opposite did not wish to refer to-
this question now, and probably there was nothing practi<
cal to be gained by it; but it was pleasant as a sét-off to the
charges brought against the late Government. Our young
people were emigrating to the United Btates, because it
bad a less burthen of debt than Canada. In spite ef :an
snormous war, its debt was only $38 per head, ‘as against
$40 in Canada, without any war, army or. navy expenses,
while here taxes are imposed on the bread, fuel and clothing
of the people.” Yet the hon. gentlemen opposito still pro-
mise that a blessed time is coming. That had been the
promise of the Finance Minister for twenty-five years.
There was always a good time coming, if we lived long
enough; meanwhile the public burdens were being rolled up,
and the people were being crushed. The people wete
leaving the country, and they werd acting rightly if they
could better their condition. . o

Mr. WALLACE (South Norfolk) said that hon. gentlenien
opposite were continually expressing regret at the great:
emigration from this country, yet they mnever lost ah
opportunity of giving publicity to it. It was desirable that
the real facts connected with—if it was _troe—that
statement should be brought down by the Minister -of
Agricalture, in which he promised to prove ihat the great’
exodus was not correct, as was alleged by the returns ot 'the
Custom-house -officer at Port Huron. He (Mr. Wallace)
could not agree with the hon. member for North Norfolk
(Mr. Charlton) that there was & great emigration from the
north riding of thatcounty last year. The hon. member
for North Norfolk has placed the emigration at from 8} to
5 per cent. of the population. Taking the population of the
county at 30,000, that would amount to from 1,000 to'
1,500, or from 200 to 300 families. He coiuld not “believe:
that there was anything like that omigration from-thé
county of Norfolk. He thought that the.statistics would
prove that that was altogether over-stated, Theemigration-
from the country was.not as great during the last
two years preceding the advent :to -power -of  the'
present Government as it had been during the past
two  years. He thought if hon. gentlemen iwould
reflect for a moment it would be ‘very easy to accoant fer
that fact. They left their country to better their condition.
Now, what was the condition of the American industries-
between the years 1873 and 1878? Every man knew that
there was a commercial depression, that during that peried-
workshops were closed to a very large extent. ' They know,
as statod by the people of that country themselves, that the

“United States was filled with tramps: He woonld ask what

indutement there Was ‘to any man to leave Uanada and go
to a country, where such a state of things existed, to fook:
for employment, and go 'there without a hope of hettering:
‘bis condition. He thought that fact alone would accounnt for
the lesser emigration during that period. ‘The manufattur
ing imdustries of that country give-a ‘greater diversity of
employment to our young 'men, wio, not : wanting te’ go_
into ‘farming, find a better scope “for “their abilities. By-
developing the industries of this- country, thereby gisv:;ﬁ
employment to .everybody, “increasing’ the ‘wages, “and
inducing immigration to'the country, will be found the diver
sity of employment required to ’keatg our young men here.

the National Policy, and

a ¥
S

That was what was contemplated by
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that he thought it wasdoing. Hon. gentlemen said that the
country ::% being rningd. If tﬁ:t were true, if the
industries of the country were not being fostered as they
had been during the last two years, would the emigration
from this country be less or greater ? It would be greater,
because jf they counld not be employed in the manufacture

of goods in this country they would have gone to the United

States, or some other conntry. He held that gentlemen, in
arguing as they had, were illogical. They contended we

were driving people out of this country by high taxation,

into. 8 eountry where all admitted the people were
higher taxed than they are here. The thing
positive absurdity, yet these were the arguments hon.
gentlemen opposite brought forward to show’the exodus
was due to the National Policy. What evidence
had we that the couniry was more prosperous than it was.
During the regime of hon. gentlemen opposite our trade and
revenue declined. To-day both are increasing. Could we
have better evidence of the prosperity of a country than the
fact that its trade and revenue were increasing.

Mr. DESJARDINS. 1 am sorry to see the- means ihat
are resorted to in order to justify the position taken by the
members of the Liberal party, with regard to the National
Policy. They think to justify themselves by casting
discredit on the Province they represent, and they endeavor
to show that far from baving derived any benefit from the
introduction of protection, we are still in the period of
depression. I am able to contradict that statement, becanse
1 am in a position to see what is taking place in one of the
most important centres of population. I am ready to.assert
that, in Montreal and the neighborbood, not only there is no
such emigration as is stated, but that, on the contrary, there
is & homeward tendency. Every day we can see by the
papers that property in and around Montreal is going up to
former prices, that msnufactories are being opened, that
the manufactories abandoned under the policy of the proced-
ing Administration are again working under conditions of
greater prosperity than ever. And not only are former
manufactories taking a new lease of life, but new ovuvs are
being established nearly every week. In the county thatl
represent, the manufactories have more than doubled ; the
great cotton manufactory at Hochelaga, that was established
in gpite of the indifference of the Liberal Government, has
dongled within two years; and not only bas it doubled, but
ihey talk of adding anotber extension that will treble its
producing capacity, On the other hand, in the western
part of the same county all the manufactories are in_full
operation, and thousands of working men find there to-day
steady and paying employment. We well remember, Mr.
Speaker, that in 1£74, 187> and 1876, the working popula-
tion was obliged either to abandon Monireal and the
neighborhood or else to go and work on the Lachine Canal,
that was then being widened, at 50 cents per day, that was

id to them not in money but in goods. If, during the

ast two years, there has been a continucd and large
emigration of working men from certain parts of tﬁe
Proyince, it was in consequence of the policy adopted by
the, Liberal Government, and not on account of the policy
apgurated by the Conservative Administration. The
present ‘po‘,li(;g;has the effect of repairing the evil, of stopping
emjgration that the policy of the Mackenzie Government
did_nothing to suppress. To day, thanks to the establish-
ment of these manpnfactories, we see the houses that were
abandoned from 1674 to 187§, ouce raore inhabited; we see
iamilies again occupying. these homes that were worth
nothing to the proprictors that built them. At Hochelaga,
for instance, not only are ail the houses occupied, but they
are obliged to build a good many more to meet the constant
demands.of the working people who come and swell the
nambers of our population. oll,.since such a movemert
is going on.in the principal centre, it is evident that, by the
very force of circumstances, it will spread to all parts of the

is al

counntry. The establishment of manufactories, their pros-
perity, their capacities increasing to. & considerable extent;
the_consumption in the country will also increase, and,
consequently, agridulture, as well as all other industries,
will soon profit by the prosperity resulting from this policy,
and ere long we shall see the population of the Province
growing ; this movement ‘of emigration, begun under the
Liberal Administration, is coming to an end, and a homeward
movement is springing up that will fill the void created in
our midst by the scourge of emigration.

Mr. MoCUAIG said the statements with reference to the
the exodus from Canada were utterly fallacious. Any person
at all familiar with the passage and transport trade of this
country would iangh at the statements made here to-night
by hon. gentlemen opposile to prove the Dominion was
going to ruin because of the people leaving it for the adjoining
Republic. With reference to the Federal debt of the United
States and Canada he (Mr. McCuaig) had compiled from
official documents a statemontshowing the true position of the
United States and Canada up to December, 1879. The state-
ments made here in this connection by some of our public
men were highly improper, becavse such statements were
calculated to injure Canada as a country. The hon.
member for North Norfolk (Mr. Charlton) to use his
own language, ¢ urged that the country would not be popu-
lated as represented, and that the revenue anticipated by the
Government from the sale of lands was greatly exaggerated,
and taking the United States as a standard, he came to ‘the
conclusion this Dominion was on the verge of ruin,” &c.
He (Mr. McCuaig) would endeavor to %raw a com
rison between the financial position of the United States
and this Dominion with a view of demonstrating that the
fears of the hon. member were not well grounded. The
total debt of Canada, on 1st July, 1879, was (see Public
Accounts, pages 16and 17) $188,974,753 ; less sinking fund,
cash assets, &c., 836,493,683—net debt, $147,481,070. To
form a fair comparidon as to our relative indebtedness with
that of the Federal Government of the United States, we
should deduct subsidies payable to Provinces, say $3,442,764
annually, or representing an amount capitalized, at four per
cent., of $86,069,1u0. Net debt, irrespective of subsidics,

861,411,970, of which Canada paid for the Administration of

Justice in theseveral Provinces yearly, (see Public Accounts,
pages 13 10 84,) $5611,782; for maintenance of Penitentiaries
over and above the revenues derived therefrom, $252,367 ; for
the salaries of the several Lieutenant-Governors, $73,000;
making a total of this item of $837,149, payable annually by
the Dominion Government which, under the United Staies
gystem, would be payable by the separate States.
The capital sum represented by these payments was
$20,928,725, making a balance of debt of $40,483,245,
which under a system of Confederation similar to that of
the United States, would be the total liabilities of the
Dominion, on 1st July, 1879. Against this liability we had
assets (see pages 27 and 28, Public Accounts): Welland, St,
Lawreuce and other canals, $30,000,000; railways, including
the Intercolonial, and the railways in Nova Scotia, New
Brunswick, Prince Edward Island, &c., $40,000,000; Pacific
Railway expenditure to 1st July, 1879, 813,000,000 ; expen-
diture on harbors and light-houses, $4,000,000 ; expenditure
on Ottawa Works, Grenville Canal, &c., $3,000,000; "purchase

‘money for the North-West Territory, including expenditure

of its organization, $3,000,000 ; expenditure on Public
Bu?dings at Ottawa, Dominion streams, roads, bridges, &c.,
$4,600,000, say in round numbers, $100,000,000. The public
debt of the “United States on 1st December, 1879, was
$2,016,849,545 ; and the Dominion debt on 1st July, 1874,
deducting subsidies and allowances to Provinces, for com-
parison was, $40,482,342, or estimating the present popula-
tion of the United States at forty millions, and that of the
Dominion at four millions. The public debt of the United

States would form a charge of $50 per capita on their popu-
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lation ; while only 810 per capita would meet the debt of the
‘Dominion. He appealed with confidence to hon. members
of this House that such an exhibit was sufficient to justify
the course of the Government, and be held it justified him
in the vote he had recorded upholding their ‘declared policy.

Mr. BERGIN said two things were apparent from the
method of treatment of this question by hon. gentlemen
opposite. These were the depreciations of this country and
its prospects, and the glorification of the United States. He
was not surprised, therefore, that hon. gentlemen opposite
should become not only annoyed, but infuriated, that any one
should doubt the authority they produced from the United
States in support of their statements and of their attempts to
discredittheir own country. The member from Charlotte (Mr,
Gillmor) said hon. members on this side deprecated discussion
on this question. Well, conducted in the tone in which those
hon, gentlemen conducted it, they did deprecate it. Bon.
gentlemen on thisside believed their time could be better spent
than in detracting from the merits of their own country,
even if it was not as prosperous as it should be. He was
glad a gleam of reason appeared to have shot athwart the
mind of the hon. member for West Middlesex (Mr. Ross) who
admitted we ought not to depreciate our own country ;
that if we published to the world that it was not a good
country to live in, it was not to be wondered at, there shbuld
be an exodus from it and difficulty experienced in drawing
to it immigration from the older countries.

Mr. MILLS. Hon, gentlemen opposite did that for five
years when they were in Opposition. :

Mr. BERGIN said he could not admit that was true; but
if it were these gentlemen who possessed all the wisdom of
the country ought to be ashamed to follow an example of
that kind. The hon. member for Middlesex differed from
his leader, and he (Mr. Bergin) had hopes the hon.
member would yet come to this side, when he told us that
some incentive should be offered by the Government to
induce our own people to remain here and people from the
older countries to come in. These five years—bright for the
hon. member for Bothwell—were spent by him and his
colleagues in educating the people to believe that Govern-
ments were mere flies on the wheel unable to do anything
to advance their interests. We were told by the hon. mem-
ber for Charlotte (Mr. Gillmor) that our bread and fuel were
heavily taxed. A

An hon, MEMBER. It is true.

Mr. BERGIN said it was not true that the bread and the
fuel of this country were taxed ; and when hon. gentlemen
made these statements they showed that they were true to
their own instincts, though thoy were not trume to Canada.
They had these statements from Lon. gentlemen who had
not the same blood in their veins as the hon. member for
West Middlesex (Mr. Ross), who said that if there was an
cxodus, he regretted it. When hon. gentlemen spoke of the
exodus being so great, they spoke of something which he
(Mr. Bergin) did not believe. So far as the exodus from
Quebec was concerned, he knew of thousands from that
Province, who were said to have gone to the United States,
who had settled in Ontario. In Stormont there were two
very large—he was going to say very large—settlements of
French-Canadians, and they were worthy settlers, who were
adding to the wealth and prosperity of that county. In his
own town there must be at least 100 families of French-
Canadians, and the people there welcomed them becanse
they were among the most thriving and industrious members
of the population. From the county of Soulanges, the
first of the counties of Quebec adjoining Ontario, there
had gone in December of last year, to the State of
Obhio, & great many men to work in the lumber shanties,
but ti;ey would come back in the early spring, bringing
back money to assist in snpmrting themselves and their
families during the year, Labur was becoming scarce in

Mr, McCuare, ;

the United States; that country is not so full of tramps as
it was a short while ago; and it will not be long, under the
present policy of this country, before labor will become scarce
here——very scarce—unless the doctrines of the hon. gentle-
men opposite should be believed outside of the Dominion.
It struck him that when the hon. memberfor North Norfolk
told the House, with apparently the greatest delight, that
the great bulk of the immigration into the United States
was from Great Britain and her colonies; while he was
telling the House of the exodus from Canada, that he gloried
in the progress of the United States, and that the great
business connection that he boasted of having with the
United States led him to desire the increase of the
population and the wealth of that country even at
the expense of the country in which he lived. He
(Mr. Bergin) did not think it came very well from
any member of this House to depreciate Canada or to do
anything which would bring disgrace or discredit upon her.
He knew this was the policy of hon. gentlemen opposite,
but it was & most unwise and unpatriotic policy. ff there
had been one thing more than another which had eropped
up in the present debate it was that hon. members ﬁom
Liberal counties were the enly men that said there was
any exodus to the United States. If the exodus to
the United States was so great as these hon. gentlemen
would have the House believe, were hon. members on the
Government side so blind to the interests of the country as
not to have discovered it? It might be that there was a
large exodus from the Grit counties. He could well believe
there*was.  If the laborers in the counties represented by
hon. gentlemen opposite were told day by day, by men whom
they regarded as leading men in the country, that this
country was one in which the laboring man ought not to live,.
that hisbread and his fnel were over-taxed, that it was impos-
sible for him to make an honest living in it, was it to be
wondered at that the labdring man should follow the advice
of hon. gentlemen and go to a country which, according
to them, was a better country for the poor man? Though
he did not suppose that hon. gentlemen opposite would pay

much attention to anything that came from this side, he

would tell them—and they might deg)end upon it=~that
before two years had passed they would be tanght by the
ple of this country thal the way to their hearts was not

y the defamation of the country and its Government.

Mr. YEO said he did not intend to have spoken on this
question at this late hour, but he felt bound to notice some
of the remarks which had been made by his co-member from
Prince county (Mr. Hackett). That hon. gentleman had
stated that not many people left that county except
such as had been induced to leave by -friends in
the TUnited States. In thé campaign of 1878, that
hon. gentleman was loud in proclaiming that the people of
Prince Edward Island, from one end of the Province to the
other, were leaving for the United States. He told the
people that if they would only put his party in power and
give them a chance of inaugurating the National Policy,
prosperity would return, we would have a cheap country to
live in, and pur people would come back from the Unitéd
States. Some people Who were preparing to join their
friends who had emigrated to the United States, were
induced to remain, but to their great disappointment they
found that their bread, their clothing, and nearly every
other article they consnmed, was taxed under that same

'National Policy. He (Mr. Yeo) believed, from his own

observation, that for every person who left Prince Edward
Island under the late Government, five were leaving it
now, and they were not going there to getlabor and return,
but were selling their farms at low prices, for the purpose
of becoming permanent settlers in the Unitecd States,” He
regretted very much that such was the ease. In hisown
coanty he had tried his best to induce those who intended
emigrating to remain; but to no purpose; the outflow still
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continued. He had come up from the Island on two
occasions this winter, and bot‘l)\ times he had noticed many
persons on the steamer who were bound to the United
States. He had spoken to them in favor of going to Mani-
toba and bad given them pampblets upon the advantages of
that country ; but it was of no uso. There were some gople
who had gone from Prince Edward Island to Manitoba and
traveled over the whole of that Province and finally settled
in Dakota, whence they had induced many of their friends
to follow them. My hon. friend from Prince County (Mr.
Hackett) must know this very well, as pany of them wore
from his part of the riding. A great many more ‘are pre-
paring to go—a fact which I simcerely regret, for I do not
make these remarks for any political purpose. The bulk of
them are going from Prince county and from Queen's
county.

Mx'.y MACDONELL (Lanark) ssid that a considerable
exodus had taken place from his own constituency, though
he did not attribute it directly to the Government, When
the statement was made some time ago that upwards of
90,000 of our own people had emigrated to the United
States, he was eonsiderably surpriced, and in order to
aseertain how far that applied to his own neighborhood
he'wrote to the Grand Trunk agent at Almonte, T. W,
MecDermott, to ascertain the number of tickets he had sold.
This agent was a Conservative and opposed him in his
election. The agent answered that be had sold during the
year 133 tickets to people going to Manitoba, and 316 to
people going 1o the western United States. He had asked
the agent how muny of these retarned to the country,
and got reply that nine or ten had returned from
Manitoba and about as many from the United States. He
simply mentioned this fact, not as having anything to do
Witg the National Policy, beciuse it had not.  The people
leaving thut section were not driveu away by the National
Policy. He would give the credit to the gentlemen
opposite that, so far as his town was concerned, they were
satisfied with the National Policy. When there were some
nine or tep manufacturing establishments in his town, they
had reason to be sm’sﬁexf But eastern Ontario was now
thickly settled. There were very few opemings for
settlers, and as the young people grew up they looked around’
for the most advantageous country in which to establish
themselves. Some went to Muskoka, some to Manitoba and
others to the United States. Being asked the cause of so many
people going to the United States, they had replied that it
was because the land regulations in Manitota were not as
advantageous as those of Dakota. If a majority of our
people went to the United States it remained for the
Government to devise some means to prevent it. As was

ointed out last Session, the land regulations in the North-

Vest were oppressive, and settlers who had gone into our
North-West had even crossed over to Dakota. These were
tacts which were for the Government to rectify.
threw out this suggestion, by no means in a party spirit,
but as a reason why we should do something for oar own
people. If the hon. member for North Renfrew (Mr. W hite)
wonld go into the sounthern section of his' county he weould
find his own people by humdreds going to the western
States, their farms being swallowed up by mortgages. It
was uufair to charge the Opposition ‘with being unpatriotic
and decrying their own country because they pointed these
evils out to the Government. . When the Mackenzie Govern-
ment was in power, and the then Opposition called atiention
to the emigration to the United States, he did not remember
that they were charged with being unpatriotic. - It was a
patriotic duty to point these things out, with & view of]
finding a remedy; and the present Opposition would be
unfaithiui to their duty and unfaithful to their constituents
if they failed ‘to draw the attention of the Government to s

He simply |

movement of Canadisus tothe United States which all must

108

Mr. SPROULE said it was a little singular that all the
testimonies of an exodus to the United States came from
hon. members sitting to the left of the Speaker. That was
not thie experience of & large number of the members of
this House.  He had come to the conclasion that those hon.
gentlemen who had this experience n their own neighbor-
hoods, had bacome individual emigration agents in favor of
the United States. He could testify that as concerned his
own county, there was not sach exodus as bad been spoken
of. A few. years age, when the country was geing down,

‘year by year, when the revenue was growing less, when our

debt was becoming larger and oug trade becoming smaller,
when ' the people were seeking for bresd and oouid
not find it, the emigration to the United States
began. At that time, the people out of employmert
here were not, as a rule, agriculturists, but people

‘engaged in the various branches of manufacturing ;

at ‘that partionlar time the manufactures of the United
States were going down. But now, when a time of
prosperity bad come, and these manufactures were springing
into life again, people who could pot find employment hers
went there. A few years ago in his section of the country
men conld easily be hired for §1.00 or $1.50 a day, whereas
last summer the sume class of men got $1.75, $2.50 and
sometimes $3 a day, and were difficult to obtdin st that,
If, as the hon. member for North Norfolk stated, 10
per cent. of the people of his own locality had gone to the
United States, and every man was worth $40 to the country,
he thought that hon. gentleman had a just claim on
the Government of the United States for something like
$60,000 for having by his eloquence induced that large
number of people to go to the (Jnited States. There was
oune argument which hon. gentlemen opposite ‘would
appreciate. They would find that the exodus among the
Reformers of this country would continue, because they
would beliove them, and as they would ultimately be unable
to find enough of that class of politicians to return them
to this House they would probably be left at home.
Some of the methods wused in this House to prove that the
people were going away were rather novel. The last
speaker had stated that the number of passenger tickets
sold was one evidence of the number. It was well known
that if a person bought a ticket to Detroit, or some place
in western Ontario, he would pay more, praportionately,
for it than one to Chicago. Consequently, a great many
people bought a ticket for a longer distance, and when they
reached their destination sold their tickets, He thought
that would account, in 4 large measure, for the number of
tickets sold for the United States. He had crossed the
line forty or fifty times, and he had yet to learn that an

person went about taking account of the number of mpg
who went to the United Statés and to Manitoba., A pas-
senger was very rarely asked where he was going. %ut
almost ‘every train moving westward was infested with

immigration agents working in behalf of the west

ern §tates, and he believed the way they had dif-
fused their information accounted, in a great measure,

for the number of people going there. We mighc reagonably
ask ourselves why they were going there. Hen. gentlemen
opposite said it was owing to the National Policy. If so,
they would be Jeaving a country with a 20 per cent.
tariff for one with a tariff of 40 or 45 per cent. Again, it
was said the land regulations of the United States were bet-
ter than ours. That was not the species of argument
adopted by the same gentlemen only a fow weeks ago,
when thiey were trying to show that the Syndicate would
make a Iarge smount of money out of thelands granted to
them. They stated that although the lands of the western
States were much inferior to ouvs, they had been: sold for
$4, $5, 810, und, in some cases, as high as $40 afi gere.
When we compared the prices of these lands with; the
prices the Govetnment were asking for ours, we had 'l
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best evidence to show that our land policy was much more
liberal than that of the United States. Conseguently, the
people could not be going there to seek homes as agricul-
turists. The only cause he could assign for the emigra-
tion was the diversity of employment they found in the
United States, and the commercial policy adopted in
Canada was likely to aceomplish the same resalt here.
Agaip, our trade had increased year by year, and there was
every evidence of prosperity, and every month the trade was
larger than during the corresponding period two years ago.
The failures had not been solarge; the payment of accouuts
bad been more regular, and there were few men ont of em-
ployment. Those were the best arguments to prove the in-
accuracy of the statements of the” Opposition, made night
after night, that the country is declining. The agencies
established through the action of the Opposition afforded
the only reason he could assign for the large exodus declared
to be going on from the several constituencies as repre-
sented by meémbers of the Opposition in this House.

Mr. HESSON said the question might have been much
better discussed if the papers called for in the first instance
had been brought down. A great deal of irrelevant matter
had been introduced into the debate, and he would not have
spoken except he had been pointedly referred to by an hon.
member opposite. An inspection of the statistics published
by Dup, Wyman & Co., showed : In 1877, failures 1,892 with
liabilities $25,523,903 ; 1878,1,697 failures, with liabilities
823,908,677 ; 1879, 1,902 failures, with liabilities $29,347,937.
The large number of failures in 1879 was, no doubt, due to
the proposed repeal of the Insolvent Law. In 1880,
the failures numbered 907, with liabilities amounting to
$2,012,783, ur about 100 per cent. less in number and about
200 per cent. less in liabilities, That should be a very
reasonable answer to any reasonable man as to the results
of the National Policy. He was sorry to hear the exodus
cry raised in the Lower Provinces. In his own county the

ernment was an extravagant one, and they even went so
far a8 to say that they had more population in our country
than we could -offer remunerative employment to, and that
we should therefore cease our efforts to.induce immigration
from Earope. This cry was repeated by their organs, and
he remembered that some of the journals of his party felt
inclined to indulge in that view. Remembering this, ho
'had always felt inclined to stand by the Minister of Agri-
culture in his efforts to induce emigrants to seitle in this _
country. Although he might have felt disposed to taunt
these hon. gentlemen with going back on the promises and
statements they made in Opposition, when they got inio
office, he had felt at the same time that the future salva-
tion of this country depended entirely on ounr drawing to
our shores as large a produciug population as possibie ; but
he could not forget that, while they were on the Opposition
benches, these hon. gentlemen had told the Government
that they were flies on the wheel, that 1hey tould not keep
our people in their own country, and that Canada was
going to destruction. They had told the people that if
their party had an opportunity of inangurating the
National Policy all Wonk}) be changed. But they found,
to-night, that there was not one hon. gentleman on the
other side who would venture the statement that the exodus
from Canada was less now than during the regime of the
Mackenzie Government. Hon. gentlemen were attempting
to discredit the very same official returns which they
-had been in the habit of quoting against their gpponents
in days gone by. He (Mr. Bain) thonght it was rather
too thin for these hon. gentlemen to cover the defeat of thefr
policy by alleging that facts which they found useful when the
late Government was in power, were now utterly unreliable.
How did the record stand when the hon. gentlemen opposite
held office previous to the Mackenzie Administration? Did
the exodus to the United States cease? By no means. He
found, on looking at comparative statistics for the five

|years of the Mackenzie Administration and the five yoars

population had largely increased, as well as the wealth of
the people. In 1871, the last year of the census, it bad a
population of something over 25,000. , The town he lived
in, which bad in 1811 a population of 4,386, had now more
‘than 9,000 ; Listowell had increased in population from 976
in 1871 to over 1,800 to-day; Palmerston, which in 1871
was only a cluster of houses, not large enough to be called
a village, had to-day a population of something like 2,u0v.
The census when taken would show an increase of over 25
per cent. throughout the whole country. The same
progress was noticeable in the adjoining counties. In the
whole of his county there was not a vacant farm, and lands
there were worth $50 an acre. The National Policy had
accomplished what was anticipated of it by its supporters.
If it had not kept everybody in the country, it had not
driven a man out. Most decidedly people would not leave
this country to go to a country more highly taxed. The
strongest puint made against the National Policy was that
it would impose a high taxation on this country similar to
that in the United States. It was an absurd proposition to
say that these ﬁeople were moving trom the country from the
effects of the National Policy. He was not prepared to say4
but that probably some had left the country from the feeling
that they hadenot accomplished all they had anticipated, but
he was also prepared to say that there were now many
thousands of people in this country earning a livelihood that
would not have been able to do so but for the introduction of
the National Policy.

Mz, BAIN said he had quietly listened to this
discussion feeling all through that perhaps his own
position on this particular question, diffsred from that of
other hon. members on this side. When hon.
gentlemen now on the Treasury benches occupied a place

previous, that the number of people who emigrated from
this country to the United States during the Conservative
Administration was double the number that left under the
Mackenzie Administration. He looked forward with a
great deal of interest to the development promised by the
Minister of Agriculture, for the reason that if they showed
the retnrns made last year to be exaggerated, it would he a
source of great satistaction to us all. Hon. gentlemzn
opposite aditted that there was a large exo lus going -on
from the older Provinces ; but they contendec that it did not
go to the United States, but rather to our own North-
West. He admitted that the revival of. business in
the United States had much to do in attPacling emigrants
from this country. Only the other day he heard a gentle-
man quoting the increased wages paid in the manufactories
of his own riding as a proof that the National Policy had

benefitted mechanics, whereas if he had stated the whole fact .

he would have said that the employers of labor in that town
had been obliged to increase the pay of the mechanics in order
to keep them from going to the \I.)Yz:lited States. It was not be-
cause the National Policy had increased the local business, bat
because better wages were paid on the other side of the line.
Hon. gentlemen opposite could not dispute figures showing
the amount of acres and the amount of money that had been
ﬁaid for homestead pre-emptions in our own North-West.

e had consulted a return brought down in relation to that
matter, and he found that in 1879, 1,096,800 acres
were pre-empted, and that the fees alone on the sales of
that year for homestead pre-emptions amounted to $34,706.
In the return brought down to the end of the month of
October of last season, which was practically the end of the
emigration year, did they find anything to smbatantiate

those glowing ;;:'edictions made by the hen. Minister when
he told us that by his-scheme of appropriating 100,000,000

in Opposition to the late Government, they were never
tired of stating that the emigration policy of that Gov-
Mr. MacoonsLL (Lanark). v

‘acres of land for the building of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
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way 25,000 people would go into that country during the
past season? Instead of the immigration rising to that

he regretted to say that, including everything.in the
shape of land transactions, only 682,000 acres ef sales,
homesteads and pre-emptions, bad been taken up, and the
homestead fees had shrunk from $34,000 to a small fraction
over $17,000 clearly showing a decreased immigration. That
was convincing proof that there must be a screw loose someo-
where in our land regulations in the North-West, and theve
must bo a strong reason why there had been such an enormous
shrinkage. People had been leaving the older Provinces, not
for the North-West, bat they had dropped off ou the way aad
found locations on the other side vf the border. But we
had heon told that the National Policy had created a great
improvement in our gondition, and one hon. gentleman had
the coolness to tell us that, so far as breadstuffs and coal were
concernel, we were not a taxed people at all. That hon.
gentleman must have been exceedingly oblivious of the
official returns laid on the Table by the Minister of Customs
only a short week ago. They showed that half a million
dollars were collected ag a coal tax alone in the Dominion
for the last fiscal year, and that nearly $350,000 was col-
lected on breadstuffs, On the single article of cornmeal,
which was largely imported into the Maritime Provinces,
nearly $70,000 was collected last year. But had the National
Policy given the agriculturists of this Dominion an increased
price for their products? He found that their exports had
-risen very largely, from the fact that they had been favored
by Providence with a bountiful grain crop. There had been
a large increase of the exports of agricultural produce,
animals, and their produce, to the extent of ftom $14,700,-
000 in 1879, to $18,500,000 in 1880, un increase of $3,800,000;
and the cash derived from the increased sale of produce
had gone into the pockets of the farmers. They found that
the exports of their grain had risen from $25,900,000 to
$32,300,000, an increase of $6,400,000 in one year. When
this money was put into circulation increased prosperity
followed, because heneed not tell hon. gentlemen that when
tho-farmer get increased crops be gets more money which,
being put into circulation, paid debts, gave employment, and
added materially to the substantial wealth of the country.
Bat this could not be claimed as the result of the National
Policy. Itwasthe resultof a bountiful Providence, notwith-
standing the exodus of our population, which he regrefted
to see, and which he thought wus the best proof that the
National Policy had not been the panacea it was claimed to
be. They had thriven in spite of the National Policy, and
not in consequence of anything it had dobe for them.
The hon, gentlemen now occapying the Ministerial
benches when in Opposition said thot if they got into power
the prices of everything would be increased; the farmer
was told that oats would be five to ten cents per bushel
higher, and that everything would immediately receive a
stimulus, But when they crept into office, and the expec-
tations of the farmers snd the people generally wore not
realized, they said : “ Wait a little longer; everything will
revive after awhile.” He thought that those gentlemen
ought to have come squarely down to business and admitted
that they had crept into office under false pretences; but
they meant to hold on as long as Providence favored the
. country with good crops. He regrctted-as much as any
gentleman could the Iarge exodus to the United States, and
he commended to the careful consideration of the supporters
of the Government that they were losing people from the
oldor Provinces while it was patent from our dinfinished
lands sales that these people were not taking ap lands in the
North-West. He asked bon. gentlemen to consider these facts
agide from party issues, and he could assure the House that
any efforts” made by the Government in the direction of
stopping the exodus that undoubtediy existed, and of at-
tracting settlers to our North-West, would meet with his
. hearty support. He did not like to impute motives, but it

seemed to him that if the hon. member for Cardwell had
been anxious to elicit all the facts he would not have been so
apxious to confine his motion to this one particular point.
He hoped before the Session was aver wa would have all the
facts. '

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell) said, as far a8 regarded this mo-
tion, it was & matter of indifference to him what effect the
National Policy had on the country; but if the conntry was
more properous than it had been, there must necessarily be
more- opportunity for the employment of labor; and we
might ask these hon. gentlemen how they were going to ac-
count for the fact that there was greater emigration at a time
when employment was more abundant and the country more
prosperous than when it was less prosperous. The state-
ment made by the hon. gentleman who had just sat down
that this motion ought to have been more general in its
character, was answered by the circumstances which gave
rise to it. What caused the motion to be made was the state-
ment to the effect that, at a particular point in this Dominion,
& certain number of emigrants had passed into tho United
States during the year. If true that would mean practic-
ally the degopulation of this country, because it could not be
supposed thut all the emigrants from this country went out
of it by that particular route. If we could establish thatat
the particular point selected as an illustration to prove the
great emigration that had taken place from this country,
the emigration was so much less than the extent stated that
it proved the statement to be gromsly incorrect, then
the conclusion might be fairly drawn that the
general statements as to the rest of the country were
equally unrelinble. For that reason this motion was pro-
posed. It was impossible the hon, Minister could obtain
mformation on general statements, so as to establish their
accaracy or insceuracy; but he could ascertain whether an
particular statement advanced was correct or not, by send-
ing officers to enquire into the matter. They had the hon.
Minister's statement that, from the enquiries made, so far from
its being possible that number of emigrants had gone out at
that port, it was larger than the entire number of passengers
that passed through that port altogether ; while the difference
between the num%er coming and going was not very much
more than one-tenth of the number who were alleged to have .
gone out of the country to settle in the United States,
He thought it would have been mueh better if the motion
‘had been sllowed to go to-night, that full reports should
have been obtained, that these reports should be referred to
the Committee on Immigration and Colonization, so that all
the information should have been before the House before
further discussion took place. It had been charged by way
of tu quoque that duaring the five years that hon. gen-
tlemen opposite occupied seats on this side of the House,
the Consorvative party, then in Opposition, were con-
stantly exaggerating or, at least, certainly magni-
fying the emigration from this country, and that they
were doing it as an element or & weapon in party warfare
against the hon. gentlemen who were then on this side of
the House. The supporters of the Government were told
that bon. gentlemen opposite were now doing no more than
had been done by hon. gentlemen now sitting on this side
of the House when they sat on the other. But thers was a
very remarkable distinction between the two cases.
In ‘the first place, according to the statements made
by the hon. gentlemen -opposite, the number of alleged
omigrants who left the country during the five years the
hon. gentlemon were in office, only amounted to 25,000 a
year, distributed over the whole country. There were no
allegations that such numbers were going out at particular
ports as to make it a physical imposeibility that the state-
ment could be true. There was & general statement that a
large number of emigrants wero going out of the country.
That was the statement of the Conservative party while in
Opposition. It was true that a large emigration was taking
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place; it was true that a large emigration was taking place
to-day. In the very nature of things a considerable emi-
gration would be always going on. The people of Canada
were a -migratory people to a considerable extent. The
same thing was true of the people of the United States. The
Btate of New York, with a population abount equal to that
of Canada, had lost up to 1871, according to the United States
census, over oné million of its native population who had gone
to the western States of the Union, passing from one part of.
the country to the other, and the same process would go on,
here. If hon. members would take the case of the ceunty:;
of Bruce, which, if he remembered aright, was surveyed in:
1853, they would find, if they asked the people of that
county where they came from, that, to a large extent,]
they came from the older counties of Ontario. A few of
them—of .course a considerable number of them were.
-persons who had come to work upon the Great:
western or the Grand Trunk, an when those
roads were completed, went into the newer counties of
the Province, of which Bruce was one, where they took
up land and became industrious and well-to-do settlers. But.
that sort of settlement had to come to an end, because these
newer counties had become settled, and there being no mere
of them the people naturally drifted towards the North-
Western Statés. But now we had our own North-West,
where, we hoped, with the railway facilities which were
likely to be afforded to that country, our people would go
in the future. There was no doubt,-however, that there had
been that sort of migration. But the position which had
been taken by the Conservative party in Opposition was that
largely in consequenco of the want of a policy which would
give employment to our own people, they were leaving this
country for the United States, That idea might have been
right or it might have been wrong; he was not going to
discuss the National Policy on this metion. He thought
the discussion on that point had been irrelevant to
a large extent. That policy may have been wise or it
tight have been unwise; it may have resulted beneficially
or otherwise, but at all events it was a poliey advocated as
s mesans of remedying an evil which had been pointed out.
Did bon. gentlemen opposite pretend to recommend any such
Poliey ? He supposed they would say : ¢ Go back to free trade.”
That was a suggestion which two or three times be had heard
to-day. That must mean pro tanto, at any rate the injury of the
manufacturing interests and the losing of labor in the dif-
ferent centres of population. Let them take Montreal for
instance. That policy would close the large sugar refineries
there. He did not say for the purpose of this argument
that they should or'should not be closed, but at any rate the
closing of those refineries would throw out of employment
somie 400 headr of families, and that means a population of
nearly 2,000 persons who must go somewhere elge for em-
ployment, and who would probably go to the refineries of the
United States. The Conservative party said there was a seri-
ous emigration from this country which would be largely pre-
vented by a policy which would give employment to the
people of Canada within their own country. That was the
ground upon which——
Mr. KILLAM. You should not discuss the National
Policy. )

Mr. WHITE said he was not discussing the Nationai]

Policy, he  was sim showing what was the
sition of the Conservative party on this question. What
_be said was that they quoted these statements in relation to
emigration with a suggestion of a remedy to prevent it,
while hon. gentlemen opposite were doing nothing of the
kind. More than that they had taken statistics compiled by
American authorities, over whom we had no control, which,
in the very nature of things, could not be true, because peo-
‘could not be carried over at that particular pointaand
within the time given to the numbers mentioned by those
Mr. Warre (Cardwell).

hon. gentlemen. The object of this motion was simply
to find out whether we had any information in relation to
that-emigration. He entirely agreed with the hon.member
for West Middlesex, that it was the duty of the Government
to enquire into this matter. He had reason to belicve that
the Government did enquire into it, and the object of
the motion was to get the result of those enquiries on the
Table. When they were brought down the proper course
would be to refor them to the Committee on Colonization
and Immigration, where they could be analyzed and sifted by
those hon. gentlemen of the Opposition who were members
of the Committee. There would always be an emigration
westward, both to our own territory and to the American
States, but he was satisfied that when this information was
brought down it would show that emigration had not been
atall equal to what the hon. gentlemen opposite had stated
it was. - '

Mr. BLAKE said the hon. gentleman for Cardwell said
that when his hon. friends made allegations in. Opposition
as to the amount of emigration from this country, they did
80 justifiably, because they suggested the adoption of a policy
to prevent tbe continuance of that state of things. The
hon. gentleman had stated that the Opposition were not
justified in making statements as to emigration becanse they
did not propose the same remedy.

Mr, WHITE said he had not stated thit they bad not
proposed the same policy, but that they had not proposed
any remedy.

Mr. BLAKE sgaid they proposed to .revert to a met of
things which would diminish the emigration from ihe
greutly increased figures which resulted from the change of
policy adopted by the hon. gentlemen opposite. Tue hon.
gentleman bad said that he bad succeeded in achieving a
change in the policy which he pledged himself would
reduce emigration. ell, they contended that it had not
reduced emigration—that whatever other merits might be
attributable to the policy, that particular merit was not
attributable to it. The hon. gentleman said that there could
not have been so gieat an emigration since the adoption of
this policy, but they maintained that it had had a contrary
effect Lo the one prodicied by the hon. gentlem: n and his
friends. The question was one of the utmost interest to
this country. 1t was of the utmost interest that we should
know what were the facts—not merely to-day, not merely
for the la~t year, but for a great number of years—
with reference to the, emigration from this. country.
The hon. gentleman opposite stated that his friends indulged
only in general statements, but he (Mr, Blake) maintained
that whenever allusion had been made to this subject in the
past, that allusion had been based upon just the same results
upon which the allusions made on this side of the House,
within the past year, had been based.” The hon. member for
‘Cardwell, in former debates, referred to the number of native
Canadians dettled in the United States, Where did he get
his figures ? ) : ‘

Mr. WHITE (Cardwell). I got them not from the
Customs’ office returns, but from the census.

Mr. BLAKE said the hon. member got them from United
States statistics, the only place where he could get them, and
where any figures obtained at any time with reference to the
emigration from Canada to the United States had to be
obtained. He was not aware that any attempt kad yet been
made to publish & record of that emigration in this country.
Yet figures had been indulged in from year to year, and
results had been ascertained. To what figures had hon.
gentlemen appealed during this long series of years? Why,

they appealed to the American statistics appearing yearly,
and hgpl.;mintained that the result’ as a whole~would’ g'e
discredited if it turned out that there had been gross, wilfal,
manifest error at any one point. What the hon. gentleman
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complained of was that they on this side should have stated
the result this year which he and his friends bad been
stating for many years past; while it was laudable and
justitiable for -hon. gentlemen opposite to advert to United
States statistics, it was unjustifiable and improper for them
on this side to assume that these statistics, which they
credited, and which they made the ifoundation for many
diatribes, continued to be credited in this house. He should
be very glad if they could be disoredited ; he should rejoice
to know that they were inaccurate. If they were we ought
to attempt to establish some system of our own which would }
enable us to ascertain, with some degiee of accuracy, what
the flux and reflux of emigration-into the country veally
was ; but he said it was disingenuous,, unfair and uncandid,
for those who for many years credited and used these papers
—and used them without rebuke, because their accuracy
was never challenged—to say that those who chose to
assume that there had not been a sudden change from
correctness to incorreciness; that the system which had
producel approximately correct results for so many
years had come a failure, and that those who
used the rome figures derived from the same source, and
on the same subject, were guilty of improper conduct,
The hon. member for Cardwell (Mr. White) said the
Minister of Agriculture was not called upon to deal with
anything more than the specific statement, because the
reference was made to a particular port, and he sdid the
Minister was able to obtain information with respect to that
port. Everyone knew whero the information was received.
Iv*was contained in the public documents which are
scattered through the conntry, and could be obtained ty all
who desire it. The Minister cannot for a moment ray he
did not get the United States quarterly and annual reports.

Mr. POPE. I say I get something else.

Mr. BLAKE. A good deal else; I am going to give the
Minister something ut this- moment. .He cannot say he
does not get those returns or examine them—it is his duty
to examine them. In each quarterly return there is &
statement of the emigration for each of the ports at which
returns are collected in the United States, and therefore he
had every opportunity in the proper discharge of- his duty
to obtain information, not with respect to one isolated point,
but with rospoet to all the places, so that we may arrivo at
a sound conclusion as to wEa.t the real extent of the emi-

gration from this country was altogether.

Mr. POPE. No. .

Mr. BLAKE. I apprehend there are some points at
which it would be difficult, but there are other points at
which 1he information could easily be obtained.

Mr. POPE. Name one.

Mr. BLAKE. The Canada Southern.

Mr. POPE. 1 have it,

Mr. BLAKE. You have not stated it. You have given
the Grand Trunk aud two divisions of the Great Western.

Mr. POPE. I will give you the-Canada Southern.

Mr. BLAKE. I say you have not given it.,

Mr. POPE. Name another.

Mr. BLAKE. Tam not going to proceed to name them
all. I have given the Minister one case in which he did not
give the returns, and that is enough for this purpose. It
seems to me that the figures of the hon. gentleman prove
too much nltogether.

Mr. POPE. Too much for you.

Mr. BLAKE = Not enough for me, but too much for the
Minister. It is said by the hon. gentleman that the returns
be gave us were & true test of what the emigration to the
western States and the North-West is to take the number;
of passengers over those railways.

Mr. POPE. Idid not g8y so. They would make more
than the whole number of persons who passed over the road
sltogether, ;

¥Mr. BLAKE. But the hon. gentleman did nat content
himself with saying that,but he went further, and proceeded
to give as the number of persons east-bound as well as
west-bound, and proceeded to deduct the east from the west
and draw a conclusion. What was the conclusion?

Mr. POPE. The conclusion was above 6,000 difference.

Mr. BLAKE, And what did that amount to? 1t was
not 6,000 but 16,000, ‘

Mr. POPE. About 6,700.

Mr. BLAKE. Thatis on the Grand Trunk alone. The
difference on the Grand Trunk alone is 7,951, 'The hon.
gentleman is rather off his calculation.

Mr. POPE. You made & mistake.

Mr. BLAKE. At any rate the total number of passengers :

(Via Grand Trunk Railway.)

Total passengers from Canada to all points West, including

Manitoba e e 30,6826
Total passengers from Western States to Canada .. e 24,739
Difference v o ceseers vaevensme 5,887

(Via Great Western—Sarnia Branch.)
1,719

Total passengers from Canada to Western States... .....

Total from Western States to Canada ..cceeev wea 1,262
Difference e sesessaes seceroens sesves covans 457
(From U. 8. Consul at Sarnia.)

Total emigrants with Consular certificates, from estimates of

Consul at Sarnia, 700 ceitificates or 4§ persons per certificate.. 38,050
(From Canadian Customs Collector at Sarnia.)

Total outward cntries at Sarnia and its outports, 858, or at 44

3,861

persous per entry, for 12 months ended June 30th vece ceere.cerinn

(Via Grand Trunk Ratlway.)

engers from all points of Europe, the Eastern
anada to all western points, including Manitoba. 53,6?7
45,676

7,951

Total number of
States and r
Total from West to East at same point

Difference

....................................

Th#t is the statement the hon. gentleman made.

Mr. POPE. 1 said nothing of the kind. I have not got
the figures here but I can get them.

Mr. BLAKE. I am reading from the hon. gentle-
man’s statement in the Hansard under the head of January
5th, 1881.

Mr. POPE. 1 cannot state what is in the Hansard, but I
made the difference about 6,700 between the passengers
coming to Canada, taking out those going to Manitoba west.

Mr. BLAKE. No.

Mr. POPE. Yes. /

Mr. BLAKE. No. The hon. gentleman expressly
throughout his statement always said including Manitoba,
He did not give us any statement or estimate of those who
went to Manitoba separately from those who went to the

States. The result was, as the Hansard shows and my

memory shows me, that the total was over 14,000 for the

year ending 30th June last.

Mr. POPE. I will try and settle that with the hon.
gentloman.

Mr. BLAKE. I donot know how the hon. gentleman
can settle it except by giving the figures he gave before.
Perhaps the hon. gentleman ean give us fresh figures.
I do not know what figures the %mn. geutleman gave
except as stated in the report. I say this, that whatover
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the hon. gontleman says, whether the difference was

14,000 or 6,000 he meant the House to come to the eon-|
clu-ion that the difference, whatever it was, approximately |

represented the difference to the United States and Manw
toba by these routes.

Mr. POPE. I will tell the hon. gehtlemsm the exact

figures T gave. The total difference was.6,705.

Mr. BLAKE. That is the balance. How do you make
it? Give us the figures by which yon arrived at the
balance. -

Mr. POPE. The total number of passengers from all
points of Earope, Eastern States and Canada to all western
points, including Manitoba, 53,607. That is by the Grand
Trunk. Total from west to east, 45,676, by Grand Trunk.
Total passengers from Canada to all points west, including
Manitoba, 30,026, Total passengers from the western
States to Canada (and [ want tho hon. gentleman to remem-
ber that), 24,749 ; the differeneo being 5,887. There is
no mistake in that. Total passengers from Capada to the
Western States, 1,719, by the Grand Trunk. Total from
the western States to Canada, 1,267, difference 462, From
the United States consular certificates as given on the
other ride, 3,050; from the Canadian Customs authorities,
3,861. Ours exceed theirs a little under that head. Dif
ference botween eastern and wes{Brn passengers in and to
Canad», 5,887.

Mr. BLAKE. No. .
Mr. POPE. Yes.

Mr. BLAKE. But the hon. gentleman gave us relurns
over the Grand Trunk a little below in his statement,

Mr. POPE. Migrapts with outer entries at Sarnia,
and outports, 3,861. Total 10,005 less migrants and
emigrants to Manitoba, being a proportion of a total of
13,500 and 16,000, bringing the total emigration from
Canada to the western States, through Port Huron, 6,705.

Mr. BLAKE. Certainly; but the hon. gentleman did
not give that latter statement in his former speech.

Mr. POPE. 1 did not say there were 13,600; but I gave
exactly the 35.000.

Mr. BLAKE. The bon. gentleman gave the 3,050 from
the conruluy figures at Sarnin, und 3,861 from the collector’s
figures at Sarnia, but did not say there were 13,500 in all
to Manitoba, and that there was & certain smaller proportion
of thnse that weout by the railway. The only difficulty was
that {he hon. gentlemun did not go further down in his paper.

' His purpose was to lead to the conclusion that the differ-
ence between the eastward-bound traffic was less than it
really was Xis figures were not correct, if we took into
account the smount of emigration that must have taken
place from all outlets in Canada.

Mr. POPE. How do you know that ?

Mr. BLAKE. We know it because we know that many
people have left every part of this country. The other.day
the hon. gentleman told us, when he was enlarging in refer-
ence to the estimate of this year, that Manitoba bad 25,000 ;
and he said 1hat more than two-thirds of that number had
gone, and that would be at least 17,000, ,

Mr. POPE. How many?

Mr. BLAKE. 17,000..

Me. POPE. T said two-thirds.

Mr. BLAKE. You said more than two-thirds, and that

would be 4t least 16,000 or 17,000. There s, of course, those i

that go by the Collingwood route by boat, those by Sarnia,
and those by Kincardine, and there would also be some
going by the Canada Southern Railway, And looking at all
this ‘

Mr, BLAKE,

Mr. POPE. How do those people go by the Canada
Southern ? ‘ R ‘

Mr. BLAKE. I do not know how they go, but those who
emigrate from along the line of the- Canada Southern wonld
be pretty sure to go by that road to the border. I say, Sir,
that if we consider these various means of outlet, if we con-
sider the emigration that bas taken place to the western
Stales, and the emigration which the hon. gentleman alleges
has taken place to Manitoba, numbering about 17,008, he
must come to the conclusion that these figures which the
hon. gentleman has given are incorrect in this sense at least,
that they do not bear out his-deduetions., 1 do mot mean to
say they are not borne out by the facts, or that the railway
companies have not given him the returns which he says
they have. -

Mr. POPE. Do you doubtthe eorrectness of the returns ?

Mr. BLAKE. Isay that I bave-no doubt that these
figures are the figures which these companies have pre-
sented to the hon. gentleman, but 1 say that he cannot
geduce from them the conclusion which he proposes to

raw, : :

Mr. POPE. You cannot draw the conclusion. you pro-
posed to draw.

Mr. BLAKE. I have drawn no  conclusion. I have
gimply assumed as cerrect the figures which the hon.
gentleman in past yedrs assumed as correct, the figures
which both sides have always assumed to be correct. If1
were to draw a general conclusion it would be the. immi-
%‘racion for the past year was langer than for previons years.

rom ordinary sources of information, from enquiries I have
made throagh the country, from onquiries which I have
made from hon. gentiemen as to the state of things in their
constituencies, I say that that is the conclusion which I
should draw. Hen. gentlemen opposite have all professed
to speak in a cheery tone. They say there has been no
such large emigration. It is out of the question to talk in
that way. We know what has taken place in the Province
of Quebec. Wo know that in the pastoral letter or the
amendment—or whatever may be the proper term of the
deliverance—the Archbishop of Quebec deplored in the
strongest-terms the emigration which is going on from that
Province, and he called on the faithful, or those who are
under his coutrol, to desist from emigrating to a foreign
couniry. We know from thatletter to his flock that he felt
that this exodus was an unusual character—that it was
greater than usnal—and— "

Mr. POPE. It was the usualexodus.

Mr. BLAXE. Why then this unusual step to check it?
‘Why such a strong remonstrance on the part of the head of
the church in that quarter? ‘ )

~Mr. POPE. It is done every year.

Mr. GEOFFRION. Not at all.

- Mr. BLAKE. Notatall. I do not think it is done
every year. I do not remember myself to have read of it,

but I do not profess to be well informed on the subject, but
I can appeal to the hon. gentlemen from Quebetc——

' Mr. HOUDK. It "has been done for mére than twenty
| years. ‘

Mr. BLAKE. Every year? .

Mr. HOUDE. The Bishopsof the Province of Quebec
‘have been telling their people almost every year not to go
to the United States. : o
Mr. BLAKE. Thatis not what I said. I said there bad
7ot been, to the best of my information, such 8 mak, such
& sigmificant mark, of the extraordinar