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TI-E DEB.A.TES

SENATE OF CANADA
IN THE

FIRST SESSION OF THE SIXTH PARLIAMENT OF THE DOMINION OF
CANADA, APPOINTED TO MEET FOR DESPATCH OF BUSINESS

ON WEDNESDAY, THE THIRTEENTH DAY OF APRIL,
IN THE FIFTIETH YEAR OF THE REIGN OF

HER MAJESTY QUEEN VICTORIA.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, April 13th, 1887.

The Senate met at 2:30 p.m.

THE SPEAKER OF THE SENATE.

The CLERK informed the House that
a Commission under the Great Seal had
been issued, appointing the Hon. JOSIAH

URR PLUMB to be the Speaker of the
Senate.

The Commission was then read, after
which the Honorable the Speaker was
conducted to the Chair at the foot of
the Throne by the Hon. Messrs. Smith
and kobitaille.

NEW SENATORS.

THE SPEAKER presented to the
louse a return from the Clerk of theCrown in Chancery, setting forth that
His Excellency the Governor-General
had summoned to the Senate,-

aAMUEL MERNER, of the village ofNew Hamburg, in the Province of On-tario.

CHARLES EUSEBE CASGRAIN, of theTown of Windsor, in the Province ofOntario.

LoUIs ADELARD SENECAL, of Mon-

treal, for the electoral division of Mille
Isles, in the Province of Quebec, in the
room of the Hon. Louis R. Masson,
resigned.

LACHLIN MACCALLUM, of Stromness,
Province of Ontario.

WILLIAM E. SANFORD, of Hamilton,
Province of Ontario, in the room of the
Honorable Sir Alexander Campbell, K.
C. M. G., resigned.

The Honorable MR. CASGRAIN, the
Honorable MR. SENECAL, the Honorable
MR. MACCALLUM, and the Honorable
MR. SANFORD, were then introduced,
and having taken and subscribed the
oath of office, and made and subscribed
the declaration of qualification required
by the British North America.Act, 1867,.
took their seats.

THE OPENING OF THE SESSION

THE SPEAKER presented to the
House the following communications:-

OTTAWA, 9th April, 1887.
Sin,-I am directed by Hie Excellency

the Governor-General to inform you that
the Chief Justice of .the Supreme Uourt of
Canada, in hie capacity as Deputy Governor,
will proceed to the Senate Chamber to open
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the Session of the Dominion Parliament,
on Wednesday, the 13th instant, at three
o'cock.

' have the honor to be, Sir,
Your most obedient servant,

HENRY STIIEATFIELD, Captain,
Governor General's Secretaiy.

The Honorable
The Speaker of the Senate.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, April 14th, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
2 p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR INTRODUCED.

e aThe Honorable SAMUEL MERNER was
The House was adjourned durig introduced, and having taken and sub-

pleasure. •scribed the oath of office and made and
subscribed the declaration of qualifica-

After some time the House was re- tion, took his seat.
sumed.

The Honorable WILLIAM JOUNSTONE
RITCHIE, Knight, Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court of Canada, Deputy Gov-
ernor, being seated in the Chair on the
Irhrone,

The Honorable the SPEAKER com-
manded the Gentleman Usher of the
Black Rod to proceed to the House of
Commoqs, and acquaint that House,-
" It is the Deputy Governor's desire that
they attend him immediately in this
House."

Who, being come,

The Honorable the SPEAKER said:

Honorable Gentlemen of the &nate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commons.-

I have it in command to let vou know
that His Excellency the Governor General
does not see fit to declare the causes of
his summoning the present Parliament of
Canada until a Speaker of the House of
Commons shall have been chosen acoording
to law, but to-norrow, at the bour of three
o'clock in the afternoon, His Excellency
will declare the causes of his calliog this
Parliament.

The Deputy Governor was pleased to
retire, and the House of Commons with-
drew.

The Senate adjourned until to-mor-
row, at 2:30 p.m.

The House was adjourned during
pleasure.

The House was resumed.

THE SPEECH FROM THE
THRONE.

His EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR-
GENERAL, being seated on the Chair on
the Throne, was pleased to command
the attendance of the House of Com-
mons.

The members of that body, preceded
by their Speaker, the Honorable Joseph
Alderic Ouimet, appeared at the Bar.
The Honorable Joseph Alderic Ouimet
then informed His Excellency that the
choice of the House of Commons had
fallen upon him to be their Speaker;
and he prayed for the members thereof
the customary Parliamentary privileges.

His EXCELLENCY was pleased to open
the FiRsT SESSION of the SIxTH PARLIA-
MENT OF THE DOMINION OF CANADA,
with the following Speech

Bonorable Gentleme of the 'enate:

Gentlemen of the Nouse of Commons-
It is my pleasing duty on the opening of a

new Parliament to congratulate you on the gen-
eral prosperity of the country and on the pros-
pect of a coming season of peace and progress.

You will, I am sure, gladly join with the reet
of the loyal subjects of the Queen in offering
Her Majesty your sincere congratulations on
her having reached the fiftieth anniversary of
Her accession to the Throne, and in giving ex-
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pression to an earnest hope that she may be long
spared to reign over Her vast Dominions.

The prominent position taken by Canada at
the Colonial and Indian Exhibition recently held
in London has made the Dominion more widely
and favorably known than before, and will, I
have no doubt, contribute largely to its material
progress by calling attention to the advantages
offered by our country to the agriculturist, and
by attracting the capital necessary for the devel-
opment of its great natural resources.

Negotiations between Her Majesty's Goveru-
ment and that of the United States on the Fish-
ery Question, with respect to which my govern-
ment bas been fuly informed and consulted, are
stifl in progreas, and will, we may be permitted
to e, result in an arrangement honorable and
satisfa-ctory to both nations.

Meanwhile the necessary provision has been
made for the protection ,f our inshore fisheries.
The paper on this subject will be laid before
you.

Your attention will be invited to the ex-
pediency of establishing a Department of Trade
and Commerce under the supervision of a
responsible Miniter.

You will also be aaked to consider the pro-
priety of making such improvement in the or-ganization of the Departments of Justice, Cus-
toins, and Inland Revenue, as will provide
greater facilities for the despatch of the large
and increasing volume of business with which
those Department are chagd.

A measure will be submitted to you giving
represâtation in the Senate te the North.West
Territories in addition to that which they now
posses in the Hous of Commons.

Other measures will be laid before you, and
among them will be found Billa for the amend
ment of the Acts relating to Governinent Rail
ways, for providing a better mode of trial o
claims against the Crown, for the improvemen
of the Procedure in Criminal Cases, and for th
further amendmsent of the Chinese Immigration
Act.

Gentenen of the Bouse of Commons:

You wil be asked in order to provide againa
the possible interruption of the navigation o
our great inland waters, for an appropriation i
aid of the construction of a canal to connect th
waters 0f Lakes Huron and Superior at Saul
Ste. Marie.

The amoounts for the past yearwiU be laid b
fore you, as well as the Estimates for the ensuin
year. They have been prepared with due r
gard to economy and the requirementa of th
Public service.

Honourable Gentlemen of the Senate:

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

I commend these important subjects and the
others wbich may be laid before you to your best
consideration, with full confiden-e in your earn-
est desire to promote the development and well-

being of Canada.

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

BILL INTRODUCED.

"An Act relating to Railways."-(Mr.
Smith.)

THE ADDRESS.

MOTION.

THE SPEAKER reported His Excel-
lency's Speech from the Throne, and the
same was read by the Clerk.

HON. ML SMITH moved that the
House do take into consideration the

Speech of His Excellency the Governor-
General on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to.

ORDERS AND CUSTOMS OF THE
SENATE.

COMMIITEE APPOINTED.

HON. Ma. SMITH moved that al
t the members present during this Session

b e appointed a Committee to consider
the Orders and Customs of this House
and Privileges of Parliament, and that
the said Committee have leave to meet

t in this House when and as often as they
fplease.

-

e The motion was agreed to.
t

The Senate adjourned at 4 p.m.
e
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THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, April 17th, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
3 p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

There being no order on the paper the
Senate adjourned at 3:15.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, April 18th, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
3 p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE ADDRESS.

HON. MR. MAcCALLUM-In rising
to move the resolutions in reply to His
Excellency's gracious speech I crave the
indulgence of this hon. House. Being
a young member of this body, although
not young in years, I feel some difficulty
in rising to address you, knowing, as I
do, that many of you have been years in
public life ; and that many of you had
made your mark in the history of this
country long before I had any idea of
entering Parh .ment. It has been said
by Lord Byron of the Duke of Welling-
ton :-
Although your Grace's years tend fast to

zero,
In fact your Grace is yet but a young hero.
In fact I am only a young Senator, and
I crave your indulgence while I make a
few remarks on this occasion in moving
the Address in reply to His Excellency's
most gracious Speech.

His Excellency has been kind enough
to congratulate us on the prosperity of
the country. It is a great pleasure to
know that Canada is prosperous. It
is pleasure to know that peace and
prosperity prevail throughout the land ;
that the working men of this country are
well employed, that they are receiving a
fair remuneration for their services, and
by that means they are able to obtain

the comforts of life, and live in peace
and prosperity. There is no country
to-day- on the face of the globe, as far as
I know, in which the masses of the
people are more happy and contented
than they are in Canada. There is no
place on the face of the globe where the
people generally are better fed and better
clad than in our Dominion. They are
satisfied with the Government under
which they live ; they look for a bright
future for the Dominion, and they are
self-reliant, frugal, industrious and law-
abiding, and they compare favorably with
any people on the face of the earth.

I am sure we are willing to join in His
Excellency's congratulations to Her Maj-
esty on the fiftieth year of her ascension
to the Throne. Her rule has been a
great and glorious one all over the British
Empire. She is beloved by all her sub-
jects, no matter where their lot is cast.
Hers has been a rule of progress, a rule
of prosperity, and in no portion of the
British Empire is that progress and pros.
perity more marked than in Canada. Fifty
years ago the larger portion of this coua-
try was almost an untrodden wilderness;
to-day it is a hive of industry. Fifty
years ago we had no railways, no canals
and a sparse population ; to-day we have
a country that is second to none on the
globe. We have a soil that is equal to
any under the canopy of heaven, and we
have an industrious people for whom
there is a great future. Her Majesty, as
our constitutional ruler, has discharged
all the duties pertaining to her high
and exalted station to the satisfaction
of her subjects, and if we look at her
domestic life it is a model not only for
the present but for future generations,
either as a modest maiden, a model
wife, a loving mother, or as a just Queen.

His Excellency has been kind enough
to say to us that this country has taken
a prominent position at the Colonial and
Indian Exhibition. There is no doubt
at all that the stand taken by this coun-
try at that Exhibition will prove to be
beneficial to the people of Canada. It
has given us an opportunity of placing
before the world samples of the products
of our country, whether of the workshop,
or of the loom ; or the raw material of
the field, the mine, the forest or the sea,'
and the more that this Dominion is
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known in Great Britain and in our sister
colonies, or anywhere throughout the
world, the better it is for our people;

The natural resources of this country
are great. All we require here is pop-
ulation, and we invite the people of the
Old Country to come to British North
America and enjoy with us this great in-heritance of ours. All that we want is
more brain, more muscle, strong armsand willing hearts to build up a strongBritish power on this continent.

We are pleased to know that negotia-
tions are pending between the United
States Government and the Government
of Great Britain on the important ques-tion of the Fisheries. I trust that thatquestion will be settled to the satisfac-tien of us all, and I cannot see for amoment why there should be any greatdifflculty about it. We demand ourrights under the treaty of 1818, and injustice to the People of Canada, and forthe honor of the nation, we cannot ac-cept less. While reading the Americanpress and reports of the speeches deliv-ered by some of the representative men ofthe United States, one would fancy thatCanadians were here on suffrance. Weknow that we are not here on suffraice,and ah we want is our rights. We de-niand no more, and we can take no less.We know that we are here as part andparcel of the great Empire on whichthe sun never sets. When I speakof this I do not allude to it in any
spirit of hostility. We are here along-side of the great Republic, with onlyan imagnary boundary line runningfor thousands of miles between us,and it is natural that we should haverivalry on both sides of the line, but letit be a rivalry in the arts of peace and.ot in the arts of war. Let it be arivalry of the greatest comfort to the
greatest number on either side of thelhne. That is the rivalry I want to see,and I know that when I express thatsentiment I express the feelings of every
true Canadian and also of every true
Amnerican.

I am glad to know that the govern-ment of the country has proposed
measures to defend our in-shorefisheries. I cannot for a moment think
that the American Government want -totake our property from us'without giving

us an equivalent. They might as well
encourage their citizens to take the
cattle from our fields ; the wheat from
our granaries or the lumber from our
forests without giving us an equiva-
lent, as to take our fish, and
I have not such an opinion of the
Americans as to believe that when they
come to consider the matter calmly and
coolly that it will not be settled satisfac-
torily to all.

We are told that our attention will be
called to the expediency of establishing
a department of trade and commerce
under the supervision of a responsible
Minister. The trade and commerce of
this country is assuming vast proportions.
It is largely increasing year by year, and
although I do not know that I fully
understand all that is meant by this
paragraph in the Speech, I know it is a
very important subject. Such a depart-
ment would have a responsible head in
Parliament to answer the questions of
the representatives of the people as to
the trade and commerce of the country,
and in this connection I might probably
make a suggestion, and that is, that
should difficulties take place between
capital and labor as is sometimes the
case where large amounts of labor and
capital are involved, statistics should be
laid before us in order to show whether
labor is getting its fair share of what it
sbpuld have, because capital and labor
are the joint partners in producing
wealth, and by having proper statistics
laid before Parliament we should be able
to decide what is right and just in sucb
matters. No doubt this subject will be
brought before us, and knowing that hon.
gentlemen will give it due consideration
I shall say no more about it at present.

His Excellency says :
" You will also be asked to consider the

propriety of making such improvement in
the organization of the Departments of
Justice, Custome and Inland Revenues,
as wili provide greater facilities for the
despatch of the large and increasine volume
of business with which those Dep~artmenta
are charged."

There are some complaints in this
country of departmental grievances
particularly with respect to Customs
charges, and I, for one, would liketo
see the subject have the same right oC
redress against the crown in every
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province of the Dominion as subject
against subject without any more trouble
than is involved in bringing a suit against
an individual. I do not know whether
the bill forshadowed will secure this
object, but I have no doubt it will, and
it will demand our serious attention.

It is with great pleasure I notice that
we are to have a measure submitted to
us to provide for the representation of
the North-West Territories in this
Chamber.

It is desirable in the interests of the
country that all portions of this Dominion
should have representation in Parliament.
It is necessary that they should have
such representation in order that any
grievances under which they labor, no
matter of what nature, should be heard.
I wish to express my individual thanks
to the Government for having anticipated
the feelings and requirements and wishes
of the people living in the North-West
Territories by foreshadowing this measure
to give them representation in the Senate.
Other measures aie promised which will
be laid before us in due season, one as
to Government Railways. I cannot say
very much as to what the nature of this
measure is to be. There are grievances
I believe against the Government Rail-
ways on the part of some of the people
who are shipping over those lines and
have travelled over them, and I hope
when the Bill is laid before the House it
will have the effect of removing all causes
of complaint.

We hive in peace and happiness, and
there is no portion of Her Majesty's
dominions to-day in which the people are
better satisfied with their condition than
they are in Canada. Canada has made
great strides during the last 50 years.
We are to-day utilizing steam everywhere
as motive power, and even electricity is
being converted to the use of man to
carry messages from distant parts of the
country and to light our cities, and I say
we ought to be satisfied that we live in
this age. We are certainly blessed be-
yond measure in our day and generation.

I have much pleasure in moving the
following resolutions in reply to His
Excellency's most gracious Speech:

That the following Address be presented
to His Excellency the Governor-General to
offer the respectful thanks of this House to

HON. ML MAcCALLUM.

His Excellency for the gracious Speech he
bas been pleased to make to both Houses of
Parliament-namely:-

To His EXCELLENCY the Most Honorable Sir
HENRY CHARLES KEITH PETTY-FITZMU-
RICE, Marquess of Lansdowne, in the
County of Somerset, Earl of \vycombe, of
Chipping-Wycombe, in the Counity of
Bucke, Viscount Caln and Calnetone in
the County of Wilts, and Lord Wycombe,
Baron of Chipping-Wycombe, in the
County of Bucks, in the Peerage of Great
Britain; Earl of Kerry, and Earl of Shel-
burne, Viscount Clanmaurice and Fitz-
maurice, Baron of Kerry, Lixnaw and
Dunkerron, in the Peerage of Ireland ;
Kiiight Grand Cross of the Most Distin-
guished Order of Saint Michael and Saint
George; Governor-General of Canada.

MAY IT PLEAS YoUa EXCELLENCY:-
We, Her Majesty's dutiful and loyal sub'

jects, tbe Senate of Canada in Parliament
assembled. humbly thank Your Excellency
for your gracious Speech at the opening of
this Session.

We rejeice that it is Your Excelleny's
pleasing duty on the opening of a new
Parliament to congratulate us on the general
prosperity of the country and on the prospect
of a coming season of peace and progress.

We respectfully beg leave to assure Your
Excellency that v-e gladly join with the rest
of the loyal subjects of the Queen in offering
Her Majesty our sincere congatulations on
Her having reached the fiftieth anniversar'
of Her accession to the Throne, and in givink
expression to an earnest hope that she may
be long spared te, reign over lier vast
Dominions.

It affords us great pleasure to learn that
the prominent position taken by Canada at
the Colonial and Indian Exhibition recently
held in London has made the Dominion
more widely and favorably known than
before, and we concur in Your Excepllency's
expression of opinion that it will, no doubt,
contribute largely to its material progress
by calhing attention to the advantages ofrered
by our country to the agriculturist, and by
attracting the capital necessary for the
development of its great natural resources.

We learn with much'interest that negotia-
tions between Her Majesty's Government
and tha of the United States on the Fishery
Question, with respect to which Your
Excelleney's Government has been fully
informed and consulted, are stil in progresa
and will,'we may be permitted to hope,
result in ai arrangement honorable and
satistactory to both nations.

We thank Your Excellency for informing
us that meanwhile the necessary provision
has been nhat'e for the protection of our
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inshore fisheries, and that the paperson this Majesty la Reine. Cet anniversaire esteul3ect will be laid before us. l'occasion de grandes fêtes et de grandesVour Excellency having been pleased toréoisnepatu 'mrintirnate t*at our attention will be invited réjouissnces par tout l'Empire ; car nous
to the expedienev of establishing a Depart- avons eu le bonheur d'avoir pour Sou-
ment of Trade -and Commerce under the veraine, pendant ces cinquante années,
Supervision of a responsible Minister, we une Reine, qui a été et qui est encore lebeg leuve to assure Your Excellency that modèle des vertus et sous le sceptre de
conesiderationhal receive our most careful laquelle, le pays et tout l'Empire ont

We hear with pleasure that we shall also prosperé Que Dieu la conserve encore
ie asked to consider the propriety of mak- longtemps à notre affection.Ing euch improvement in the organization Nous avons eu le plaisir de voir com-I* the Deartments of Jutice, Custome, and bien l'exposition coloniale qui a eu lieuIln eeue, asq will provide greater
facilities for the despatch of the large and récemment à Londres, a mis en relief
increasin volume of business with which notre beau et grand pays. Tous ceux

Wage Departments are charged. qui ont visité cette exposition se sontatorceive with great interest the inform- accordés à reconnaître l'immense progrès
aiing rep n as e re will be Subnated to h qu'avait fait le Canada, et je suis heureux

Nrth-West Territories in addition to that de savoir que cette exposition a eu et
whicl, they now pseaiCohnhyon w possess in the House of doit encore avoirles plus heureux résultats

We mos. tpour notre industrie, nos manufactures
alr18s thank Your Excellency for in- et notre agriculture. Si nous avons eu

before us, sd thther measures will be laid à dépenser des sommes assez rondes

rftd Bis for the amendment of the Acta pour cet objet, nous en sommes ample-
ing a nto Government railways, for provid- ment récompensés par les nouveaux
ther mode of trial of clainis against débouchés, qui sont ouverts ainsi, à nos

curow, for tbe limtrovement of the Pro- marchands et à nos agriculteurs.Cedure In Crimi'nal Case, and for the fur-ooalsmsius eru
ter amnendmien of the 'hinen I mtgrati je suis, honorables messieurs, heureux

Atede savoir que les négociations entre le

celWe humbly beg leave to assure Your Ex- gouvernement Impérial, et celui descleucy that these i
the others whic e important subjects and Etats-Unis, au sujet de la question des
receive hr hmay be laid before us shall pêcheries se continuent, et qu'il y a toutreeieOur be coneideration, and thaterqelsdu pasnour Excellencv may have full confidence lieu d'espérer que les deux pays en
On Our earnest d ire to promote the devel- viendront à un arrangement honorable
paent and well-being of Canata. et satisfaisant, et je suis convaincu, pour

ma part, que les intérêts du Canada neHON. M. CASGRAIN-HONoRABLES seront pas négligés. Vivant, comme
deEssIEURs :-En me levant pour secon- je vis, sur les limites des deux pays, jeder la réponse au discours du Trône, suis persuadé que les dispositions ami-
vous me permettrez de vous rappeler que cales qui existent entre les deux pays, necest la première fois que je prends la pourront qu'amener une solution dans
Parole dans cette Honorable Chambre, notre intérêt aussi bien que dans celuiet de vous prier en même temps de des Etats-Unis.
vouloir bien m'accorder, en ma qualité Son Excellence attire notre attentionde jeune membre, toute l'indulgence sur l'apropos d'ouvrir un départementdont j'ai besoin en cette occasion. du commerce sous la direction d'un

Son Excellence a eu parfaitement Ministre responsable, et aussi d'améliorer
raison, je crois, de nous féliciter sur la l'organisation du département de la
Prospérité générale du pays, et sur l'avenir justice, des douanes et du Revenude paix et de progrès qui s'annonce pour Intérieur. Ces mesures d'après soinnous. Nous avons eu, en effet, une belle Excellence, auront pour résultat de
et bonne récolte, les affaires ont prospéré faciliter l'expédition des affaires. Quand
et le peuple en général est content et ces mesures nous seront soumises, j'aime
heureux, à croire, que nous trouverons, que non-

Plor ma part, honorables messieurs, seulement elles sont dans l'intérêt deil m'est bien agréable de faire cette décla- l'expédition des affaires, nais encoreraticn, au momentoù nous allons célébrer qu'eles auront ponrrésultat d'écononishr
le 5oeme. anniversaire du règne de Sa les deniers publics.
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Nous nous rappelons qu'à la dernière
session du parlement, il a été passé un
Acte pour donner aux territoires du
Nord-Ouest, une représentation conve-
nable dans la Chambre des Com-
munes. Nos compatriotes de toutes
origines, qui occupent ces territoires
ont pu profiter de cette législation
à la dernière élection, et envoyer à la
Chambre des Communes, quatre répré-
sentants, qui seront aussi en position de
faire valoir les droits et les besoins de
ces grand territoires. Le discours du
Trône nous annonce une mesure par
laquelle ces territoires auront une repré-
sentation aussi dans la Sénat. J'en suis
heureux pour ma part, car les nouveaux
Sénateurs seront alors en mesure de
faire valoir auprès de nous les besoins
de ces immenses contrées.

Quant aux autres mesures que son
Excellence nous annonce dans son dis-
cours d'ouverture, nous ne manquerons
pas, j'en suis certain, de les apprécier et
de les considérer avec toute l'attention
voulue, vu l'importance qu'elles semblent
avoir, spécialement celle qui a rapport
aux chemins de fer, et aux réclamations
contre la Couronne.

Je me réjouis aussi, honorables mes-
sieurs, que son Excellence nous annonce,
que l'intention de son gouvernement,
est de demander un vote d'argent aux
parlement pour la construction d'un
canal qui relierait les eaux des Lacs
Huron et Supérieur au Sault Ste. Marie.
Cette mesure, entre autre choses, in-
dique que le Nor-Ouest Canadien,
aussi bien que le Nord-Ouest Américain,
a besoin de nouveaux débouchés, et que
malgré la construction du canal améri-
cain, il est désirable qu'il y ait un second
canal sur notre propre territoire, afin de
pouvoir faciliter l'exportation des im-
mense produits du Nord-Ouest, et par
là même de suffire aux besoins du com-
merce. Il est possible qu'il y en ait
parmi nous, qui croient qu'une améliora-
tion de ce genre devrait, être retardée à
plusieurs années ; mais je ne suis pas
de cet avis, car je crois que l'expérience
des dernières années, nous assure une
prospérité immense du coté du Nord-
Ouest, et par là même oblige un
gouvernement prévoyant de pourvoir de
sùite aux besoins et aux réclamations du
commerce et de l'industrie du pays.

HON. M. CASGRAIN.

Je terminerai, honorables messieurs,
en vous remerciant de l'attention et de la
bienveillance qui vous m'avez accordées,
et en espérant avec son Excellence, que
les mesures que son gouvernement doit
soumettre à la considération des deux
chambres du parlement, seront telles,
qu'elles assureront le développement et
la prospérité de notre beau pays.

HON.'MR. SCOTT-Before proceed-
ing to make a few observations on the
Speech from the Throne, I desire first
to offer my congratulations to the
hon. Senator from Niagara on the occa-
sion of his elevation to the Chair of this
Senate. There are, no doubt, several
other gentlemen who have been longer
in this House than the Senator from
Niagara, and who possess all the qualifi-
cations for the position ; therefore the
compliment to him is all the more
marked from the fact that there were
other gentlemen who, from their position
here, and their ability, and other qualifi-
cations which they possess, were equally
well fitted for the position. The hon.
gentleman is called to a post of very
distinguished honor, one that has been
filled by some of the first men in Cana-
da, and we are all happy to feel that his
predecessors have discharged the deli-
cate duties the Speaker of the Senate
is sometimes called upon to perform, in
a manner that was at all times creditable
to the occupant of that chair. Notably,
I think I may safely say that His Hon-
or's immediate predecessor had gained
for himself a high opinion from both
sides of this House for the manner in
which he discharged the duties of the
position that you are now called upon to
fill. It is quite true that the Speaker
of the Senate of Canada does
not fill so important a position as
the presiding officer of a deliberative
body such as the Commons. The
Senate itself largely attends to its rules
of control and manages its own business;
yet there are times when it is most con-
venient that questions not only of order
but other questions should be left to the
Chair. It is always a satisfactory tri-
bunal, and I feel great confidence in
saying that on those occasions we shall
have the benefit of the hon. Senator's
best judgment, and we shall at all events
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have the expression of fair and impartial
opinion. I think we may count upon
that in advance-that however strongly
marked have been, in former years, his
Political tendencies, as the occupant
of that Chair when those delicate ques-
tions do arise, he will hold the scales
with equal fairness and justice betweenthe small minority and the large majority
in this Chamber.

There is another point to which I
wish to advert before I address myself tothe Speech-that is, the absence of thehon. gentleman whom in the past wehave all very much admired and res-Pected---the gentleman who since Con-federation occupied a very prominentplace in this House, fifteen yearsof that time as leader of the House,and five years as leader of the Op-Position. From ill-health, I believe,that gentleman has thought proper
vOluntarily to withdraw from thisChamber, and has been called upon
the L a distinguished position asieutenant-Governor of the ProvinceO Ontario. I am quite sure that Iexpress the universal sentiment of everygentleman present when I give ex-pression to the opinion that wehave at all times entertained a very highestimate and regard'for that hon. gentle-man for the fairness with which he dis-charged those delicate functions thatrested with tha Leader of the House.The course he took on all occasions, asa rule, met not alone with the approvalof his own party, but on the part of the'
Opposition it was conceded that the linehe had chosen was one that was fair andresonable from his own standpoint.

The hon. gentleman from Monck whobas introduced the resolutions in answer
to the Speech, asked for the consideration
of this Chamber. We are al] only tooglad to extend to new Senators every
Possible consideration they may desire,not alone on the occasion of their maidenspeech, but until they have become afamiliar feature in this body. As the hon.
gentleman proceeded with his speech,however, it was evident to all of us that it
was quite unnecessary that he should pr-face it with the modest pretentions whichhe did. The hon. gentleman showedthat he is weIl versed in the poltical
history of bis country. He has been a

somewhat prominent man in his own
party. I had the pleasure of sitting with
him for a time some twelve or fifteen
years ago in the Provincial Legislature.
I am not quite sure that he was in the
old Parliament of Canada, but he was
repeatedly elected to the popular branch
of the Dominion Parliament. Although
the hon. gentleman has been a very
warm adherent of bis own party, now
that he has corne into this non-partisan
Chamber, I am quite sure the hon.
gentleman will. forget the earnest and
vigorous blows that he was in the habit
of administering to bis opponents both
on the hustings and from his seat in
Parliament; that he will now rest in the
dignified serenity which prevails in this
Chamber, whence political exigencies are
entirely excluded.

We are glad also to welcome our hon.
friend from Windsor. He may be taken
as a representative of the French Cana-
dian people of Ontario. They are a very
large and, I am glad to say, increasing
element in the province and I recognize
that it was due to that body that a
gentleman of their nationality should be
called to represent them in this Chamber.
I have no doubt from bis political stand-
point that he will prove a very worthy
one. I am only sorry that bis views are
so restrained, so narrow and so different
I believe from those he ought to enter-
tain in accord with the great mass of the
French Canadian population who are
residents of this Province.

The Speech is an uncommonly short
one-I believe the shortest we have
had for many years, and it sets out
with a rather peculiar paragraph,
and that is the congratulation on
the prospect of peace in the Dom-
,inion of Canada. It did seem to me
rather apocryphal that we should talk
of peace in Canada. Peace is our nor-
mal condition. Who ever dreamed of
war ? We never supposed that it was
within the possibilities that this country
should be in avy other condition
but that of peace. I hope it is not
an indication that there are strained
relations in any direction or in any
quarter that prompt the Government
to say that the prospect of peaceis sut-
isfactory. We are accustofied, 0
course, to read in speeches that ade
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delivered on the other side of the Atlan-
tic, in the House of Lords, on the
opening of the Session of Parliament an
announcement that peace docs prevail,
but that speech is addressed to an em-
pire taking in some two hundred millions
of people. In that vast empire, exposed
as it is to embarrassments of one kind
and another and national jealousies,
there must be difficulty at one time or
another as there has been in the past,
and it is always a subject of congratula-
tion that there is to be a period of peace ;
but it did strike me as ridiculous that
we in Canada should be congratulated
on having a season of peace as we know
nothing else, except when there is inter-
nal commotion, and that never arises
without a cause and wvhen the cause is
removed the insurrection ceases.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-What
about the North-West?

HON. MR. SCOTT-The hon. gentle-
man asks what about the North-West,
but the people of the North-West had
cause. One of the announcements in
the Speech to-day is that the North-
West is to have representation in this
Chamber. One.cause of the complaint
of the people of the North-West was
that they were taxed without represen-
tation ; that they had petitioned the
Government and their petitions were
unnoticed, and were pigeon holed, and
the consequence was they took that
course which a free people always do
under such circumstances, and they
announced their determination to get
their rights and their rights have been
accorded to them. We all cordially
join in the enconiums pronounced by the
hon.gentleman whomoved theresolutions
in answer to the Speech on the second
paragraph in the Address. No doubt it
is a glory to us all to live in the present
reign. Since the foundation a thousand
years ago of the Saxon Heptarchy under
King Egbert no sovereign has so really
won the love, veneratiôn and respect of
the British people as the present Queen.
She stands out alone amongst all the sov-
ereigns of the last thousand years as the
only one who deserves any tribute that her
people can pay to her. In her time greater
progress has been made not alone in the

HoN. MR. SCOTT.

arts and sciences, not alone in utilitarian
sciences but in the recognition of those
broad principles that belong to man.
Popular form of Government has been
wonderfully developed. In the very
first year of her reign, unhappily, in this
country both Upper and Lower Canada
impelled by the same cause that the hon.
gentleman a moment ago alluded to,with
grievances, and no way of bringing them
under their sovereign's notice, had re-
course to arms, and when the Parliament
and sovereign knew what those grievances
were they removed them and they paid
the sufferers their expenses, paid them for
their losses as they very properly should
have done, and what has been the
consequence ?-That for fifty years, as
the hon. gentleman from Monck has
observed, no people have been more
happy or more contented, no people have
made more progress in the developement
of human liberty than the people of this
Dominion-I believe to a greater degree
than in the republic on the other side of
the line.

We are told of the great success of the
Colonial and Indian Exhibition. I have
no doubt that that exhibition has been
a material benefit to Canada. It was
always a benefit to our country to bring
under the notice of tþe world the various
exhibits that we are enabled to pro-
duce, and there are no people more
advanced in the utilitarian sciences and
agriculture than the people of this
country. Our labor saving machines
and our other appliances attracted the
notice of the visitors to that exhibition.
No doubt the result will be of material
benefit to the people who were the
exhibitors on that occasion.

I do not propose to make any
çomments on the next paragraph of the
address, which relates to the Fishery
Question : I am in accord with all that
the Senator from Monck remarked with
reference to our being firm in what we
believe we are fairly entitled to ;
but this subject is now before the
representative men of the two countries,
and it is rather a delicate one to
discuss ; therefore I prefer to pass it
over with the single observation that I
am quite sure our rights and our privi-
leges are in good keeping. Until the
papers are before us and we know the
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propositions on one side and the other,
It would be evidently better that silence
should be observed, because whatever
observations are made now may be dis-
torted so as to do harm in the negotia-
tions. We are told that there is to be a
new department-that some other min-
ister is to be added to the baker's dozen
we already possess, and it is to be calledthe Department of Trade and Commerce.

.thought that the National Policy rather
dscouraged trade and commerce outside.
I do not see that our trade abroad hasmaterially developed within the last sixor seven years. On the contrary, be-
yond the export of our natural products
I see no extraordinary revival of the out-side trade and commerce of Canada towarrant the establishment of a new de-partment-

I notice also that the Government pro-poses to construct a canal at Sault St.Marie, and the Senate is not called uponto consider the question. I look uponthat as a question of policy-as a ques-tion of whether it is in the interest of thiscountry that that canal should be con-structed. His Excellency has been madenot to address the Senate, but to addressis observations entirely to the House of
Comrnons on this question. He says:-

a 'You will be a8ked in order to provideagainst the Posible interruption of thenavigation of our great inland waters for anappropriation in aid of the construction of acjanal ta conneet the waters of Lake Huronand Superior at Sault Ste Marie. "

It does seem to me that the Senate
aught to have been taken into the co1ifi-dence of His Excellency on that occasion,and that this House should be asked asto the wisdom of that policy. At thepresent moment, under the treaty ofWashington, the St. Lawrence is free tothe ocean, to the commerce of both
counties. The St. Clair Flats Canal isfree. The United 8tates Government
undertook to induce the several states
to open their canals to the commerce ofCanada, and the Imperial Government
on its part undertook to secure for the
United States the use of the canals con-trolled by Canada, and we have not heardthe most remote hint that the present ar-rangement wasin any way to be disturbed.Taker in corjunction with the first para-
graph of the Speech one is al'most led to

the belief that there was some strained
necessity for building the canal at Sault
Ste Marie alongside of the American canal
that is at present free to us, for which
we do not pay one farthing, where our
goods are carried through one of the
finest canals in the world without cost-
a well appointed lock and canal which
are illuminated with electric lights every
night during navigation. We have used
that canal steadily, and we have never
heard the smallest intimation that the
American government were intending to
shut us out from the use of it. Before
the construction of the Pacific Railway
I could appreciate that there might be a
little difficulty in the Americans not
allowing our troops to rkirt along our
border through their canal in the event
of difficulties in the North-West; but
now that we have the Pacific- Railway
open in winter and summer there is
really no necessity for that particular
matter being considered in connection
with this canal. Hon. gentlemen who
pass through the Sault Ste. Marie canal
know that the United States government
have wo locks there. They are practi-
cally two canals, one built many years
ago and a very large lock built some
seven or eight years ago and now com-
pletely finished-a lock sufficiently large
to take three or four vessels through at a
time-a lock I think of twenty feet lift,
of gigantic proportions compared with
the locks of our own internal canals,
and I do not therefore see what necessity
there can be for the construction of a
-work of that kind on our side of the
river. I have turned my attention to it
from the fact that I think it is not con-
sistent with the powers entrusted to this
House, as one of the legislative bodies of
the Dominion Government, that we are
not to be called upon to give any expres-
sion of opinion upon this subject. Sure-
ly the expenditure of several million
dollars involving a question of policy is
a matter of consideration for this Cham-
ber. The House of Commons is told
that something will be put in the estimates
about it, but this Chamber is not asked to
give its approbation to the proposition to
construct that canal. I think the gentle-
man who drafted this speech to His Eicel
lency has been guilty of rather a erions
omission in that particular. Wfth thee
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few observations I leave the answer to
the Speech. It is not proposed I believe
to offer any suggestiqps in amendment
and probably this Chamber will follow the
example set in the other branch of the
legislature and allow the Address to
go through with as little comment as
possible.

HON. MR. POWER-I had hoped
that some gentleman on the other side
would have said something with respect
to this speech after the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa sat down, but as no one
seems disposed to rise I shall venture to
make a few observations. In what the
hon. gentleman from Ottawa has said
with respect to the present occupant of
the Chair, and the gentlemen who pre-
ceded him, I cordially concur. I also
concur in what he has said with respect
to the gentleman who for so many years
led this House, and whose absence we
all regret ; and I trust that the House
will take occasion to express in some
more emphatic way than by a mere inci-
dental reference in the discussion of this
speech, their sense of the loss which
the departure of the hon. gentleman who
so admirably led the House for so long a
period appears to them.

HON. GENTLEMEN-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. gen-
tleman from Monck was, as my prede-
cessor has said, too modest altogether.
The hon. gentleman perhaps may have
felt, being in a new field, just a little of
the modesty of a young man ; but he is
a veteran warrior in political fights. Pro-
bably there is hardly a constituency in
Western Canada where the elections have
been more bitterly and vigorously con-
tested than in the constituency which
that gentleman represented for so many
years, a constituency which I believe he
was almost the only man who could save
to his party.

The hon. gentleman who seconded
the Address proves that the French-
Canadian race does not deteriorate as it
goes westward, either in appearance or
ability.

Turning to the Speech, I dare say
you would all prefer that I should not
talk about it ; but, having for a certain
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time been silent, the occasion of the
discussion of the Speech from the
Throne gives an opportunity to say
things that one perhaps has thought of
for a good while. The first paragraoh
of the Speech says that it is His Excel-
lency's pleasing duty on the opening of
a new parliament to congratulate us on
the general prosperity of the country and
on the prospect of a coming season of
peace and progress. I quite sympathise
with what the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa has said as to the novelty of our
being congratulated on the prospect of a
coming season of peace, because, as that
hon. gentleman has properly said, peace
is the normal condition of things here;
and I am afraid that, taken with some
other expressions in the Address, it may
be rather regarded as an indication that
the prospects of peace are not quite as
good as might be hoped.

As to the general prosperity of the
country I have little to say. ' I do not
know what the prosperity of the western,
portion of the country may be, but 1
am certainly safe in saying that in
the Maritime Provinces, including
New Brunswick and Nova Scotia,
the people are not in a condition
to be congratulated on their pros-
perity. All those things which are
taken as indications of prosperity
are absent there. I know that in the
city from which I come-and the same
thing is true in a great degree of the
province, and of the City of St. John and
the Province of New Brunswick, the
value of real estate, which is a very fair
indicat'on of the prosperity of a country
or district, has fallen very largely indeed ;
and the natives of the country who are
born and bred there, and who are suited
to the country, are leaving the Lower
Provinces by hundreds; consequently I
do not altogether concur with the hon.
gentleman from Monck in raising my
voice and asking emigrants from Europe
to come to that part of Canada. If we
could induce all who are in the Lower
Provinces to stay there we should do
much better, and I think if the Govern-
ment would take such steps as would
induce the people of the Lower Provinces
to remain at home they would act more
wisely than in asking people to come-
into this country from Europe.
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Of course we all concur in the senti-
ments contained in the second paragraph
of the speech. Everyone who lives under
the rule of Queen Victoria joins gladly
m. congratulations on her jubilee. Herreign has been a nodel one. Diiring
that time, without any revolution, in the
nost peaceable way possible, and almost
imperceptibly, the colonies, which whenshe ascended the throne were Crown
Colonies, or something next door to
Crown Colonies, are now nearly allself governng communities, with freeinstitutions modelled after the institutions
of the mother country ; and the mother
country herself has succeeded in accom-
modating her institutions to the change
0f feeling throughout the world, particu.larly amongst English speaking races.England which. when her Majesty as-cended the Throne was a limited
monarchy, under an aristocratic govern-ment, has to-day almost the most demo-cratic government in the world. Thereis, I suppose, no country where the will ofthe People makes itself felt so directly andimnedately as il, England. Althoughthe country to the south of us is arepubîic and is supposed to be a much
more democratic country than England,the fact is that the will of the peopledoes not make itself felt in administration
or legislation with anything like the samerapidity in the United States, that it doesin the mother country ; and to havebrought about that revolution in the wayin which it has been brought about, with-out any serious fiction or any bloodshedor ill-feeling is one great achievement ofHer Majesty's reign.

I may venture to express the hopethat, in one section of Her Majesty'sdominions where difficulties have arisen,and where at the present time things arein a very unsettled condition, suchchanges will take place in the near future
as will put an end to all reasonable
grounds for complaint; and it would be,I think, a most happy feature of thejubilee year of Her Majesty's reign iftbat year should be marked by the adop-
tion of such legislation as would put anend to the dissatisfaction and discontent
which have been so long chronic in
Ireland.

I an very happy to learn that the
prominent position which Canada took

at the Colonial and Indian Exhibition
has made the Dominion more widely
and favorably known than before, and
that it will contribute largely to its
material progress by calling attention to
the advantages offered by our country to
the agriculturist, and by attracting the
capital necessary for the development
of its great uatural resources.

While on this point, I may say hat
I cannot understand why it is that in
this country we do not succeed in
attracting immigrants in the same way
that they are attracted to the United
States. The Government of this country
spend a great deal of money with the
view of attracting immigration to Canada,
but the immigrants do not seem to come.
In the United States the Governnment do
not do as much in that way as they do
here, but the railway companies do an
immense deal. I have not yet learned
that any of our Canadian railway com-
panies have done much in the way of
attracting emigrants to this country.
Considering the very generous assistance
which this country has given to some of
the railways, the companies should do
a great deal in the way of encouraging
inimigration-that is immigration of the
right kind-and I hope that, if the
Canadian Pacific Railway have not al-
ready taken steps to bring the right kind
of immigrants into Canada, they will
do so in the early future.

One of the most important paragraphs
in the Speech is the fourth, which deals
with the negotiations pending between
Her Majesty's Government and that of
the United States with respect to the
Fisheries question. We are not in a
position to discuss that question satisfac-
torily until we have seen the papers and
correspondence in connection with it ;
but we may express our regret that that
correspondence has not been laid before
Parliament. It is a very unsatisfactory
thing for a Canadian, whose country
is more vitally interested in this
question than either Great Britain or
the United States, to find that he has to
look for his information to the blue
books of England and the United States.
I have had the good fortune to see the
English blue book on the Fisheries
question, and I have also seen t4e
American blue book; but I haye.et
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yet seen such a document issued by the
Government here, and I think it is a
regrettable and objectionable state of
things. There is one observation which
I might be allowed to make, akhough
the correspondence is not before the
qouse, and that is that, as far as I can
judge, the Canadian Minister of Marine.
and Fisheries and the Minister of
Justice have done their duty, at any
rate in the matter of the correspondence,
by the country upon whose behalf they
speak. I think the report of the Minis-
ter of Justice in the case of the " David
J. Adams » is an able and convincing
paper. The hon. gentleman for Monck
seemed to feel4 very sanguine that we
shall settle this question without any
difficulty at all; that the P mericans are
a reasonable people, and that this little
difficulty will be settled without trouble
or delay, and the hon. gentleman from
Windsor seemed to entertain the same
view. I am afraid that those hon.
gentlemen are a little too sanguine. I
can readily understand that the hon.
gentleman from Windsor, whose relations
with the people across the river are
very friendly, thinks that because the
people of Detroit and neighborhood
seem to be filled with good feeling
towards Canada, therefore there will be
no difficulty in arranging this matter.
Unfortunately, those difficulties are not
to be settled by the people living close
to the two sides of the border; they are
to be settled at Washington and in Lon-
don; and, when we look at what has
taken place in Washington during the
late session of Congress, I do not think
we can concur with the mover and sec-
onder of the Address in thinking that
we are to have this Fishery Question
settled without difficulty or delay.
Judging from the temper shown-and
one does not so much mind the temper
shown by the fishermen of New Eng-
land-but judging from the temper
shown by the two Houses of Congress
during the late session, I see very little
reason to hope that a settlement of this
question will be arrived at which will be
honorable and satisfactory to both na-
tions. At any rate I hardly think that
any arrangement will be arrived at which
will be honorable to England and the
United States and it the same time sat-

isfactory to Canada. I do not think
that any arrangement which would be
fair and honorable to the Dominion
would just now be satisfactory-I shall
not say to the Government of the United
States, because the Government seem to
be fairly reasonable, but-to the Congress
of the United States, and I have grave
doubts as to the future of this question.
I hope that my doubts are not well
founded. I think we could stand two
or three years of difficulty with the
United States; but my fear, based upon
the experience of past negotiations be-
tween England and the United States is,
that thé interests of Canada will be sac-
rificed by England. I hope that it may
not be so; but I have very grave fears
on the subject.

It was suggested by the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa, and his views appear to be
the views generally entertained, that we
should not talk about this question in
Parliament at Ottawa. I do not see why
we should not. We know well that this
matter was discussed in the freest way
at Washington. If they talked freely
there, 1 do not see why we should not
talk here also ; and I venture to hope
that we talk as good common sense here
as they do at Washington, and that our
views are perhaps more reasonable than
the views expressed by some gentlemen
in Congress. Before leaving this subject,
there is just one point to which I might
venture to direct the attention of the
hon. gentleman who represents the Gov-
ernment here, and that is, that if the
up-shot of the negotiations should be
the making of a new treaty, I trust that
the Government of Canada will see that
whatever privileges are granted to the
fishermen of the United States will be
enjoyed subject to the same rules and
laws as our own fishermen are subject to.
What I mean is this: that American
fishermen shall not be allowed to come
into our territorial waters-within the
three mile limit-and do things there
which our own fishermen are not allowed
to do. I think that is a matter of very
great consequence; and I hope the
Government have not overlooked it ;
and, if negotiations go on hereafter, that
they will bear it in mind. Hon. gentle-
men will remember the serious difficulty
which occurred be:ween Newfoundland

HON. MR. POWER.
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fishermen and American fishermen atFortune Bay arose altogether out of the
fact that that the American fishermen
were not bound to obey the local laws
with regard to fishing. I hope the Gov-ernment will see that in whatever arrange-
ment is corne to, provision will be made
on this point, because our experiencehas been in the past that American
fishermen corne in close to the shoreand tear up and destroy the nets andother fishing appliances of our shorefishermen ; and I nay venture to suggestalso--although it' is not my duty to re-
commend things to the Government-
that in the interest of the inshore fisher-men it is desirable that the Government
should make regulations to protect thenagainst tbe interference of our own fish-ermen who fish from schooners and largeboats. It is not an uncommon thing fora fishing schooner to improperly interferewith the nets and fishing gear of theshore fishermen, and it is the duty ofthe Governiment to prevent it. I hopehon. gentleman who represents the
iovernment in this House will take somenterest in this natter and see that theGovernment nake the necessary regula-
tons, and if legislation is necessary thatthat legislation shall take place.The latter part of that paragraph says,the necessary provision has been madefor the protection of our inshore fisheries.

•Ihink that up to the present time, Lhatis since the beginning of last year, theProtection afforded to our waters hasbeen fairly satisfactory, and I hope that
he Governent will continue to protectur ights in the way that they have done.may say, although it is repeating whathave said hefore, that there probablyWould have been less difficulty with theAmerican fishermen last year, and lessdissatisfaction amongst the American

People, if the Government had not, withthe best intentions, made the mistake ofgiving our neighbors one season of freeftshing. There is just one other point asto which I humbly suggest a mistake hasbeen made. I think that in some two orthree instances our officers have perhapsrather exceeded their instructions. There
was the case which occurred very re-cently : that of the schooner " Scylla, "of the county of Lunenburg-a caseWith which my hon. friend on the left2

(Mr. Kaulbach) is doubtless familiar,
in which the offence of the "Scylla"
was that she supplied provisions
to an American schooner in need of
them, at a distance of fourteen miles
from land. The "Scylla" was seized,
and only recently released. I think
that there was an excess of zeal on the
part of the officer to seize a vessel for an
proceeding of that kind. I fail to see how
it can be an offence under any law. On
the whole, hnwever, the Government
have done their duty fairly well in con-
nection with this protective service, and
I am glad to notice that they have fitted
out additional cruisers this year, and
that the protective service will probably
be more complete than it has been.

We are told in the fifth paragraph that
we are to have a Department of Trade
and Commerce, under the supervision of
a responsible Minister. That is a pro-
position which I think does not deserve
the approval of this House. We have
too many departments. We have, I
think, thirteen departments. You may
go over the whole civilized world, and
you will hardly find a country, no matter
how populous or how large or how rich
it may be, where there are so many
departments to do the same work as we
have here. The only country that I
have been able to find where there are
more departments than there are
in Canada is Great Britain and
Ireland. In that country there
are sixteen ministers ; and when
we take out of those sixteen the Lord
Lieutenant of Ireland, he Secretary for
the Colonies, the Secretary for India and
the Chancellor of the Duchy of Lan-
caster, there are practically less by one
or two than we have here. In Belgium,
where the revenue is nearly double as
large as ours, and where there is a popu-
lation considerably larger than ours, they
have only seven ministers. In the
Netherlands, where the population is
about the same as ours, and the revenue
once and a half as large, they have only
eight ministers. In Portugal, where the
revenue ard population are pretty much
the same as ours, they have only seven.
Coming to this continent, we find that
in Brazil, where the revenue and popula-
tion are double what ours are, they have
only seven ministers. In the United
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States they have only seven, and the be a desirable addition to the staff,
general rule throughout America is that though I arnot sure. It doeslook as
there are either five or seven ministers. though the intention was to appoint more
Even Mexico has only six; and our officiais. 1 think we are too much gov-
sister colony of New South Walës, erned in Canada altogether. We have
where the revenue is larger than ours, too many heads of departments-nearly
has only nine ministers. To undertake, twice as many as we ought to have,
at the present time, in the face of a and too many subordinates. I ar satis-
deficit of nearly six millions of dollars, fied that one-haif the number of Civil
and of a revenue falling rather than Servants whom we have in Ottawa to-day
rising, to create another department, would do the work done by the present
which will involve not merely a new staff better than it is done. The fact is
minister but a new staff and a very large that in some of the departments the
expenditure, is very unwise and ir- employees are so numeous that they are
proper and unnecessary. simply in one another's way; and in

If it is necessary that there should be order to give ther employment the
some officer especially charged with the Ministers are obliged to devise a system
supervision oftradeand commerce, I think of red tape which impedes rather than
the simpler way would be to combine two advances the work. The Circunlocution
of the present departments, and give the Office that Dickens wrote of was fot
department that was then to spare to a much worse than some of the depart-
new minister-that is, if such a minister mente here, and there je the strongest
were necessary. For my part I do not objection to any addition to the Civil
see why the Finance Minister could not Service staff. The Government of the
answer all questions dealing with trade, country costs a great deal more than the
commerce and statistics here, as well as Government of a young and poor country
he does elsewhere. I ar afraid that this like this should cost.
ptoposition to create a new minister does As to the proposed representation of

iot arise so much from the feeling that the North-West Territories in the Senate,
such an officer is necessary in the inter- it is a matter to whch we can have
este of the country as from the fact that no objection. Four members are no
the office is needed for some particular supposed to represent the North-
gentleman. In fact I have been given ta West Territories in the other Cham-
understand that it is needed for a gentie- ber. I said last Session, when the
man who findS that the office which he Bill to provide for that representati n
at present holde does not afford him was going through the buse, that the
that employment and that patronage measure wa so drawn that the Govern-
which he feels his abilities demand. If ment might as well havte been given
that be the case, the creation of this new power to appoint the four members for
department is a most indefensible and the North-West Territories. The result
unwiMe policy. has proved that I was perfectly rght.

The sixth paragraph says that we shaol With a system of open voting, and the
be asked to consider the propriety of liste made up after nomination day, the
making such improvements in the organ- elections were only a matter of form, and
ization of the Departments of justice, practically allowed the Government to
Customs and Inland Revenue, as will appoint four gentlemen to represent the
provide greater facilities for theSdespatch North-West. At the came ime, I think
of the large and increasing volume of it is better that it should be so, than that
business with which those departments the North-West should be unrepresent-
are charged. ed ; for, although those gentlemen may

I do flot exactly understand what not represent the spontaneous feeling of
the meaning of that paragraph is. the people of the North-West, they do to
It may be, with respect to the a certain extent represent the North-
Department of justice, that a eub- West, and will look after the interest of
ordinate officer shah be created to the country; and it is desirable that that
correspond tn the Soficitor General of a portion of the Dominion should be re-
province. aPoeibly such an officer might presented in the Senate also.

HoN. MR. POWER.
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As to the Bills respecting Government
railways, and the mode of trial of claimsagainst the Crown, we can say nothinguntil we see them. As they are Depart-
mental measures which I presume havebeen found necessary, they will probably
be such as will meet with our approval.

With respect to the new canal at SaultSte. Marie, I do not venture to say muchafter what has been said by the hon.gentleman fron Ottawa. He is familiar
with the ground and I am not. I concurin what he said as to the Senate havingbeen to a certain extent slighted in notbeing asked to give its concurrence to
•his measure. I believe that the Senate's to a certain extent responsible for thatslight, because this House has almostalways accepted and endorsed everyGovernment measure ; and the Govern-ment have probably felt that they needflot bother nuch about our dignity-that we would do what they wanted atany rate. I have learned from a gentle-hnan who is in a position to know-anbon. ember of this House-that thiscanal would be a most expensive one-rost difficuit of construction; and I thinkit would not be wise to undertake theconstructionof this canal until we had firstheard the result of the negotiations which,are spoken of so hopefully in the earlierPart of the Speech. If the negotiations
turn out satisfactorily, then there will beno necessity whatever for constructingthe canal; and, having the Pacific Rail-way in operation for military purposes, itwill be time enough for us to talk aboutbuilding the canal after we find that weshah not be allowed to utilize the exist-ing canaL A canal such as the one
proposed would cost' a great deal morethan would be saved to our commerceby its construction.

The last paragraph tells the gentlemenof the House of Commons that theaccounts of the last year will be laidbetfore them as well as the estimates ofthe ensuing year. That does not comewithin our province, but I cannot helpadverting to one feature of those ac-counts. They show a largely increasedexpenditure, amnounting to about $39,-000,ooo, a falling revenue, and a deficitof nearly $6,ooo,ooo, a deficit whichtaken with that of the year before, isharger than all Mr. Mackenzie's deficits

taken together; and hon. gentlemen will
remember how very eloquent some hon.
members were on the subject of deficits
during Mr. Mackenzie's time. I hope
those hon. gentlemen realize now that
deficits may happen even under Con-
servative Administration-a thing which
they deemed impossible three or four
years ago.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I was
in hope that the same course would be
taken in this House as was adopted in the
other branch of the legislature, and that
the debate would close with the remarks
of the mover and seconder of the Address
and the leader of the Opposition on this
side of the House. But my hon. friend
from Halifax who sits near me. and
whose views on some questions I approve
of, when he rises, as he generally does on
all questions, and speaks disparagingly
of the province from which I come, he
induces me to speak when I would other-
wise feel disposed to be silent. When
he refers to the general prosperity of
Canada and states that it does not apply
to Nova Scotia it evidently shows that he
shuts his eyes, or that he knows very little
about his own province generally. The
position of Nova Scotia is not that of
Halifax or the little pessimist circle in
which my hon. friend moves. We have
expanded our trade and commerce all
over Nova Scotia. If we look at the
Nova Scotia of fifteen years ago and
compare it with the Nova Scotia of to-day
and the developement of trade and com-
merce in every county and town we will
find that business is largely increased
beyond what the most hopeful contem-
plated. We find that traders who form-
erly purchased their stocks in Halifax are
now direct importers from foreign coun-
ties in every little town, and that probably
the general prosperity of Nova Scotia may
be somewhat of a disadvantage to the
City* of Halifax because of that city con-
tinuing in the old groove.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-That is so.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Theyallow
their competitors in the Upper Provinces
to import goods across the Atlantic and
then assort and send them down to be
sold throughout Nova Scotia and compete
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successfully with the merchants of Hali-
fax. It evidently shows that the busi-
ness men of the cities here in Upper
Canada are more enterprising than they
are in Halifax.

HoN. MR. POWER-How about St.
John ?

HON. MR. KAIULBACH-I never
speak of what I do not know. The
hon. gentleman well knows that there is
a Board of Trade and Commerce in
Halifax, and I believe that the hon.
gentleman himself, though he does not
do much in the way of trade and com-
merce, is a very conspicuous member of
that Board. And what do we find ? That
they were satisfied to have their trade
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all over England, offering inducements
to emigrants to come to Nova Scotia,
which they say is the finest part of Cana-
da-that it is the best home for
immigrants-cheap living, good employ-
ment, and with common industry and
frugality they will find peace, comfort
and prosperity attend them. It is not
fair to Canada, and it is not fair to the
lovely province from whic I come, that
these remarks should go abroad uncon-
tradicted, and I feel that I am justified
in rising on the spur of the moment to
condemn any remarks that are so detri-
mental to the province of Nova Scotia.

HoN. MR. POWER-I did not say
anything against Nova Scotia.

vith the West Indies carried on not by HON. MR. KAULBACH-The hon.
ubsidies given to large steamships but gentleman said there was no prosperity
olely by fish merchants in small sailing there; that there was nothing but stag-
essels. They want all this under their nation in business, and real estate at a
wn control, discouraging competition discount.
nstead of having the trade and com- As regards the Speech from the
nerce of their country, especially the fish Tbrone, I am sure we may ail, notwitb-
rade, conducted on modern principles. standing wbat my hon. friend bas said,
So long as we find leading men in the endorse the sentiments expressed as
ishing trade in Halifax advocating any- regards the prosperity, the peace and
hing of that kind, when they refuse to progress of the country. Some remarks
ollow the example set them by the have been made by the hon. leader of
United States, what else can we expect the Opposition hete with regard to the
but a want of prosperity in that city? word "peace" in the first paragraph of
rhe hon. gentleman speaks of a lack of tbe Speech. 1 think it is a word whicb
progress and prosperity in Nova Scotia. we ought to be pleased to find in the
Had he confined his remarks to his fish Speech, congratulating us on the fact
merchants, I would have admitted that that peace and prosperity prevail from
they were unquestionably non-progres- one end of the country to the other-
sive and most decidedly antiquated in that we have crushed out rebellion.
their mode of doing business. I must With regard to this Jubilee year of
be satisfied at his speaking for Halifax our gracious Queen's benign reign, we
and not for the entire Province. ail feel that we can with joy respond to the

congratulations on such a long and suc-
HON. MR. POWER-What about St. cesssful reign, and the continued healtb of

John ? our good and gracious Queen. I rememn-
ber the coronation of Her Majesty, and I

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I amHspeak- suppose most of the Bon gentlemen
ing of Halifax; I am not so well acquaint- around this table can recollect it also.
ed with St. John, but the bon. gentleman
talks of Nova Scotia and the outlook for HON. MR. POWER-You were only
the trade of Nova Scotia, and when he a baby then.
belittles bis own province as a place for
people to seule in, and states that the HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
natives, tbe laboring classes, are leaving friend says I was only a baby then.
it, I would like to refer him to the That is true, but I was very Drecocious,
pamphlet published and circulated by atd enjoyed the coronation and celebra-
the present Government of Nova Scotia tion, tbough probably at that time of my

HON. MR. KAULBACH.
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life I did not understand the real mean-
ing or importance of the event. With
returning years I have looked back with
love and loyalty upon the glorious and
eventful reign of Her Majesty, as a
young sovereign, as a wife, as a mother
and as a widow. In all situations of her
life I am sure that every one of us can
feel happiness and pride. Above all,
as has been said by the bon. leader
of .the Opposition, in her domestic
life I am sure she has been a
pattern to ail matrons. When we
think of the mighty increase of the em-
pire in her reign, covering as it does
now one-fifth of the civilized world, andthe loyalty of hundreds of millions of
ler subjects--when we contemplate themagnificent extent, wealth and greatness
of the empire, I am sure we may have
great cause to be thankful and happy,and should pray fervently that she maylong live to reign over us happy and
glorious, beloved and revered.

HoN. GENTLEMEN-Hear! hear 1

ference of the colonies of the empire as
regards defence, and as regards mutual
interchange of commerce between the
colonies and with great Britain. I think
these are matters which should be first
considered by the colonies and by Great
Britain, and having acquired a better
knowledge of each other and secured
better and closer trade relations, other
more important questions may be taken
up for our consideration.

As regards the fisheries I agree with
my hon. friend, the leader of the Oppo-
sition that it is rather a delicate question
to touch upon in its present condition
whilst negotiations are pending, and alive
as I am to the issues, the rights of our
fishermen and what I believe to be the
rights of this country, I hesitate to speak
on the subject at present. I think it
would be better to adopt a different
course from what we have seen in the
Senate of the United States. The
speeches made by certain eastern Sena-
tors of that body I am sure do not reflect
the dignity or wisdom or the calmness of
that au ust bod or the grreat mass of the

g yHON. MR. KAULBACH-As regards republic. I hope and believe that a
the next part of the Speech, we are re- modus vivendi will be arrived at in this
minded of the success of the Colonial matter which will be alike beneficial
and Indian Exhibition. I firmly believe and satisfactory to all parties, such as
it has done a great deal of good to our will conserve the dignity, friendly rela-
Dominion ; certainly it bas given the peo- tions and interests of all parties.
ple Of Great Britain some new ideas It is repugnait to my ideas to believe
of Canada. It has made much more wide- that two great countries situated along-
lyand favorably known its capabilities and side each other, with only an imaginary
resources, and has obtained for us ad- line between us, populated by people of
vantages which could not have been ob- the same race, and the same language,
tained in any other way. As far as the cannot settle a matter of this kind in
town I corne from is concerned, it has some manner that will hecure the rightsdone us a pecuniary good. The fish we of all and maintain the friendly relations
sent out there as samples have secured which now exist on both sides of the line.
favorable notice for our merchants. I do not agree with my bon. friend from
Models of our schooners and our sail Halifax, who believes that that cannot be
boats and row boats sent were attractive, done. I believe that a settlement will be
and the orders for some of the boîts arrived at as the result of the present
were far greater than we could supply. negotiations. I do not say anything
If such was the result in a little town about the treaty of i8i8 ; I believe
such as Lunenburg in Nova Scotia, I am that the plain language in which it is
inclined to believe that similar benefit drawn leaves very little room for doubt
has accrued to many other parts of this as to the ïntention of the parties at the
Dominion from the Colonial Exhibition. time it was ratified. Against the plain

I do not see any reference to the words of a statute or treaty no interpreta-
Political confederation of the colonies, tion can he sought. The trouble with
but there is something which we are ripe the United States is that at the time the
for- and which we ought to have, and treaty was made that country did not and
Probably it is intended to have, a con- could not then see the consequences of
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the reckless waste and destruction of their
fisheries. . In place of adopting a proper
protective system for their own fisheries
they allowed thern to be destroyed ; and
in any arrangement that may be entered
into between Canada and the United
States I fully endorse the views of My
hon. friend from Halifax that the fisher-
ermen of the latter country should not
be allowed any greater privileges in our
waters than are conceded to our own
fishermen. Fishermen of the United
States must be subjected to the same
rules and laws as our fishermen are sub-
jected to. It would be suicidal ; it would
be the utter annihilation of our fisheries,
if the Americans were allowed to come in
and practice a system of fishing which is
not allowed to our own people. I
cannot for a moment believe that anything
of the kind would be entertained by our
Government. My hon. friend from
Halifax thinks it was unwise to allow
United States fishermen to fish in our
waters after the Treaty was terminated.
I do not agree with him. I believe that
we stand in a better position to-day both
in the United States and in England in
consequence of the conciliatory spirit
and generous position we took on that
occasion. When it was suggested by the
President of the United States that by
leaving our fisheries open for one year
the matter might be left to arbitration or
to a commission for settlement, had we
declined to do so we would have shut
off all negotiations, created a feeling of
irritation in the United States, and we
would not now receive the same cordial
sympathy and support that we have and
that we expect to receive from England
in the final settlement of this question.
My hon. friend froni Halifax thinks that
our fishing cruizers are acting too vigor-
ously and too officioùsly, but the only
example he could cite was the case of
the "Scylla," a vessel from my own town,
Lunenburg. I may inform the hon.
gentleman that I think I am the largest
shareholder in the " Scylla," and I be.
lieve that she was properly arrested and
properly fined ; and I felt so strongly in
the matter that I would not take any
steps to have that fine removed it
was so annoying to me to find a
vessel in which I had a large
interest, violating not only the spirit but

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

the letter of the Treaty in its most vital
part. I say it was a gross violation of
the rights of our fishermen on the part
of the captain to give succor and pro-
tection and supplies to an American
rival. The penalty was well imposed,
and I was surprised to find that to some
extent it had been rescinded. If that
is the only case in which our cruisers
can be charged with having acted harshly
or inconsiderately, then I say they acted
well. Frorn my knowledge of the mat-
ter, I say that the Government were per-
fectly justified in the action they took,
and a proper example was made in im-
posing a fine on the " Scylla."

My hon. friend refers to the paragraph
which announces the formation of a new
department. From what I have heard
I believe that some of the departments
will be amalgamated, but when my hon.
friend says that aDepartment ofTrade and
Commerce is not required, he does not
seem to realize what is essential to the
welfare of the country. I feel that the
Government are now, as they have
always been, true to their principles
and the National Policy in developing
not only the industries of the country
and the internal trade of the country,
but extending our foreign trade rela-
tions. I am in hopes that we will have
large trade relations with France, and
the Spanish West Indies, with which
latter country we are now on the same
terms as the most favored nations, by
which a large trade can be secured for
Canada, and especially that part of it
from which I come. This paragraph in the
Speech assures me that the Government
are alive to the necessities of our trade
and the importance of building up and
expanding our foreign trade relations.
There has been no time in which it was
more important than it is at present.
Our export trade has not been as satis-
facory as it should have been, not from
want of capability of production, but from
want of good markets, and I believe the
proposed Bureau or Department will be
a live one, and an incentive to foreign
trade as well as our coast and internal
trade. I )ook upon this paragraph in the
Speech as above all others in practical
importance.

As regards the North-West Territory,
we ought to congratulate ourselves on
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their progress and developement. Some
years ago there were no hopes of directrailway communication with that part ofthe country under the policy of the Re-
form Government ; yet within eight years
from the time the Conservative Govern-
ment came into power and pursued their
POlicy with vigor and earnestness, that
vast country has been opened up tosettlement, and the Territory that tenyears ago was the home of wild beastsand roving Indians has developed into asettled country that is now asking forrepresentation in Parliament, and ail the
rights and privileges that are enjoyed byother parts of the Dominion. It is arealization which no one could have fullyanticipated within so short a period. Ido not believe that the most sanguineman in this House ever anticipated thatthe country would be to-day in the posi-tion to claim our present relations withsucb a vast and rich heritage orthat our Policical. social and commercial
and trade relations would be such, asthey are. We should be proud of our vastdomain and the position in which we nowstand toward the North-West Territories.

Some objection has been raised byny hon. friend against the construction
of the canal at Sault Ste. Marie. I say,irdependent of all political considera-
tions, from my knowledge of the presentcanal-for fortunately I was detained
there a whole day on my way down lastautumn-7it is scarcely equal to the
necessities of the trade of the United
States, and certainly inadequate to theaddition of our growing shipping on ourgreat lakes. It has not a sufficient ca-pacity to accommodate the existing de-mand on it. Looking to the fact that
we can build a canal on our own side ofthe river much cheaper than the onenow on the American side, and with
greater capacity, I believe that the
Government are wise in providing such
accommodation. It is contended thatbecause we have a railway runningthrough Canada independent of the
Unted States that we do not require thiscanal; but every practical man knowsthat the railway alone is not going to ac-
cOmmodate the trade of our lakes andthe North-West. The water route willalways be the popular, the natural modeof transporting the bulk of the goods

of this country. It is the natural
highway through the heart of Canada,
and we ought not to be dependent upon
a foreign nation for the use of their canal.
In view of the immense development
of our internal trade and navigation it
would be a dangerous policy to wait
until we are placed in the predicament of
being deprived of the use of the canal at
the Sault. Itis a wise policy on the part of
the Government to prepare for every con-
tingency in a matter of such vital im-
portance as the internal trade and ship-
ping of our country. Therefore I believe,
apart from political exigencies, that this
canal has become an absolute necessity
for the rapidly increasing trade and com-
merce of Canada.

HoN. MR. POWER-Hear I hear !

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am glad
thatmy hon. friend from Halifax approves
of anything I say. I believe*that I have
convinced him on many points; if not it
is his misfortune and not my fault ; it is
owing to his persistent opposition to
everything that is advanced for the
prosperity and development of the
country in which we live and of which
we are proud, that I was forced to
occupy, what might be considered un-
necessarily the time of this House in the
passage of the address.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE (in French)
said he would not repeat the compli-
mentary reference to the appointment of
his hon. friend Mr. Plumb to the Chair,
the regret expressed at the withdrawal of
Sir Alexander Campbell from the leader-
ship of the Senate, or the expressions of
approval of the remarks made by the
mover and seconder of the Address.

'All these matters had been so happily
commented upon by the leader of the
Opposition that he (Mr. Bellerose) would
say nothing more than he fully endorsed
the remarks of the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa. As to the resolutions now
under consideration the discussion of
them by gentlemen on both sides of the
House had been of such a nature that
it would be useless for him to occupy
the time of the Senate in adding any-
thing to what had already been said.
The different subjects referred to in the
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Speech would have to come before the
House, and ample time would be
afforded hon. members to give their opin-
ions on them. He could not allow this
the first occasion he had to pass, without
congratulating the Governmenton having
changed their ways, though he regretted
that there was no gentleman on the
Treasury Benches who could understand
his remarks. Hon. gentlemen would
remember that on many occasions
during past Sessions he had to criticize
the Government for having refus-
ed justice to a part of the
population of this Dominion; that
for many years past, though the
Confederation Act recognized two
official languages, one, the French, had
been ignored. He had much pleasure,
after having had on so many occasions
to condemn the Government for their
direlection of duty in that respect, to be
able now, with all sincerity, to congratu-
late them on evident signs of change of
heart. He congratulated them on the
appointment of a gentleman speaking the
French language to the Speakership of
the Commons, and also on the appoint-
ment of the hon. Senator from Windsor
(Mr. Casgrain) as representing the French
nationality in Ontario in the Senate ; and
further for having asked a gentleman of
the same nationality to move the resolu-
tions in reply to the Speech from the
Throne.

The motion was agreed to.

Ordered that the said address be pre-
presented to His Excellency by such
members of this House as are members
of the Privy Council.

The Senate adjourned at 5:20 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, April i9th, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

There being no orders on the paper
the Senate adjourned at 3:15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, April 20, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS.

MOTION.

HON. MR. SMITH moved that the
time for the presenting of petitions for
private bills, which expires on the 22nd

instant, be extended to the 1 3th May.

Hon. Mr. GIRARD-There is a mo-
tion on the orderpaperforan adjournment
to the ioth May. The time given for
the presentation of petitions and private
bills, by this extension, would be limited
to the period between the xoth and i 3th
May-practically there would be only
two days after the adjournment, which
would not be sufficient and I would
suggest that the time be extended to the
2oth of May.

HON. MR. MILLER-The motion
for adjournment may not carry, and if it
does not, the proposed extension is quite
long enough.

HoN. MR. SMITH-It can be again
extended, if the House thinks it neces-
sary to do so.

The motion was agreed to.

PRIVATE BILLS.

MOTION.

HON. MR. SMITH moved that the
time for presenting Private Bills, which
expires on Wednesday the 2 2nd inst., be
extended to May 2oth.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-1 do not
rise to oppose the motion, but it seems
to be anticipating a long adjournment
which I cannot endorse. I was in hopes
that we were to have a short session, but
if the time for introducing Private Bills
is extended to the 2oth May, the proba-

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE.
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bility of a short session seems to be
evaporating.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

THE SESSIONAL COMMITTEES.

MOTION.

HON. MR. SMITH moved that the
Sessional Committees be composed res-
pectively as follows:

That Hon. Messrs.
ALLAN, MILLER,
ALMON, ODELL,
BAILLARGEON, POiRIER,BELLEROSE, POWER,

BOTSFORD, RYAN,
GE BOUCHERVILLE, SCoTT,
GOWAN, SULLIVAN,
HAYTHORNE, TRUDEL and
LACOSTE, WARK,
MACPHERSON (Sir David Lewis),
be appointed a Committee to assist His
lonor the Speaker in the direction ofthe Library of Parliament, so far as the
interests of this House are concerned,
and to act on behalf of this House as
mnembers of a Joint Committee of both
Houses on the Library.

That Hon. Messrs.

DESGRAIN,DEvER yN'
GIRARD,
GOWAN,

GUEVREMONT,
HAVTHORNE,
KAULBACH,
MCCLELAN,
MCKINDSEY,

MCMILLAN,
MACFARLANE,
OGILVIF,
PELLETIER,
READ,
TURNER,
VIDAL and
WARK,

be appointed a Committee to supperin-
tend the Printing of this House during
the present Session, and be instructed to
act on behalf of this House with the
ComIittee of the House of Commons,
as a Joint Committee of both Houses
On the subject of Printing

That Hon. Messrs.
ALLAN, MCMASTER,
ARcHIBALD, MACPHERSON,
BELLEROSE, (Sir David Lewis)

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

BOTSFORD,
BOYD,
CARVELL,
CHAFFERS,
CLEMOW,
COCHRANE,
FERRIER,
HAMILTON,
LACOSTE,
LEWIN,
MCCALLUM,
MACINNES,

ODELL,
PAQUET,
ROBITAILLE,
Ross, (Laurentides)
RYAN,
SANFORD,
SENECAL,
SMITH,
SULLIVAN,
THIBAUDEAU,
TRUDEL,
TURNER, and

(Burlington) WARK,

be appointed a Committee on Banking
and Commerce for the present Session,
to whom shall be referred all Bills on
these subjects.

That Hon. Messrs.

ALEXANDER, MACINNES,
ALLAN, (Burlington)
BELLEROSE, MONTGUMERY,
DEBOUCHERVILLE, MILLER,
CARVELL,
COCHRANE,
DICKEY,
FERGUSON,
FERRIER,
HAMILTON,
KAULBACH,
LEONARD,

O'DONOHOE,
OGILVIE,
POWER,
ROBITAILLE,
RYAN,
SANFORD,
SCHULTZ,
SCOrr,

MCCALLUM, SENECAL,
MCCLELAN, SMITH,
MCDONALD, STEVENS,
MCKAY, SUTHERLAND,
MCKINDSEY, TURNER, and
MACDONALD, VIDAL,

be appointed a Committee on Railways,
Telegraphs and Harbors for the present
Session, to whom shall be referred all
Bills on these subjects.

That Hon. Messrs
ALEXANDER*
ARCHIBALD,
ARMAND,
BOTSFORD,
CHAFFERS,
DE BLOIS,
DICKEY,
FERRIER,
FLINT,
GIRARD,
GRANT,
HAMILTON,
HOWLAN,

MCKINDSEY,
MCMASTER,
MCMILLEN,
MACFARLANE,
MACPHERSON,S.DL
MILLER,
ODELL,
O'DONOHOE,
PAQUET,
PELLETIER,

POWER,
READ,
ROBITAILLE,
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LEONARD, RYAN,
MCCLELAN, SCOTT,
MCDONALD, (C. B.)SCHULTZ,
MCINNES, (B. C.) SMITH,
MCKAY, STEVENS and VIDAL

be appointed a Committee to examine
and report upon the Contingent Accounts
of the Senate for the present Seesion.

That Hon. Messrs.
ALMON,
ARCHIBALD,
ARMAND,
BELLEROSE,
BOLDUC,
BOTSFORD,
CARVELL,
DEBLOIs,
DEVER,
FERRIER,
FLINT,
GIRARD,
GLASIER,
GOWAN,
GRANT,
GUEVREMONT,
HAYTHORNE,
HOWLAN,
LACOSTE,
MCINNES (B.C.),
McKAY,

MCMILLAN,
MACDONALD (B.C.),
MACFARLANE,
MERNER,
MILLER,
MONTGOMERY,
O'DoNOHOE,
OGILVIE,
PAQUET,
PELLETIER,
POIRIER,
POWER,
READ,
REESOR, [taye),
Ross (de la Duran-
SCHULTZ,
SCOTT,
STEVENS,
SULLIVAN,
SUTHERLAND, and
TRUDEL,

be appointed a Committee on Standing
Orders and Private Bills, with power to
examine and enquire into all such mat-
ters and things as may be referred to the
said Committee, to report from tine to
time their observations and opinions
thereon, and to send for persons, papers
and records.

That Hon. Messrs.

BOLDUC,
CASGRAIN,
DEBOUCHERVILLE,
HAYTHORNE,
HoWLAN,
MCCALLUM,
MACFARLANE,
MERNER,

Ross (de la Duran-
taye,)

SCHULTZ,
SCOTT,
THIBAUDEAU,
TRUDEL,
VIDAL,

be appointed a Committee to inquire
into the best means to be adopted to
obtain correct Reports of the Debates
and Proceedings of the Senate, and for
the publication of the same, and to
report from time to time their views to
the House.

The motion was agreed to.

THE LEADERSHIP
SENATE.

OF THE

EXPLANATION.

HON. MR. SMITH-Before we pro-
ceed any further I am authorized to
announce that after the adjournment, if
this House see fit to adopt the motion
to adjourn notice of which has been
given, a proper and responsible leader
will be provided for the Senate. Hon.
gentlemen will be pleased to hear that
such will be the case, for I am sure that
their patience has been very much tried
for the past few diys.

HON. GENTLEMEN-No, no, no.

HoN. MR. SMITH-It will be a great
relief to me I am sure, and I thank hon.
gentlemen for their forbearance.

THE ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE moved that
when the House adjourns to-morrow it
do stand adjourned until Tuesday the
ioth day of May at 8 p.m. He said his
intention yesterday was to give notice
that he would move this resolution on
Thursday, but he would leave it to the
House to decide whether it should be
put to-day or to-morrow. Objection
might be raised that it required one
day's notice, but he would leave it to
the House to say whether it should be
postponed until Thursday. It was well
known that the Senate was a revising
chamber, and in order that it should
have something to do they must wait
until legislation came from the other
Chamber. As many gentlemen living at
a distance would take advantage of the
adjournment, if it carried, to visit their
homes, he would, with the permission of
the House, amend the motion to make
the adjournment extend to Wednesday
the i ith of May.

HON. MR. DICKEY objected to the
motion on the ground that it was mak-
ing the adjournment commence a day
earlier and extending it a day later.
There might be circumstances connected
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with the position of the Government
which would take this resolution for ad-
journment out of the category of resolu-
tions for adjournment, which he generally
opposed, but there was something due
to appearance, and something due to theregularity of their proceedings, and it
would be decidedly better if his hon.
friend would renew his notice for to-
morrow, and then if the House decided
to adjourn on Friday it would only take
effect from Monday next. There was
another reason against a long adjourn-
ment : they were not without business;
there were committees to be organized
and brought into action by the appoint-
ment of chairmen, and that action had
to be submitted to the House, and there
was Pressing business, at all events, forone of the committees in consequence
of unfortunate vacancies on the staff.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH objected tothe motion on the ground of want of
Proper notice. There was plenty to
OCCuPy the time of the House, and hedid 'lot like that the country should
SUppose they were in the position ofhaving nothing to do *hen there wasample work to occupy their time. There
was an important motion for to-morrow,
notice of which had been given by hishon. friend Dr. Schultz; there was an-
other by the same hon. gentleman forFriday respecting Experimental Farms
in the North-West, and also one from his
hon. friend from British Columbia which
would open a wide subject for discussionas regards the defence of the Pacific
coasts Of Canada. These matters were
ail Of deep importance and would requireample consideration. However, if the
adjournment were required in order toprovide a leader for this body he would
certainly make no objection. He would
not have so much objection to the motion
if it had come from a member of the
Governrment who was more likely to know
what amount of business would probably
corne before the House in the next twoWees

HON. MR. BELLEROSE said thereason why he had substituted the i th
May for the loth in his motion was that
members who returned to Halifax would
have to leave home on Sunday in order

to reach Ottawa on Tuesday the ioth,
but by adjourning to the r th May they
could leave home on Monday morning
in time to reach here for the meeting of
the House on the i1th.

HON. MR. SMITH said he was quite
satisfied that the public business would
not suffer by the proposed adjournment.
He desired to add that personally it
would be a relief to him as he was
scarcely in a condition to remain in the
House.

HON. MR. GIRARD was opposed to
so long an adjournment and begged to
enter his protest. During the recent
election the question was discussed in
many constituencies as to the necessity
for the existence of this branch of the
legislature, and whether the country
could not dispense with the services of
the Senate altogether. An adjournment
for a period of three weeks so soon after
the. meeting of Parliament would add
force to the arguments against the exis-
tence of the Senate. There was suffi-
cient work indicated in the Speech from
the Throne, and if a division was taken
on the resolution he would record his
vote against it.

HON. MR. KAULBACH understood
that there were nine divorce cases to
come befcre the House, and the adjourn-
ment might delay some necessary motions
in connection with them. If the ad-
journment took place some hon. gentle-
men who were to act on the committees
might occupy their time to advantage in
looking up the law divorce matters.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.) said it
appeared to him that if the Government
were prepared to bring down the Budget
shortly after the opening of Parliament,
tfiere would be very little necessity for
those adjournments. The Government
could not do anything more to lower the
standing and influence of the Senate
than to propose, after the House had
only been a few days in session, to ad-
journ for three weeks. They had been
here for the latter part of last session,
and up to the present time this session,
without a responsible leader, and if, as
the hon. gentleman from Toronto saíd,
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the want of a leader was one of the rea- I
sons why the adjournment was proposed,
he would not vote against the motion.

HON. MR. SMITH said he was not
speaking for the Government when he t
approved of the adjournment ; he was (
speaking for himself. He was not able b
to remain in the House ; he wanted to a
get to his room. He was suffering from t
pain to such an extent that he had not p
slept three hours in as many nights. e

HON. MR. McINNES regretted that f
his hon. friend was suffering trom pain, c
and explained that he had misunder-
stood the hon. gentleman's remarks. Hef
hoped the Government would be pre- t
pared in the future to bring down their i
legisiation when Parliament met. If r
such were the case, there would be no i
necessity for adjournments. t

t

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

The Senate adjourned at 4:35.

THE SENATE.

Ottaw, 7'hursday, April 21$!, 1887.

THE, SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and Routine proceedings.

REPORTS 0F COMMITTEES.

The first Reports of the following
committees were presented and adopted
without discussion :

On Contingent Accounts-(Mr. How-
Ian.)

On Standing Orders and Private Bils
--(Mr. Gowan.)

On Banking and Commerce- Mr.
Allan.)

On Railways Telegraphs and Harbors
-(Mr. Dickey.)

On Repfrtiug the Senate Debates-
(Mr. Vidai.)

egaoN. MR. McINNES.

MPORTATIONS OF DYNAMITE.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. POWER-I would ask
he hon. gentleman who represents the
overnment in this House if he would
e kind enough to see that some papers
sked for last year in connection with
he importation of dynamite into the
ort of Halifax be brought down at an
arly day. At the time the return was
noved for the hon. gentleman who now
Ils the Chair of this House was in charge
f the Government businessin the Senate,
Lnd he said that the papers which I asked
or were ready but that he preferred not
o lay them on the Table of the House
until some other correspondence with
espect to the importation of dynamite
nto the port of Montreal was also ready
o be laid on the Table. He proposed
o lay them on the Table together. As
some i i months have elapsed since then,
I presume that the correspondence must
be ready to be laid before the House.

HON. MR. SMITH-I will inquire
nto the matter and give the hon. gentle-
man an answer as soon as possible.

DELAYED TRAINS ON THE IN-
TERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. ALMON inquired of the
Government why it was that the train of
the Intercolonial Railway which left Bali-
fax on Monday afternoon, April lith, and
was due at Point Levis at six o'clock, p.m.,
on Tuesday, April 12th, did not arrive at
the latter place till one o'clock, a.m., on
Wednesday, 13th?

He said: I trust that this hon. body
will not think that I have made this
motion without reason. It is of very
great importance. It must appear to
everybody that Government railroads
should run punctually and that their
arrivals and departures should be de-
pended upon by the public. More so
should it have been with the train which
left Halifax on the i ith April. There
were a number of members on board
who were coming up to Ottawa to the
opening of the House. If the train had
been on time they would have got here



The Beveridge [APRIL 21, 1887] and Tibbet8 Claim8. 29

on Wednesday, when the vote for the
Speaker was to have taken place.
Everyone knows that the vote on the
Speakership decides which party shallhave the majority, and therefore it was
absolutely necessary that trains should
arrive on time at their destination. We
all know that the newspapers on one
side of politics said that the parties
were equally divided, and that
the election of the Speaker would
decide which siae should win, and there-
fore I think extraordinary care should
have been taken that the trains leaving
Halifax that day were on time. Instead
of that what was the case ? As I statehere in this motion, the train left Halifax
at a little after three in the afternoon of
Monday the i 1th instant and ought to
have arrived at Point Levis at six o'clockthe following evening. The train got toTruro in the regular time, two hours anda-half. We stopped there 20 minutes
for refreshments. . After that time had
elapsed the train did not start. Weasked the reason and were told that the
Pictou train was delayed. We waited a
couple of hours-I am not certain ofthe time, but I thnk it was about that,
as hon. gentlemen present who happened
to be on the train are aware. When the
train came in we discovered that it hadbeen delayed near New Glasgow by a
rail beng out of order, but that whenthey got to New Glasgow they found
they had been delayed a longer time
than was necessary and had therebydetained us. After having been delayed
three hours at Truro, we proceeded 6o
miles to Amherst and there we had to
stop to take another tea at a loss of 20
minutes of time. In coming the other
way you take breakfast at Amherst, and6o miles turther east, at Truro, youtake another breakfast, which makes adifference of nearly half an hour in the
time of arrival at Halifax. The Govern-
ment have expended some $200,ooo at
Point Levis to shorten the road ten
miles, yet by a scratch of a pen, which
Would cost just the price of the ink and
paper requisite the distance to Halifax
could be shortened much more. Instead
Of making up lost time the train creptalong, and gentlemen who counted the
telegraph posts said we were not making
more than ten miles an hour. You may

perhaps imagine that the road was out of
order-that there were snow-drifts, and
that the train could not make time, but
the road was never in better condition
than it was that day. The train that
had left Halifax sixteen hours before
had gone through, without any inter-
ruption, in the usual time, but we
dragged along, and did not reach Point
Levis until one o'clock the following
morning. I had taken passage by way
of the Canadian Pacific Railway, and
the train on that line having left Quebec
at ten o'clock, and the Grand Trunk
Railway train had left three or
four hours before we arrived' there.
We had to wait until there was
a train made up, partly of freight and
partly of passenger cars, and the conse-
quence was that instead of arriving at
Ottawa a little after noon on Wednesday
we did not arrive here until ten o'clock
that night. These delays on the Inter-
colonial Railway have been a constant
cause of complaint in Nova Scotia. The
complaints, to be sure, appear chiefly in
the dismal, doleful newspapers that
decry the country and represent one
party, and that party the majority, as
being made up of boodlers and dupes.
Such unnecessary complaints may have
the effect of preventing immigration into
Nova Scotia, but when emigrants do
arrive we want to have a good impression
made upon them as well as upon our
own people who live in the country.
There were no snow drifts to delay the
train to which my motion relates ; there
could have been no raising of the rails
from the thawing out of the track, and
there was nothing to prevent the arrival
of the train on time.

HoN. MR. SMITH-I hope toibe
able to give the hon. gentleman informa-
tion with regard to the subject to-morrow.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think
the hon. gentleman has given all the
information himself.

THE BEVERIDGE & TIBBETS
CLAIMS.

MOTION.

HON. MR. GLASIER moved:-
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That a Select Committee be appointed to
inquire into the action taken by the Gov-
ernment and payments made or roconi-
mended, since the report of a former Select
Committee presented to this Honorable
House on the 17th March, 1881, by the
Honorable Mr. Read, chairman, and
adopted by concurrence of the Whole Bouse
on the following day, in relation to "the
circumstances of a debt alleged to devolve
upon the Dominion Government by the
British North America Act, and said to be
now due to the Honorable Benjamin Beve-
ridge, James Tibbets and others, but the
payment of which is withdrawn for some
cause unknown," and that the said Com-
mittee to be composed of the Honorable
Messieurs Montgomery, Read, Lewin, Tru-
del, Robitaille, Dever and the mover, with
power to send for persona and papers.

He said : I need not make any
speech about this matter. I brought it
before the House some years ago, and I
only ask now to have a committee
appointed for the purpose mentioned in
the resolution. I may say that I take
this step with the consent of the
Governrnent.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not rise
for the purpose of opposing this motion,
but I think that the Senate should have
a little more light on the subject before
being asked to adopt it and appoint a
committee. It appears from the resolu-
tion that a Select Committee of this
House was appointed in 1881 to con-
sider the matter which forms the subiect
cf this resolution, that . the committee
made an investigation, that they sent
for persons and papers and went to some
expense in connection with it, and that
they made a report recommending cer-
tain action by the Government.

HON. MR. GLASIER-Recommend-
ing the full amount of the claims be
paid. We only ask now why it was not
paid.

HoN. MR. POWER-I did not parti-
cularize the action they had taken : they
recommended that the claim be paid by
the Government. It seems to me that
when this House had done that, it had
done its whole duty in the matter. I do
not think it is the duty of the Senate to
inquire how the Government have acted,
and I do not see why we should be
obliged to send for more persons and

HON. MR. GLASIER.

papers in connection with this claim.
The hon. member should look to the
Government for his remedy. They have
not carried out the recommendation of
this House and he should set himself to
work to worry the Government to the
best of his ability and not trouble the
Senate any more with the subject.

HON. MR. GLASIER-I have taken
this step after consulting severa1 mem-
bers of the Government.

HON. MR. POWER-That looks as
if they were trying to shirk their respon-
sibility for not acting on the recommend-
ation of this House.

HON. MR. SMITH- I cannot take
any responsibility, as a member of the
Government, in this matter until I. have
further information. This is the first I
have heard of it, and until I can consult
my colleagues, I will not be in a position
to give a proper answer to my hon. friend.
I do not think .it will jeopardize the
claim to let the motion stand until I get
further information.

The motion was allowed to stand until
to-morrow.

THE METLAKATHLA
TROUBLES.

INDIAN

MOTION.

HON. MR. MACDONALD moved-
That an humble Address be presented to

Bis Excellency the Governor-General ;
praying that Hie Excellency will cause to
be laid before this House, copies of the re-
ports of the Commander of Her Majesty's
Ship "Cormorant," and of the Superintend-
ent of Indian Affaire for British Columbia,
relative to the agrarian troubles last winter
at the Indian Reserve of Metlakathla, to-
gether with all correspondence during the
vears 1886 and 1887 between the Dominion
and Provincial Governments on the sane
subjects.

He said-This motion deals with an
important matter : it deals with the
grievances of a large number of civilized
Indians in British Columbia. I intend
to reserve the remarks which I wish to
make on this subject until the papers
come down. I hope they will be laid on
the Table of the House very early. The
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documents are not numerous : I think
they consist of two reports and a litile
correspondence.

HON. MR. SMITH-There is no ob
Jection to the reports coming down at anearly day.

The motion was agreed to.

THE NOEL DIVORCE CASE.

THE PETITION READ.

The order of the day having been
called --

" Reading Petition of Marie-Louise Noel,
raying for the passing of An Act to dissolveer inarriage with Robert L. Johnston."

The certificate of the Clerk of the
Senate that the necessary deposit hadbeen made was read to the House.

HON. MR. OGILVIE presented the
notice of service of the application and
said:-~ can say that the service basbeen carefully drawn up and that all the
particulars have been closely adhered to
throughout. I do not know that any
objection can be made in this case:
everything has been attended to most
carefully.

lION. MR. TRUDEL-The custom
of the House is to consider every stage
Of a Divorce Bill taken on a division:
it saves the minority the trouble of
OPPosing these bills at every step.

The declaration of service of notice of
application was then read.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved-that the
petition be now read.

The motion was agreed to on adivision.

THE ASH DIVORCE BILL.

PETITION READ.

HON. MR. OGILVIE presented a
Petition from Susan Ash praying for a
bil of divorce from William Manton.
Hie said: I also lay on the table affidavits
of attempts to serve the notice on the

Respondent, and we have precedents
in our practice that I think will make
such notice satisfactory. I do not know
whether it is necessary for me to read
-the explanations connected with them or
not, but if the House requires it I shall
do so.

MEMo. re application of Susan Ash for
Bill of Divorce from William Manton.

In this case petitioner seeks a Bill of
Divorce on the éround that Respondent her
husband has obtained a Decree of Divorce
from her in the Stateof Massachusetts. He
deserted lier net long after his marriage with
'ber and went te reside in Boston, Mass.
After obtaining the Decree of Divorce he
married again and disappeared froin the
knowledge of the petitioner, and no clue as
to his present residence can be obtained-.
The supposition is that he has been advised
his A merican Divorce msy not be recognized
as a valid one in Canada and that he may
be prosecuted for bigamy, and that being go
advised he has changed hie name in order
te conceal his identity.

Rule 73 of the Senate provides for cases
in which personal service cannot be effected.

In thie case it appears from the seven
affidavits or declarations produced that
every means of ascertaining his residence
has been exhausted and failing personal
service Respondents own i mmediate relatives,
as weil as the family of his second wife have
been served with notice of the application
so that it they have communication with
him at all he cannot but be apprised of the
present application. A copy of the notice
has been mailed te Respondent at hie last
reported place of residence namely, West
Midford, Massachusetts,

The only recorded precedent in which the
Senate has dispensed with personal service
is in the case of John R. Martin. (See
Journal of the Senate, 1873, vol. 6, page 52.)

In that case the Respondent was then
residing at some unascertained place in the
States, and the attempt te serve her by
serving copy of notice of application upon
her sister and by mailing another copy to
Respondent at her last place of residence
was accepted by the House as sufficient.

In this case we have-
let. Petitioner's declaration that she went

from Montreal to Boston in 1884 to look for
Respondent, but failed to find him.

2nd. Declaration of John Smardon, of
Montreal, her uncle, of hie employing the
detective agency to ascertain Respondent's
whereabouts.

3rd. Declaration of Dr. Desjardins, of
Boston, Mass., of hie vnsuccessful efforts
through the city authorities and police to
ascertain Rospondent's whereaboute either
at Boston or West Midford, Mae., whet
he was supposed te reside.
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4th. Declaration of Mr. Grav, Presby-
terian clergyman at Sterling, Ontario, of
his consulting with the mother of Respond-
ent's second wife and ascertaining that Res-
pondent had at last accounts resided at
West Midford.

5th. Declaration of said Mr. Gray that
he had served a copy of the notice of appli-
cation upon the mother of Respondent's
second wife.

6th. Declaration of A. Laverdure that he
bas eerved copy of notice of application
upon the uncle of Respondent.

7th. Declaration of F. R. Marceau that
he has mailed copy of notice to Respond-
ent at his last known place of residence.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Are the
affidavits all in the hands of the Clerk that
are referred to in your memorandum ?

HON. MR. OGILVIE-They are.

HON. MR. KAU LBACH-Then they
should be read.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The only evi-
dence we have had read is a declaration
to show that service was attempted by a
letter addressed through the Post Office
to a p«son in Boston and another part
of the United States. My hon. friend
who has charge of this matter has read
a statement as to other efforts besides
those two to obtain personal service,
and when that evidence is produced it
leaves the House to decide whether it is
sufficient under rule 73. We have proof
of a letter being mailed to a place which
is supposed to be the last residence of
the Respondent, and we· have heard no
proof yet as to the other attempts to
make service. My hon. friend has
mentioned a great many attempts, but I
have not heard any affidavit or any
declaration under the statute that those
attempts were made. That is a point
on which I wish to ask the opinion of
the House, and to which I call the
attention of my hon. friend who has
charge of the petition-

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think
the affidavits are on the table of the
House.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I stated in the
beginning that I had all the affidavits
here and sent them up to the Clerk.

Everything that possibly could be done
has been done, and there are seven
affidavits there to prove it.

HON. MR. MILLER-The House
will recollect this is a serious judicial
investigation, and we are to be governed
as much as possible by the rules and
practice that obtain in the courts of law
in taking evidence. We are not in
possession of the facts to be considered
and acted upon in order to allow this
motion to prevail. We have not the
evidence before us in a proper legal
shape. We have the statement of the
hon. gentleman as to that evidence,
which I have no doubt is correct, but
there is only one way in which the
House can receive the statement as fact,
and that is by reading the affidavits and
declarations on which the statement is
founded. It is a very solemn judicial
matter in which we are engaged, and I
think all the forms which the rules of
Parliament have thrown round the pro-
ceedings in divorce cases should be
strictly adhered to. I was reluctant to
rise sooner to make any observations in
opposition to the reading of the
petition, but as the evidence is
now before me I am prepared
to vote for the reading of the
petition if it is satisfactory. My reason
for desiring not to make any observations
in opposition is this ; it is known that I,
in common with a large number of gent-
lemen in this House, entertain a peculiar
and certain opinion on questions of
divorce. I am hostile to divorce cases
from whatever cause they originate,
consequently I would prefer to leave the
discussion of the legal points involved
to gentlemen of the legal profession who
believe those matters are proper subjects
of investigation before the Senate.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I quite agree
with the hon. gentleman, but I have had
occasion to look over some of the affida-
vits that have not been read as yet. I no-
tice that the hon. gentleman who has the
matter in charge very correctly gave the
substance of each, and as I understand
from him that all those papers are now in
the hands of the Clerk, they certainly
should be read. With regard to the inabili-
tytomake personal service,so faras I know
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the only case directly in point is the case
of J. R. Martin, which some members ofthe House will remember very well. In
that case substitution service was allowed
instead of personal service. I think it
will be found if the Clerk reads those
affidavits that all my hon. friend said with
respect to their contents will be borne
out. I observe in the notice that adul-
tery is not charged specifically against
the respondent. It may be inferentially
charged, but it is not set forth formally
as in the previous petition, which has
just been read. I shall never give my
voice towards the dissolution of marriage
unless adultery is alleged and proven.

HoN. MR. MILLER-The important
Point before us now is evidence as to the
service of notice.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I move that
the evidence be read at the Table. Iapologise to the House and to you, Mr.
Speaker, for not having taken the proper
forni of doing it, but I thought when I
sent those affidavits up to the Clerk that
I had done my duty. While I quite
agree with the hon. gentleman opposite
that we should do everything according
to role I believe there is a way by which
people who suffer from certain troubles
Iay get relief

HON. MR. MILLER-We are notdiscussing the merits of this case at all.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I have broughtevery thing that I think is necessary in
the way of proof, and I move that theaffidavits be read.

TiHE SPEAKER-It has been very
wellsaid that it is at thé initial proceedings
in such cases the greatest abuses occur in
other COuntries with regard to those
solemun Proceedings-that is, with respect
tO the service of proper notice, and I
think that every possible precaution
should be taken to prevent any collusion
Or fraud or any lack of notice to the
Parties who are summoned. Up to this
Moment I do not know that we have had
s1ficient evidence of the service of the
notice or the impossibility of service.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think the
3

hon. gentleman who has charge of this
matter has done everything that was
necessary on his part. He has said that
he has all the declarations respecting the
service, and the reasons why personal
service cannot be had, and he has moved
tha-t the affidavits be read.

HON. MR. MILLER-My hon.friend
must not understand me as opposing
the motion in any way. I merely desire to
see that the requisite formalities are duly
observed, and the only formality required
now is the reading of the affidavits.

The motion was agreed to and the
affidavits were read by the Clerk.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Perhaps, as I
called the attention of the House to the
necessity of preserving these forms that
we have provided by our rules, it may
be expected that I should state whether
there is satisfactory evidence, in my
opinion, of reasonable efforts having
been made to ascertain the residence of
this party in order that personal service
should be made-because that is all the
rule requires. It requires personal
service, or such reasonable evidence as
will satisfy the House that all efforts that
should be made have been made to
effect personal service. Persons ip
charge of such petitions may apprehend
that this is a mere technical objection,.
but I make the objection in the interest
of the House, in the interest of justice
and in the interest of the regularity
of our procedure. There is only
one precedent to guide us, and
that is the case in which I was
myself concerned as promoting the. bill
-the case of J. R. Martin in 1873. In
that case there was very slight evidence
of service made, but the evidence did pot
go quite as far as the evidence now be-
fore us. The evidence was simply that
an effort had been made to find out the
residence of the respondent, and not
finding it out they ascertained his last
place of abode in the United States, and
a notice was sent addressed to that place
as in this instance. They also served a
copy of the notice upon the sister of thie
party. Here, in addition to the evidence
that has been given of the noticehaing
been sent to the two last places çf ab.odo
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of the respondent, we have the efforts
made by giving a copy of the notice to
the mother and to the uncle of the re-
spondent, and I may say that, in my
humble opinion, the petitioner has shown
that reasonable efforts have been made
so as to enable us to dispense with proof
of personal service. I can only add an
explanation that if a respondent hides,
gets out of the way, a person who is en-
titled to relief could never get it if per-
sonal service was absolutely required.
The petitioner in this case having hired
detectives to ascertain the whereabouts
of the respondent and failed, and then
having served papers on all persons sup-
posed to have any connection with -him,
I think there is sufficient proof of service.

HON. MR. MILLER-I quite concur
with my hon. friend that every reasonable
effort has been made to effect this
service.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think
everything possible has been done to
comply with the rules in this case.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
petition be read.

The motion was agreed to on a
division.

The Senate adjourned at 4:35 p.m.

THE SENATE

Ottawa, Fiday, April 22nd, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

HoN. MR. GOWAN, from the Com-
mittee on Stinding Orders and Private
Bills, presented their second and third
reports.

HON. MR. VIDAL, in the absence of
Mr. Read, presented the first Report of

HON. MR. DICKEY.

the Joint Committee on the Printing of
Parliament, which was adopted.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (A)-"An Act for the relief of
Marie Louise Noel " (Mr. Ogilvie).

Bill (B)-"An Act for the relief of
Susan Ash " (Mr. Ogilvie).

Bill (C)-"An Act to enable the West-
ern Canada Loan & Savings Company to
extend their business, and for other pur-
poses " (Mr. Allan).

THE BEVERIDGE & TIBBETS
CLAIMS.

HON. MR. GLASIER moved
That a Select Committee be appointed to

inquire into the action taken by the Govern-
ment and payments made or recommended,
since the report of a former Select Commnittee
presented to this Honorable House on the
17th March, 1881, by the Honorable Mr.
ReadChairian,and adopted by concurrence
of the Whole Bouse on the following day,
in relation to " the circumstances of a debt
4 alleged to devolve upon the Dominion
" Government by the British North America
"Act, and said to be now due to the Hon-
"orable Benjamin Beveridge, Janàes Tibbete
"and others, but the payment of which is
"withheld for some cause unknown," and
that the said Conimittee be composed of
the Honorable Messieuis Montgomery,Read,
Lewin, Trudel, Robitaille, Boyd, Dever, and
the mover, with power to send for persons
and papers.

He said : I do not know that any
explanation of this motion is necessaty.
The subject has been before the House
on other occasions and is, no doubt,
familiar to all.

HoN. MR. SMITH-The Government
have no objection to the Committee.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not say
that I have any objection to this motion,
but I have not sufficient light. It is a
very serious thing for this House to
solemnly appoint a committee and to
instruct that Committee to take evidence
under oath and to send for persons and
papers ; but we ought to know why we
do it, and I think it is the duty of the
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hon. gentleIhan who introduces this re-
Solution to explain the reasons which
render it necessary that there should be
such a committee. That has not been
done, and I do not think the House
should grant a committee as a matter of
Course upon the mere presentation of a
notice like this.

HON. MR. GLASIER-I do not
know why any more explanations are
required. I think the matter has already
been pretty well explained to the House ;
if any further explanation is required .it
can be furnished when the report of the
Committee is presented.

HON. MR. SMITH-The hon. gentie-
tnan who has moved this resolution told
ne that there would be only about one
Witness, and the Government has no
objection to the granting of the Com-
Iittee.

The motion was agreed to.

THE PRINCE EDWARD
SUBWAY.

ISLAND

MOTION.

HON. MR. HOWLAN moved:-
That au humble Address be presented to

fis Excellency the Governor General;
Praying that Hie Excellency will be pleased
to cause to be laid before this House, a copy
Of the plans and reports of the late Survey
cOnceraing the proposed Subway between
Cape Traverse, Prince Edward Island, and
Cape Tormentine, New Brunswick.

The motion was agreed to.

IMPORTATION OF DYNAMITE.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. POWER asked the leader
Of the Government whether he had made
any enquiries about the papers respecting
the importation of dynamite for which
he had asked yesterday.

HON. MR. SMITH said he had not
been able to obtain the information asked
for as yet, but it would come down
ehortly.

CATHOLIC REPRESENTATION
IN THE CABINET.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-Before
the orders of the day are called i desire
to ask of the leader of the Government
why it is that the papers moved for last
Session and promised to be brought
down on a motion regarding my own
appointment to the Cabinet, have not
been brought down. The motion was
carried in this House and agreed to by
the Minister represening the Govern-
ment. I desire to know from him now
if it is the intention of the Government
to bring down those papers, or if there
is any objection to doing. so. It was
ordered by this House that the papers
should be brought down.

HON. MR. SMITH-I think it was
well understood last Session that there
were no such papers. I think my ans-
wer was like this : that inasmuch as
there was no appointment there could
be no cancellation, therefore there are
no papers to produce from the Privy
Council to this House such as my hon.
friend asks for. No further information
than that can be given that I am aware
of, or that any member of the Council
can give to my knowledge. I repeat
that there was no appointment and
therefore there could be no cancellation.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-That, of
course, is not a return to the motion.
The motion that was made was:

That an humble Address be preeented to
Hie Excellency the Governor Generali
praying that His Excellency will cause to
be laid before this Bouse, the Patent of
appointment, or copy thereof, of John
O'Donohoe to the Privy Council, a copy of
letters of the Right Honorable Sir John
Macdonald to tneir Lordshipe certain
Bishope ot the Province of Ontario, and aIl
other letters and papers, and a copy of al
Orders in Council in reference to said
appointment or the cancellation thereof.

This House agreed to that motion.
It will be found on page 6oi of the
Senate Debates of last Session. Surely
the explanation which the hon. Minister
gives me to-day is no return to that
motion.
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HON. MR. SMITH-I must to e
great extent repeat the same words. I
cannot ask from the Privy Council whal
they have not got. I cannot go to Sii
John Macdonald as a private gentlemar
and ask him for a copy of his private
letters and I do not think that this
House ever intended any such thing.
I have given the answer as I have it, the
true answer.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-There are
no papers. ?

HON. MR. 9MITH-There are no
papers-there cannnot be any papers
brought into the Privy Council on the
question to which the hon. gentleman
refers. The Privy Council cannot make
up papers, and I cannot ask Sir John
Macdonald if he has written any private
letters-I do not say that he wrote any
letter-to any ecclesiastic or private gen-
tleman in this country. I cannot go to
him and ask him for such letters, to bring
them before Parliament. I do not think
the House requires any such return.
The hon. gentleman would be furnished
willingly with any information that came
into the Privy Council, but there was
nothing to my knowledge to be brought
before this House. It is impossible to
bring in and satisfy him with documents
that never appeared before the Privy
Council.

HoN. MR. POWER - Possibly the
contention of the hon. gentleman who
has just sat down is correct, but if it is a
fact, and we have no right to ask for the
ietters which are spoken of in the
motion which was adopted last ses-
sion, then I think the Govern-
ment in this House should have taken
that point at the time ; but having al-
lowed the order of the House to pass
asking for that correspondence, it is too
late for the Government now to say that
they are not to be expected to bring down
letters which are of a private character.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I rise to a
point of order. I have no desire to
interrupt my hon. friend, but there is
really no question before the House.
My hon. friend from Toronto was in
the. exercise of his undoubted right

when he asked the question he did, but
there is no rule to justify a discussion
arising upon a question put in this way.

THE SPEAKER - The point of
order is well taken by the hon. gentle-
man from Amherst.

HON. MR. POWER-I was not pro-
posing to discuss the merits ot the pre-
vious resolution at all, but I think a
discussion ot a question of order is
always in order.

HON. MR. MILLER-I
hon. gentleman has a right
the question of order raised
gentleman from Amherst.

think the
to discuss

by the hon.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-The simplest
way to get over a difficulty of this kind
is to take the regular course. No no-
tice was given by the hon. gentleman
from Toronto that the question would
be asked, and it would be better to let
it stand as a notice, and then I have no
doubt that the Minister will come with
a written reply to which the House is
entitled. If I remember correctly, when
the House adopted the motion for an
address last Session it was on a state-
ment made to us that a certain official
document existed. That document
was stated to be mixed up with other
letters, we do not know whether private
or public. No doubt a proper answer
will be brought down in writing, that
there are no such documents as the hon.
gentleman asked for in existence.

HON. MR. MILLER-I think it would
be quite unprecedented if the course sug-
gested by my hon. friend should be adop-
ted. A motion was put to this House
and passed last Session for certain papers,
and the Minister has been asked when
those papers will be brought down. He
has given his answer. That answer or
is not conclusive. If it is not satisfactory
to the hon. member he has his recourse
by moving in some other shape in refe-
rence to it, but I do not think that a
prolonged discussion upon such an expla-
nation as my hon. friend has desired
would be in order. I think there would
be no difficulty in the hon. gentleman
from Toronto getting any redress he de-
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sires if the Government refuse to bring
down papers which they are obliged to
bring down by the order of the House.
It may be that the motion was allowed
to pass last session under a misapprehen-
sion of the facts. The Minister who allow-
ed the address to pass may have imagined
that an appointment had actually taken
Place, and may have allowed that phrase
of the resolution to pass the House; but
on investigation he may have found that
no appointment had taken place, and
therefore the whole groundwork of the
resolution may have been swept away.
I do not know that that is the case, but
this may possibly be the fact.

HON. MR. SMITH-I may say
to the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax that those who represented the
Government last session allowed
the motion to pass not being aware but
there might be some papers before the
Council, and I made no opposition to
the motion ; but on inquiry I was led to
Understand that there were no such
Papers, and no information could be
given. I was willing that the papers
should be brought down if any existed.
I think that is the answer to the hon.
gentleman's question, and it is the reason
why no opposition was given to the mo-
tion when it was proposed.

The matter then dropped.

The Senate adjourned at 3:50 until
Wednesday, the i1th May, at 8 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, May 11th, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at 8
lu cIock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (D) "An Act to incorporate the
l'eeswater and Inverhuron Railway Co."
<Or. McKindsey.)

RETURNS.

HON. MR. SMITH-I have the honor
to lay on the Table an answer to an
inquiry made on the 18th of April, by
the hon. member from Halifax on the
,subject of delayed trains on the Interco-
lonial Railway.

HON. MR. ALMON-May I ask if
that is an answer to my question ?

HON. MR. SMITH-Yes.

HON. MR. ALMON-I hope that the
answer itself is satisfactory, because there
is no doubt the road was in a perfect
condition on the occasion to which my
inquiry referred, and we were unneces-
sarily delayed several hours when on our
way to the Capital on very important
business. When the Short Line road
(which some of our people. who are
members of the Chamber of Commerce,
are mad enough to think will benefit
Halifax) is constructed and has taken
the trade which ought to go to Halifax
to St. John N. B., some of us, who do
not belong to the Chamber of Commerce
are very much afraid that the traffic on
the Intercolonial Railway will be
neglected. Therefore we view with a
great deal of dissatisfaction these delays
on that important road. It may seem a
small question, but it is one well worthy
of attention because anything that makes
travelling pleasant leads passengers, es-
pecially tourists in the summer season,
to take that route. I trust that this
answer satisfactorily explains the delay.

HON. MR. SMITH-All I can say is
that I shall take much pleasure in draw-
ing the attention of the Minister of
Railways to the subject.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I should
like to know what has become of a
return which I moved for last Session
with reference to the penitentiaries of
Quebec? There were eight or nine
.addresses moved and concurred in by
the House with the approval of the
Government. I see that other reports,
some of them moved for this Session,
have been laid on the table, while the
return I moved for thirteen months ago
has not yet been b; ought down.
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HON. MR. SMITH-I will inquire
of the Minister of Justice the cause of
the delay.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gen-
tleman from Toronto was good enough
to say the other day that he would
very shortly lay on the table of the
Senate the information which was moved
for last session with respect to the im-
portation of dynamite. I hope the bon.
gentleman bas not forgotten it altogether.

HON. MR. SMITH-I shall attend to
the matter without further delay.

THE LEADERSHIP OF THE
SENATE.

ENQUIRY.

HON. MR. POWER-Perhaps while
we are waiting for some business to
come up from the other Chamber-I
understand that is what the delay is for
-the hon. gentleman who represents
the Government would allow me to
make an inquiry without giving the usual
formal notice, as it is a question to
which I think the House bas a right to
expect an answer. The bon. gentleman
who bas for some tirne led the House,
and who, with a modesty which is very
unusual amongst politicians, bas always
declared that he leads it in a provisional
way, only waiting until his place could
be taken by somebody else, was good
enough to inform the House before our
prolonged adjournment that when the
members returned and the Senate met
again, a gentleman whose appointment
as leader would not be of a provisional
character would be here to represent the
Government. I have looked around the
benches, and I have failed to discover
that there has been any addition to the
members of our House since our last
meeting, and the natural presumption is
that some gentleman already a member
of the House bas been appointed to the
responsible position which the bon. gen-
tleman from Toronto bas provisionally.
filled for the last three weeks. I think
the hon. gentleman owes it to the House
to indicate which of those bon. members
bas been honored with this appoint-
ment.

HON. MR. SMITH-I was in hopes.
that the matter would go over quietly
without any such question for this even-
ing. I did hope, and was authorized to
announce before the adjournment, that
during the recess the Government would
be able to appoint a gentleman who
could fill the position as leader of this
House. I am pleased to announce that
a gentleman bas been appointed a mem-
ber of the Senate to-day. He bas not
made bis appearance here as yet, but I
trust that before many hours he will ar
rive in Ottawa and take bis seat in this
House.

BoN. MR. SCOTT-Name ! name !

HON. MR. SMITH-It can be no
secret now; it is the Hon. Mr Abbott,
of Montreal, a gentleman who, I am
sure you will all say, is well qualified for
the position. He speaks both English
and French, is an old parliamentarian,
and is considered one of the ablest
lawyers we have in the Dominion ; there-
fore bon. gentlemen, I am pleased to
have the honor to 'announce to you bis
appointment in answer to the hon. gent-
tleman's question.

HON. MR. POWER-Perhaps the
hon. gentleman would be good enough
to add to the obligation under which he
bas placed the House by announcing
what portfolio Mr. Abbott is to hold.

HoN. MR. SMITH-I am not pre-
pared to go any further to-night ; I think
I have sufficiently answered the bon.
gentlenan's question for the present. I
move that the House do now adjourn.

DELAYED TRAINS ON THE IN-
TERCOLONIAL RAILWAY.

HoN. MR. ALMON-I believe it is
in order to state, before the House
adjourns, that the report which I have
received in answer to my enquiry as to
the cause of the delay of the Intercolo-
nial Railway train is a very unsatisfactory
one indeed. It says that the delay was.
caused by " waiting for connecting train
at junction." What do they mean by
junction ? There are a number of
junctions on the road. Why not state
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what junction it was ? What is generally
known as the junction is the Windsor and
Halifax junction. We certainly did not
delay there at all, because we made the
Journey up to Truro in shorter time than
usual--less than three hours. " By time
absorbed in shunting extra cars at the
several stations until the train was com-
Posed of ten cars, and by a heavy train
on the slippery wet rail." I doubt the
rail being wet, because it was so cold.
It rnay have been frozen, but it certainly
was not wet. If ten cars were too much
for the engine to draw-I do not know
anything about it myself, but people on
the train said that it was because the
engine was a broken down one, and not
fit for a passenger train at all-but if
such were the case, why should it have
been put on the track to draw a special
train carrying members whose business
it was to attend the opening of the Ses-
Sion ; and if ten cars were too many for
it, why put on the ten cars ? I say this
answer is very unsatisfactory indeed, and
if that is the way the Intercolonial Rail-
Way is going to be managed, then the
Short Line Railway is likely to take
away al its custom.

HON. MR. SMITH-Hon. gentlemen
rnust all be aware that during the stormy
season, which was the case at the time
the hon. gentleman speaks of, unless the
Minister sends a special messenger to
hunt up all the causes of the delays at
the different places it is impossible for
hilm to get a better report. You are all
aware that it is impossible for the Minis-
ter to find out what is the cause of a
train stopping at the different places.
One train has to stop for another ; but
the fact, as far as he can learn, is what
the report contains. If the hon. gentle-
Inan is not satisfied I shall endeavor to
get him a clearer report, but it is impos-
sible for the Minister, without sending a
sPecial messenger to get all the causes of
delay at that time during the storm.
They were afraid in some places to move
fromi junction to junction for fear of col-
lisions. In other places the trains be-
camne too heavy, and they were obliged
to take their time, and there was a heavy
snoW on the road. Reason will point
out to the hon. gentleman, I think, that
ahnost every railway company in the

country during that time had late trains,
and could not account for the delays all
round. Of course, if the hon. gentleman
insists on a more detailed report, I shall
endeavor to get it ; but I hope now that
the snow has gone and the trains are
running on good time, the grass green
and everything pleasant, when he is go-
ing home he will be taken over the road
as rapidly as over any road in the
country.

HON. MR. ALMON-I accept the
explanation of the hon. gentleman, but I
wish to say that the train which left
eighteen hours before we did passed over
that road that he says was so obstructed
by the snow and slippery rails, and got
into Montreal on schedule time.

The motion was agreed to and the
Senate adjourned at 8:45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, May 12th, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

ADMINISTRATION OF CRIMINAL
LAW.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. GOWAN inquired
Whether it is the intention of the Govern-

ment to have printed and distributed to
Justices of the Peace and other Judicial
Officers, who have not been supplied with
copies of the Revined Statutes of Canada,
the Chapters of the said Statutes which
relate to the criminal law of Canada ?

HON. MR. SMITH-A collection of
the criminal law for the use of Justices of
the Peace and others has been made and
is now going through the press and will
be ready for distribution in the early
part of next month.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-1 arn exceed-
ingly pleased to learn that it is the pur-
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pose of the Government to distribute to
Justices of the Peace and others a con-
solidation ot the Criminal Law. I think
it is only right and proper that those who
administer justice should have the mat-
erials to enable them to perform their
duty. In 1850 Sir William Richards,
then a Minister of the Crown, introduced
some very valuable amendments to the
Criminal Law, and knowing that they
would not be easily accessible and that
they would be very expensive if magis-
trates had to get whole copies of the
Statutes, he caused a number of them
(as the present Minister of Justice is
doing) to be printed off in cheap form
They were very much appreciated at the
time and of incalculable value to all
those who were required to administer
the law. I am very much gratified by
the information, and I am sure the
public will feel that it is a great boon to
the country to have those Statutes placed
in the hands of all those who require to
use them in the administration of
Crimimal Law.

STANDING ORDERS AND* PRI-
VATE BILLS.

FOURTH REPORT.

HON. MR. GOWAN from the Com-
mittee on Standing Orders and Private
Bills presented their fourth report.

NOVA SCOTIA PERMANENT
BUILDING SOCIETY'S BILL

FIRST READING.

HON. MR. ALMON introduced Bill
(E) " An Act respecting the Nova Scotia
Permanent Building Society and Savings
Fund."

HON. MR. GOWAN-The report of
the Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills on the petition relating to
that Bill has not been adopted.

HON. MR. MILLER-There is no
necessity for moving its adoption. As I
understand the report, it simply states
that the requirements of the rules res-
pecting the petitions referred to therein
have been complied with.

HON. MR. GOWAN-In the Report
of the Committee, there are two cases
which presented exceptional circumstan-
ces. They are both specially reported
and it may be necessary for the House
to take some action on theni.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Not unless there
is some special recommendation respect-
ing them in the Report.

HON. MR. MILLER-If it recom-
mends any suspension of the rule in
order to enable petitioners to introduce
their bill it would be in order to move
the suspension of the rule ; but I think
the more convenient mode, hitherto
adopted by the committee of which my
hon. friend is chairman, is that where
there is a number of petitions respect-
ing which the Committee on Standing
Orders find that the parties interested
have complied with the rules, that these
be included in one report, which is laid
on the table, and requires no further
action : but if there are other petitions
with which there are special circum-
stances connected, they are usually
reported to the House in a special
report, and then it is in order to move
for the suspension of the rule.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I wished to
call the attention of the House to the
fact that in two cases there was a diver-
gence between the notice and the petition
which was put in. It may not be-of im-
portance, but the Committee in dealing
with it thought it better to report the fact
to the House.

HON. MR. VIDAL-If the Committee
reports that there has been a divergence
from the ordinary routine, I think it is
the bounden duty of the Committee to
recommend some action upon it or say
nothing about it. If the Committee
think it is of no particular consequence
they should recommend the suspension
of the rule, and then the action will be
taken which the hon. gentleman opposite
has indicated.

HON. MR. POWER-The under-
standing of the Committee, I think, was
that in the report the fact to which the
Chairman of the Committee referred

HON. MR. GOWAN.
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should be specially noticed, so that the
attention of the House should be called
to the circumstance that there had been
a divergence between the petition and
the notice given in the Gazette and the
local newspaper. I do not understand
from the report, as I heard it read, that
there was any reference made to that
divergence.

HON. MR. ALMON-The only
trouble in this petition is that it only
required three days more for the full
term of the notice to expire.

HON. MR. MILLER-The plan
-usually adopted hitherto in such instances
is to move the suspension of the rule. I
understood, when I heard the report
read, that all the petitions were in the
same position-that the rule had been
Complied with; but I find on reading the
report that such is not the case. I
think it would be well, under the circum-
stances, to allow the gentleman who has
charge of the petition with which the
special circumstances are connected, to
make a special motion with regard to
that portion of the report.

HON. MR. DICKEY-As this con-
cerns several bills not specially referred
to, it would be better for him to move
the adoption of the report. The Com-
mIittee state here that the notice has
been found sufficient, then let him move
the adoption of the report, and I think
the House will be satisfied to deem the
Petitions as regular.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-Perhaps the
better course would be to move the
adoption of the report.

HON. MR. MILLER-I object to
the motion which has just been recom-
mended, because I think it would be
Placing the House in an improper posi-
tiOn. The chief portion of this report
relates to petitions against which there is
no objection whatever. The report laid
before the House sufficiently meets those
Cases : the others are special cases re-
<quiring the ratification of the House.
Now to move that the whole report be
adopted is to me very illogical while the
greater portion of the report does not

require to be adopted. If the hon. gen-
tleman will modify his motion so as to
move that that portion of the report re-
ferring to such and such a pe-
tion be adopted, I have no objection.

HON. MR. DICKEY-My object in
making the suggestion was simply to save
time. My hon. friend is quite right that
the first part of the report does not ab-
solutely require concurrence, but there
is nothing to prevent concurrence in the
report. I am quite willing to receive
the suggestion which has been made and
I hope that my hon. friend will also be
willing to move that the last two para-
graphs of the report with reference to
those cases be confirmed.

HON. MR. POWER-I think that the
hon. Chairman of the Committee was
taking the right course. It is quite true
that there are a number of paragraphs in
the report which do not require to be
confirmed by the House. There are
two paragraphs which do require to -be
confirmed. The confirmation is not
necessary for the first two, but it does
not do any harm, and as here is a por-
tion of the report which requires to be
confirmed I think it is best to put the
whole in one motion-that the report be
4 eceived and adopted. It is true that
the practice has been as stated by the
hor. member from Richmond, that.where
the report of a committee on a certain
bill, calls for a suspension of the rule,
then the member in charge of that bill
moves for the suspension of the rule
in accordance with the report of the
committee. But as there are
two bills in this exceptional position
now, I think the simpler and shorter way
is to let the Chairman of the Committee
move the adoption of the report.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I think the
hon. gentleman would find it hard to
refer to the journals of this House and
find an instance in which any other
course was pursued in a case where the
rules of the House had not been con-
plied with, and the Standing Orders
Committee so reported, except to mnove
the suspension of the rule, the suspen-
sion of which was recommended by the
Committee.



Ie Noel [SENATE] Divorce Bill.

HON. Mi. GOWAN-I think after
hearing the observation of my hon.
friend opposite I ought not to persevere
in moving the adoption of the report.
Had I seen the difficulty in time I could
have divided the report into two, plac-
ing the cases requiring the suspension of
the rule in one and the other cases in
the other.

HoN. MR. MILLER moved that the
report be concurred in so far as it re-
lates to the two last cases contained
therein.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (F), An Act respecting the Prim-
itive Methodist Colonization Company,
Limited.-(Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (6), An Act to amend the Gov-
ernment Railways Act.-(Mr. Smith.)

Bill (47), An Act to amend the Rail.
way Act.-(Mr. Smith.)

Bill (5), An Act to amend the Act
respecting public oflicers.-(Mr. Smith.)

Bill (20), An Act respecting public
stores.-(Mr. Smith.)

Bill (16), An Act respecting the Banff
National Park.-(Mr. Smith.)

Bill (17), An Act respecting the repre-
sentation of the North-West Territories
in the Senate of Canada.-(Mr. Smith.)

Bill (21), An Act to amend the Act
respecting offences against public morals
and public convenience.-(Mr. Vidal.)

LAVELLE DIVORCE CASE.

PETITION READ AND RECEIVED.

HON. MR. KAULBACH moved that
the petition of William Arthur Lavelle,
praying for an Act to dissolve his mar-
riage with Ada Mary Caton, be read and
received.

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

NOEL DIVORCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

The order of the day having been
called for the second reading of Bill
(A), An Act for the relief of Marie Louise
Noel, and that the petitioner do attend
at the Bar and be heard by counsel.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved that
Henry Daniel Lawrence be called to the
Bar of this House to be examined.

The motion was agreed to, and the
witness was ordered to attend at the
Bar of the Senate.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
following questions be put to the wit-
ness:

The motion was agreed to.

Q.-What is your name, place of resi-
dence and occupation ?

A.-Henry Daniel Lawrence, of the
City of Sherbrooke, in the Province of
Quebec, Advocate.

Q.-Look at the paper writing now
produced and shown to you, marked
"A," entitled, " An Act for the Relief of
Marie Louise Noel," and at the paper
writing now produced and shown to you,
marked "B," being an order of the
Senate dated the 22nd day of April,
1887, both writings being certified
by the Clerk of the Senate ; did you
serve copies of these writings with the
certißicates thereon of the Clerk of the
Senate upon any person, and if so upon
whom, and on what day and date, and
at what place ?

A-I served true copies of the writ-
ings now shown to me, marked "A" and
"B" respectively, with the certificates
thereon respectively of the Clerk of the
Senate, upon the said Robert L. John-
ston in Sherbrooke, upon the 28th day
of April, 1887, at the City of Sherbrooke,.
in the Province of Quebec.

Q. State the particular mode in which,
you effected such service?

A. I served the said copies of the
writings A and B on the said Robt. L.
Johnson personally, by handing the
same to him and leaving the sane with
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him then and there, explaining to him
personally the purport and exigencies
thereof.

Q. Do you know the said Robt. L.
Johnson and the petitioner, Marie
Louise Noel?

A. I know the said Robt. L. Johnson
and I know the said Marie Louise Noel.
I have known the said R. L Johnson
for some years.

Q. Is the person, Robert L. Johnson'
upon whom you served copies of the
writings, marked A and B respectively,
the same Robert L. Johnson who is
named in the said writings respectively,
and who is therein styled the husband
of the said Marie Louise Noel?

A. Yes, he is the same person.
Q. Did you compare the said dupli-

cate copies of the writings A and B with
the said writings respectively, and ascer-
tain that they were true copies?

A. I compared carefully the said
copies of the writings A and B with the
said writings respectively and I ascer-
tained that they were true copies.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved that
the witness be allowed to retire from
the bar.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
Petitioner be heard at the Bar of the
House if necessary.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not
know that that is necessary. The rule
says that the petitioner shall be brought
to the bar, unless the Senate thinks fit
to dispense therewith.

HON. MR. POWER-I think the
course which the hon. member from
Alma was taking was the correct one-
that the petitioner should be brought to
the bar of the House and then the
examination of the witness at the bar
could be dispensed with.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I must
differ from my hon. friend. The rule
says that the petitioner must appear,
unless the House dispense with her
appearance. The House may dispense
With her appearance.

HON. MR. POWER-The petitioner
is to appear below the Bar of the House
at the second reading " to be examned
by the Senate, unless the Senate thinks
fit to dispense therewith." That is the
examination I presume. Whether my
construction of the rule is correct or not,
there can be no objection to the petition-
er appearing at the Bar.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved
That the examination of the said Peti-

tioner at the Bar be dispensed with, but that
it be an instruction to any Select Commit-
tee to whon the said Bill may be referred
to examine the said Marie Louise Noel,
generally.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved
That the Petitioner, Marie Louise Noel,

being in attendance at the Bar of the Senate
and ready to be examined in this matter as
well generally as in regard to any collusion
or connivance between the parties to obtain
such separation, ber examination be for the
present dispensed with, but that it be an in-
struction to any Committee to whom the
Bill on the subject may be referred to make
such examination.

HON. MR. POWER-That resolution
is clearly incorrect, under the presentstate
of things, because the petitioner is not
at the Bar of the House, and that reso-
lution is based on the supposition that
she is at the Bar. It shows clearly, as
this resolution has been drawn up in
accordance with precedents, that the
petitioner should have come to the Bar,
because the resolution is nonsense now.
It asks that, the petitioner " being at the
Bar," her examination be dispensed with.
It is not my duty to look after divorce
bills, but still I think the procedure of
the House should be kept correct.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

HON. MR. OGILVIE
second reading of the Bill.

moved the

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-There has
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been proof here of the service of two
papers, A and B: what those papers are
has not been read to the House. I pre-
sume that they are the notice of service
of the second reading of the Bill with a
copy of the Bill. All that the witness
has proved is that he served two papers,
A and B, and I think the House should
be vested with knowledge of what those
papers are.

HON. MR. POWER-As I understand
it, the witness handed the papers to the
Clerk.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-Those papers
were read. If hon. gentlemen did not
hear them I cannot help it.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I did not
hear the notice of the second reading of
the Bill read ; neither did I hear the ser-
vice on the party against whom the peti-
tion is brought, read.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I think I have
enough to do to look after my-own work
without attending to the duties of the hon.
member from Lunenburg. Certainly
there is no petition against this applica-
tion, and the answers of the witness were
plainly read so that everybody could
hear them.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I can as-
sure my hon. friend that my object is
not to obstruct him in this matter, but
rather to see that the rules of the House
are complied with. Rule 76 says that a
copy of the notice of the second reading
with a copy of the Bill is to be served on
the party. Now, in the questions put,
the witness is asked if he did serve cer-
tain papers, A and B. We, sitting here,
do not know what those papers are. I
have no objection if the House presumes
that the papers A and B are copies ol
the notice and of the Bill, to accept
them as such, but they were not read.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-If my hon-
friend says they are copies of the notice
I am willing to accept the statement.

HON. MR. OGLVIE-I do not ask
the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg to
take my word for it. I give him the sig-
nature ot the Clerk of the Senate : that
ought to be sufficient.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion, and the Bill was read the second
time.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved,
That the Bill be referred to a Select Com-

mittee composed of the Honorable Messieurs
Dickey, Gowan, Macfarlane, McKay, Clem-
ow, McKindsey, Stevens, Sanlord, and the
mover, to report theron with all convenient
speed, with power to send for papers and
records and examine witnesses on oath, and
that all persons summoned to appear before
the Senate in this matter appear before the
said Committee, and that the said Commit-
tee have leave to employ a shorthand re-
porter.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

ASH DIVORCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

The Order of the Day having been
called for the second reading of Bill (B),
" An Act for the Relief of Susan Ash,
and that the petitiôner do attend at the
Bar and be heard by counsel,"

HoN. MR. OGILVIE said, When this
Bill was brought up for the first reading
we had a lot of affidavits here, ready to
prove that it was impossible to serve the
notice upon the respondent. I have
here the declaration of Susan Ash and
her attorney explaining why it was im-
possible

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I presume
they are of the same nature as the other
affidavits.

HON. MR.. OGILVIE - They are
there signed by the Clerk of the Senate. HON. MR. OGILVIE-No, they are
We spent an hour the other day reading somewhat different, inasmuch as in the
the affidavits, which were printed' at last case the papers were served proper-
length in the minutes the following day. ly : in this case the petitioner has taken
If the House desires to have those extraordinary trouble and pains to serve
papers read I have no objection. the notice.

HON. MR. KAULBACH.
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HON. MR. KAULBACH-I consid-
ered the proof as being quite sufficient
at the previous stage of this inquiry, as
there was sufficient evidence given that
direct service could not be performed,
and this affidavit strengthens the case.
As the proof was taken as sufficient by
the House before, I am sure the same
position will be taken now.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
said Bill for the relief of Susan Ash be
now read the second time.

HON. MR. POWER-I would like to
ask the hon. gentleman if that was an
affidavit that he read just now.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-It was.

HON. MR. POWER-An affidavit
showing the impossibility of serving a
copy of the Bill on the respondent ?

HON. MR. OGILVIE-Yes,
there were six affidavits to the
effect read before.

and
same

HON. MR. POWER-I have never
taken any interest in these divorce cases,
and I only wish now to have the pro-
cedure regular. It seems to me that it
might be desirable to have a resolution
passed to the effect that the Senate is
satisfied with the impossibility of com-
plying with the rule.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-That was done
at the first reading.

HON. MR. POWER-That only
applied to the notice.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The very
fact of passing the second reading of the
Bill would imply that the Senate was
satisfied with the service.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the second time on a
division.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved
That the said Bill be referred to a Select

Committee composed of the Honorable
Messieurs Dickey, Gowan, Macdonald, Mo-
Innes, Raythorne, Ferrier, Vidal, Turner,

and the mover, to report thereon with all
convenient speed, with, power to send for
papers and records, and examine witnesses
on oath, and that all persons summoned to
appear before the Senate in this matter,
appear before the Committee, and that the
said Committee have leave to employ a
shorthand reporter.

HON. MR; KAULBACH-I do not
rise to object to the motion, but it was
customary, on previous occasions, that
the committee selected should be ap-
proved by the leader of the House. It
was first proposed that the list should
be submitted to the Speaker, but in con-
sequence of the Speaker at that time
having scruples which would debar him
from taking part in a divorce case, it
was generally left to the leader of the
House to approve of the personnel of the
Committee. It was then suggested that
the barristers of the House should go on
that Committee. In cases that I have
had before the Senate, the leader of the
House always inquired of me if all the
barristers of the Senate were on the
Committee. I am very glad that in
this case, as in the previous one, I have
been relieved of the duty of serving on
the Committee. It is a duty I do not
desire to have and do not solicit ; at the
same time, in a matter 9f this grave im-
portance, it is necessary, and I think it
is only proper that al! the judicial minds
of the House should be on the Com-
mittee. A committee of laymen may
sometimes be selected with a certain
object, if it is in the hands of the peti-
tioner or his counsel-they may select
such a committee as they believe by
their leanings or general ideas on such
matters will be inclined to relieve the
party petitioning. In general those
courts for the considering of divorce
cases are composed of the highest judi-
cial minds in the country, and when we
have not got such courts here we should
appoint on the committees men of ex-
perience in such matters and who have
devoted themselves to the subject. I
think it would be well if the House
could by some means come to the con-
clusion to have a committee of 15
appointed, composed of barristers and
doctors, and others who take an interest
in such questions, to consider those
cases. I merely do so because it was
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suggested on previous occasions how
the committee should be formed. I am
very glad that I am relieved from any
such duty, and I am not, in making this
suggestion, at all influenced against the
personnel of the Committee. I merely
throw out the suggestion that the Com-
mittee should be composed of gentlemen
best qualified by training and experience
for such work.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-I am very
sorry that the names that I have selected
for the committee do not please the hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The hon.
gentleman is wrong.

HON MR. OGILVIE-I think I
understand English, and I heard the
hon. gentleman's remarks. The names
suggested for the Committee were sub-
mitted to the Speaker. They were
selected because they were good, honest,
steady, level-headed men. That is why
I picked them out. I submitted them
to the Speaker, and he had no objection
to them. It did not strike me that I should
have picked out nine barristers or
layyers. No doubt some of the finest
men in the country are lawyers ; still I
do think there are gentlemen who can
understand what is going on, and can
understand what a witness says, and are
as able to give an opinion upon the evi-
dence, as many lawyers. Some of the
best decisions I have heard given have
been given by laymen. I am very sorry
that the committee named has not met
with general approval. It would have
been, perhaps, as well (though I hesitate
to suggest in my humble way in opposi-
tion to such a great luminary as my hon.
friend) to have allowed this committee
to be appointed as it is nsmed, and in
future to adopt new rules for our guiq-
ance. I can assure the hon. gentlemen
present that when I selected the com-
mittee I did what I believed was the
best. I named about half of them myself
and the others were suggested to me. I
think I please the House in that selec-
tion, and next time I will see if it is in
my power to please the hon. gentleman
from Lunenburg.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH.

HON. MR. POWER-I sympathise to
some extent with the hon. gentleman
from Lunenburg. Hon. members are
aware that the church to which I belong
does nôt approve of divorce. I think
the part played by the hon. member from
Lunenburg in this House is generally
that of an enemy of divorce and I can
readily understand that an hon. gentle-
man like the member from Alma, who
is anxious to have his bill passed, would
not care to put upon the committee any-
one who would perhaps work against
rather than for his bill. I think it was,
perhaps, to a certain extent, with a view
to counteract that natural tendency of
the gentleman who had charge of the
bill, that the late Minister of Justice, and
the House at his suggestion, decided that
the list of members of the committee was
to be submitted to the member of the
Government having charge of the busi-
ness in this House. I can understand
that the member of the Government hav-
mng charge of the business of the House
at present, being a member of the same
church to which I belong, could not take
part in divorce proceedings and my hon.
friend from Alma did the best he could
in submitting the names to the Speaker.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I did not
know that the list had been submitted
to the Speaker of the House, but I think
if the Speaker had been aware of the
general understanding of the House, as
expressed by the Leader of the House,
that barristers should be on that commit-
tee, my hon. friend would have asked
that such should be the case. I am very
glad to be relieved of the duty as far as
I am concerned, and as regards the per-
sonnel of the committee, I have not the
slightest objection to it. The promoter
is supposed to have the best available
persons on that committee to secure the
object of the bilL My hon. friend, with
the interest he has taken in this matter,
is desirous that, as far as it is consistent
with the merits of the case, the return
shall be in favor of the petitioner.

THE SPEAKER-It is very true that
my hon. friend from Alma brought the
list of his proposed committee to me. I
knew there was some understanding
by which the names should be sub-
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mitted to the Speaker. It may be
observed in connection with the remarks
of the hon. gentlemen from Lunenburg,
which should certainly be taken with the
greatest consideration, that there is no
doubt whatever it is desirable thereshould
be legal advice upon those commit-
tees. It is an unpleasant duty that I have
been sometimes compelled to perform
myself, but it is quite evident that where
there are four or five of the cases going
on at the same time, and it is desirable
to get them there, that the same parties
cannot sit on all the committees. The
number of barristers in the House is
limited, unfortunately perhaps for us all,
but as some gentlemen of legal standing
are appointed on the committee it is
sufficient guarantee that all the technical
and legal forms will be observed. I
do not at all agree with my hon.
friend in maintaining that evidence ad-
duced in these cases-(that is the evi-
dence generally,-requires a legal mind
to understand it,-I mean a trained legal
mind, because I think men of judgment
and business capacity, as I presume. are
all the gentlemen sent to this House, are
Competent to consider the evidence, be-
cause the committee is atter all a sort of
jury, and it is left in charge of gentlemen
of high legal understanding. As I said
before, it is impossible to meet the views
of the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg
in full. The hon. gentleman from Alma
came to me and, as far as I thought I
had the right to advise him, I told him I
thought the committee was properly
constituted.

The motion was agreed to on a
<division.

RIDDELL DIVORCE BILL

PETITION READ.

The order of the day being called for
the reading of the petition of Margaret
Riddell, praying for an Act to dissolve
her marriage with George Field
Herchmer,

HON. MR. OGILVIE presented to
the House the certificate of the Clerk of
the Senate as regards the deposit of $200
by the petitioner. He moved that the
Petition be now read and received.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Has the
affidavit of service been put in ?

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I was about
to read it. There is an affidavit here of
the notice having been properly served on
the Respondent in Roger's Pass in the
Rocky Mountains, by Stephen Edwards,
Sheriff of Kootenay.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not
see any special objection in this case,
only it does not show that it is a copy
of the Gazette notice. Our rule says
that it shall be a copy of the Gazette
notice, and there is no evidence here
of a comparison with the Gazette notice;
therefore unless my hon. friend can say
that he has compared that notice with
the notice in the Canada Gazette it
would not be satisfactory to my mind. I
will admit that on other occasions that
defect has been passed over. I believe
that in a case of which I had charge
there was a similar objection, but it was
not my place to raise it. I raise it now,
but if my hon. friend will say that he
has compared it with the Gazette notice,
and that it is a true copy, my objection
will be waived.

THE SPEAKER-All that evidence
goes before the Committee.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-If my hon.
friend will allow it to go before the Stand.
ing Orders Committee to-morrow the
matter can be inquired into.

HON. MR. KAULBACH - I will
waive my objection. There certainly
must be a notice, and that notice must
be published in the Gazette, and the
affidavit must show that the notice served
upon the party respondent was a dupli-
cate of that in the Gazette. I shall not
press the objection, as my hon. friend
believes that I am disposed to act rather
critically in his cases.

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

The Senate adjourned at 5:05 p.m.
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THE SENATE,

Ottava, Friday, May 13th, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair
Three o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE DEFENCES OF
COLUMBIA.

BRITISH

MOTION.

HON. MR. MACDONALD moved,
That an humble address be presented to

His Excellency the Governor-General,
praying that Ris Excellency will cause to
be aid before this Bouse, copies of all cor-
respondence between the Imperial and
Dominion Governments relating to the
defen.ces of British Columbia during the
years 1886 and 1887.

He said :-The subject to which my
motion relates has been deemed worthy
of some consideration by the Imperial
and Dominion Governments, and by
some prominent members of the English
Parliament also, and although I bring it
forward in a time of peace, yet its im-
portance may be taken as sufficient justi-
fication for my doing so. We must not
lose sight of the fact that we have two
restless, vigilant neighbours across the
Pacific with which the empire may at
any time become embroiled. It will, I
think, be readily conceded that a time
of war is not the time to make ready and
to prepare defences. These are matters
which require accurate local knowledge,
and military judgment, to which more
attention can be given in time of peace
than during the turmoil of war. No
doubt the Dominion will have year by
year to look more to its defences. It
may fairly be accepted as a fact that in
case.of the empire being at war, our
enemy would be a naval force, it there-
fore becomes a duty to place the most
exposed portions of our coast-east
and west-in as strong and de-
fensive a position as possible. The
coast of Nova Scotia in and around
Halifax is, to some extent, fortified, but
I doubt if the guns or the batteries in
that locality are sufficiently powerful to
resist effectively modern artillery. That

part of the Dominion has also another
advantage in having an Imperial force
stationed there. Although not very
numerous, yet its presence is exceeding-
]y reassuring, and beneficial, as forming
a well-drilled, and efficient centre, round
which the local forces, and militia could
rally, and with which it could co-operate,
if unfortunately, an occasion should
arise. On the western coast we lack
those advantages. When the ships of
war sail for the south in the winter,
British Columbia is left utterly defence-
less. At the time of the last war be-
tween Russia and 'Turkey in 1877-78,
England was very nearly drawn into the
vortex, but happily peace was concluded
under the Treaty of Berlin. The Do-
minion Government at that time acted
mi:h commendable promptitude. A mil-
itary officer was dispatched to the west,
who made suitable selections for tempor-
ary earthworks which were thrown up,
and armed with guns lent by the naval
authorities at Esquimalt. Those guns,
however, are now obsolete, and useless
against the modern artillery with which
ships of war are armed. More recently
the Imperial and Dominion Govern-
ments, being no doubt impressed with
the necessity of steps being taken of a
defensive character, sent last year to the
Province a staff of Royal Engineers. to
survey and report on the localities where
fortifications ought to be constructed,,
and the best means of doing so. The
Premier of the Dominion happened to
be on his first visit to British Columbia
at that time, and he, together with Ad-
miral Sir Michael Seymour, Commander-
in-Chief of the Pacific, inspected the lo-
calities proposed to be fortified, and gave,
I believe, their approval to the plans of
Col. O'Brien, the engineer officer, who
conducted the survey. Since then noth-
ing has been done, nor have we heard
what is intended to be done, although
rumours have been afloat that guns were
on the, way from England, and that the
early construction of the batteries would
be proceeded with, but those rumours.
have not been verified, and our western
shores are as defenceless to day as they
were years ago. When the papers for
which I have asked are brought down>
I hope it will be found that both the
Imperial and Dominion Governments
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have not lost sight of the necessity of
early steps being taken in relation to
those matters Apart from the propriety
of the Imperial Government defending an
Outlying portion of the British Empire,
there is the more direct necessity -for de-
fending its own dockyard, naval stores,
and base of supplies, which now lie ex-
posed.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Before the
Minister rises to express the opinion of
the Government upon this question I
should like to know whether mny hon.
friend who has made the motion has
taken into consideration the propriety
or the expediencv of giving the informa-
tion which is asked for by his motion?
My hon. friend has spoken of a restless
and watchful enemy who is anxiously
looking out in reference to the subject
mnatter of that motion, and who will
raturally be very anxious to get the
confidential communications that pass
between the two Governments. Of
Course that is a matter which must be
left entirely in the discretion of the
Government as to whether those com-
Municltions are of such a character that
they shoutd be produced in the public
'fterest. But there may be doubt possi-
bly as to whether all communications
are of that character, and the Govern-
Ment will of course exercise their discre-
tion to see that that " watchful enemy,"
Whatever country it may be, will not
gain any advantage by getting access to
the private communications between the
two Governments on such a delicate
subject. As my hon. friend has been
kind enough, by way of supporting his
Motion, to refer to the fortifications and
guns on the Atlantic coast in Nova
Scotia, I think I am justified at the pre-
sent moment in stating that the people
of Nova Scotia intend to stand by those
guns.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-
It is entirely for the Government to
bring down what they think is advisable,
but this "restless enemy " knows as well
as we do now that our coasts are de-
fenceless. They are vigilant and active
and know just the position we stand in.
The English Government never conceal
anything from anybody. Their arsenals

4

are open to the inspection of every
nation ; they tell what they are doing
and what they are going to do and
everything is open and above board.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-He must
be an extreme optimist who will say that
quarrels will not crop up sometimesand
they may arise near our own doors,
especially at the present moment. As
regards British Columbia and the dock-
yard there, I may say I was in that
country sometime last year and was sur-
prised to find that in the past our interests
on the Pacific coast were not respected ;
that foreign nations had dominated
the approaches and command of the
harbors on that coast. I am sure if
Canada, at the passing of the last treaty,
had had a say in it, we would not
have parted with as much territory as
we have lost; neither would we have
lost the commanding position which
we should possess on the Pacific coast.
Through the kindness of my hon. friend
behind me (Mr. Macdonald) I had the
pleasure of visiting the naval dockyard
at Esquimalt and seeing that harbour.
It seemed to me to be a harbour easily
fortified. It is commanded by promi-
nent bluffs; the water is deep and it can
be made without difficulty almost im-
pregnable. There is a dry dock there,
which particularly attracted my attention,
but it seems to me that even at this time
that dry dock. is not large enough
for the requirements of the present
day.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-It has
not been extended yet.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I thought
it had been extended, and it seemed to
me to be insufficient to take in the large
class of ocean steamers.

HON. M.R. MACDONALD (B.C.)-
It is 450 feet long.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Even with
a dock 450 feet long it is not of sufficient
size to take in the Atlantic line steamers,
and if anything could be done to extend
that dock now while the plant and ap-
pliances are yet there, I am sure it would
involve much less expense than it can
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be done for hereafter. It is very im-
portant that that dock yard should be
made of sufficient capacity to take in a
man of war, or any other large vessel
which an emergency might require to be
repaired. I am very glad that my hon.
friend has taken this matter up, for no
doubt England is alive to all her interests
in the different parts of the Empire, and
she has conceived of late a greater regard
for Canada. The Dominion has done
something for herself in building our
great Canadian Pacific Railway. It has
opened the eyes of almost the whole
civilized world to the importance of this
Dominion, and England seeing that
Canada is willing to do something for
herself, I am sure is ready to assist us in
every way, not only in our own interests
but in the interests of the Empire at
large. With the enlarged trade which
she expects, both on the Atlantic and the
Pacific, from the new lines of steamers
and railways, with the large subsidies we
expec': from the British Government to
secure for us the trade of the eastern
possessions of the Empire, we must feel
grateful, as Canadians, and proud that
we are respected everywhere-that we
are no longer believed to, be a part of
the United States of America. I am
sure that in England not only at the
great Colonial Exhibition, but at the
Conference lately held in London the
position taken by Canada is one to make
us feel proud of our country and that in
the future in everything that is done for
the extension of the Empire, we will have
a prominent and important part.

HoN. MR. SMITH-I will just say
that the Government will no doubt bring
down what they consider in the interest
of the public in answer to this address.

The motion was agreed to.

MONTEITH DIVORCE BILL

PETITION READ.

The order of the day being called for
reading the petition of John Monteith,
praying for an Act to dissolve his marri-
age with Mary Ann Wright,

HoN. MR. McKINDSEY said :-The

respondentin this case has not been found
for the service of copies of the notice in
the Gazette. I beg leave to present the
declaration of two or three parties who
have attempted to make the service. I
notice the fact that in those affidavits
the reference is simply made to the no-
tice as copied in the declaration. In
order to have it for reference I put in
also a copy of the Gazette containing
that notice. At the same time I beg
leave to present to the House a certifi-
cate of the deposit of $200 with the Clerk
of the Senate.

Several affidavits of attempts at service
of the notice and bill upon the respon-
dent were then read at the table.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY moved that
the petition be now read and received.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I could
not quite catch the whole of the state-
ments in those affidavits that have been
read. I would ask the hon. member
from Milton whether notice was left at
the last known place of abode of the
respondent? It seems to me that every
possible effort haZ been made to discover
the residence of the party, but without
success.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY--The hon.
gentleman should have listened to the
papers just now read at the table. I
presume the last place of abode of the
respondent was with her husband. He
is the petitioner in this case, and there-
fore it was not necessary to leave a copy
of the notice there. Copies of the notice
have been left with the mother and father
of the respondent. Every effort has
been made to find her whereabouts, but
without success. A large amount of
money has been spent to find out where
she is. In this case the same course has
been taken which would be followed in
a case at common law or in equity. An
order can be obtained from the courts to
have a substitutionary service on persons
who endeavor to evade service. The
Court makes up its mind as to what
would be a fair and reasonable substitu-
tionary service, and that service answers
instead of personal service. In a case
oPf divorce I assume that a service ot that

HON. MR. KAULBACH.
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kind would be considered sufficient.1
In this particular instance I under-
stand that the petitioner has made every
effort to find the whereabouts of the
respondent, but it is understood that she
has left the country, or at all events con-
cealed herself for the purpose of evading
service. The mother and father of the
parties were the persons most likely to
communicate the fact of service of the
notice and the notice in the Canada
Gazette to the respondent, and I think

.this House ought to consider such ser-
vice, as in a common law or equity case,
sufficient. The affidavits are very com-
plete, except upon one point. The hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg yesterday in
another case took exception to one of
the affidavits because the deponent
simply swore to having served a copy of
the notice "herewith annexed" but gave
no evidence as to whether that notice
was the one required. In view of the
objection and of the possibîlity of its
being raised in this case to-day, I pos-
sessed myself of a copy of the Gazette,
and put it in so that the hon. gentleman
can compare the notice which is sworn
to with the notice in the Gazette. I
think in this case the evidence must be
considered satisfactory ; if the respond-
ent chooses to absent herself from the
Province and to evade service, there is
no reason why the proceedings should
not go on at this session of Parliament.
There is no possibility, as I understand
it, of obtaining an order of service from
the Senate, because the Court is not pro-
perly constituted until the petition is
brought before the House. In the courts
Of common law, of course, they can go at
any time to the judge and get an order.
I think if the hon. gentleman will ex-
amine the papers in this case as a law-
yer, he will admit that every effort has
been made to serve the respondent and
that the petitioner should have the bene-
fit of going on under this application.

H1ON. MR. KAULBACH-I have
not expressed any opinion on that point
as yet. I am very glad that the few
remarks I made yesterday have had the
effect of inducing my hon. friend in this
case to make perfect evidence before us
as regards the copy of the notice. He
has made, however, a very rash presump-

tion in this case that the last place of
abode of this woman would be with her
husband. That would be an extraordi-
nary presumption. It is because she is
not living with her husband, I presume,
that this action is brought, and it would
be very rash to expect to find her there to
serve the papers on her. These papers
came up in a hurry and we have hardly
time to examine them to see if the con-
structive service would be sufficient, from
simply hearing the papers read at the
table. I believe however that all reason-
able steps have been taken to make the
service. I admit that, still I fail to
find that a copy of the notice was left at
the last abode of the Respondent. When
personal service can not be effected the
notice is left at the last known place of
abode of the party. It seems to me that
my hon. friend has failed absolutely in
establishing that point.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY-The hon.
gentleman is mistaken. If he had look-
ed at the petition he would have seen
that the last known place of abode of
the Respondent was with her husband.
She went to the United States, and there-
fore there is no other known to the Pe-
titioner. I am sorry that the hon. gen.
tleman has not read the papers more
carefully.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-How
could I possibly read the papers ? If
the hon. gentleman would delay his mo-
tion until the next meeting of the House
I would read the papers and vest myself
with a knowledge of their contents, but
he must not twit me with not having a
knowledge of the contents of the papers

HON. MR. GOWAN-It is not possi-
ble to conceive, I think, of more strin-
gent and effective efforts being made to
discover the place of abode of the Re-
spondent than have been proved in this
case. She left her husband's house and
I think the affidavits sufficiently show
that my hon. friend was right in saying
that her last known place of abode was
with her husband. The nearest relatives
are those with whom copies of such pa-
pers should-be left, and it has been held
in common law cases that such service
is sufficient.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.
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WESTERN CANADA LOAN COM-
PANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN moved the second
reading of Bill (C) "An Act to enable
the Western Can da Loan & Savings
Co. to extend their business and for
other purposes." He said :-The ob-
ject of this bill is, in the first place, to
give power to the Western Canada Loan
& Savings Co. to do business throughout
the Provinces under the terms of their
charter and subject to the laws of the
several provinces, provided that before
doing so they are authorized under a
by-law of the company passed for that
purpose. The second clause is to give
them power to acquire necessary real
estate in those provinces for the purpose
of carrying on their business. The third
clause is to repeal a section of the Act
49 Vic., cap. 105, with reference to the
capital of the company. By that clause
they are empowered to borrow to double
the amount of their paid up capital, and
equal to the amount of their subscribed
capital ; but there is a restriction to that
-that it shall not exceed three times the
amount of the paid up capital. It is to
remove that restriction, in order to en-
able the company to extend their busi-
ness, that it is proposed to strike out the
words of that clause. I propose to refer
the Bill to the Committee on Banking
and Commerce, where all its details will
be rigorously examined.

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

TEESWATER & INVERHURON
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MF. McKINDSEY moved the
second reading of Bill (D), " An Act to
incorporate the Teeswater and Inver-
huron Railway Company." He said:-
This is a Bill for the incorporation of a
company to build a railway from the
village of Teeswater to the village of In-
verhuron, on Lake Hurdh. The dis-
tance is about twenty-six miles, and the
capital stock about $3oo,ooo. This

piece of road is an extension or produc-
tion of what is called the Toronto, Grey
& Bruce Railway, now built to Tees-
water, and operated, if not owned, by
the Canadian Pacific Railway. It runs
through a very good section of coun-
try, and terminates on Lake Huron.
I look upon it as one of the small pieces
of railway which are necessary for the
purpose of perfecting the system of rail-
ways in that part of the country. The
harbor is the best on Lake Huon, and if
this piece of railway is continued from
Teeswater to that harbor, I believe that
it will command a very large share of
the lake trade from Chicago to the East,
and will be a large feeder to the railways
of the eastern portion of this Province.
I do not anticipate any opposition to
this Bill, because the people themselves
in that part of the country are prepared
to support the railway by a reasonable
bonus, as they desire that extension. I
have no reason to suppose that any
opposition will be offered outside or in-
side of Parliament to this measure.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Do they
want any subsidy?

HON. MR. McKINDSEY-No, not
now.

HON. MR. DICKEY-There is only
one point that I think the attention of
the House, need be directed to in con-
nection with this Bill, of which I know
very little except from what I have
gathered from the explanation of my
hon. friend. As I understand it the
extension asked for is entirely a local
affair confined to Ontario. I would like
to call the attention of my hon. friend
to this fact so that some explanation
may be given as to the necessity for this
legislation here. It may come before
the Railway Committee, and as Chair-
man of that Committee I do not intend
to say anything more than to call atten-
tion to this fact so that it may be inquir-
ed into.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY-The To
ronto, Grey & Bruce Railway Company
had originally a charter to extend their
road to the shores of Lake Huron, but
frorn some cause - want of funds or
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sonething else-they stopped short at a
place called Inverhuron. The precise
point on Lake Huron where they intend-
ed, by their charter to locate their ter-
minus was not expressed ; therefore the
charter itself, as far as the extension is
concerned, has expired. Now, with re-
gard to applying here for a charter, I may
state to the hon. gentleman that it was
thought better, seeing that the Canada
Pacific Railway, which is part of the
great system of railways in this country,
had become possessed of the railway as
far as Teeswaterand did not show any de-
sire to extend it to the lake shore, though
the people of that part of the country re-
quire the extension, and in view of run-
ning powers or amalgamation or some
other arrangement whereby the railway,
the subject of this Bill, should be in some
way connected with the Canada Pacific
Railway, it is important that because the
Canada Pacific Railway is a Dominion
Railway, this application should be made
to Parliament in order to harmonize the
whole thing. This, I believe, was the
object of coming here for a charter in-
stead of applying to the Local Legis-
lature. No doubt it is a local road,
but it is to prevent difficulty afterwards,
because they asked for power of amalga-
mation, that they appeal to this Parlia-
ment for the necessary power. If the
hon. gentleman will allow the Bill to go
to the Committee, perhaps some gentle-
man more familiar with the details of the
measure than I am, will appear and give
the necessary explanation.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Does the
Bill declare it to be a railway for the
general advantage of Canada ?

HON. MR. VIDAL-We see now the
iconvenience of proceeding with a Bill

that we have not in our possession. I
happen to have a copy of it before me
la which I find it is declared that it is a
rilway for the general advantage of
Canada

HON. MR. MILLER-If it be so,
decided.

The motion was agreed to and the
ell was read the second time.

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. SMITH moved the sec-
ond reading of Bill (6), "An Act to
amend the Government Railways Act."

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

PETITIONS FOR PRIVATE BILLS

MOTION.

HON. MR. SMITH moved that the
time for presenting Petitions for Private
Bills, which expires to-day be extended
to Monday the 3oth instant, and that the
time for presenting Private Bills to the
Senate which expires upon Friday the
2oth instant be extended to Monday the
6th day of June néext.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I must say
that this motion looks very much like an
indication of a long Session. I was in
hopes that the Government were more
anxious to get rid of us, and would try
and let us go early instead of allowing
measures to be brought in up to the 6th
June.

The niotion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 4:25 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, May 16th, 188o7.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair it
3 p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

STANDING ORDERS AND PR-
VATE BILLS.

5TH, 6TH AND 7TH REPORTS.

HON. MR. GOWAN presented the
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5 th, 6th and 7th Reports of the Com-
mittee on Standing Orders and Private
Bills.

The Reports were laid on the table.

HON. MR. GOWAN, ftom the same
Committee, presented theirseventh report
He. said : The Committee have noticed
a slight omission in the information pub-
lished in Nova Scotia papers of the in-
tended application to which this report
refers, and have recommended the sus-
pension of the 51st rule, as we presume
that the gentlemen from Nova Scotia
would not object to the introduction of
capital into their province and the devel-
opment of the resources of their magnifi-
cent country.

HON. MR. ALMON moved that the
5ist Rule of this House be suspended
in so far as the same refers to the peti-
tion of the Hon. Donald McInnes of
Montreal, and others, as recommended
in the 7th Report of the Committee on
Standing Orders and Private Bills.

The motion was agreed to.

RIDDEL DIVORCE CASE.

FIRST READING.

Bill (H) "An Act for the Relief of
Fanny Margaret Riddel" was introduced
and read the first time.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved

That the said Bill be read a second time
on Tuesday, the seventh day of June, next,
and that Notice thereof be affixed on the
doors of this House, and the Senators sum-
mnoned ; and that the said Fanny Margaret
Riddel may be heard by ber Counsel at
the second reading to make out the truth
of the allegations of the said Bill, and that
George Field Herchmer may have a copy
of the said Bill, and that notice be given
to him of the said, second reading, or suffi-
cient proof adduced of the impossi-
bility of se doing, and that he be at hberty
to be beard by Counsel what he may have
to offer against the said Bill, at the Aame
time; that the said Fanny Margaret Riddel
do attend this House on the said seventh
day of June next, in order to ber being ex-
amined on the second reading of the said
Bill, if the House shall think fit, whether
there las or bas not been any collusion

HON. MR. GOWAN.

directly or indirectly on her part, relative
to any act of adultery that may have been
committed by ber husband to obtain such
separation, or whether there he any collu-
sion, directly or indirectly, between her
and her husband or any other person or
persons, touòhing the said Bill of Divorce,
or touching any action at law which may
have been brought by ber against any per-
son for criminal conversation with him, the
said husband of the said Fanny Margaret
Riddel, and also whether at the time of the
adultery of which she complains, he was
by deed or otherwise by ber consent living
separately and apart from and released by
her, as far as in her lay, from his conjugal
duty, or whether she was at the time of
such adultery, cohabiting with him, as her
husband.

The motion was agreed to on a
division.

LAVELLE DIVORCE BILL.

FIRST READING.

Bill (H) "An Act for the Relief of
William Arthur Lavelle " was introduced
and read the first time.

HON. MR. KAULBACH moved
That the said Bill be read a second time

on Tuesday, the thirty-first day of May,
instant, and that Notice thereof be affixed
on the doors of this House, and the Sena-
tors summoned ; and that the said William
Arthur Lavell may be heard by his Coun-
sel at the second reading to make out the
truth of the allegations of the said Bill,
and that Ada Mary Caton may have a copy
of the said Bill, and that Notice be given
to ber of the said second reading, or suffi-
cient proof adduced of the impossibility of
so doing, and that she be at liberty to be
beard by Counsel what she may have to
offer against the said Bill, at the sane time;
that the said William Arthur Lavell do
attend this House on the said thirty-first
day of May, instant, in order to his beng
examined on the second reading of the said
Bill, if the House shall think fit, whether
there has or has not been any collusion,
directly or indirectly on his part, relative to
any act of adultery that may have been
committed by his wife to obtan such sepa-
ration, or whether there be any collusion,
directly or indirectly, between him and
his wife or any other person or persons,
touching the said Bill of Divorce, or touch-
ing any action at law which may have been
brought by him against any person for
crimnal conversation with her, the said
wife of the said William Arthur Lavell, and
also whether at the time of the adultery of
which he complains, she was by deed or



The Wharj j MAY 16, 1887] at Port Moody. 55

otherwise by his consent living separately
and apart from and released by him, as far
as in him lay, from her conjugal duty, or
whether she was at the time of such adul-
tery cohabiting with him, and under the
protection 'and authority of him as her
husband.

The motion was agreed to on a
division.

BILL INTRODUCED.

"An Act to enable the Canada Per-
mianent Loan and Savings Company to
extend their business, and for other pur-
Poses."-(Mr. Gowan.)

THE WHARF AT PORT MOODY.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. McINNES enquired,
Why did the Government use only one-

third of the iron piles which were imported
froi England over two years ago for the
UrPose of constrncting a wharf at Port

oody, British Columbia, and which waq to
be equal in size to the existing wooden one?

2nd. What disposition does the Govern-
nent intend mnaking of the unused iron piles

110w lying on the Port Moody wharf ?
3rd. What 'vas the amount paid by the

Government for the said inported iron
piles and coat of transportation ?

He said : Five years ago, after the
formation of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
Way Company, the Government let a
contract to construct some 3oo miles of
the western section of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, extending from Port
Moody to the interior of the Kamloops,
and in order that they should have a
place to land the iron rails and other
necessaries for the construction of that
road the Government decided on build-
ing a wharf at Port Moody. Plans and
specifications were prepared and tenders
called for, but afterwards abandoned, and
it was then decided to construct it as a
Government work. This wharf was to
be 1,5oo feet in length, and constructed
of wood, and to cost, I believe, in the
neighborhood of $ioo,ooo. Mr. Marcus
Srnith, civil engineer, advised the Gov-
ernment very strongly not to build a
wfoden wharf, but to construct one of
iron-that, although the first cost would
be considerably greater than the cost of
a wooden structure, the iron .one

would be cheaper in the end. His
advice was unheeded, and the advice of
the then acting engineer-in-chief, Mr.
Schreiber, was taken instead. That
wharf was only up some two. or
three years when the teredo, or sea-
worm, destroyed the piles to such an
extent that the wharf became unsafe.
The next move made was in 1884, when
the Government called for tenders for
iron piles, and a contract was let to an
English firm, and in due course the iron
piles were shipped from England to Port
Moody, but unfortunately remained
there unused for about a year and a
half. In the meantime, the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company made other
arrangements by which they were to
extend the road down to Vancouver,
and it was only owing to the pressure
brought to bear upon the Government,
though His Excellency the Governor-
General, in the fall of 1885, when he
paid his first visit to that Province, that
they consented to use even a portion of
those iron piles. About one-third of
them were used last year, and now I
understand on very good author-
ity that the balance-or two-thirds
of the piles and caps-are to be
handed over to the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company to build a
wharf at Vancouver-their pet town-
which they are booming in every possible
way. In fact, from a letter I received
to day from a friend of mine in British
Columbia I learned that a portion of
those iron piles have already been ship-
ped down to Vancouver. Not only have
the Government abandoned the promises
and the pledges repeatedly given to the
people of Port Moody and of British
Columbia and the Dominion that Port
Moody was and would continue to be
the terminus of the Canadian Pacific
Railway, and that they should reconstruct
the wharf with iron piles, but the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company have
gone to work and have actually tom up-
the planks of that portion of the wharf
which was not repaired, and they are
now piled up ready to be shipped down,
I understand, to Vancouver. Whenever
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
began to move the iron piles from -Port
Moody to Vancouver the people assem-
bled and appointed a Committee to pro-
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test against the action of the Company,
but instead of applying to the Minister
of Railways they appealed to the Gover-
nor-General himself. They had lost all
faith in the promises made by the Gov-
ernment and especially the Minister of
Railways, and eschewed him altogether.
They sent a telegram directly to the
Governor-General, a copy of which I
will read to the House, and also the re-
ply :-

"PORT MOODY, April 19th, 1887.
"To Bis Excellency, the Governor-General

of Canada:
"Iron Piles belonging to Government

now being moved from Port Moody to
Vancouver in violation of Your Excellency's
representation and implied pledge to us of
13th September, 1885. This Government
division of Railway not yet handed over to
Canadian Pacific Railway syndicate.

(Signed) JOHN T. SOTT,
JAMES A. CLARK,
JoHN T. CORDUROY."

I may explain to the House the reason
why they have inserted in that telegram
that that portion of the Railway was not
handed over to the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company was this : when the
local Government assessed the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company property last
year the Company objected to being
assessed for it, and actually escaped the
assessment levied on similar property
under the plea that the Government
section from Kamloops to Port Moody
was not accepted by them or handed
over to them, and consequently they
were not liable for the taxes. The reply
to that telegram was sent on the 28th
April and was as follows :-

GETLEMEN,-I an desired by His Exe-
lency the Governor-General to acknowledge
the receipt of your telegram of the 19th
inst. relative to the removal of iron ples
lelonging to the Government from ortMoody to Vancouver. His Excellency hav.
igcaused the above telegramî to be referred
t is Minister of Railways and Canals for
report bas been informed that the wharf at
Port Moody has been set on iron piles and
is in good condition for traffic. There are
sorne spare iron piles, but one third has
been given the C. V . R. to remove themn.

1ave the honor to be, Gentlemen,
Your obedient servant,

HuNRY STREATFELII."
To J. T. Scott and J. T. Corduroy.

This reply is very misleading to say
the least of it. It is only partially true.

HON. MR. McINNES.

It was only one third of that wharf that
was in a good condition for traffic, and
he conceals the fact that two-thirds of
the wharf is allowed to fall into decay
and thus there is a tacit understanding
that the Canadian Pacifie Railway are to
have the unused piles. If the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company have taken
possession of those iron piles and
ripped up the planks of the remainder of
the wharf and are shipping them down
to Vancouver without the sanction or
authority of the Government, it is only
another evidence,--if any more evi-
dence were necessary-to show this
House and the country that the Govern-
ment is under the control of the Canad-
ian Pacifie Railway Conpany-in fact
that they are using the Government like
so many toys. Not only that, but I may
mention in this connection that instead
of the Government paying due respect
to their Orders-in-Council and the
pledges they have made on the floor of
Parliament, they have allowed every
pledge to be violated by the Canadian
Pacifie Railway Company. Not only
are the Company removing the iron piles
and the planking of the wharf, but, I
am informed, they have taken up three
of the six railway tracks laid at Port
Moody, and I ask in all fairness are the
Government of the country doing justice
in view of their soiemn pledges and the
contract they have entered into witlh the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company and
private individuals, in allowing the Can-
adian Pacifie Railway Company to act in
amanner calculated to ruin every private
individual or every private or public en-
terprise that stands in their way ? I
think it is high time that this rapacious
Company should be stayed in some
way, and if they have acted without
any authority in taking those iron
piles and other material in
connection with that wharf away from
Port Moody down to Vancouver-if they
override the Statutes and disregard the
Orders of Parliament, I think it is high
time that some means be devised by
which they shall be made amenable te
the law and well understood will of the
people.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-If rny
hon. friend had made a motion on
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which to base his remarks I think he
would have been in order. I agree with
a great deal that he has said, and if I
had known that he was about to speak
on the subject I would have been pre-
pared to make some remarks also. I
do not agree with all that he has stated,
but I have .alwayg contended that the
terminal facilities at Port Moody should
be provided by the Government in ac-
Cordance with what they undertook to do.
They could not restrain the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company from extend-
ing their line to Vancouver, but every-
thing the Government undertook to do,
i the interest of the country and of Port
Moody, should be accomplished, and
the facts which my hon. friend represents
to the House indicate that there has
been a violation of their agreement.
Until there is a reply from the Govern-
muent to the enquiry, and we learn
whether the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company had any authority for what
they have been doing, I am not prepared
to animadvert on their conduct. As to
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
being rapacious, I do not agree with my
hon. friend. So far as I know, the Ca-
nadian Pacific Railway Company have
done everything to promote the public
'fterest, as well as their own. I will not
trespass on the time of the House with
any further remarks at present, as I
WOuld be to a great extent out of
order.

. HON. MR. McINNES-However
Justly and fairly the Canadian Pacific
R-ailway Company may have dealt with
'idividuals and corporations in the East,
they have been, so far as our experience
In British Columbia is concerned, rapa-

crOus vandals.

HON. MR. SMITH-The Govern-
ment has no objection to answer the
questions in a regular mann'er. I will
bring down a written reply.

HON. MR. McINNES-I have asked
the question and I expect an answer.

HoN. MR. SMITH-The
have not been sent to me.

papers

HON. MR. MILLER-Perhaps the
hon. gentleman is not prepared to answer
the question to-day.

HON. MR. SMITH-I am not pre-
pared to answer to-day, but I think it is
probable that I will be able to answer it
to-morrow.

HON. MR. McINNES-,I certainly
would not have made any remarks on
the enquiry to day if I had not supposed
that the Government were prepared to
answer it. I shall move for papers and
correspondence and perhaps that will be
the better way to have the matter fully
discussed.

HoN. MR. MILLER-The notice on
the paper is a question not a motion.
The notice is presumed to be given to
the Government by the appearance of
the question on the paper, and it is very
unusual for a Minister not to be able
to answer the question when it is put.
When the Government are not in a
position to give an answer the Minister
asks for time to enable him to furnish a
reply.

HON. MR. SMITH-I will endeavor
to have an answer to-morrow.

HON. MRi. McINNES-I wiIl let the
HON. MR. MILLER-1 rise to sug- question stand until. then.

gest to the House that we are falling into
an irregular custom. It is usual (if we HON MR. VIDAL-No; the que-
are to follow the precedent of the House tions have been put and the answer can
of Lords) when a question is put by a be given at a future sitting of the House.
mnemiber, for the Government to answer
that question before any discussion takes PRIMITIVE METHODIST COLON-
Place, and then a limited range of dis- IZATION COMPANY'S BILL
CUSsion is permitted. We should first
get the answer of the Government so SECOND READING.
thlat the House may be in a position to
judge what room there is for observation HoN. MR. VIDAL noed the second
Or debate.
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reading of Bill (F) "An Act Respecting
the Primitive Methodist Colonization Co.
(Limited)."

He said-I trust the House will ac-
cord to this Bill the kindness which was
extended on Friday to two other Bills
which were presented, though not dis-
tributed. I presented this Bill in print
on Thursday last, and I can conceive of
no reasonable excuse why it is not dis-
tributed, and on the desk of every mem-
ber. If the House will permit me to go
on with it I will explain the measure.
It is very simple. It is asking only that
a certain colonization company shall be
permitted to give some of its lands to
certain of its shareholders, who are per-
mitted to surrender their shares for
lands. The Bill is precisely, in essence,
similar to one passed last year, so that
the principle has beern fully conceded
already by Parliament.

HON. MR. -MILLER-What is the
principle of the Bill ? Does it not apply
to some portion of the public domain ?

HON. MR. VIDAL-Not at all; it is
a Bill simply to enable some of the
stockholders of the Company to receive
lands of the Company for a surrender of
their stock.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is a family
affair.

HON. MR. VIDAL--Yes,
been done before.

and it has

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

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

HON. MR. SMITH moved the second
reading of Bill (47) "An Act to amend
the Railway Act."

HON. Mi. DICKEY-I should like
to ask my hon. friend why it is we have
two Bills of the same purport-one up
for second reading, and the other for
Committee of the Whole. The titles are
slightly different : one to amend the
Railway Act, and the other to amend
the Act relating to Government Rail-

HON. MR. VIDAL.

ways. The preamble, the last clause,
and substantially the first clause are the
same, have the same provisions, and the
only difference is that in one Bill power
is given to the Minister of Railways, and
in the other it is given, as I suppose it
ought to be given, to the Railway Com-
mittee of the Privy Council, I really do
not see why it is necessary to have the
two Bills. Perhaps there is a reason
which I am not aware of at present, and
my hon. friend may be able to explain it.

HON. MR. SMITH-They are not the
same exactly. Bill 47 was handed to me
since the House met, by the Chief En-
gineer. I think the Bills are intended
to apply to different classes of railways.

HON. MR. MILLER-They are to
amend two different Acts.

HON. MR. SMITH-If the Bill is re-
ferred to a Committee of the Whole it
can be there examined in detail.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think the ex-
planation of the two Bills is this : The
general Act relating to railways does not
apply to Government Railways. The
Government Railways, of course being
Government works, have a special Act
applicable to them only. I have the
Railway Act in my hand, and I do not
find that the terms of it apply to the
Government Railways.

HON. MR. MILLER-I presume that
the reason for the two Bills is that there
are two Acts, one for the regulation of
Government Railways, and one for rail-
ways generally. These Bills are intend-
ed to amend these two different Acts;.
therefore they could not be put into one
Bill. If it could be done, it is desirable
not to have two Acts. We have had our
statutes consolidated at a great cost to.
the country, and it should be the object
of Parliament to see that an unnecessary-
number of Bills are not placed upon the
Statute Book in amendment of the con-
solidated Statutes. I know that in some
cases several Acts have been passed in
one session of Parliament, amending the
same subject in the same Act, and we
should get out of that habit as soon as.
possible.
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. HON. MR. HOWLAN-Bill 47 is tO
amend the general Railway Act, and Bill
6 is to amend the Government Railway
Act-two different Bills for two different
Acts.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The object
is the same in both Bills, respecting the
crossing of railway tracks without
stopping.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I think it would
be well, as I see notices of other Bills
respecting railways, that the two Bills
before us to-day should not be passed
until the others that may be brought
before us amending the Railway Acts are
Under consideration, and they may then
be all placed under one Bill. In regard
to the question of allowing a Bill of this
kind, of course I am unable to speak
with any certain knowledge of the inter-
locking switch and signal system pro-
Posed. In the past we know that
Where railways intersect each other
the trains are bound to stop one
minute before crossing. This is neces-
sary for the purpose of safety. The
Interlocking switch referred to in clause
« Of the Bill may or may not be a success.
.Unless it is absolutely safe, of course it
WOuld be unwise to put it in operation;
but the Railway Committee of the Privy
Council seem to take the responsibility
for that. In regard to the third clause
of the Bill, that relating to hurdle gates,
I Confess I am unable to understand it.
The clause reads as follows :-

" In the case of the ' hurdle gate' men-
Cg tioned in section thirteen of the said Act,

ctwo uprifht poste supporting the gate at
each end, if the gate is fifteen inches
longer than the opening, shall be deenedto be proper fastenings witbin the mean-
Ing of the said Act."

HON. MR. ALLEN-Are you reading
Bill 47 now ?

. HON. MR. SCOTT-Yes, I am read-
Iing Bill 47, and I confess I am quite

Unable to understand the idea that the
PersoP drafting this Bill had in his mind.
I have some familiarity with hurdle
gates, and how they are made, but I
COnfess, after reading this clause, that

am quite unable to give any advice
as to the mode of construction, whether

the gate is to be fifteen inches higher
than the fence, or whether it is to be
fifteen inches higher than the opening
is wide, or how it is to be hung-
which is exceedingly confusing. I
would ask the Minister to have the
attention of whoever drew this Bill
called to this particular paragraph, and
have it made clearer than it is at present.

HoN. MR. POWER-I would also
respectiully suggest to the Minister
that inasmuch as those two Bills
are intended to make identical pro-
visions for railways that belong to
the Government and railways that
belong to companies, as a matter of
convenience they should be consolidated
into one Bill, as they are really the sane
legislation applied to two kinds of
railways.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I am sur-
prised at my hon. friend making that
statement. Bil 47 applies to the Gen-
eral Railway Act, while Bill 6 relates to
the Government Railways Act. Sup-
posing my hon. friend wants to find an
amendment to the Government Railways
Act he will turn to the Government Rail-
ways Act for it; and in the same way if he
wants to find an amendment of the
the General Railways Act he will refer to
that Act for it.

HON. MR. DEVER-Would it not he
better for the leader of the Government,
as he has not the legal knowledge
necessary to explain this Bill, to with-
draw it for a day or two until it is thor-
oughly understood and explained by the
law oflicers of the Government. I see
no necessity for hurrying this legislation,
and I think if the leader of the Govern
ment would only allow it to lie over for
a day or two it would be better. That
is what Sir Alexander Campbell would
do if he were leader.

HON. MR. SMITH-If the House
will allow the Bill to be read a second
time and refer it to a Committee of the
Whole, it can be explained and discussed
there.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill.was read the second time.
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PUBLIC OFFICER'S BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. SMITH moved the second
reading of Bill (5) "An Act to amend
the Act respecting Public Officers.".

HON. MR. VIDAL-We have had no
explanation whatever of this Bill. Surely
we are entitled to get some explanation
of a measure before it is read a second
time.

HON. MR. SMITH-When the Bill
passes a second reading we will have
ample time for discussing it, when the
gentleman who is to lead the House is
in his place.

HON. MR. POWER-I presume that
we are not to adjourn this week, as we
had a long adjournment a short while
ago, and it would be better in every way
for the hon. gentleman to allow the sec-
ond reading of the bill to stand over un-
til the gentleman to whom he refers is
in his place. The second reading of a
bill is the proper stage to give the neces-
sary explanations of it. There may be
some pernicious principle concealed in
this bill that we are unable to detect at
the moment, and the better way would
be to allow it to stand over for another
day.

HON. MR. VIDAL-To my mind the
bill is perfectly simple and it needs only
a few words of explanation to make it
perfectly satisfactory.

HON. MR. MILLER-It is very easy
to give the House the explanation re-
quired. It is a bill of one clause which
reads in this way :

22. The Gonvernor in Council ma direct

"faithful accounting of public officers or
"other like purposes and named in the Or-
"der in Counci!, or a conditional assignment
"of a deposit standing in the name of such

ublic officer in t e books of the Post
"Office or any of the Government Savings
"Bank, may be accepted as such security,
"upon such terms as are determined by the
"Governor in Council ; but in the case of an
"assignment of a deposit as aforesaid, the in-
"terest shall be payable to the depositor in
"like manner as if no such assignment had
"been made."

It merely enables a public officer to give
as security a deposit in a Government
Savings Bank instead of the bond of a
guarantee company. It is a very great
advantage to parties who are placed in
the position of being compelled to give
bonds, for this reason-it enables them
without paying any .premium to a guaran-
tee Company to furnish an equally
satisfactory guarantee for the Government
by the assignment of a deposit in a
Government Savings Bank as security.

HON. MR. DEVER-I have not the
slightest doubt that the legal gentleman
who has just spoken has given a true
explanation of this bill, but I for one do
not propose to accept from an ordinary
member of this Senate explanations which
should come from the Government.
Therefore I hold that this bill, and simi-
lar measures, when they caanot be ex-
plained by the leader of the House,
should be postponed until such time as
we can get the explanation from the
proper authorities.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-It is a
very simple Bill providing that an officer
may deposit his money in a Government
Savings Bank as security, and it remains
with the Government as a guarantee in-
stead of a bond.

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

"that whenever any publie officer of Canada
"is required to give security as aforesaid, OFFENCES AGAINST PUBLIC
"for the due performance of the trust reposed
,"in him, an for his duly accounting for all
"public moneys intrusted to him or placed
"under his control, or for the due fulilment SECOND READING.
"1i any way of hie duty, or of any obliga.
"tion undertaken towards the Crown, the HON. ML VIDAL moved the second
"bond orpolicy of uarantee of any incorpor-
-ated or joint stoc company, iucorporated
",,and empowered to grant guarantees, bonde, tec rspuic onence ."

41cvea4a r olcieforth iteriy ndli HON.l MR. VIDALc moved teecon
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He said : The amendments which
are proposed to be made by this >ill are
exce-.dingly simple and, I think I may
Venture to say, perfectly unobjectionable.
The clause as it now stands which it is
Proposed to amend provides protection
for those who, unfortunately for them-
Selves, have not the mental ability to
protect themselves from the injurious
usage which they experience at the hands
of some men. It protects any female
idiot or imbecile woman or girl. In
Paragraph (b) of section three of the
Act it is found necessary that the words
" or insane" shall be inserted after the
Word "imbecile." That is the whole
amendment required to the clause, and
I presume there is no objection to it.
It has been found necessary in Ontario
and has been added to their statute dur-
ing the past session. The other amend-
ment is in the following clause. It sim-
Ply changes the age of consent on the
Part of the woman from 18 to 21 years,
and in this respect conforms to the ex-
pression of opinion in this House last
session. The age is fixed at ci years at
.which the man may be considered guilty
of seducing under promise of marriage.
The bill met with no opposition from
the Minister of Justice in the other
House, and I do not think it would
Ineet with any objection from the leader
Of this House if he were in his place.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-This Bill,
I think, changes the decision at which
this House arrived last session.

HON. MR. POWER-No.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think
the bill we passed last session fixed the
age of consent at 18, and the age of the
Male at 21. This Bill provides that the
age of the female shall not be over 18,
and that of the male not under 21. I
think that the Bill as introduced in the
Conmons did not go as far as to limit
the age of the female to 18, and it was
changed to the way in which it comes
before us in its subsequent stages, and is
less objectionable than it would otherwise
have been.

. ON. MR. SCOTT-Bills are in
Circulation which are not corrected

copies. I have not seen the corrected
bill. I think it is unfortunate that we
should be rushed'into discussions on bills
of this kind without having proper copies
of them before us.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I think some
enquiry ought to be made as to the
mode of distribution. I have not had a
single bill which has been read to-day
placed on my table.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I hope that in
the future we will not be subjected to
this inconvenience. I desire to draw
attention to another circumstance. This
Bill corrects a revised statute. That
statute is the revised Statute of Canada,
Cap. 157. On enquiring for that statute
I find that we have just one copy in this
Chamber and not a single copy in the
Library. I desire to refer to the amended
statute, and am not able to obtain it.
I desire to call the attention of the
gentleman whose duty it is to furnish
books of that kind that at least six copies
of the Revised Statutes should be in the
library behind the Speaker's Chair, so
that they would be available for the use
of members at any moment when called
for. It is quite impossible to discuss
Bills amending Acts unless we have the
original Acts before us. They are all
now in a revised shape, and we should
have at least six copies in this Camber.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I experienced
the same difficulty as my hon. friend. I
cannot find one copy of the Revised
Statutes in the Library or any in our own
store of books, and had to borrow one
from an officer of the House. The
more important question to me, however,
is which is the correct copy of the Bill
before us? The Bill on my table is
clear and distinct as I read it.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-The majority of
the members received the Bill as distri-
buted in the House of Commons before
it was there amended.

HON. MR. VIDAL-If that is the
case I would prefer to postpone the
second reading for another day.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is not neces-
sary to do so.

16 1881] Mlorale Bill.
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ION. MR. GIRARD-I should like
an explanation as to whether the offence
provided for in this Bill is condoned by
marriage ?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-We have
had no explanation from the promoter
of this Bill as to the real necessity for it.
We have no proof that the Minister of
Justice who has control of the criminal
jurisprudence of the country has had this
Bill submitted to him for his approval ;
.and certainly we have had no explana-
tion from the promoter in this House to
show the reason why we should alter the
determination we arrived at last Session.
Further, I think the Bill is hardly in a
position to receive the careful considera-
tion of the members of this House, when
I find that the copy in our hands is not
like the one from which my hon. friend
has quoted. Under all the circumstances
it would be better for my hon. friend to
postpone the second reading to an other
diy.

SION. MR. ALMON-I am net as-
tonished that there are no copies of this
Bill to be had. I think the society for
preventing the spread of vice must have
suppressed them all. They were so dis-
gustingly obscene that the same law
which prevents the importation of Zola's
novels as obscene literature should have
prevented its introduction into Parlia-
ment. I compliment the hon. member
on the decency of his Bill. It is a dif-
ferent measure from the one brought
before us last year which provided that
.a boy of fourteen should not have con-
nection with his grandmother.

It was a disgusting bill which should
never have been brought before this
House. I compliment the hon. gentle-
man from Sarnia on the decency of this
Bill, and I shall be very happy to vote
for it.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I should like to
say in reply to the question of the hon.
gentleman from St Boniface that the
offence provided for is only a misde-
meanor and would be condoned by
marriage.

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

THE NOEL DIVORCE BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The Order of the Day being called for
the consideration of the Report of the
Select Committee to whom was referred
the Bill intituled "An Act for the Relief
of Marie Louise Noel,"

HON. MR. KAULBACH said-I
think my hon. friend will consent that
the report of the Committee be post-
poned as the evidence is not yet printed,
and it would be very unseemly for us to
consider the Bill without having the evi-
dence before us. In a matter of such
importance as this, we ought not to deal
with it without due consideration. It is
a ground of reproach to the United
States that divorce is granted there very
lightly, and I consider it would be rnost
unseemly if we should pass judgment
on this Bill without having the evidence
before us.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I was about
to move the consideration of the report,
not the adoption of the report, but my
hon. friend from Lunenburg has taken
the whole work out of my hands, for he
is finding fault with what I have not
done at aIL I am pleased to have the
opportunity in bringing this report before
the House of telling the hon. gentleman
or the Hon. Speaker and whoever is in-
terested, that if something is not done at
once about our printing we are likely not
only to be able to adjourn for a week or
two, but for a month or two ; for it ap-
pears that matter stands in the hands of
a printer for days and days without be-
ing touched. The evidence in this case
was to have been printed last Friday,
and it is not before us yet. We can get
nothing done, and if our work is to lie
behind in this way day after day and
week after week something must be done
to remedy it. I was going to move the
consideration of the report simply for the
sake of facilitating business, but my hon.
friend from Lunenburg need not. be
afraid for a moment that I was going to
ask to have it hurried through or forced
through without every gentleman having
an opportunity of considering the evi-
dence. I did think that in moving the
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report it would be a good opportunity to
state why we had not got the evidence
before us. I move that the Order of the
Day be discharged, and that it be an
Order of the day for to-morrow.

HON. MR. MILLER-Is there any
Probability that we will have the report
to-morrow ?

.HON. MR. OGILVIE - Yes, it is
Printed now, I am told.

The motion was agreed to, and the
order for the day was discharged.

GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

. CONSIDERATION IN COMMITTEE

POSTPONED.

The order of the day having been
called ." Committee of the whole House
On Bill (6), 'An Act to amend the Gov-
ernment Railways Act,'"

HON. MR. POWER said-I hope the
leader of the Government will postpone
this crder, because the other Bill which
iS to be referred to the Committee on
Wednesday, contains just the same
provisions with respect to Companies'
Railways that this makes with respect to
Government Railways; and I think it is
very undesirable that Bills relating to
the same subject should be scattered
about over the Statute Book. It is a
g-reat deal better to have all the enact-
mntts with respect to railways for this
Year put together. I think if this Bill
Were allowed to stand over until Wednes-
day, some arrangement might be made
to consolidate the two enactments.

liON. MR. VIDAL-[ think the argu-
ment which the hon. gentleman has
adduced as to why this Bill should not
be taken into consideration has no found-
ation. In the Revised Statutes care has
been taken to classify this legislation.
These Bills relate to two distinct sub-
Jects widely separated, one pertaining to
general railways and the other to Gov-
ernnent railways. There is nothing to
prevent us forn going into Committee of

the Whole at once and passing this Bill,
and if its provisions are found acceptable
it will greatly facilitate our work on
Wednesday in gong into Committee of
the Whole on Bill 47,- to find that we
have settled all those points in this
Bill.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The other Bill
which was up for second reading was
postponed until Wednesday, and why
should we not discuss the two of them
together ? The provisions in the two
measures are identical, so far as they can
be. But there is another reason why
this Bill should not go to a Committee
of the Whole now, or if we do go into
Committee of the Whole that we should
take time to consider it, because there
is an important amendment which I
intend to propose. I will state it now
or leave it until we go into Committee,
as the Government may think fit; but
considering the position in which we now
are with reference to leadership of this
House, it would be better to postpone
the consideration of the measure until
Wednesday. This Bill refers to the
Government railways, and the other
to the whole systern of railways, and we
ought to have the benefit of the same
assistance from the leader of the House
with regard to this Bill that we shall have
with regard to the other measure
which was postponed until next
Wednesday. Therefore I do think
it would be in the interest of good
legislation that it should be postponed
until Wednesday. For instance the
amendment I propose is an important
one. I do not wish to press it at pre-
sent and I should prefer infinitely that
there was some responsible person, some
legal gentleman to consider it on behalf
of the Governmient.

HON. MR. SMITH-Taking all the
circumstances into consideration I dare
say it would be better to let the Bill
stand until Wednesday. I move that
the order of the day be discharged and
that the Bill be committed to a Commi-
ttee of the Whole House on Wednesday
next.

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

Bill (i ), " An Act respecting the St.
Catharines & Niagara Central Railway
Company."-(Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (io), "An Act respecting the
Ontario Sault Ste. Marie Railway Com-
pany. "-(Mr. Vidal.)

RETURNS.

HON. MR. SMITH-In answer to the
inquiry made by the hon. member from
Victoria, B.C., on the 13 th of May, as
regards the defences of British Columbia,
there is nothing on file in the Depart-
ment of Militia and Defence subsequent
to the communications in the autumn of
1885.

I beg also to lay on the table a return,
in answer to an Address of this House,
moved for by the hon. gentleman from
Halifax for copies of all communications
t'etween the Dominion Government, or
any Department or office thereof, and
any person whomsoever respecting cer-
tain dynamite importations into Halifax,
N.S., during the year 1885, by Messrs.
H. Fuller & Co., and seized by the
Customs authorities for alleged under-
valuation; also all certificates and
other documents accompanying such
communications.

The Senate adjourned at 4.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, May 171h, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
3 p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.

THE SPEAKER-Hon. gentlemen, I
have the honor to inform the House
that there is a member without -waiting
to be sworn in.

The HON. MR. ABBOTT was then in-
troduced, by Hon. Mr. Smith ahd Hon.
Mr. Robitaille, and, having taken and
subscribed the oath of office and declara-
tion of qualification, took his seat as
Leader of the House.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION
STRICTION.

RE-

MOTION.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.) moved:
That an humble Address be presented to

His Excellency the Governor-General;
praying that Hie Excellency will cause to
be laid before this House, a full return of all
Chinese entering and leaving Canadian
ports; the number entering and leaving
each port and for each month since the pas-
sage of the Chinese Immigration Restriction
Act in July, 1885, up to the lt January,
1887.

He said: With the permission of the
the House I would like to add the fol-
lowing clause to this motion: "Also,
the amount of revenue derived from the
Chinese immigration and the cost of
enforcing the Act between the aforesaid
dates be included."

Hon. gentlemen are aware that two
years ago this Chinese Immigration Act
became law, and last Session there was
a Bill introduced, I think by the Hon.
the Secretary of State, to amend that
Act, which Bill was rejected by this
House, and according to the Speech
from the Throne a similar Bill was
promised for this Session. I understand
that a Bill has been introduced in the
other House* by the Secretary of State
to amend the present Act, and my object
in moving for this return, showing the
number of Chinese that have come into
the country and the number who have
left the -country and the amount of
revenue that has been derived from their
immigration and of the cost of operating
the Act, is that we should be in posses-
sion of this information before the Bill
comes before us for consideration. I
think with such information as this notice
calls for, we will be in a very much better
position to deal intelligently with the
measure when it is presented to the
House.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-
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I would ask the hon. gentleman from
New Westminster to accept a further
amendment to his motion by adding the
following clause to it, "Also all docu-
mentary evidence of fraud by Chinamen
passing their certificates of entry to
others who have not entered.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I have
no objection to that addition to my mo-
tion.

HON. MR. MILLER-It cannot be
done except with the unanimous consent
of the House.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I ask
the consent of the House that the addi-
tion that I have suggested shall be made,
and if the House consents, that the addi-
tion the hon. genitleman from Victoria
has offered shall also be added. I do
not think there is any serious objection
to allowing the motion to pass in its
Present form. It is simply asking for
information which I presume will be val-
Uable to members of this House in dis-
cussing a measure which is likely to come
before us presently. I hope the House
will not insist on having the motion
POstponed on' account of the trifling
change which is proposed. I would
have given notice of this addition but I
thought as in all probability the bill itself
would be before us in a short time, the
Ilouse would make no objection to allow
the addition to be made at once so that
We can have the desired information
When the bill is before us.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-There
can be no possible objection to it.

HON. MR. MILLER-My reason for
Making the objection is that the rules of
the House require a certain notice for
all those motions, and the rules should
be adhered to. The hon. gentleman
who rnoved the resolution suggested an
I"mportant addition to it, without notice,
and then his hon. colleague from the
Same province suggested another import-
ant addition to it, virtually making it a
new motion.

H1_oN MR. McINNES (B.C.)-Per-
haps we can get over the difficulty if the

House will allow my motion to stand
and we will give notice of those additions
and have them come up as one motion
to-morrow.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-It is not
necessary. It is better to go on.

HON. MR. MILLER-I object.

The motion was allowed to stand un-
til to-morrow.

PORT MOODY WHARF.

INQUIkY.

HON. MR. McINNES, (B. C.) en-
quired :-

Why did the Governnent use only one-
third oftthe Iron Piles which were imported
from England obver two years ago for the
purpose of constructing a whart at Port
Moody, British Columbia, and which was to
be equal in size to the existing wooden
one ?

2nd. What disposition does the Govern-
ment intend making of the unused Iron:
Piles now lying on the Port Moody wharf?-

3rd. What was the amount paid by the
Government for the said imported Iron Piles
and the cost of transportation ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In answer to
the first portion of the question I may
say that it was found from the change of
circumstances that the section of the
wharf now renewed would be ample for
the business of Port Moody .

In answer to the second question I
would say that it is not yet determined
what disposition the Government will
make of the remaining piles, but that
they will be placed where they will be
most serviceable for the traffic. As to
the third question these piles were pur-
chased-delivered at Port Moody, and
the total price was $28,666.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-The
reply is not satisfactory. What I com-
plain of, is this : that according to the
contract entered into between the Gov-
ernment and the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company and by an Order-in-
Council, Port Moody was declared to be
the terminus of the Canadian Pacific
Railway; a wharf was to be built there



Public [SENATE] Store8 Bill.

-a permanent wharf of 1,500 feet in
length. The Government following out
that policy advertised for piles, and got
iron piles from England, but instead of
building the whole of this 1,500 feet
with iron piles they only constructed
some 6oo feet, and allowed something
like 90o feet of the wooden wharf to fall
into disuse. It is crumbling to pieces.

The second portion of the reply is
not satisfactory to me, for this reason,
that I am in possession of the fact that
the Canadian Pacific Railway without
leave or license from the Government,
as far as I can find out, have taken pos-
session of these piles and have actually
removed the greater portion of them
down to Vancouver to build a wharf for
themselves, on their own private property.
Not only that, but I am credibly inform-
ed they have ripped up the principal
portion of the planks on the unsafe
portion of the wharf and have taken
those planks down to Vancouver also,
or are about to remove them to that pet
town of theirs. That is what I complain
of. Why should the Government allow
the Canadian Pacific Railway or any
other corporation to violate their Statutes,
violate their solemn pledges simply be-
cause they are a great and powerful
company and Port Moody is a small and
helpless community ? I think it is too
bad that such actions should be allowed
and encouraged by the Government.
Some exception was taken to the re-
marks which I made last evening to the
effect that the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company are acting unfairly. I chal-
lenge contradiction of what I say. Their
course is-

HON. MR. McCALLUM--I think
the hon. member is out of order. Is
there any question before the Chair ?

THE SPEAKER-The hon. gentle-
man has the right, I think, in asking a
question to make a statement.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-Of
course I do not intend to enter into a
long discussion on this subject, and I
think that my hon. friend from Monk,
when he is a few years longer in the
Senate, will perhaps be aware of the fact
that hon. gentlemen are allowed to speak

HON. MR. McINNES.

even when asking a question-a different
practice from the House of Commons.
I was about to say with respect to the
Canadian Pacific Railway that anything
and everything that stood in their way in
British Columbia they have ridden over
rough shod. Not only have they taken a
portion of those iron piles and plank down
to Vancouver, but they have extended
their road down there, although they had
no legal right to do it, simply because
they obtained a grant of 6,ooo acres of
land frorn the local Government and
now they are asking by a Bill to legalize
the extension from Port Moody down to
Coal Harbor or Vancouver. I have
only given a few of the many just reasons
the people of Port Moody have to com-
plain, but as this is merely a question, I
will say no more on the subject at pre-
sent, as I intend to mbve for the corres-
pondence when the hon. members in
this House will have the opportunity of
expressing their views on it when they
hear the full particulars of the righteous
cause I advocate.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (r3) "An Act respecting the
Grand Trunk Railway of Canada," (Mr.
Vidal.)

PUBLIC STORES BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (20) "An Act
respecting Public Stores."

HoN. MR. POWER-It is customary
to make some explanation at the second
reading of a bill. I notice that the last
clause of this Bill says that it is to be
substicuted for Chapter 170 of the
Revised Statutes, and I think the House
is entitled to know why it is being substi-
tuted, and what are the defects in the
existing law which this Bill is intended
to remove.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I regret to say
that I am not in a position to answer my
hon. friend to-day. Perhaps it will be
sufficient for him to have that question
answered in Committee. The Govern-
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ment has no desire to have the Bill
Pushed through the House without
proper explanation.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Billwas read the second time.

B3ANFF NATIONAL PARK BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (16) "An Act
respecting the Banff National Park."

lie said: This Bill is to make simple
Provisions for the protection, control and
management of the Banff National Park.
It is quite short. The various provisions
are to be found in Section 4, with its
sub-sections and there are certain
Penalties prescribed for injuring the park
Or interfering with the park as a place of
amusement.

ION. MR. MAcDONALD, (B. C.)-
I think we could find a more appropriate
name for the park this jubilee year. I
am sorry that the Bill has passed the
Other House without somebody having
proposed to change the name to the
Queen's Park, the Imperial Park, or
Empress Park. When the Bill goes into
Committee of the whole I propose to
move an amendment to change the name
to " Empress Park." There are several
Queen's Parks. There is a new park at
Niagara to be called the Victoria and I
think the Empress Park will be a more
appropriate name for our national park.
The name should be something to
Connect it with Her Majesty.

HON. MR. POWER-I think a more
appropriate name, perhaps, would be

The McLeod Stewart Park."

HION. MR. VIDAL-It is very kind
of our hon. friend from Victoria to have
thrown out this suggestion ; it is some-
thing to think over before ithe Bill goes
into Committee.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-There
ought to be some name appropriate
to the place. It is a beautiful
Park, and a fine climate. I had
the pleasure of being there last

October, and found it to be a most de-
lightful place. As a sanitarium, the
National Park will be a great advantage
to the people of Canada.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I shall have
great pleasure in mentioning this sug-
gestion of my hon. friend's to my col-
leagues.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think the name
it now has is most appropriate. It
is described as the National Park.
The National Park is located at Banff.
The titles that are proposed to be given
to it are, Queen's Park, Empress Park,
Royal Park, or Victoria Park, all of
which are names usually applied to local
parks, and there are, no doubt, a great
many such parks over the Empire.
" Banff National Park " indicates where
this park is. It is national in the sense
that it is the park of Canada. I think
not only has the park been very wisely
selected, but the name indicates with
very great clearness exactly what the
park is intended to be; therefore I hope
that no hasty change shall be made. I
am not disposed to check the gushing
loyalty that suggests the connecting of
the name of everything national with our
illustrious Sovereign-it is a name to be
remembered-but Queen Victoria will
long be remembered in connection with
other matters ; and I hope that in the
inauguration of our great park out in the
Sierras we will not be led astray by any
sentimental considerations.

HON. MR. ALLAN-We might ap-
propriately call it the Victoria National
Park. We should still have it the
National Park and associated with it the
name of our beloved Sovereign, who
will be long remembered, and with it
we should all feel it is a great pleasure
to have her name identified. The park
I hope will be a source of great pleasure
and advantage to the whole Dominion,
and I think that those words might very
well be put together, and they would
cover the whole ground by calling it the
Victoria National Park.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I would
suggest that the best name to call it
would be the Canada National Park, be-
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cause the people in generai will not
know where the National Park is by its
present name ; but in calling it the
Canada National Park it will be known
as the national park of Canadians.

HON. MR.. POWER-I regret that
the hon. gentleman who represents the
Government in this House had not post-
poned the second reading of this Bill
until he should have an opportunity of
making himself familiar with its provi-
sions and with the reasons which have
induced the Government to introduce
the measure. I do not think that this
House should be asked (although most
of its members are supporters of the
Government) to accept the measure
without consideration and adopt its
principle by reading it the second time
as a matter of course. The reasons for
passing the Bill should be given, but I
am not unreasonable enough to expect
that the hon. member who has only just
been sworn in should be in a position to
give those reasons now. I think there-
fore it would be better that the second
reading should stand over for another
day. I have noticed, although I have
not followed the discussion in the other
Chamber very closely, that there was a
very warm debate over the second read-
ing of the Bill. It is a very nice thing
to have a National-Park, but there are
other considerations involved in this Bill
besides having a National Park. It is
proposed to expend a very considerable
sum of money on this Park, and there
is another feature which perhaps might
not strike hon. members looking hastily
over the Bill, and that is that this Park
would be under the control and manage-
ment of the Minister of the Interior who
may make regulations subject to the
approval of the Governor in Council for
all purposes connected with the Park.
If it were proposed that this Park should
be reserved as a park and used for no
other purpose, there could be no serious
objection to reading the Bill a second
time without explanation ; but it is not
the fact. The Government take power
under this Bill to grant mining rights, in
the comparatively large territory covered
by this park, free from the restrictions
imposed by the law granting those rights
in other places. They take power to

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.

control trade and traffic of every descrip-
tion and in fact to treat this large reser-
vation as though it were the property of
the Governor-in-Council and not the
property of the country, and, as I under-
stand, most valuable rights have been
given away by the Government to per-
sons who are about opening large mines
in this Park. Hon. gentlemen will see
that there are some serious questions
involved in this Bill, and I respectfully
submit that we should be told why
it is desirable that the gentlemen who
undertake to open mines in this park
should not be subject to the same laws
and regulations as gentlemen who under-
take to open mines in other parts of the
country. Certain gentlemen in Canada,
who have associated themselves with
other gentlemen from the neighboring
republic, have spent something like
$15o,ooo on a mining property which
they have acquired there, and I under-
stand that one of those gentlemen who
has spent something like forty or fifty
thousand dollars has expressed the opin-
ion that his interest in the property is
worth half a million. It will be seen
that we are taking a somewhat important
step in handing this valuable property
over to the Governor-in-Council to be
dealt with as they please without the con-
trol of law or of Parliament.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am quite
aware that it is perhaps pressing the mat-
ter a little too strongly to insist upon a
second reading of the bill to-day, in view
of the fact that I am unable unfortunate-
ly at this moment to give all the explan-
ations which the House would be entit-
ed to ask. At the same time while that
would be fatal to the second reading of
the bill to-day, the fact, that there is
another occasion on which all those ex-
planations may properly be given might
be taken as a reason for not postpon-
ing the business, and for allowing the
second reading to take place to-day. I
do not insist on it, but I think possibly
we might further the work which we are
all anxious to get through by reserving
on this occasion the explanations to be
given until the House takes cognizance
of the Bill in committee, when I hope to
be able to answer all the questions and
objections wh'ich my hon. friend may
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rake. With regard to the management
and control of the park I do not exactly
see in whose hands it could be placed
except in the hands of the Minister of
the Department to which it is appro-
Priate. The Minister of the Interior, sub-
ject of course to all the restrictions plac-
ed on hini by law, manages the whole of
the public lands of Canada which in the
aggregate are more important than Banff
Springs and Park, and the rules and re-
gulations which govern the action of the
Minister are made by the Govern-
Or-in-Council. Therefore, it must be
presumed, so long as the Governor and
Council have the confidence of the
country, which they must have to remain
in office, there is no danger of anything
objectionable being placed on record as
Part of the rules of the park. With
regard to the working of the mines
Within the limits of the park, it will be
restricted as much as can be without
Injury to the public interest It will be
observed that there is a reason for not
Placing the working of those mines under
the usual control and regulations to
which other niining properties are sub-
Jected, because there is a restriction im-
Posed on them by Sub-section D of
Section 4, that no license or permits
shall be made which will in any way
impair the usefulness of the park for the
Purposes of public enjoyment and recre-
ation. Section 2 provides that the said
tract of land is reserved and set apart as
a Public park and pleasure ground for
the benefit, advantage and enjoyment
of the people of Canada. If mining be
perrmitted in this park, sub-section D
Of Section 4 makes it subservient to the
Main purpose of the park ; therefore, of
necessity, a different control is placed
Over it from that which would be
Placed over any ordinary mine. The
sane rule applies also with regard to
trade and traffic in the park, because
rnany branches of trade and traffic might
be Objectionable, and a disadvantage to
the use of this park as a pleasure
ground fQr enjoyment and recreation
for the people of Canada. As I have
said, however, I do not propose, if my
hon. friend persists in his objections, to
press the second reading, but shall en-
deavor to be prepared to answer all the
questions that can be raised when the
till is in Committee.

HON. MR. POWER-That, of course,
will be quite satisfactory, it being under-
stood that the principle of the measure
can be discussed in Committee.

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

THE NOEL DIVORCE BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Order of the Day being called for
the consideration of the Report of the
Select Committee, to whom was referred
the Bill intituled "An Act for the Relief
of Marie Louise Noel,"

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
Report be adopted.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-The few
remarks I shall make, I presume, will not
have the effect of defeating the motion
before us ; but I must ccnfess that I arn
somewhat surprised at the conclusions of
the Committee. In the first place the
allegations contained in the preamble of
the Bill were not proved by the evidence
before us. The facts in this case ought
to be known to the petitioner and to her
counsel ; yet a very important allegation
in this Bill had to be amended in Com-
mittee in order that it should pass.
Had the Bill stood as it was introduced,
and the evidence submitted before the
Committee had been presented with the
Bill, instead of the petitioner having the
right to a divorce she would necessarily
have lost her case and would be open to
the charge of having committed adultery.
The form in which this Bill was pre-
sented to the Committee was very loose,
and the evidence, up to a certain stage,
was of that nature. After the counsel
for the petitioner had closed his case,
and all the evidence had been submit-
ted, if it had not been for my hon.
friend from Amhest, who asked a
question material to the issue, there
would have been no case presented to
the House-in fact the Bill would have
been lost. It was the astuteness of My
hon. friend from Amherst that saved it,
and but for ry hon. friend the ends of
justice would have been defeated in this
instance. The evidence was contradic-
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tory. It showed that the petitioner and
respondent lived together as man and
wife only for six weeks, and the issue
was born some four years afterwards. If
it had not been for my hon. friend from
Amherst who put the question, I consider
in a way that is not usual to put such a
question on so important and material a
point, the fact that they had come to-
gether a second time would not have
been brought out. Although I do not
object to the fact coming out in the way
it did, when it was a matter of such vital
importance affecting the Bill itself, I
consider that the evidence was not ad-
duced in a manner which was satisfac-
tory. When an important question
touching the vital part of the Bill had
to be asked it would have been more
satisfactory to me, and I am sure to the
House if that question had been put in
some other way instead of in a leading
form. The material facts were in the
cognizance of the petitioner and ought
to have been in the cognizance of the
solicitor in the case, and I must say that
the Bill was certainly brought in without
due inquiry or preparation.

HON. MR. GOWAN-As Chairman
of the Committee I desire to say that the
remarks of my hon. friend opposite are
really nothing more than a criticism of
what passed in the Committee. I am sorry
he was not a member of the Committee
as he could have corrected one of the
members for putting a question in a
leading form. As to the allegations in
the Bill, there is sufficient evidence to
justify the House in granting the divorce
asked for. The only object of asking
the question referred to and reporting
this specially, was that it might not appear
that the child that was born was illigiti-
mate, which it might have appeared to be
had it not been carefully brought out by
my hon. friend opposite (Mr. Dickey) in
course of examination that the parties
had subsequently 4ived together for a
short period. The Bill was not as care-
fully framed in the first place by the
solicitor as might be desired, and
this allegation ought perhaps to
have appeared in it. It was in the
petition, and there is no reason why my
hon. friend should not have asked the
question he did, in the way he did. At

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

all events, it was answered very clearly
by the petitioner, and every allegation in
the Bill has been amply sustained by the
evidence before us. I never saw a
clearer case, and I have some knowledge
of the subject of inquiry, and I must say
that the evidence in this case is as com-
plete as any evidence that ever came be-
fore me at any time.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
Bill for the Relief of Marie Louise Noel
be now read the third time.

The motion was agreed to, on a divi-
sion, and the Bill was read the third time
and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 4:15 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, May 18th, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

NEW SENATOR.

The SPEAKER announced to the
House that there was a new member
without waiting to be introduced.

THE HONORABLE MR.
introduced by Hon. Mr.
Hon. Mr. De Blois, and
and subscribed the oath
made the declaration of
took his seat.

FoRTIN, was-
Abbott, and
having taken
of office and
qualification,

ASH DIVORCE BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY from the Select
Committee to whom was referred the
Bill (B) " An Act for the relief of Susan
Ash" presented their first report. He
said : With regard to this report I may
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say that it is rather voluminous, and per-
haps it would be as well that the report
and evidence should be printed for the
information of the House, to be taken
into consideration on a future day. I
move that the report be taken into con-
sideration on Friday next.

HON. MR. KAULBACI--It seems
to me that the time proposed in which
to consider this report is very short.
To-morrow will be a holiday, and as we
have a number of motions on our paper I
think it would be impossible to discuss
this matter properly before the end of
next week. I would move that the re-
Port be taken into consideration not
earlier than Thursday of next week.

HON. MR. DICKEY-1 am entirely
in the hands of the House. The holi-
days which intervene may interfere
With the printing, and if it would sub.
serve the convenience of the House I
have no objection to allow the consider-
ation of the report to be postponed until
Thursday the 26th inst.

The motion was agreed to.

STANDING ORDERS AND PRI-
VATE BILLS.

8TH AND 9TH REPORTS.

HON. MR. GOWAN presented the
eighth and ninth reports of the Com-
rittee on Standing Orders and Private
Bills.

The reports were laid on the table.

MONTEITH DIVORCE BILL.

FIRST READING.

LIoN. MR. McKINDSEY introducec
Bill (I), "An Act for the Relief of Johr
Monteith."I

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY moved-
That the said Bill be read a second tim

on Tuesday, the second day of June next
and that notice thereof be affixed on th
Poors of this House, and the Senators suni

moned; and that the saíd John Monteith
may be heard by his Counsel at the second
reading to make out the truth of the allega-
tions of the said Bill, and that Mary Anu
Wright nay have a copy of the said Bill,
and that notice be given to her of the said
second reading, or sufficient proof adduced
cf the impossibility of so doing, and that she
be at liberty to be heard by Counsel what
she may have to offer against the said Bill,
at the same time ; that the said John Mon-
teith do attend this House on the said
second day of June next, in order to, bis
being examiined on the second readingofthe
said Bill, if the Rouse shall think fit,
whether there bas or has not been any col-
lusion, directly or indirectly, on bis part,
relative to any act of adultery that may
have been committed by bis wife, to obtain
such separation, or wbether there be any
collusion, diretly or indirectly, between
him and his wife or any other person or
persons, touching the said Bill of Divorce,
or touching any action at law which may
have been brought by him against any per-
Pon for criminal conversation with her, the
said wife of the said John Monteith,and also
whether at the tine of the adultery of which
he complains, she was by deed or otherwise
by bis consent living separately and apart
from and released by bimo, as far as in him
lav, from her conjugal duty, or whether she
was at the time of such adultery cohabiting
with him and under the protection and
authority of hin as her husband.

The motion was agreed to.

RAILWAYS, TELEGRAPHS AND
HARBORS COMMITTEE.

MOTION.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Before the
motions are called I would like to ask
the House to assent to a motion to
which I apprehend there will be no ob-
jection whatever. I move that the Hon.
Mr. Abbott be added to the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors for
the present session. I find that the
Leader of the House has always been
upon that Committee, and I think it is
desirable that he should be a member
of it this session.

The motion was agreed to.

THE BANKING COMMITTEE.

MOTION.

loN MR. ALLAN-As Chairman of



72 Natural F'od Product8 [SENATE] of the N.- W. Territories.

the Banking Committee I have been re-
quested to make a similar motion, that
the Hon. Mr. Abbott be added to the
Committee on Banking and Commerce.
I therefore move that the Hon. Mr.
Abbott be added to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce for the present
session.

The motion was agreed to.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS
COMMITTEE.

MOTION.

HON. MR. HOWLAN moved that
the Hon. Mr. Abbott be added to the
Committee appointed to examine and
report upon the contingent accounts of
the Senate for the present session.

The motion was agreed to.

MAIL SERVICE BETWEEN
BRITISH COLUMBIA

AND JAPAN.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. MACDONALD inquired:
Whether, in the event of the Imperial

Government giving a subsidy to and enter-
ing into an agreement with any Steamship
Company or others, for a Mail Service be-
tween the Town of Vancouver, British
Columbia, and Japan, China or Australia,
the Dominion Government will, in accor-
dance with recommendation previously
made, invite the Imperial Government to
stipulate that such Steamship shall call at
Victoria or Esquimalt on the inward and
outward voyages, and whether in the event
of the Dominion Government entering into
an agreement with any such Steamship
Company for the performance of a similar
service, will it require a similar stipulation?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In answer to
the question of my hon. friend I have to
say that the terms of the arrangement
which will be suggested have not yet
been determined upon, but the Govern-
ment will give their most careful con-
sideration to them with a view to afford
the greatest possible facilities to each
point that can be reached by the mail
service. .

NATURAL FOOD PRODUCTS
OF THE NORTH-WEST

TERRITORIES.

MOTION.

HON. MR. SCHULTZ moved
That a Select Committee composed of the

Honorable Messieurs be appointed
for the purpose of collecting information
regardig the existing natural food products
of the North-West Territories, and the best
means of conserving and increasing them;
and that the said Committee have leave to
send for persons, papers and records.

He said:-Hon. gentlemen will re-
member that carly last Session I gave
notice of the motion regarding the nat-
ural food products of the North-West,
which I am now about to make, and
perhaps a word or two of explanation
may be expedient, and it is this : Un-
able from illness to make the present
motion till late last Session, it seemed
improbable that there would be time
enough before its close to attain the
object sought in the striking of such a
committee and submitting the matter to
the Senate on the 6th May, 1886. I
found that a majority of the hon. gen-
tlemen who expressed their views re-
commended the withdrawal of the
motion till the early part of this Session,
and this view being concurred in by the
then leader of the House, the motion
was withdrawn-the Hon. Mr. Dickey
suggesting in the meantime that the
mover should communicate his views
upon the subject to the Government,
whom he said would be glad to-receive
any information and suggestion upon
the subject. It now becomes my duty
to make the motion in question, and as
the names of hon. gentlemen to com-
pose it have been left blank in the notice
paper, I may be allowed to say a word
or two regarding the proposed selection.
First, then, I desire such present mem-
bers of this honorable House as were
upon a select committee moved for by
the Hon. Mr. McCully, and seconded
by Hon. Mr. Botsford, on the 12th
April, 1870, " On the subject of Rupert's
Land, Red River, and the North-West
Territories, with a view of collecting in-
formation respecting the condition and
capabilities, and the means of access
thereto, with power to send for persons

HoN. MR. ALLAN.
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and papers." This committee, consist-
Ing of seventeen members, three of
whom were to be a quorum, and
their able report, presented 27th April,
1870, was printed in pamphlet form,
along with the evidence they obtained,
became one of the best and most reliable
authorities in North-West matters, and
as an immigration agent it was unrival-
led. In the formation, then, of the
Present Committee I specially desire,
and have taken the liberty of placing the
lames of hon. gentleman who were upon

the Committee of 1870, upon this Com
'1 ittee, and have added my colleagues
from Manitoba, the hon. gentlemen from
British Columbia, and other hon. mem-
bers of the Senate who are personally
acquainted with the North-West.

I beg, then, to move, seconded by
IIon. Mr. Girard, that the blank in my
motion be filled in with the following
'lames:-Hon. Messrs. Botsford, Dickey,
Reesor, Girard, Robitaille, Pelletier,
Senecal, Bolduc, McInnes (B.C.), Mac-
donald (B. C.), Sutherland, Ferrier,
Turner, Sanford, Ogilvie, Almon, Allan,
Leonard, Macpherson (Sir David),Miller,
Thibideau, Chaffers, Kaulbach, Howlan,
Carvell, Merner, and the mover; and I
desire before the motion is put to make
some explanatory and other observations.
Acting upon the suggestions made, I
addressed to the Rt. Hon. the Superin-
tendent-General of Indian Affairs the
communication which I shall presently
read ; as it contains much that I would
have urged before the House last session,
and that I now deem of sufficient im-
Portance to bring under the considera-
tion of hon. gentlemen ; and I may also
state that in this connection I had last
sPring interviews with the Rt. Hon. the
Superintendent-General and the able
Officer and Christian gentleman who is
his Deputy, and they both expressed
themselves most anxious to continue to
do all irl their power in any direction for
the benefit of the Indians of the North-
West. The letter is dated in May of
last year, and is as follows :-

OTTAwÂ, 27th May, 1886.
To the Right Honorable the Superintendent

General of Indian Afairs, Ottawa.
SI.-Earyv in April of this year I gavenotice In the Senate that I would more that

a Select Committee composed of the Honor-
able Messieurs-be appointed for the pur-
pose of collecting information regarding the
existiDg natural food products of the North-
West Territories, and the best means of con-
serving and increasing them, and that said
Committee have leave to send for persons,
papers and records.

Py illness and an adjournment of the
Senate, prevented my being able to make
the motion till the 6th inst., when after some
preliuinary remarksI found that a majority
of honorable gentlemen then present, felt
that on acccunt of the late period, the mo-
tion had better be dropped for this session
and brought up at the commencement of the
next.

The Honorable Mr. Dickey, then repre-
senting the Government, was good enough
to say among other remarks upon the im-
portance of the subject, that the Government
would be glad meantime to have the views
of the mover on the subject with any Pugges-
tions I might see fit to make in the matter
of the tood supply of the Indians of the
North-West, and in acco-dance witlh the
permission and invitation thus given, I will
endeavor to express my views upon the sub-
ject mncn in the manner that I would
have addressed the Bouse, had the motion
not been withdrawn for the reasons men-
tiened. I had felt when about to address the
Senate as I now feel in addressing the Gov-
ernment, that in the four and a half years of
illness and absence from the North-West, I
had lost trace of much that concerned the
Indians of that Region which formerly I had
made an object of careful study and observa-
tion, so that, if I touch upon matters already
investigated and disposed of, and cffer sug-
gestions which bave already been made and
acted upon by the Government I will be ex.
cused, I trust, for the reaons I have men-
tioned.

In alluding to the existing food products
of the North-West, I shail pass by the inmos
ones such as the remaining wild animals
and the Vetches, Lichens, Roots and Berrier
which form a portion of the diet of the In-
dians in those regions and dwell only upon
these which, sinue the extermination of the
buffalo, seen to me to be the most import-
ant to both the Indian and white population
of our territories, and I shall remark upon
these in what I think to be the order of their
importance.

First,-to the fishes of this wellwatered
country I give ths first order of importance
from their wide dissemination the healthful
character of the 10cd they furnish, their
enortmous reproductive powers, and the ease
with which, under favorable circumstances.
they may be taken by the old and young
and by those who are unequal to the toil of
agriculture or to the more strenuous exer-
tion of the chise-this source of food supply
is lessening from> various causes, such
as the increase of population, seasons of
comparative drouth and the destruction
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some of the better sp,?cies by such vora- First Last In-
cious varieties, as the Pike or Jacque Payment. Payment. crease
fish, the Esox Lucius of the naturalists. Treaty No. 1.... 2,251 3,315 1,064

Second,-in importance is the Black or " 2.... 510 1,144 634
Wild Rice, the" Zizania Aquatica " of the c 3.... 1,517 2,514 967
botanist which exists in abundance in some " 4.... 4,810 5,301 491
parts of the Indian country and is now not " 5.... '2,837 3,307 477
found under similar climatic and physical " 6.... 2,776 8,190 5,414
conditions in another and far larger region " 7.... 4,938 6,415 1,487
where doubtless at one time it existed in
quantities as great as where it is now to be Total increase ...... 10,534
found.

Third,-in importance as a food product It will, I think, be admitted that in
I think is the white and grey rabbit. Two the case of some of these treaties the cost of
out of the four varieties of Hare (" The food supplies bas been very great, and it
Leporidos ") of the naturalist, which are will un doubtedly increase with the decrease
found in the North-West. These are de- of natural food supply in the region where
creasing and in many places are nearly these Indians live; hence I hold that had
exterminated by the ease with which they the proposed committee been ordered they
are taken and tbe number of predatory would have been able, after obtaining all the
animals which feed upon them. evidence within reach upon the su bject, to

The importance of these three food pro- suggest some measures which, while being
ducts, especially to our Indian population, in themselves inexpensive, save to the
is very great indeed, and their preservation country a considerable portion of what
and increase may serve in the solution of seems likely to be heavy and increasing
one of the problems of the Indian question expenditure. My belief that this may be
wbich now presents itself. It seens to be accomplished is based upon certain facts
generally admitted that, whether we have which have come under my notice, or have
made Treaty stipulations with the Indians been learned by me from reliable personal
of the North-West to that effect or not it is authority in regard to the three food pro-
necessary to see that they are fed, and it ducts w7hich I have mentioned. For in-
will be productive of the worst possible con- stance, it will be noticed that the expendi-
sequences to them mentally and physically ture for food to the Indians of Treaties 1, 2,
if this object is to be attained only by the -3 and 5 have been slight in comparison,
service of rations to them composed of food sini ply because of their neighborhood to well
which they not only dislike, but believe to stocked fishing lakes and streams ; and
develope the diseases which the vices ot the there was little danger of starvation where
incoming race has brought among them. the stirgeon, cat-fish, golden eye, yellow

An idea of the cost to the country of the perch, or pike,or jacque fish, white fisb, red
present method of feeding the Indians may and grey sucking carp, tullabees and trout

e had from the following statement, which abounded; and none at ail where wild
forms a portion of the return recently laid rice and rabbits were also to be found.
on the table of the Senate in answer to my The sturgeon was esteemed by our
motion for these and other papers made lait British ancestors as a dish fit for a King;
session and at the mouths of ail large streams flow-

ing into Lake Winnipeg he is to be found of
ESTIMATE OF THE cosT OF SUPPLIES FURNIsBED 125 to 175 pounds weight, and yet a crippled

TO THE INDIANS SINcE TREATY NO. 1, 1871. Indian may i nd him from a night line, in
all the panoply of his bony armour, to fur-

Since Treaty No. 1 in 1871... $32,699 99 nish the lodge with provisions for a week
Manitoba Post, 2 in 1871... 16,622 83 and light for a month or two; an Indian boy
N. W. Angle, 3 in 1873... 52,785 86 of ten may in an hour's catch bring bome
Qu'Appelle, 4 in 1874... 542,907 88 ail he can carry of glistening gold eyes
Berrings River, 5 in 1875... 34,906 72 (Hyoden Crysop8is), than which there is no.
Fort Carletor, 6 in 1876... 450,187 44 more dainty tood in sa t or fresh waters,
Blackfoot, 7 in 1877... 1,204,829 54 while the sq uaw of the tepee may assist her

--- lord with the aid of a few gill nets in the
$2,334,940 26 capture of white fish by the hundreds, wh ich
-- weigh from 3' to 5 pounds each. W-here the

The number of Indians comprised in these wild rice is found there is the same abundant
Treaties ie given in another portion of the yield, and an average Indian family have
same return as follows :- been known to gather of it 2,500 pounds in

"An estimate of the increase or decrease one season, and when we reflect that where
of the Indian population of the North-West the white rice is cultivated 50 bushels
(and Manitoba), based upon the nunbers to the acre is the expected yiel. we cati see
which were paid at the various treaties made that the area to be reaped 1or that number
in 1871 and subsequently, and the number of pounds need not be great nor the toi] ex
now paid. cessive. It is estimated, I believe, that

44,000,000 ot the ,population of India live

HON. MR. SCHULTZ
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almost exclusively upon rice, and a bounti-
ful and beneficient Providence has ordered
that the still, shallow waters of our country
shall yield a grain which, if it is not so at-
tractive in appeararce, is yet by its larger
proportion of gluten better fitted for north-
ern needs. His Grace Archbishop Tache,
Iln his valuable book of travels, written
many ears ago, in speaking of the
Raiuy Lake District says:-" This dis-
" trict also produces wild rice (Zizania
" Aguatica), known to travellers as ' wild
4Oats' (folle avoine). I am not aware that
"'this grain is to be found elsewhere in this

country. This precious plant grows in
' sluggish and shallow rivers, and is a

valuable resource. The Indiaus collect
"the grain in canoes by beating the grass
'With sticks as they paddle through the
'crop. It makes an excellent soup and is
"preferred by many to common rice."

I have reason to believe this valuable
natural vegetable food may be grown
successfully as far north as oats will thrive,
and the simple conditions of successful
culture (viz)-still or gentle flowing water
from two and a-half to three fèet deep, with
a tnuddy bottom, may be found over a very
large portion of the North-West. By our
Indians this food is regarded, as corn is by
the Southern Indians, as one of the best
gifts of the Great Spirit. Some varieties of
fish also feed upon it and it attracts in
thousands many of the migratory water-
fowl of the region, rendering them an easv
prey to even the Indian chi dren and a wel-
cone addition to the meal of wild rice ard
fish,

The possibility of seeding the western
Waters with this grain, will I think be
abundantly shown by the investigations of
the Coimmittee fron 'the few small attempts
Which have been already made in that
direction.

The ease with which the Rabbit may be
Placed in a new home is well known to ail
those who are familiar with the wild speci-
mens of this animal : living as he does
lupon the roots of grasses and the bark of
trees we have everywhere in the wooded
Portions of the North-West, the conditions
'le requires, and abundance of the food
<Âepen and Balsam Poplar), which lie hkes
best, and the gradual hunting out of the
fur bearing animais, who are his deadly foes,

.ill admit of his rapid reproluction, the ra-
Pidity of which may be judged of by the fact
that they have litters of five or six three
timres in six months and that the first litter
reproduces again before the winter sets in
A single squaw bas been known to take from
the fine brase wire snares, over eighty, ai
the result of one night's catch. Hie trans
Planting however would have to be to uncul
tured and wooded districts for he hs a tastg
for the productsof cultivated fields when liii
Own natural food grows scarce.

Une of the measures strongl urged by mi
during a discusuion on Indian Treaties in thi

House of Commons in 1873, was the placing
of ail Indian reservations near some well-
known fishing ground, and I was led to do
this by my observation of the reeults of In-
dian Treaties made by the United S tates
with the Indians of Northern Minnesota and
Dakota. In the case 'ot the Treaty made
with the Ojibwaysof Red Lake and Pemtina
in 1863 and 1864, most of the Bands were
placed near fishing lakes and streams and
the result to-day is, that thpy have never
needed from the Government much more
assistance than was stipulated in their
Treaty, and as the larger animale have dis-
appeared, gradually settled down in villages
around their missions and agencies, lost
many of their nomadic habits, rendered
theinselves amenable to the efforts of the
Missionary, school teachers and farm in-
structor and scarcely an arm of precision is
to be found amonget them.

The present condition of the Indians of
Dakota, presents a striking contrast. Most
of these were placed in the Black Hille
where large game abounded requiring such
arme as the Winchester and other breech
loading rifles for their capture, and the
result has been, that the training thus re-
ceived in the use of these deadly arme,
rendered possible in later years the entire
destruction of the gallant General Custer
and his band, caused to the United States,
an expenditure of millions of money and
thousands of lives, and made the remnant
of these bands the Ishmaelites of the
Western Plaine.

It may be observed in this connection tha
it was from the Indians of Treaties No. 4, 6
and 7 that danger was feared, during the
inurrection of last year, because these
alone possessed breech loading rifies, and
the meane of rapid locomotion in the owner-
ship of horses, while no danger at ail was
telt from the Indians of Treaties No. 1, 2, 3
and 5 because they needed and possessed
only a few shot guns and fewer horses and
remained peaceful and quiet on such reser-
vations as were near their fishing grounds.

It is aiso worthy of notice that the Indians
of Treaties 4, 6 and 7 have received two
million and a quarter dollars in food while
on those of No. 1, 2, 3 and 5 who are nearly
ail within reach of fishing waters littfe over
one hundred thousand dollars bas been
spert, although their treatiee antedate these
of 4, 6 and 7 by several years.

Had these remarks, which in substance I
bad proposed to make in moving for the
Committee, been considered of sufficient
importance to warrant the granting of the

i Committee, I felt that important results
5 would follow in the collection of facts

bearing upon the subject, and that their re-
- port would probably contain practical
e suggestions of the greatest value, and as I
s do not wish to forestai any action which

may be taken next year, I hope that it may
eDot be thought im roper in me to make a

e few suggestions, w ich I trust may be acted
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upon before the next Session of Parliamen t,
and in doing so I shall confine myself to
the simple questions of preserving and in-
creasing the existing food supply of the
North-West and Manitoba.

First.-The fishes of these regions.
The alarming decrease of the number

of fish caught at many of the well-
known fishing grounds, as, for instance,
the chain of the Qu'Appelle Lakes, the
mouth of the Saskatchewan, and that
of the Red River and the head of Lake
Winnipeg. (This latter point very nuch so
indeed), and I am informed that in addition
to the increasing local consumption im-
mense quantities are shipped to St. Paul,
Chicago, and even as far east as Detroit.
One informant says that the Indian ot these
parts, with his simple gill net, finds few fish
which escape the immense seins used by the
fish exporters, and that there are other
appliances in use equally destrudtive to
river fish. Another informant states that
he knew of fifty car loads of frozen
fish being shipped in a compara-
tively short tine, and this informa-
tion if correct, points to the speedy
denudation of these waters without speedy
action is taken. The diminution in the fish
supply of the Qu'Appelle and other prairie
lakes and streams of course arises partly
Irom the fact that the disappearance of the
buffalo lias caused a greater strain on their
powers of production, while the brackish
lakes further west and south have ceased to
produce fish, probably from their entire de-
struction in seasons of very great drouth
rendering the waters much more tlian usu-
al]y alkaline.

These facts, to my mind, point to the
great necessity which exists for a fish-breed-
ing establishment at once to furnish spawn
of the more desirable varieties of fish and
for that of the white and yellow pickerel
which, alone, so far as I know, will live and
multiply in brackish water.

1 am aware that there exists a very gen-
eral belief that many of the south-western
lakes are unfit for fish lite, but I am satis-
fied that in ordinary seasons this belief is an
error, for large numbers of these fish are
caught in Devil's Lake in Dakota, not far
south of the boundary line, the water of
which is too alkaline to be used by oxen,
horses or by men.

Secondlv,-Regarding the value of wild
rice as an existing food, I have already
quoted His Grace Archbishop Tache, and
Ihave corroborative testimony frorn Ven.
erable Archdeacon Cowley and others. I
have also the concurrent evidence of Hon-
orable Walter R. Bown, a member of
the first North-West Council, who is
familiar with the wild rice producing
portion of Keewayten and Manitoba having
travelled exteneively and lived several win-
ters where this plant abounds. He informs
me that fi-h and wild rice constituted almost
the only rations of hie six men, and that

HON. MR. SCHULTZ.

upon this food they were healthy and vigor-
ous, and lie himself upon the saine diet was
able to undergo the greatest physical exer-
tion and I have no hesitation in urging that
when the rice reaches its full maturity, this
fall. a quantity should be procured and its
effectuai seeding may be accomplished by
simply dropping it in ail waters west of the
Red River, where the condition (which I
have already mentioned) exist for its suc-
cessful growth.

Thirdly,-the experiment of introducing
the rabbit into districts of the North-West
where they have been exterminated, is best
done during the summer, and if due precau-
tion is observed in the choice of the places
for its introduction, no harni will come of
it. 1 am aware that the introduction of the
rabbit into Australia has bpen an unfortu-
nate experiment, but Honorable Walter R.
Bown, who has travelled extensivelv in that
country, as lie has also in our North-West,
infornis me that the difficulty arose in Aus-
tralia from the fact thit the English rabbit
burrows while our variety of these animais
makes his home in above ground retreats,
and that while the Australian Rabbit breeds
ail the year round ours cease doing so, dur-
ing the winter moniths.

Tliese facts shew that there would be lit-
tle danger of the rabbit becoming a nuisance
in the North-West, while the possible advan-
tages of this additional food supply are very
great indeed.

I have endeavored in making these sug-
gestions to confine myself to sucli as would
entail verv little expense in proportion to
the possible benefits, and at the risk of
seemrng te depart somewhat from the subject
under consideration. I mav add that when
I went to the North-West, a quarter of a
century ago, buffalo meat, preserved in the
forni of penican, was the staple food of the
iniand districts-the buffalo, in fact, supply-
ing not only the Indians of the district
wherein lie ranged, but far north and east
in the fish-producing districts. These con-
ditions no longer exist, and may now to a
largc extent be reversed in the feeding of the
plain Indians with flsh cauglt by the fish-
ng Indians, instead of the bacon imported

from great distances, and which too often
becomes, fromu necessary exposure, unfit
for food.

I have the honor to be, Sir,
Your humble servant,

JOHN SCHULTZ.

I regret to say that I have had but
little opportunity since I wrote this letter
a year ago of increasing my knowledge of
the subjects of which it treats. I had
indeed intended, during the past sum-
mer, to visit many points in the North-
West, but illness intervened. Honorable
gentlemen must not suppose from my
only remarking upon three of the natural
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food products of the North-West that carp, large cat-fish, lake sturgeon, west-
such products are limited. On the con- ern sturgeon.
trary nature has strewn them with lavish 0f animais, there are indigenous the
hand on the Prairies and Savannahs, in following
the lakes and streams, and through the 0f the Cat Family-Couger or Amen-
forrests of this great region, as honorable can panther, wild cat, Canada lynx.
gentlemen will admit if they will bear 0f thc Dog Family-Red fox, cross
With me while I enumerate some of the fox, silver and black fox, prairie fox, kitt
varieties which have an economic value fox, Arctic fox, white and gray wolf,
and are mentioned by such high authori- coyote or prairie wolf.
ties as His Grace Archbishop Taché, 0f the Wease! Family--Fisher or
Professors Bell and Macoun, and other black cat, pine marten or American
travellers. sable, least weasel, small brown weasel,

Of Plants the following are indig- littie ermine, long-tailed weasel, brown
enous -mink, wolverine, American Otter, com-

Black or wild rice, wild grape, choke mon skunk, Missouri badger.
cherry, wild plum, bird cherry, hazel 0f the Bear Family-Grizzly bear,
nut, prairie strawberry, wood strawberry, black bear, cinnamon bear, white or
Cloudberry, dewberry, arctic raspberry, polar bear.
ordinary raspberry, saskatoon berry, Of the Deer Family-American moose,
black gooseberries, high bush cranberry, barren ground caribou, Amenican elk,
permbina bernies, low bush cranberries, common deer, black-tailed deer, antelope
Cow berry, blue bernies, hook bernies, or cabree, inountain goat, mountain
bear berry, silver berry, buffalo berry, sheep or big-horn, musk ox, Ameican
black currants, red curAants, wild sarsa- buffalo.
Parilla, black or sugar pine, ash leaved Of the Common Bat Family-Little
'flapse. These are exclusive of many brown bat, hoary bats.
Plants which possess medicinal qualities 0f the Shrew Family-Thick-tailed
s "Ginsengm" Snakeroot and others. shrew, Forster's shrew, Richardson 's

The fishes of the North-West sur- shrew, marsh shnew, least shrew.
Prise many by t.heir great number and 0f the Squirrel Family-Red squirrel,
esPecially good quality and may be Richardsor.'s squirrel, Rocky Mountain
enumerated, thus squirrel, Missouri striped squirrel, gray

The common yellow perch, wall-eyed gopher, yellow gopher, striped gopher,
Pike, common sun fish, blubblers and prairie dog, yellow-footed marmot, Say's
crumrond white fish, northern sculpin, squirrel, hoary marmot.

rinethy burbot, ling or eel-pout, the The Beaver Family-American beaver.
Stickleback, maskinonge, pike or jack The Pouched Gopher Famrily-Pocket
fish. 0f the great Trout family (the gopher, mole gopher.
Sarronida) we have the great sea salmon, Of the jumping Mice Family-Jump-
the Columbia River. salinon, the ekewan ing mouse.
Or British Columbia salmon, Ross Of the Mice Family- hite-footed
Arctic samon, Coppermine River mouse, prairie mouse, Missouri mouse,
salmon, great lake trout, Lake Superior Rocky Mountain rat, red-backed mouse,
t1rout, the inconnu, large Rocky Moun- cinnamon-colored mouse, northern field
tain trout, western salmon trout, Colum- mouse, Rocky Mountain field mouse,
bia River trout, Clark's western trout, Richardson's mouse, Hudson Bay
COfimon brook trout, Rocky Mountain mouse, musk rat.
brook trout, Hoods northern trout, Of the Porcupine Family-The White
Back's graying, lesser grayling, white haired Porcupine, Yellow haired Porcu-
fish chief mountai white fish, round pine.
fish. Iear Lake white ish, lake herring. 0f the Hare Family-Prairie Hare,
The next varieties are to found in great Grey Rabbit, Northern Rabbit, Little
abundance, viz: The golden-eye, silver Chief Mountain Hare.
bass or moon-eye, common shiner-min- The Birds of the North-West are even
lOw, horned chub-mTinnow, red suck- in greater numbers, and I have before
Ing carp, grey sucking carp, LeSeur's me a list compiled from variJous high
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authorities which I fear would weary
honorable gentlemen were I to read,
and I must be satisfied with stating that
it comprises 234 distinct varieties, there
being among these no less than 95 song-
sters and the great Duck family alone
comprising 26 varieties.

Honorable gentlemen, will I think,
admit that a benificent providence has
strewn these vegetable and animal bless-
ings freely over this norwestern land, and
were they now as eqnally distributed, as
in times past, there would be less need
of the present large expenditure for im-
ported food, but the Indian lives only in
the wants of to-day, and has not counted
upon the consequences of his own acts
in utterly exterminating some of these
species from large tracts of country, and
it needs the strong arm of the adminis-
tration to prevent the continuance of tþis
habit ; and wise counsel to restore the
balance of productive power, and in this
connection, honorable gentlemen, will
find no more interesting information
than is to be found in the present re-
port on Indian affairs which was present-
ed early this session, where the anxious
care of the Superintendent General and
his Deputy is constantly evinced in the
instructions to Superintendents and
Agents. For instance, on page io8 of
Part First, we find the Commissioner re-
porting regarding the Wild Rice, that-

" The bulk of the seed distributed will, in
accordance with your instructions, be sown,
as is the case in other localities in which
the wild rice is indigenouo, in the fall of the
year. In order, however, to meet the chan-
ges which climatic influences may possibly
require, a certain proportion will be sown
experimentally at other seasons. The con-
ditions under which this is done will be
carefully observed an: the results noted."

The degree of progress made by some
of the bands of the early Treaties, as re-
ported by their agents, is remarkable and
may be found on other pages of this
admirable Report. In one instance, 3
small bands collectively numbering 1,849,
or about 300 men cultivated 708 acres of
land producing 16,55o bushels of roots
and grain last year and the Band in ad-
dition cut 3,410 tons of hay and caught
and fur to the value of $32,500.

Unfortunately, however, reports such
as these are offset by those of Agents of
less favored Prairie localities where the

Indians (those of the later Treaties), still
have to be fed and have not shown
much aptitude for agricultural pursuits,
but every effort is being made for them.

It may be asked, of what use can such
a Committee as the proposed one possi-
bly be ? My answer would be this :-
It cannot be possible but that hon. gen-
ten, such as I have mentioned, and
especially the more elder ones who have
had extensive experience in the early
days of their respective Provinces, and
who have since travelled in the North-
West, will be able to eûicit valuable
information from sources within easy
reach, and if charged with that duty by
this hon. House will be able to obtain
information and to offer suggestions upon
the best means of conserving, increasing
and distributing the existing natural food
products of the North-West, alike bene-
ficial to the white and red inhabitants ;
and should their report even pave the
way towards efforts to transplant to some
districts the surplus of others, and to add
new varieties to the species indigenious
to the soil, they will have accomplished
an object which will be an addition to
the white settlers' agricultural wealth, and
confer a blessing upon a race, the end of
whose history may possibly be not very
far off.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I rise with
much pleasure to second the motion of
my hon. friend from Manitoba. He has
made his case so clear and so complete
that he would leave nothing for me to
say on the present occasion but for the
fact that there is so much to say for the
country which I have the horor to re-
present, that we can at all times find
something of interest to lay before the
House. I will not undertake to follow
my hon. friend in his exposition of the
wealth of the great plains of Manitoba
and the North-West Territories. He
knows the country well. His early efforts
were in those localities, so that he is
speaking with a more intimate knowledge
of the subject than I could myself. At
the same time I would suggest that if
the Committee is granted my opinion is
that great benefit to the Indians may be
expected from it. We had committees
before in reference to the North-West,
and on every ocdasion those committees

HON. MR. SCHULTZ.
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Were productive of a great deal of benefit
to the country. Just after the troubles in
1869, a committee was appointed by this
honorable House by whom a great deal
of information in relation to the North-
West was obtained, which is contained
in the Minutes of proceedings of that
Year, and was the means of attracting
Public notice to the North-West as a
fine country for settlement. On another
occasion when the public mind was
filled with deep anxiety and uncertainty
in reference to the location of the Ca-
nadian Pacific Railway, a committee was
selected from amongst the members of
this House which sat during two con-
secutive sessions. They proceeded to
take evidence, after which they made
their report. I will not say that 'the
change of the line was the result of their
report, but it is a fact that the line was
changed, and changed for the better.
Since the railway has been completed
I think the changed location of the new
line has given general satisfaction. The
Indian population of the North-West
deserve a certain amount of assistance,
and that assistance is not only asked for
i the interest of our own people but in

the interest of the country and in the in-
terest of the Government. Large sums
Of money are expended every year for
the sustenance of the Indians under the
treaties that have been made. It is only
rlight and proper that the Indians should
flot be allowed to perish from hunger; at
the same time the country would be
More benefitted if we could suggest some
rneans by which food could be provided
in that vast Territory by their own effort.
I remember that last session when the
question was before this House I took
occasion to mention the fact that an
Indian Chief who was dying at St. Boni-
face, was visited by Lieutenant Governor
Dewdney; and on his death bed he
imnPlored the Lieutenant Governor to
preserve for his band a certain Lake
which was in his reserve. He said that
as long as the fish in that Lake were
preserved his people would not perish;
but if the whites were allowed to put
their destroying hand on the fish
of that lake the Indians would die
of starvation. There are many
Places in the North-West specially adapt-
ed for the propagation of fish and game,

some of which are mentioned in the
work of His Grace Archbishop Taché,
and we know how appreciated are the
suggestions of that deserving and patrio-
tic man throughout the Dominion. If
hon. gentlemen have read his little work
on the North-West Territories they will
have seen that gold has been discovered
in all the streams coming into the Sas-
katchewan, but the. people there up to
that time had not the necessary means
and appliances to ascertain the value of
those deposits. Certainly there is gold
there, and if some effort is made it could
be traced to its source in the Mountains,
and if found it would add greatly to the
wealth of the people of the Dominion.
It may perhaps be suggested that a large
expense will be incurred by this propos-
ed Committee ; but the intention is to
obtain all the information that is neces-
sary from people who are actually at the
Capital. I do not think it is the inten-
tion to call witnesses from Manitoba and
the Territories to give evidence before
the Committee. Those who will be
called are people who are already here,
who have visited the country and have
observed it with a view of.ascertaining
its resources, and we will find plenty of
witfesses ready at first call to come for-
ward and give evidence.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-
I was very much struck indeed
by one portion of the Report read by
the hon. gentleman, which refers to the
increase in the number of the treaty
Indians for some time after the first pay-
ment under the treaty. It seems to me
that the increase reported could not
have been a genuine increase ; that there
was some sort of deception practised, by
the Indians going from one treaty to an-
other to receive money. I should like very
much to know if the hon. gentleman has
come to any conclusion as to the reality
of that increase. It has not been con-
ceded that Indians increase so rapidly
as is set forth in the report. yet there is
a marvellous increase of ro,ooo in one
of those treaties in one year. I have
listened with much pleasure to the hon.
gentleman's enumeration of the natural
food supplies in the North-West Terri-
tories, and I am glad to hear it for this
reason : that I consider the present sys-
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tem of feeding the Indians to be demor-
alizing. It takes away their self depen-
dence, and educates them to be paupers
on the hands of the Government. It is
safe to say that if the North-West were
to-day as it was a few years ago in the t
hands of the Hudson Bay Company the
buffalo would be just as scarce as they
are to-day ; that the scarcity is mure to
be attributed to the people in the United
States, who when the buffalo go down to
the border, kill them off there, than
to our own settlers. The argu-
ment used for feeding the Indians
in the North-West is that our peo-
ple have killed off their naturali
food, the buffalo. I do not believe for
one moment that such is the fact. I
hope that this Committee will be able
to so advise the Government that the
natural food supplies of the country,
coupled with agriculture, can be so
utihzed as to make the Indians self-sup-
porting instead of being as they are
to-day entirely dependent upon the Gov-
ernment.

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
who made his interesting and elaborate
statement was kind enough to refer to
me in relation to some observations
made by myself when, a year ago, I felt
it necessary to make some remarks on
the motion, as the mouthpiece, for the
time being, for the Government ; but I
am happy to find that that duty no longer
falls upon me, and I am sure I express
the general sentiment of this House
when I say that we ail welcome the at-
tendance of the hon. gentleman who will
be able to answer for the Government on
this occasion, and who, I hope, is to be
for a long time the Leader of this House.

HON. GENTLEMEN-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I rise princi-
pally for the purpose of saying, not wish
ing to repeat my remarks on a former
occasion, that my hon. friend has men-
tioned me as one of the members of this
Committee. I hop c that he will consent
to allow the Committee to be struck
without my name in it for the very ob-
vious reason that I am the chairman of
one of the hardest worked committees in
the House-a committee, unfortunately,

HoN. MR. MACDONALD.

whose work has scarcely yet commenced.
I am also a muember of several other
:ommittees, and as he mentions the
names of three gentlemen from Nova
Scotia I hope he will be satisfied to take
the names of two gentlemen, neither of
whom, I believe, is burdened with the
cares of a committee: I allude to Mr.
Miller and Mr. Kaulbach. The hon.
gentleman has referred to the previous
committee. It is indeed a melancholy
circumstance in referring to a committee
who passed on a cognate question to
this some seventeen years ago, that there
are only five gentlemen now amongst us
of the seventeen who formed that com-
mittee. One of those gentlemen has not
been spoken of (Mr. McClelan) who is
not now in his seat. I think the House
will be gratified equally with myself at
the consummation of the wish I ex-
pressed on a former occasion, that my
hon. friend, who was not then at ail in
the condition in which we happily find
him to-day, might be spared to submit
his question to us on a future occasion,
as he has done to-day, with renewed
health and strength.

HON. MR. MILLER-I would like to
know from the hon. gentleman from
Winnipeg whether it is correctly stated
by my hon. friend that it is not the inten-
tion of the Committee to send for wit-
nesses outside the Capital ? I fear if my
hon. friend desires to obtain testimony
fron the North-West, that the time will
be very short till the close of the Session
to carry out his object. We are now
pretty well advanced in the Session. It
is generally understood that the House
will not be in session after the middle of
June. We are now about to adjourn
for a week, and it will leave us a little
over a fortnight after we meet again to
complete the business of the Session,
and if it is necessary to send to the
North-West for witnesses, I fear the
Committee will prove abortive, as there
will not be time to summon persons from
that distant portion of the country. I
hope, however, it is not necessary to go
further than the Capital itself for the
evidence my hon. friend requires. If
that be the case I cannot see any objec-
tion to the Committee ; but if it be not
the case, certail)ly my hon. friend will
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nOt make much headway before the close
of the Session.

HON. MR. SCHULTZ-In reply to
the last remark I may say that I ·will of
course be in the hands of the Committee
ltself, if such a committee be struck.
Most of them are gentlemen older in
the Senate, and many of them older in
years than myself, and I would in this,
as in all other matters, defer to their
Opinion. It is quite true, as my hon.
friend from St. Bonafice has said, that
within easy reach of Ottawa-Montreal,
for instance-we have a vast amount of
evidence which can be collected, and
from the heads "of the Departments
who have those matters in charge, and
from gentlemen who have explored in
that country, especially Professor Bell,
who is now in the city, and others who
are from the North-West, and gentle-
men in this House, yet we really
leed other evidence from the North-
West ; still, in this matter, as in all
others, I shall be in the hands of the
Committee,. and shall defer as a new
Iember to those who are older in the
Senate and older in years than myself.

In answer to the next speaker I may say
that it is a matter of great regret that we
m1lay not have his name on the Committee.
I unfortunately overlooked Mr. McClel-
lan, and if the hon. gentleman from
Amherst persists that his name be
dropped I shall ask that the name of Mr.
McClellan be substituted in his stead.

In reply to the gentleman from British
Columbia, I may say that his question is
based on a misconception of the facts.
The increase in the number of Indians is
nOt as great as he evidently thought it
was Treaty number i was made in
1871, as also treaty number 2. At the
timne of making the first payment on this
treaty, sixteen years ago, there were 2316
Persons paid ; at the last payment there
Were 3315, an increase of one thousand.
. was present at that treaty, and
't was then thoroughly understood by the
Indians, who stipulated for it, that mem-
bers of their band, whose names they
gave, and who, being near Winnipeg, we
all knew, should be taken in as fast as
they came from their hunting grounds
and Places where they had gone in the
Service of the Hudson Bay Company, so

6

that it should not be a matter of surprise
that in sixteen years the increase
should be as stated from natural causes
and from the causes to which I referred.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am sure the
House has listened with great satisfaction
to the valuable information and sugges-
tions which we have had from the hon.
Senator from Winnipeg. The facts which
he states as to the resources which will
be found in the North-West only confirm
the opinion we have already formed on
what we did know as to the immense re-
sources and immense wealth of that
country, and we are always glad to have
those impressions confirmed from so high
an authority as. the hon. Senator from
Winnipeg. The Government takes the
greatest possible interest in the question
to which the hon. gentleman's motion
refers, that is to say, the condition of the
Indians, the mode of sustaining them,
the improvement of their condition, and,
perhaps the most important element at-
tendant on that subject, the inculcation
of habits which will render it possible for
them to avail themselves to the highest
degree of the resources to which my hon.
friend alludes, from which, if they had
the provident habits of the whites, they
would be able to maintain themselves
without so large a reference to the means
of support on which they now depend.
I am very glad to hear his remarks on
the possibility of this inquiry being made
without much expense, although it is
such an important subject that the ele-
ment of expense should not be too closely
considered. I am glad to say that the
Government have no objection to the
motion, and will be pleased to see it
carried by the House.

THE SPEAKER-Has it been pro-
posed that the name of Mr. McClellan
shall be substituted for that of Mr. Dic-
key ?

HON. MR. SCHULTZ-Yes, with the
consent of the seconder.

The motion was agreed to.
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AN ADJOURNMENT.

MOTION.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE moved that
when the House adjourns this day it do
stand adjourned until Wednesday, the
25th day of May, at 8 o'clock in the
evening. He said that his reason for
moving this adjournment was that Thurs-
day, Saturday and Tuesday would be
public holidays, and if the House did not
adjourn, members would have to remain
here for six days to do two days' work.

Ho-. MR. VJI)AL thought it was ex-
ceedingly inexpedient that the House
should at this period of this session be
asked to adjourn for a week, within so
short a time after having had a long re-
cess, and so much work on the order
paper. .He would propose a compromise
and would move an amendment that
when the House adjourns on Friday, it
do stand adjourned until Wednesday, at
eight o'clock in the evening.

HON. MR. MILLER said that under
any circumstances, if the motion carried,
there would have to be a separate motion
to have the House adjourn over until
Friday. The regular way would be to
adjourn the House to-day until Friday,
and then to give notice of a motion to
adjourn on Friday over any length of
time that the House might decide.

Ho. MR. VIDAL said it would be
desirable to ascertain the mind of the
House on this particular question should
they sit on Friday or not ; if the House
decided that they would not sit on Fri-
day, then there would be no necessity
for making a second motion that the
House adjourn until Friday.

HON. MR. OGILVIE suggested that
the hon. leader of the House should say
whether the public business would suffer
by the proposed adjournment.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH objected to
the adjournment, as he did to all such
adjournments, as he felt that it was the
duty of members to be in their places
when there was business before the
House. He did not think those adjourn-

ments were in the interest of the public
or in the interest of good legislation. He
would not like it to go abroad that there
was no work to be done, because any
hon. gentleman on looking at the order
paper niust see that there was plenty of
business before them, and that they
could not get the order paper cleared by
Friday night.

HoN. MR. DICKEY asked whether
hon. members considered that they were
doing justice to themselves, whether they
were doing justice to the business of the
country or to the position they occupied
by making those repeated adjournments
merely for the purpos of enabling some
hon. gentlemen to visit their homes?
They were leaving their posts without
leave from the country, without the
approbation of the country, and they
would be doing it against the innerinost
feeling of the very gentlemen who are
asked to vote for the adjournrment.

HON. MR. POWER seconded the
amendment of the hon. gentleman from
Sarnia. He thought if the House was
as industrious as usual they could work
off the business on their order paper by
Friday night, and he thought it would
probably be drawing the line a little too
tightly to say that members should
remain here on Saturday, Sunday and
Tuesday for the purpose of working on
Monday. He knew that the impression
was getting abroad in the country that
this Chamber was not of much value as
a branch of the legislative machinery.
He had at one time or another tried to
oppose that view, but really if they were
to go on a little longer as they had been
going, he would not be so well able to
defend it in the future as he had been
in the past.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Withreference
to this question of adjournment, of
course, the Government are entirely in
the hands of the Senate. They are all
here and ready to attend to their work
and propose to do what the Senate
desires ; but I may say with regard to
the work that if it were not in deferehce
to the opinion of hon. members who
have been in this House longer than I
have been,, I should not consider that
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We have any great accumulation of work
before uS, or so much work that we could
flot get through it perhaps by an extra
evening or so, and I sympathize with
those gentlemen who think it a hardship
to remain six days within a few hours of
their homes for the purpose of working
two days. It must be remembered that
While we are away there is no work
accumulating against us in another place.
We shall stand on Wednesday next
exactly in the saine position with regard
to the work of the session as we do
to-day. I do not urge this as an
argument to the House to adopt one
Motion or another ; but I present them
the fact for consideration as expressing
the ideas and sympathies of a great many
1Yembers of thi's House.

HoN. MR. McINNES, (B.C.)objected
to the adjournment as there
was business enough on their order
laper to occupy their time fully. It had
been his experience that towards the
Close of the session, almost every session
sInee he became a member of the House,
that little or no attention was paid to a
great nunber of important measures which
came down from the other House-that
they were forced through with unneces-
sary and undue haste. There were thirty
odd bills to go before the Private Bills
Committee, and there was work for other
Conmittees to do, and he thought after
the adjournment which they had a few
days ago they would be doing a great
wrong to the country to adjourn for
another week. As a compromise, he
Was prepared to support the amendment
of the hon. gentleman from Sarnia.

HON. MR. CARVELL did not think
the Proposed adjournment would inter-
fare with the business of the country ;0fne or two evenings' sittings would clear
Of any arrears of work ; therefore he
Would support the motion of his hon.
friend from Alma.

Almon,
Archibald,
BoVd,
Dever,
Dickev,
Ferguson,
Flint,
Girard,
Glasier,
Giant,
Haythorne,
Kaulbach,
Lewin,
McCallum,

Abbott,
Allan,
Armand,
Baillargeon,
Bellerose,
Bolduc,
Boucherville,
Carvell,
Casgrain,
Chaffers,
DeBlois,
Fortin,
Guévrenont,

CONI ENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
McDonald (C.B.),
McInnes (B.C.),
McKay,
Macdonald (B.C.),
M erner,
Miller,
Montgomnery,

Power,
R-yau,
Sutierland,
Vidal,
W ark.-27.

NoNs-CO NTEsTS:
Hon. Messrs.

McKindsey,
O'Donohoe,
Ogilvie,
Pâquet,
Plumb (Speaker),
Read,

de Sanford,
Schultz,
Scott,
Smuith,
Stevens,
Turner.-25.

THE SPEAKER-The amendment
is carried.

HON. MR. MILLER-The Hon. Mr.
Gowan has not voted.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I have paired
with the Hon. Mr. Howlan who did not
vote.

HON. MR. POIRIER-I also paired
and did not vote.

HoN. MR. MILLER-As the amend-
ment has been carried I would suggest
to the leader of the House that a
motion be made for an adjournment
over to-morrow. I presume there will
be no objection to the motion being
made without notice.

tHEN SE IMMIixAi10N

ON. MR. KAULBACH said that he STRICTION.
Zould always be opposed to these ad-

Journiments, and it he voted for the MOTION.
anendment now it was as a compromise,
and he did not wish to be twitted here- HON. MR. McINNES moved:
after With having voted for this adjourn- That an humble Address be pres
tnent. He would follow the principle, His Excellency the Governor-
of two evils to choose the least.

RE-

sented to
General;
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raying that His Excellency will cause to
e laid before this House, a fuIl return of all

Chinese entering and leaving Canadian
ports; the number entering and leaving
each port, and for cach inonth sinee the
passage of the Chinese Immigration Re-
striction Act in July, 1885, up to the 1st
January, 1887; also, the amount of revenue
derived from Chinese immigration, and the
cost of enforcing the Act between the afore-
said dates; also, all documentary evidence
of fraud Chinamen passing their certifi-
cates of Entry to others who have not
entered.

He said :-I think I explained suffi.
ciently the object I had in view when I
moved for the adoption of this Address
yesterday, consequently I do not think
it is necessary to make any additional
explanations now, but simply state that I
hope the Government will allow the
Address to pass, and bring down the
information I ask for at as early a date
as possible.

HON. MR. POWER-I think the hon.
gentleman can hardly expect the House
to pass the Address without giving some
reason why we should do so. The hon.
gentleman will remember that the session
is to be a short one : that the oflicers of
Parliament will be pretty busy, and by
this Address he gives employment to
clerks for some considerable time. I
think he ought at least to give the House
some reason why the information is de-
sirable before we vote on it.

HON. MR. McINNES-I may say in
reply to the hon gentleman that he
could not have been in the Chamber
yesterday when I gave what I think good
and sufficient reasons why the House
should consent to the passage of the
motion I have just made. I stated
among other things that while not ex-
pressing my approval or disapproval of
the Chinese Amendment Restriction
Bill now before the Commons-that al-
though the Act has only been two years
in operation-yet this is the second
amendment the author of the Act (Hon.
Mr. Chapleau) has introduced and car-
ried in the Commons. It will be re-
membered that the amendment to the
Chinese Bill of last session contained so
many important changes that this House
would not agree to them and as a conse-
quence, the Bill was thrown out. Now

HON. MR. McINNES.

my object for moving for this return is
to place every hon. gentleman in this
House in the oest possible position to be
able not only to form a correct judgment
but to discuss a subject on which I re-
spectfully submit a great majority of
gentlemen in this House are not well in-
formed, and cannot reasonably be expect-
ed to be as well informed as we who come
from the Pacific coast, where the great
bulk of the Chinese live. My object in
asking that the addition be made to the
motion I gave notice of yesterday, name-
ly, the cost of those coming into the
country and the cost of the operation of
the act between the dates I have men-
tioned, July 1885 and January 1887, is
that the House should be in possession
of that evidence, and for the same rea-
son I asked for the 'addition that my
hon. colleague from Victoria moved
respecting the documentary evidence of
fraud in passing the admission certificates
from one Chinamen to another, so that
by paying for one certificate it might
serve for several Celestials and thereby
defraud the Government. It has been
alleged that a great number of those Chi-
nese smuggle their certificates. and one
certificate does for perhaps half a dozen
Chinamen. I heard of a case a short
time ago of a Chinaman in San Fran-
cisco, who sent a loaf of bread to a bro-
ther Celestial on board ship, who had
just arrived from thje flowery land. He
was ready to land but had no certificate,
and in the centre of this loaf of bread
was found the necessary certificate. The
truth of this I an not prepared to vouch
for, but I know one of the principal rea-
son alleged for introducing the bill is that
the Government have been defrauded
out of a large aniount of revenue through
this alleged traffic in certificates.

HON. MR. MILLER-I think the
objection to the motion is that the hon.
gentleman bases it altogether on the
assumption that the information he asked
for would be before the House when the
Bill relating to the Chinese Restriction
Act comes up for consideration. I
think it must be a complete answer to
the hon. gentleman's motion that it
would be impossible for the Government
to bring down the Return in time to be
of any use tb this House in assisting it
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ln the duty of legislation où that ques-
tion. If that is the only way in which
the papers will be of any service, why
should the country be put to this expense,because it will afford a great deal of
trouble to the clerks and cause a great
deal of expense to get ail the information
that this Address calls for? We had
sore years ago a very expensive com-
miission sent to British Columbia on this
very question, and my humble opinion
is if that commission has not afforded usail the information we require on this
question for the next 10 years, then we
have paid a great deal too much money
fohr hie service. For my part I do not

thk this Address should be granted ;for taking the words of the hon gentle-
m'an hirnself it cannot serve the purpose
Which the hon. gentleman has referredto.

'ION. MR. KAULBACH-I am very
'tich interested in getting this informa-
tion rnyself. I take a deep interest in
he i"migration of the Chinese, as I
believe that they are a very essential
element in building up the Province of
British Columbia. Since I saw them
Out there I have come to the conclusion
that they are of great value to the coun-
try. If I thought that this Address
Would incur great expense or delay I
would oppose it ; but the information
'nust be in the hands of the Department
arid it cannot take very much time or
trouble to have it copied and in the
hands of the House.

th "0N. MR. McINNES (B. C )-When
the hon. gentleman from Richmond says
that the report of the Chinese commis-

lon which cost something like $1o,oooor' $12 oo$12,oo ought to contain ail the in-
thration we require on this subject for
hie next 10 years, I quite agree with

n On that point, but the hon. gentle-Inan Will see at a glance that that volu-
dIInous report of the Chinese commission
soes not appear to contain ail the neces-
Sary information respecting Chinese im-
lnugration to crystal!ise into a workable
Act. As an evidence of this I have only
tO refer the hon. gentleman to the factthat although the Chinese restriction

t was framed and passed through the
fstrurmenltality of the Chairman of that

celebrated Chinese commission-Mr.
Chapleau-yet there has not been a
year since it was placed upon our Statutes
but what he has been bringing in amend-
ments of one kind and another. As the
Act has been in force only two years,
and as I ask only for information cover-
ing the first eighteen months of the
operation of the Act, I must confess I
am unable to understand why there
should be any delay or extra expense in
bringing down the return I ask for. If
the Departments are kept " in apple
pie " shape as they should be from the
great number of clerks in them-the
proper officials ought to be able to lay
their hands on ail I ask for in 20 minutes
-except perhaps that portion referring
to documentary evidence of fraud. I
am perfectly willing that that portion
should drop out, but so far as the rest of
the Return is concerned if the Depart-
ment is run as it ought to be they ought
to be in a position to furnish the Return
in 15 minutes without $1 of extra cost.

HON MR. VIDAL-I rise to support
the motion of the hon. gentleman from
British Columbia, for I entirely agree
with him that this House cannot ap-
proach that question and intelbgently
form an opinion on it without having
those facts made known to them. I en-
tirely concur in his view as to the proba-
bility of the information being brought
down in time, before the Chinese Bill
reaches this House. If I supposed it
was a document requiring a great many
clerks and a great deal of time to pre-
pare, there might be some objection to
sustaining the motion. I do not think
it can be done in fifteen minutes, but I
am quite sure that before the House
meets, after the short recess that is pro-
posed, that information can be submitted
to us. When it is remembered that this

'House last session objected to a Gov-
ernment Bill amending that Act, the
Government themselves must see the
importance ot furnishing the Senate
with the information if they have any
object at ail in carrying their measure
this session. A greal of opposition
was evinced in this Chanber to the
Bill of last session, and certainly
in the absence of the i iformation which
is here asked f>;r, those who opposed



86 Free Conveyance, etc., [SEN ATE] by Railway.

that legislation have very good ground for
saying that we have not sufficient in-
formation before us to grant the amend-
ment required to the Act. Even the
latter part of the motion which the hon.
gentleman thinks is so difficult can be
easily obtained. We have not heard of
many cases of Chinamen being brought
before the Courts for the fraud alleged.
As far as I can learn it is only by corre-
spondence and information that is given
to the Government that anything is
known of these frauds, but that is not
evidence, and I am under the impression
that the Government will not only find
it convenient but important that this
address shall be granted, and granted
with all possible speed.

HON. MR. MILLER-The hon. gen-
tleman from New Westminster has agreed
to drop the latter part of his motion.

HoN. MR. McINNES-I said I would
be perfectly willing to drop the latter
part of the motion if it involved any
expense or delay.

HON. MR. DEVER-Leave it op-
tional with the Government.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think it
would be better that the House should
determine whether this order shall go
as it stands, or whether the last two
lines shall be dropped, because if the
order passes the Government will have
no option but to give the information
asked for. I may say with reference to
the motion, generally, of course, the
Government is extremely anxious to lay
before the House every information that
will be of use in disposing of questions
that come before us, although I think
myself that some considerable portion of
this return will be found to be of no
practical value in the discussion of
the question. I would like my hon.
friend to say whether he drops the two
last lines of the motion or not?

HON MR. McNNES-I will drop it
and leave it optional with the Govern-
ment. If the Government can bring
down the information asked for without
trouble they can do so.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Then the two
last lines can be struck out and the Gov-
ernment can bring down any information
that they can give to the House.

The motion was agreed to.

AN ADJOURNMENT.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Before the or-
ders of the day are called I beg to move
that when the House adjourns to-day it
stands adjourned until Friday next, at
three p. m.

The motion was agreed to.

STANDING COMMITTEES.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
Hon. Mr. Fortin be appointed a member
of the Committee on Contingent Ac-
counts, and also a member of the
Debates Committee.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at six o'clock.

THE SENATE.

O/tawa, Friday, May 20th, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
o'clock.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

STANDING ORDERS AND PRI-
VATE BILLS.

11ON. MR. GOWAN presented the
tenth report of the Committee on Stand-
ing Orders and Private Bills.

The report was laid on the.table.

FREE CONVEYANCE OF LEGIS-
LATORS AND JUDGES BY

RAILWAY.

FIRST READING.

HON MR. McINNES introduced bill
(K) " An Act' to provide for the convey-

HON. MR. VIDAL.
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ance of Legislators and Judges free of
charge over railways."

The bill was read the first time.

HiON. MR. ABBOTT-I call the at-
tention of my hon. friend to a question
that may possibly arise when that bill
cornes up for reading the second time.
lie will notice it is a bill involving the
expenditure of public money, and does
nlot come within the purview of this
louse.

HoN. MR. McINNES-I have en-
quired into the subject and have taken
advice, and I think I am prepared to
show that similar bills have been allowed
and bills of a similar character that have
corne up from the House of Commons
here have been amended in the Senate,
and the amendments have been allowed
by the House of Commons.

NATURAL PRODUCTS OF THE
NORTH WEST TERRITORIES.

MOTION.

HON MR. SCHULTZ presented the
first report of the Committee appointed
for the purpose of collecting information
regarding the existing natural food pro-
ducts in the North-West Territories, and
the best means of conserving and in-
creasing them. It recommeneed that
leave be given the Committee to appoint
a shorthand writer to take down the
evidence.

HIe rroved that the report be adopted.

The Motion was agreed to.

STEAM COMMUNICATION BET-
WEEN BRITISH COLUMBIA

AND JAPAN.

ENQUIRY.

HON. MR. DEVER enquired:

bChether the Governnient can give relia-
R re iration to this House as to the tine

eners will he placed on the route between
ritish Coluinbiia, Japan and China, for thelsrpoe of carrying freight and passengers
gln .ese two latter places, into Canada,
e'ruj ice versa.

He said: The question of which I
gave notice is one that speaks for itself.
In fact I may say it speaks with the
commercial voice of Canada to-day.
Seeing that our great Pacific Railway is
constructed from ocean to ocean the
next project that naturally arises in the
commercial mind is that a line of steam-
ers be pkced between British Columbia
and Japan and China. I am fully aware
that our Government and the Pacific
Railway Company are doing their very
best to accomplish this desired end, but
I regret exceedingly that they are not met
in the same spirit by the British Govern-
nient. As my object is not to discuss
this question, but simply to elicit from
the Government a reply to my enquiry
I shall simply put it as meeting the
wishes of the Canadian people to-day.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I regret that
the Government is not in a position to
state that arrangements have been made
for such communication as my hon.
friend asks about, but it has no official
intimation of any line of steamers being
placed on this route. I may say that it
is a matter of public notoriety, and gen-
erally understood, that a certain number
of steamers have been placed on the
route by the Pacific Railway Company,
and it is also a matter of common know-
ledge, and the Government is aware,
amongst others, that negotiations have
been going on for some time with the
viewv of putting on a more efficient and,
important line of steamers between those
two points.

THE NEW PUBLIC BUILDINGS
AT. OTTAWA.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. TRUDEL enquired:
To whom lias the Governnent awarded

the contract for the construction and erec-
tion of the iron work intended to support
the roofing of the new public buildings in
course of construction on Wellington Street,
in the Citv of Ottawa, and at what price ?

2. Whether this contract should not have
been executed in the course of last autumn,
and if it has not been executed, what is the
reaQon thereot ?

3. Whether this contract was awarded
after tenders had heeni dnly asked for, and
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if so, was it awarded to the lowest tenderer
and at what price ?

4. If it was not awarded to the lowest
tenderer, what is the reason therefor.

5. What is the difference between the
price at which the contract was awarded
and that of the lowest tender ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-In answer to
the first question, the Government
awarded the contract for the works re-
ferred to, to Mr. A. Charlebois for
$6o,ooo.

In answer to the second question
whether the contract should not have
been executed in less time, I have to
answer no ; it was not so stipulated.

In answer to the third question,
whether this contract was awarded after
tenders had been duly asked for, I may
say tenders were duly asked for by public
advertisement. The lowest tenderer was
not awarded the contract because he
would not accept it.

The next question applies to the same
subject, asking the reason why the con-
tract was not awarded to the lowest ten-
derer. The answer is that the lowest
tenderer declined to accept the contract.

As to the next question, as to what
is the difference between the price at
which the contract was awarded and that
of the lowest tender, I may say that the
difference was $17,025. The lowest
tender, which was withdrawn, did not
include some conditions which were
called for, and therefore forms no
criterion of the value of the work.

HON. MR. POWER-With regard
to the motion which the leader of the
Government has just made I would
like to ask whether the hon.
gentleman makes that motion as
being one that is necessary when
a member's declaration of quali6ca-
tion is filed, or whether he has made it
because those gentlemen did not make
the declaration at the beginning of the
session ?

HON. MR. MILLER-It is a question
of time ; they did not do it within the
20 days.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The reason is
the one to which my hon. friend from
Richmond alludes-that is to say those
gentlemen did not make the declaration
within the time required by law.

The motion was agreed to.

INDIAN AFFAIRS IN
COLUMBIA.

BRIT1SH

INQUIRY.

Hos. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-
Before the orders of the day are called,
I should like to ask the Minister if the
papers I moved for with regard to the
Indian affairs in British Colun.bia, about
a month ago, are to be brought down?
They are not very voluminous and I
hope they will be submitted to the
House as soon as possible.

DECLARATION OF QUALIFICA- HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I will take a
TION. note of the hon. gentleman's enquiry.

THE SPEAKER presented to the
House a certificate of the Clerk of the
Senate that he had received from. the
Hon. Mr. DeBoucherville and the Hon.
Mr. Thibaudeau a renewed declaration
of their property qualification.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I beg leave to
move, with the consent of the House,
that the renewed declarations of property
qualification of hon Messrs. Thibaudeau
and DeBoucherville as certified to have
been received by the Clerk be deemed
sufficient.

THE NOVA SCOTIA BENEFIT
BUILDING AND SAVINGS

SOCIETY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ALMON moved second
reading of Bill (E) " An Act respecting
the Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit
Building Society and Savings Fund."
He said: This Company was instituted
in Halifax, Nova Scotia, about forty odd
years ago. At first its operations were
confined to Halifax and environs within
three miles from the market place. Sub-

HON. MR. TRUDEL.
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sequently the business was enlarged and
the Company's operations extended over
Nova Scotia. Now it is the object of
the Society to increase its sphere of use-
fulness and extend its operations to Nev
Brunswick and Prince Edward Island.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I would cali
the attention of my hon. friend to the
fact that there are one or two provisions
in this Bill of some importance which I
Would ask him to consider before it is
referred to the Committee after it gets a
second reading. I need not specify them
here, but one or two leading points, for
instance are, lie proposes to give by this
Bill, if it passes, power to this Company
to do what it is already authorized to do
by an act of Nova Scotia and also what
the Nova Scotia legislature may hereafter
authorize it to do. It also, I think, pro-
Vides that its effect upon property in
other provinces shall be the same as if
the property were in Nova Scotia. There
are one or two little things of that kind
I would call my hon. friend's attention
to as deserving consideration before re-
ferring the Bill to the Committee to
Which it must go.

HON. MR. ALMON-The Bill was
Made out very carefully before it came
to My hands by two of the most eminent
lawyers in Ialifax.

HON. MR. MILLER-I presume
there will be no objection to the second
reading of the bill, and after the atten-
tion that has been called to some of its
features by the leader of the House it
Will undergo a close scrutiny by the
Comnittee to whom it will be referred.
Therefore there (an be no objection to
the second reading.

HON. MR. POWER-There is one
thing to which I would call my hon. col-
league's attention. It is a trifling mat-
ter, but I think the Committee had
better amend the tenth clause which
provides that "a copy of the said act 2nd
rule shall, before the transaction of anybusiness by said Society in said provin-
ces of New Brunswick and Prince Ed-
ward Island, be filed in the office of the
provincial secretary." By "the said act"
is meant the original act of the province

of Nova Scotia, and that is not expres-
sed; and as the clause stands now, it
will probably be understood to mean a
copy of this act. I just wish to call my
hon. colleague's attention to this matter
so that the necessary amendment can be
made in Committee.

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

REPRESENTATION OF THE
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES

IN SENATE, BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the sec-
ond reading of bill (17.): "An Act re-
specting the representation of the North-
West Territories in the Senate of Can-
ada." He said : This bill has simply
for its object the authorizing of the Gov-
ernment to appoint two members of the
Senate to represent the North West Ter-
ritory. By the act of last session power
was taken to give them representation in
the other House, but it appears' that in
the interval between the two sessions
they desired also to be represented in
this House and to be put on the same
footing in that respect as their fellow
citizens in other provinces throughout
the Dominion, and have so manifested
themselves. For that reason the Gov-
ernment have introduced this bill and
desire to see it passed. It appears to
me that the bill is, in one respect, imper-
fect. Senators from any other province
of the Dominion are required to have a
property qualification and there are pro-
visions with regard to their residence.
These are provided by Sec. 23 of the
British North America Act, but it does
not appear to me that the provisions are
so general as to be applicable to the
North-West Territory unless they are
specially made so in the bill. For that
reason I intend to move an additional
clause to the effect that wherever the
word "Province" is used in section 23 of
the British North America Act, it shall
be construed to mean also the North-
West Territories.

The motion was agreed to, and the bill
was read the second time.
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CANADA LOAN AND SAVINGS
COMPANY BILL.

SECOND READING POSrPONED.

H"N. MR. GOWAN moved the sec-
ond reading of Bill (I) " An Act to en-
able the Canada Permanent Loan and
Savings Company to extend their busi-
ness, and for other purposes."

He said :-This Bill is to enable the
Company to have more thar. one regis-
ter of transfers of stock, and to do busi-
ness in any other province.

HON. MR. WARK-I think that be-
fore this Bill passes, representatives from
the Maritime Provinces ought to have an
opportunity of looking into it. It is es-
tablishing a precedent which may be
followed up by extending the powers of
all those societies now existing in Ontario
and Quebec to the Maritime Provinces.
I would like to know that there is some
proof that those institutions are really
doing good to the country. I have a
few figures here which are well worth
consideration. There are 72 of those
societies in the Province of Ontario, and
18 in Quebec, making 90 altogether.
The people of Ontario now owe the in-
stitutions altogether nearly $8o,ooo,ooo.
Those loans are, very few of them, at a
lower rate of interest than 6 /2 per cent.,
and some of them are as high as 12 per
cent. The property encumbered by
those loans is valued at $170,000,000.
We ought to look at the burden imposed
upon the farmers, chiefly of Ontario,
which cannot be less than $6,ooo,ooo a
year. It is equal to all the live stock
that they export. I have the figures
here. It is more than equal to all the
four and wheat that they export. I have
strong doubts, therefore, as to whether
it is really for the advantage of the Mari-
time Provinces to allow those institutions
to come down there and lend money on
the terms they are lending it at in On-
tario. Our country is too poor to
bear such burdens; therefore I think
the members from the Maritime Pro-
vinces should look into this ques-
tion and see if we want such
institutions an'd consider whether we are
to be benefitted by their introduction,
for if we establish a precedent now, we

must follow it up and allow the whole of
those societies to cone down and carry
on business in the Maritime Provinces.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I can only
speak for this company. The Bill was
put into my hands not long ago, and
speaking for this company I believe it
to be the largest, and most substantial
company in the country, one that is
giving universal satisfaction wherever
they have done business, and the large
rate of interest that my hon friend speaks
of is to them a thing unknown. They
go at the request of the people to other
provinces, and they are pleased to open
up business there and if the people do
not choose to do business with thern they
are not compelled to. The same legisla-
tion has been allowed to other companies
and I really cannot see any objection to
this. 1 hope my hon. friend will at least
allow it to go to the Banking Committee,
and any substantial objection which can
be raised will be met there.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-I think the
House is indebted to the hon. member
who has called attention to this Bill, and
I think the persons here representing the
Maritime Provinces will sympathize with
the reasons which he has given for calling
attention to it. The difficulty we are in
at the present moment is, that the Bill
is not printed in such a form that we
can examine it for a second reading. It
has not been distributed. I have made
application myself, personally for it
and have sent to the proper place two or
three times and could not get a copy.
The Bill is therefore not in a position to
be now considered ; but if it were so, it
appears to me that it is open to very
serious objection. We are now in the
2oth year of Confederation, and these
institutions, those quasi banks have
been operating in the older provinces ;
but so far as I know no expression has
been heard of any need of them in the
Maritime Provinces. It is legislation in
the interest of persons in the Upper Pro-
vinces who seek to come down and in-
troduce this system of making money in
the Lower Provinces, and I think the
interest of Nova Scotia and New Bruns-
wick ought to be considered in that res-
pect, and some' attention ought to be
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due to what they desire, and what
they require. Ve have been told
that the rate of interest ranges all the
way from six to twelve per cent. in the
transactions of several of those compa-
nies, and, under the circumstances, I
think we ought carefully to consider b:-
fore we consent to pass such a Bill. At
present it is not in a condition that we
can examine it properly, and I think the
honorable gentleman ought not to pro-
ceed further with the bill at present.

ION. MR. GOWAN-My honorable
friend is mistaken in supposing the bill
is not printed and distributed ; it has
been printed and distributed on the
desks of members for some time. I am
afraid that hon. gentlemen are confusing
the provisions of this bill with those of
another bill that has been referred to.
This measure simply provides that the
company shall be authorized to do busi-
ness in the several provinces, provided
the directors are authorized to do so. I
do not know that gentlemen from the
Lower Provinces should shut out capital
from their country, when it is offered to
them. It is not a usual thing to do.
People are not bound to borrow unless
they wish to do so ; it is quite open to
them not to deal with this company, un-
less they desire so to do. The only other
provision in the bill which is of import-
ance is one to provide that where there
is debenture stock sold or transferred,
that registers may be kept for that pur-
Pose at such place or places as the direc-
tors order. It is the same provision sub-
Stantially as is to be found in many other
bills that my honorable friend from To-
ronto (Mr. Allan), has introduced in this
Hlouse. The Company ask nothing more,
and as it is the most prominent Loan
Company in the country and they are
anxious for the measure, I would ask
that the bill be allowed to be read the
second time and referred to the proper
Committee, where it can be dealt with
afterwards if amendments are desired.

HON. MR. WARK-I think the hon.
Tflember is mistaken about the rate of
'nterest. The return of the Company
themselves make of it shows it to be
fron six to ten per cent.

HON. MR. MILLER-I am told that
their stock is worth two hundred and odd
per cent.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Made out of
the people.

HoN. MR. DEVER-It wilf not be
worth so much when it comes down to
New Brunswick.

Hox. MR. ABBOTT-This Bill ap-
pears to comprise two provisions-one
authorizing the Company to carry on
business in other Provinces, and the
other making an arrangement with re-
gard to the debenture stock of the Com-
pany, and the registration of it. There
can be no objection to this latter pro-
vision at all events, and no doubt it is of
some importance to the Company.
Would it not be as well to let the Bill
take its second reading now, and have
the details discussed in Committee ?

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. leader
of the Government must see that the
second clause depends upon the first.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I spoke of the
clauses not hy number, but by the ob-
jects which the Bill covers-one to
enable the Company to do business in
other parts of the Dominion, and the
other included in Clause 5, to make
provision with regard to the registration
of the debenture stock of the Company,
which is a domestic affair.

Hox. MR. POWER-I think the
leader of the House cannot have looked
into the Bill very carefully, or he would
have seen that the object of making this
provision is to provide for the case of the
extension of the business to the Lower
Provinces. Under the existing law the
registry is kept at Toronto. If
the Company does business in the
Lower Provinces it would be incon-
venient for the people doing business
with the Company say in Halifax to have
to register the stock at Toronto ; conse
quently the Company ask to establish
registers in the other Provinces. The
whole question is whether this Company
should be allowed to extend their busi-
ness to the Maritime Provinces or not.
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HON. MR. MILLER-Although this fot to insist upon the second reading of
Bill, on the face of it, is a very simple the Bil to-day; otherwise I shah be dis-
one, still we must recollect that the posed to vote agalnst a.
operation of those two clauses will be to
bring the whole of the legislation in HON. MR. GOWAN-After what has
connection with this Company into fallen from my hon. friend, I shah fot
operation in the Maritime Provinces. press the second reading of the Bil to-
The whole Act, as it now standso n the ddv; but I desire that hon. members
Statute book, in connection with this shuud not misapprehend what the oh-
Company, will be brought into operation ject f the Bil is. This Company is
in the other Provinces by the passage of the hargest, the most important, and the
this small Bill, and although it may be most prosperous Loan Company in
easy to read over those few clauses and Canada at this moment. They are able
determine them we ought to know what to borrow money in the English market at
are the provisions of the Act itself which four per cent., and sometimes even less;
this Bilt has reference to. That I think and I an not aware that they have asked
none of us here are prepared to say at prom borrowers a higher rate of interest
the moment. Under the circumstances than s x per cent. of late years. Under
there is no need of haste in the matter, those circumstances, I think I ought to
and as it is an important subject, and as postpone the second reading of the Bill
we conirm the principle of a bill by the to enable hon, gentlemen to look into
2nd reading, it would be as well for my the matter, and p have no objection to
hon. friend to allow it to stand over for a Iallowing it to stand until Thursday next.
whije, and we wiBl have in the meantime
an opportunity of looking into the provi- HON. MR. MILLER-No doubt my
sions of the original Act to see whether hon. friend from Barrie is right. in saying
we are prepared to give our consent to that the Company is a prosperous one
the extension of that Act to the Lower but I wish he was in a position to tele us
Provinces or not. For my part I agree something about its operation with its
with my hon. friend from Fredericton; I debtors to whom it has loaned money in
think the fewer of those Companies we the country-how the debtors have fared.
have the better. If we turn to their
stock lists now we wilt find that this HON. MR. GOWAN--So far as I have
Company's stock is seling at 2 2 and ascertained, the Company stand A No. i
213. That is an indication of how much as a respectable company and a forbear-
this Company must have f oeeced the ing creditor.
public of Ontario out of already when
their stock is doubhed and they are now The amendment was agreed to, and
paying 13 or 14 per cent. on it: 1 do the Order of the Day was discharged and
not think it is desirable that we should the Bihl was ordered for the second read-
introduce into the Maritime Provinces ing on Thursday next.
a Company whose record is of such a
character. I arn told also that the PUBLIC OFFICERS BILL.
system of eany of those companies
of issuing ltans is most pernicCous and THIRD READING.
dangerous. We know how apt some
classes of peophe are to take boans if they The House resolved itself into a
can be got with facility, and the greater Committee of the Whole on Bib (5f
faciities we give to the people to borrow "An Act to amend the Act respecting
money the greater will be the danger. I Public Officers."
a3 told that some of those conpanies
send out agents to offer loans, and there- HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILI.E,
by offer the temptation to improvident fvoe the Comrittee, reported the Bi
persons of running unnecessarihy into without any amendment.
debt, which ultimately proves ruinous to
themselves and theii famihies. Under The Bin was read a third time and
the circumpstance , my hon. friend ought passed.

l
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OFFENCES AGAINST PUBLIC
MORALS BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mfittee of the Whole on Bill (21), "An
Act to amend the Act respecting
Offences against Public Morals and
Public Convenience."

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE, from the
Committee, reported the Bill without
anendment.

The Bill was then read a third time
and passed.

GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
louse resolve itself into a Committee of

the Whole on Bill (6) " An Act to amend
the Government Railways Act."

ION. MR. POWER-I would ask the
Leader of the Government if he does not
think the same argument applies to this
Bill which applies to Bill 47, dealing
with the same subject matter which he
has asked to have postponed until
Thursday. Those two Bills really enact
the same thing. only one Bll deals with
(Government railways, and the other deals
with company railways. I do not see
why those two enactments should be
separated. It would be in every way
More convenient to have those statutes
found in the same chapter of the Acts
of this year. The only railway to which
this Bill applies, as I understand it, is
the Intercolonial Railway, and the other
Bill, No. 47, applies to all other railways
in Canada which come under the juris-
diction of this Parliamient. It seems to
me it would be much more convenient
to have the two enactments consolidated
in the same Bill.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is quite
true that on the face of those two Bills
the subject matter is the same ; but the
reason for asking to postpone the con-
sideration of the other Bill was that in-

formal intimation had been givcn of the
intention to suggest amendments to it
which were not connected with the pre-
sent subject matter of the Bill and were
of a very considerable importance, and
the Government were of opinion that
it was better that those proposed amend-
ments should receive carefulconsideration
in order that an intelligent conclusion be
arrived at. It was not in reference to
the subject matter of the lock svitching
system and hurdle gate that the post-
ponement was asked. It appears to me
that the plan of having two bills is ne-
cessary and is certainly expedient. Hon.
members will remark that there are two
laws with regard to railways, one chap.
38, of the Consolidated Statutes, an Act
respecting Government Railways, and
another one, 109, providing for all the
railways in the Dominion. The provi-
sions of those two acts are in many res-
pects different. They have been kept
apart in the Consolidated Statutes, and
it appears to me it would be better, if
we are to amend them both, that we
should pass a separate bill amending
each, so that each bill might have its
immediate and proper connection with
its parent as it were, more especially as
the very object of postponing the other
bill is that other subject matters should
be introduced into it that would not ap-
ply to Government Railways. I would
submit therefore that inasmuch as the
law respecting ordinary railways and the
law respecting Government Railways is
laid down in two different Consolidat-
ed Statutes, it would be better to
make the amendment in each case
applicable only to the one to which
it really and truly applies.

HON. MR. MILLER-I have no
doubt that it has struck many hon.
members that those two Bills on our
order paper to-day, one for the amend-
ment of the Government Railways Act,
and one for the amendment of the Gen-
eral Railway Act being precisely the
same in words, might be consolidated
into one act, and we should have there-
fore but one act on our statute book. I
think, ho.wever, after listening to the re-
marks of the leader of the House, it
must be evident that there is no way of
amending those Acts logically or reason-
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ably but in the way it is proposed to be
done. It would only be confusing to
make a general amendment to the two
Acts. The proper course is to have the
two anending Bills, and on a little re-
flection it will appear to any hon. gentle-
man that it is more logical to amend two
separate Acts by two separate Bills.

HoN. MR. POWER-My hon. friend
is more easy of conviction on this point
than he is on others. I understood him
to say a few moments ago, when the
leader of the House inoved the second
reading of the Bill 47, that there
were other enactments respecting Rail-
ways to be brought down, and he
thought it desirable that all the
enactments relating to railways this ses-
sion should, if possible, be consolidated
into one enactment. This is really a
case, I think, of tweedle-dum and twee-
dle-dee whether you have those amend-
ments separately or in one bill ; but that
is only my very humble opinion. As the
enactment made in one bill is substan-
tially the saine as that made in the other,
it*would be more convenient for general
purposes that they should be consoli-
dateci. Possioly the view taken by the
leader of the House may he the more
correct one.

HON. MR. MILLER-I do not wish
to take up the time of the House, but I
am sure my hon. friend does not wish to
misrepresent me. I understood there
were several amendments proposed to
the General Railway Act, and theiefore
I thought it was desirable that bill 47
should stand over. I was not given to
understand that there would be any
amendment to the Government Railway
Act but this one, and therefore there
was not the same necessity for asking to
have it stand over.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-I am not dis-
posed to deny that technically the course
taken is the correct one, and I think
there should be two Bills, because they
each propose to amend an act already on
our statute book ; but the point is this :
the subject matter of the two Bills, as has
been correctly stated by the Leader of
the House, is the same, but in consider-
ing this question we are introducing a

HON. MR. MILLER.

new system of legislation in regard to
inter-locking switches and hurdle gates.
We have got to consider the whole of
that question in the two Bills, and that is
what is pressing on my mind, for I rnust
confess I have a sort of vague notion about
the hurdle gate, and as to the inter-lock-
ing switch I know little about it, and
when we come.to legislate on the subject
sorne amendiment may be necessary. I
would like to keep my mind free on that
subject. For instance, if we pass this
Bill hastily through to-day without con-
sidering those questions, when we come
to treat the other Bill, it may be said we
have already passed identical provisions
in the Governiment Railways Act that we
are now asked to pass in the General
Railway Act, and as the legislation
runs in the same line-, and as
we postpone the other Bill
we ought to take the two Bills up to-
gether, at all events on the same day, or
should not consider one until certainly
we have considered the other. I think
the wisest course would be to allow
this Bill to stand to see what we shall
do. with the other Bill when we take
up the whole question apart from the
amendments that have been suggested,
and apart from the other provisions
which are not in the Bill as yet, and
of which we know nothing.

HON. MR. VIDAL-The hon. gentle-
man from Amherst has failed to convince
me by his reasoning that the view he
takes is the correct one. I think if he
reflects on the matter he must see that
the two Bills cannot be before us at the
same time. I cannot myself conceive
the difference in time to be an object
such as would necessitate the postpone-
ment of this Bill until the other is ready
to take action on it. I think it would be
economizing our time to discuss those
questions as questions on which we re-
quire information, and this is the very
time to do it. We will have more time
to discuss themn now than when we
return after the adjournment, and we
shall have them clearly explained to
us, and hon. gentlemen will see that
having discussed and adv'pt'ed them in
this Bill, as I presume we shall, as cor-
rect, when we come to the second Bill
we shall simply, have to consider the ad-
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ditional clauses relating to other matters,
and which do not affect, and cannot be
very well brought in as amendments to
the Government Railway Bill. I think
the course proposed by the Government
in this case is the correct one ; we must
have the two Bills as amendments to the
Acts now on the Statute Book.

The motion was agreed to, and the
flouse went into Conmittee on the Bill.

In the Committee.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There are two
clauses in this Bill : one providing for
the adoption of a new method with re-
gard to the crossing of railways, and the
other with regard to a comparatively in-
Significant matter in connection with
gates. It appears that a mode has been
discovered and applied by which a rail-
Way approaching the crossing of another
railway on a level sets in motion what is
called an interlocking switch. That is
to say, when a train of a railway crossing
another railway on a level approaches
Within a certain distance-a quarter or
half a mile-it sets in motion a piece of
rnachinery which throws the rails of the
Other railway out on a switch so that
another train coming along on that tr9ck
would run on to the switch and thus
avoid collision. It is automatic in its
action. Of course it can be worked by
'tien appointed foi that purpose, but it is
the automatic switch which the Govern-
Ment have asked authority to operate on
their railways. Of course if the machin-
ery can be made so that it will act infalli-
bly there can be no objection to adopt-
lng it. Althcugh under the presert sys-
tem a train is obliged to stop for one
rninute only at a ciossing, everybody
knows that a stoppage of one minute
involves a considerable loss of time, in-
asmuch as it takes considerable time to
stop a train, and a considerable loss of
tirne to start it again, and get it up to its
SPee'd, besides involving a large ainount
of Wear and tear to the rails at the cross-
ing in bringing the train to a stand still.
The first clause of the Bill is therefore in-
tended to permit the Government to allow
the crossing to be operated by mears of
this interlocking switch.

HON. MR. POWER-There is one
point , in the wording of this clause
to which I would direct the attention of
the Minister. Of couise to a gentleman
like the leader of the House, who is fa-
miliar with our Statutes, no further guide
is necessary than is to be found in the
wording of this bill; but to those who
are not familiar with the Statutes, I think
it would be desirable that the attention
of the ordinary reader should be directed
to the chapter of the Revised Statutes
where the original enactment is to be
found. I may say it took nie some lit-
te time to find the enactment referred
to. The number of the chapter might
be introduced either in the first section
or in the preanble:

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think it is
a very judicious suggestion of my honor-
able friend ; perhaps it might be put in
the preamble.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I confess I am
still in the dark about this interlocking
switch. We have it very considerably
involved for this obvious reason : that if
there is an interlocking switch which
enables a Government train to put
itself in a position of safety when it
approaches a crossing, what is to become
of the crossing train ? The other train has
the same right. It is not bound to stop, as
I understand, but can go on at full speed,
and how are you to prevent a collision
under the circumstances? As far as I
can see it will make still more uncomfort-
able the process of travel by railway. I
cannot see how by passing this enact-
mtnt to adopt such a device on Govern-
nient railways you can make travel on a
Government railway more safe than on
a railway which crosses it. I cannot
see what object there is in forcing the
adoption of this Bill until we understand
what the whole process of legislation on
this subject is to be, which I am told is
identical in the two bills. At present I
contend that we are just as much in the
dark as we were before on the other bill
with regard to the interlocking switch.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I have not
the least de-sire to press the Bill; I am
merely trying to get the business through,
and as my non. friend from Sarnia said
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a moment ago, the bills must be
considered one after the other. . If my
hon. friend thinks there is any object to
be gained by delay I will allow it to stand
for third reading after it goes through
the Committee, and if any amendment
suggests itself before the third
reading we thall find some means of
inserting it in the Bill. I do not exactly
see in what way we are to get any more
information on the subject than my
humble efiorts have placed before the
House, unless some hon. gentleman takes
it upon himself to study the question
more than I have done, and gives us a
better explanation of it. This automatic
switch has a reciprocal action on the two
railways. If the Government places on
its railway this interlocking switch, there
must of necsssity be a corresponding
switch on the road which crosses it ;
because the machinery on the Govern-
ment railway pushes the rail on the other
railway out of its place when the Govern-
ment train reaches a certain point.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The suggestion
which is made will quite meet my view;
I have no objection to allow the Bill to
go through Comm ittee and postpone the
third reading for another day.

HON. MR. MILLER-For my part
I am quite prepared to take it on faith
to a large extent. I take it for granted
that the engineers and managers of rail-
ways in this country, and the gentlemen
connected with the railway Department,
have given this subject most careful
study before they recommend the
change. I have no doubt that they have
better information on this matter than
we can possibly have, and that their
judgment would be better than ours no
matter how it is explained to the House.
I agree with my hon. friend from Am
herst, however, that it would be better to
allow the third reading of the Bill to
stand over for another day, and I would
suggest further that a diagram be pre-
sented at the third reading which will
explain this interlocking switch to the
House.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I will see that
that is done. I may say that there has
been a rnost careful examination made

of this machinery under the supervision
of my.cautious friend the Minister of
Railways, and he and his engineers are
quite satisfied as to the efficiency of the
invention.

HON. MR. POWER-It has been sug-
gested by the hon. gentleman from St.
John that although this machinery may
work satisfactorily under ordinary cir-
cumstances, in a climate like ours it is
hard to say how such an appliance could
be made to resist the alternate freezing
and thawing of our winter-especially
in the lower provinces.

HON. MR. DEVER-I cannot con-
ceive what this trouble is all about. The
Government has introduced a Bill here
to make such alterations in the system
of railways as to render them secure for
life and property. It takes the responsi-
bility, I assume on the advice and
counsel of its engineers, and after all this
is only an experiment, and I cannot con-
ceive that we can arrive at a better con-
clusion if we stop here over a week. For
my part I am quite prepared to accept
the explanation given and allow the Bill
to go through.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-It is open to one
objection If two trains are approach-
ing the same switch at precisely the same
moment it could not possibly work
automatically. It would be impossible
to say what the effect might be. If each
train reached the automatic apparatus at
the same instant, of course, hon. gentle-
men will observe that both might be
derailed or thrown on one side. I
have no doubt that the subject has
been thoroughly studied, and the
Privy Council are not likely to
adopt the contrivance until they can
do so with safety. As the hon.
gentleman from Halifax remarks
it is a subject for consideration whether
in a climate like this where the tempera-
ture changes so suddenly and there is
such a depth of snow such an apparatus
could be trusted to work without a man
at the semaphore, even though some
years of experience showed it to work
admirably. It is well known that in the
beginning of Aprl that a very hot spell
of weather carne on suddenly. I happen-

HON. MR. ABBOTT.
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ed to be on the train the second or third
day of that hot spell, and thç train was
brought to a stop by the spreading of the
rails in consequence of the heat. It is
quite impossible to lay down despotic
rules in our changeable climate for the
crossing of trains. I have no doubt that
the Government will act cautiously and
that the danger of Railway travel will
n1ot be increased by giving the power
asked for in this bill.

The clause was agreed to.

On the second clause,

HON. MR. McCALLUM-I would
like an explanation of this clause because
in the part of the country from which I
cone the gates at farm crossings are
already too narrow. If under this Bill the
the width between the gate posts is to be
reduced it will be useless for farrn pur-
Poses ; and if the gates have to lap 15
inches it will require new gates over all
railway lines.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-This clause
does not affect the width of the gate
at alil; it merely provides that posts
being planted, it will be the business of
the farmer to see that they are planted
at proper distances apart, and the gate
iust be 15 inches longer than the width
between the posts so as to prevent it from
being forced open bv the spreading of
the posts.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY-Then it
mleans that if new posts are put up the
gate-ways will be too narrow for practical
Purposes.

HON. Mr. ABBOTT-I do not under
qtand that this makes any difference at
ali in the width of the opening, but that
the gate when closed must pass 15 inches
beyond the posts. It is considered that
15 imches will be sufficient to prevent the
gates from being forced open by animals

Case of spreading the posts.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-Then you
have either to throw away all the gates
folw built, or reduce the width of the
gate-way by 15 inches to make the old
gates lap 15 inches on the post ?

7

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I think the sen-
tence might be made a little clearer. If
the gate is intended to be fastened at
one end and not to slide it would have a
bearing of 7 /2 inches on either side.

HON. MR. POWER--That would not
be a hurdle gate.

H ON. MR. SCOTT-The true hurdle
gate slides either way, and moves in a
groove on either post ; in such a case it
would only have a lap of 7 %4 inches on
each side unless it were made fast at one
end.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The Bill
simply provides that where there is a
gate of that description, a hurdle gate,
which goes across, it must extend 15
inches beyond the two posts.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-That leaves
the old gates of no use.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I imagine that
the object of this clause is prospective ;
it is not intended to apply to existing
gates.

HoN. MR. MILLER-Yes, it is.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I should like
to have some explanation of that.

HON. MR. POWER-Section 16 of
the Government Railway Act which this,
is to amend, provides as follows :

"Within six months after any lande have
been taken for the use of a Railway, the
Minister, if thereunto required by the pro-
prietors of the adjoining lands ehall erect
and maintain on each side ofthesaid railway-
fences, at least four feet high and of the
strength of an ordinary fence with swingiMg
gates or sliding gates, in which is a hurdie
gate with proper fastenings, at farm cross-
ines of the railway for the use of the pro-
prietors."

The bill is not supposed to be retro-
spective, if gates have been erected here-
tofore with proper fastenings this bill
will not affect them. I do not say there
can be any danger or risk about it, if the
gate is a reasonable gate.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Yes, but it
would appear that there is some other
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mode of fastening besides the one men-
tioned. It looks to me as if it were in-
tended to use a new pattern of a gate
instead of the old one.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It leaves the
old swinging gates as they are; but when
I am told by one gentleman that the ap-
plication of this Bill will be prospective
and my view of it is that it is entirely
prospective, and by another that it is
not, I should like to know what is the
view of the Government on that point ?
Is it the intention that where there are
hurdle gates now, that those gates shall
be taken down and new ones put up that
will overlap fifteen inches ? I was under
the impression that the object of the
Bill was entirely prospective-that all
new gates should be of the character
described in the Bill.

HON. MR. MILLER-I think there
can be little doubt that the meaning of
the clause is that atter this Bill becomes
law all hurdle-gates to be constructed
will have to comply with this law. To
my mind there can be no question about
that, and I do not see how it could be
otherwise. Perhaps, as the Bill is to
stand over for third reading, after it goes
through committee, this discussion may
cause enquiries to be made, and we may
approach it in a week's time with more
knowledge of the subject than we have
at present. I think myself that the law
will be retro-active, and that it will apply
to all hurdle gates now in existence.

HoN. MR. McKINDSEY-I would
ask the leader of the Government if there
are any of those hurdle gates now in ex
istence ? I do not know that I have seen
any of them in my travels through Onta-
rio. Railway gates at farm crossings are
all swung on hingcs and are closed on a
small flange of an inch or two, and the
impression of the farmers is that through
the action of frost the posts are heaved
and the gates fall through. As I under-
stand it, the object of this bill is to make
gates more secure by seeing that they
shall overlap the posts at least 15 inches
-that is 7y 5/ inches on both sides, so as
to prevent beasts from pushing them
throngh this inch flange. I do not know
of any hurdle gates sliding on rollers that

are used anywhere in Ontario. They all
open out on hinges, and if the width
which is now adopted for farm crossings
through the country is reduced 15 inches
the question is whether such gates are
going to be satisfactory for farm pur-
poses.

HON. MR. McINNES-It appears to
me that those hurdle gates sliding on rol-
lers would be unworkable. How are
they to be worked in the winter season
in a country like this where we have such
heavy falls of snow and such intense
frosts. I have yet to see the first one of
those hurdle gates on any of the railways
I have passed over.

HON. MR. READ-This hurdle gate
question is much more important than
people imagine. Where I have travel-
led I have not seen the hurdle gate
although it may possibly be in use, and
be a better gate than the swinging gate.
The people of this country whose lands
are taken for railway purposes, are placed
under great risk and responsibiltty. Un-
der a law passed two or three years ago
if a farm crossing gate is left open by a
stranger, the proprietor of the land is
liable to a fine of $io. He is also liable
for any damage that may occur either to
property or anything else through the
negligence of tramps or his own servants
in leaving the gate open. A gate that is
not easily opened would not be so liable
to be left open negligently, and would
be a better gate than the one in use.
Then as regards the width of the farm
crossing gate if you contract the opening
to less than it is now it would not be
useful for general purposes. You could
not pass loads cf hay or grain through
it.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is for the
very purpose of avoiding the danger to
which rny hon. friend has adverted that
this clause has become necessary. The
standard fence that railways are obliged
to build is that used in a township
division or legal fence. Under the
Railway Act all gates have to be sliding
or hurdle gates; swinging gates on
hinges are not legal gates according to
the spirit of the Act. But the Act is
entirely silent'with regard to the bearing

HON. MR. IIOWLAN
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that the gate should have on the post,
and this Bill is for the purpose of
having the gate so much longer than the
OPening between the posts, that it must
have at least a bearing of 7 31 inches on
each post.

LION. MR. McCALLUM-Then in
order to comply with the provisions of
this Bill you have either to move the
POsts and contract the opening or to
throw away the old gates. If the railway
Companies are willing to undergo the
expense of putting in new gates that is
all right. I am satisfied however that
the hurdle gate will not work in this
country where there is so much snow,
sleet and frost.

HON MR. SCOTT-There is no
other legal gate but the hurdle gate and
if a iailway company does not
choose to adopt the sliding gate, and any
accident occurs such as is referred to by
the honorable gentleman from Belleville,
the individual would not be liable if the
cOmpany did not furnish a legal gate.

HON. MR. MILLER-Will my hon.
friend inforni me whether there is such a
Clause in the General Railway Act?

HION. MR. SCOTT-I think there is.

ION. MR. ABBOTT-Hon. gentle-
men will perceive that the argument that
the hurdle gates are not usually used is
110 reason why we should not pass this
Bill. No doubt hurdle gates are not
used generally; if so the Bill will do no
harm. If they are used the provision is
a useful one. i take this to be, what
YOu may call it in one sense, a
retro-active measure; the Bill simply de-
fines what those " proper fastenings" are ;
it does not alter the law which has pre-
vailed for years. If a man's cattle get
OUt on the track through a gate, and the
question comes up that the Company
has not complied with the law in furnish-
Ing a proper gate, this Bill establishes
that the gate must have a proper bearing
on the posts of 15 inches. If hurdle
gates are used it is an excellent provi-
sion. * There is nothing in this Bill which
requires the posts to be taken up and
rerioved or new posts to be put down.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-I under-
stood the hon. gentleman from Ottawa
to say that unless all the railway gates
in this country were hurdle gates they
were not according to law.

HoM. MR. SCOTT-The hon. gen-
tieman is quite right.

HON. MR. McALLUM-Then I say
nineteen-twentieths of the gates used by
the companies in Ontario are swinging
gates.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think not.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-If the hon.
gentleman can show me where the
hurdle gates are used I would be obliged
to him. When the gate openings are
too narrow, as they are now, if they have
to be constructed so as to allow the old
gates to have 15 inches of a lap they will
be totally unfit for farm purposes. I
am sorry, if it is the case, that the rail-
way companies have been breaking the
law by putting up swinging gates. If
that is the law, I say, in the interest of
all concerned, the sooner it is amended
the better, so that when a farmer goes
across from one field to another he .can
go according to law.

HON. MR. POWER-If the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa has laid down
the proposition that the hon. gentleman
from Monck has stated, then I must say
my confidence in my leader's abibty to
interpret an act has been somewhat
shaken. The Consolidated Statutes,
which are our guide, now say that the
Railways shall have swinging gates or
hurdle gates.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon.friend
will see that the law does not require
that gate posts shall be put up closer to-
gether, but that the gates shall be wider.

HON. MR. DICKEY-How many
miles of Government railway are there in
Ontario ?

HON. MR. McCALLUM-There are
a good many miles of Government rail-
way in Ontario from Rat Portage down.

The clause was agreed to.
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On the preamble,

HON. MR. ABBOTT-At the sugges.
tion of my hon. friend from Halifax, I
move an amendment to the preamble to
insert after the word " Act " in the 7th
line the words " 49 Vic. cap. 38."

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think
that meets the case ; because the Re-
vised Statutes are published under the
authority of the Act 49, Vic. cap. 38. If
you say section 16 of Cap. 38 of the Re-
vised Statutes it would be better.

HON. MR. MILLER-I think the
title of the Act is very brief and compre-
hensive, and I do not believe that any-
one desiring to find that chapter in the
Revised Statutes would have any better
index than the title given here " An Act
Respecting Government Railways."

HON. MR. POWER-The reason I
gave for suggesting the amendment was
that those Statutes are not read exclu-
sively by lawyers, and by gentlemen
who are as familiar with the law as the
hon. gentleman from Richmond and the
Leader of the House. The ordinary
business-man picks up this Act and finds
it is an Act to amend the Government
Railways Act. Then the first question
which suggests itself to him, is, where
shall I find the Government Railways
Act, and unless he has a learned gentle-
man like the hon. member from Rich-
mond to tell him, he does not know
where to find it.

HON. MR. MILLER-Any child of
10 years of age would go to the Index
of the Statutes at once.

HON. MR. POWER-A child of 1o

years of age might not have the Revised
Statutes at his elbow ; but he will know
where to look if he finds in the preamble
that it is Cap. 38 of the Revised
Statutes. My proposition is to mention
Section 16 of the Act respecting Gov-
ernment Railways Cal). 38 of 49 Vic.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I accept the
hon.gentleman's view of it.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I would call
the attention of the leader of the Gov-
ernment to the French translation of the
second clause of the Bill. I would ask
if the expression in the French is the
proper translation of the English phrase,
"hurdle gate "-Barriere de course-

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is not a
proper translation.

HON. MR. GIRARD-Then if there
cannot be a better translation of the
words given in the French it would be
better to retain the English words,
"hurdle gate."

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The hon. gen-
tleman is quite right ; I will see that a
better translation is made.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I regret that
the leader of the Government has ac-
cepted the amendment of the hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax. I think the addi-
tion is redundant. This Act is to be
known as an amendment to the Govern-
ment Railways Act, and why it should
be necessary to make any addition to the
words which are prescribed by the Sta-
tute as the title to the Act I cannot see.

HON. MR. POWER-What harm can
it do ?

HON. MR. MILLER-If there is no
better argument in favor of the amend-
ment than to ask what harm will it do, I
do not think it will amount to a great
deal in the estimation of the House. We
might put in several words which perhaps
would do no harm, but they would des-
troy the symmetry of the clause and its
conciseness of expression as will be the
effect of this amendment. I never was
in favor myself of getting in little words
here and there in a bill, and this is a
precedent that may have to be followed
in other legislation.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I rather agree
with my hon. friend from Halifax in the
suggestion he has made. I think it is
absolutely necessary to insert the
chapter to which the amendment
relates. If yop refer to it as chapter
so and so in the Revised Statutes
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You can at once turn to that chap-
ter as all the chapters are numbered
in consecutive order. Therefore as a
saving of time I think my hon. friend has
ample ground for asking for the amend-
ment.

HON. MR.DE BOUCHERVILLE-I
think it would be advisable before read-
ing the Bill the third time that a dia-
gram should be presented to the House
showing the interlocking switch and
hurdle gate.

HON. MR. MILLER-If the leader
of the House accepts the amendment'of
the hon. gentleman from Halifax, would
it not be proper then to amend the title
of the Bill and instead of calling it an
Act to amend the Act respecting Gov-
ernment Railways, to call it Act to
anend chapter so and so of the Revised
Statutes, " An Act respecting Govern-
ment Railways."

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax has suggested that
this amendment might facilitate reference
to the Act, and as it would to a certain
extent facilitate such reference, and can-
not affect the Bill itself, his argument
may have somé force, and I do not
attach sufficient importance to it to object
to the amendment.

The preamble was agreed to.

HON. MR. VIDAL, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill as amended.

The amendments were concurred in,
and the Bill was ordered for third read-
img on Thursday next.

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill ( "An Act to amend the Act
respecting Public Holidays."

The Senate adjourned at 5:30 P. n.
until Wednesday at 8 p. n.

THE SENATE

Ottawa, Wednesday, May 25th, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at 8
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THE FISHERIES DISPUTE.

QUESTION.

HON. ML MACDONALD, (B C.)--
enquired

"Whether in the event of an agreement
of a temporary character, based on some of
the provisions of the Treaty of Washington,
being arrived at with the Goverument of
the United States of America on the ques-
tion of the Fisheries, will the Government
of the Dominion see that the Province of
British Columbia is included in such .an
agreement, so that its products of fish and
oil may be admitted into the United States
on the same condition as the like products
of the other Provinces of the Dominion ?"

He said :-My reason for asking this
question is that British Columbia did
not come under the Treaty of Washing-
ton, and did not enjoy any of the advan-
tages of that Treaty ; and in the event
of any arrangement being nade here-
after we think we ought to have the
benefit of it the sane as any province of
the Dominion.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In answer to
my hon. friend I would say that thé
Government will do all in its power to
procure the most favorable terms practi-
cable in respect of the fisheries for all
sections of the Dominion, without any
distinction.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-If the pre-
tended claims of our neighbors to the
sovereignty of sea off the Pacific coast
should be maintained we would have
very little fisheries there to protect. Last
year they claimed very exclusive rights
over those waters and seized some of
our vessels, contrary to treaty rights, and
the law of nations, and also to the claims
which they set up themselves on the At-
lantic coast. I think the Russians claim-
ed the sovereignty of the seas on the
Pacific down to the 5ist degree of lati.

101



10Y2 St. Catharine8 & Niagara [SENATE] Ventral Railway Bill.

tude, and the United States since the
purchase of Alaska, want to go back to
the rights that Russia claimed so far
back as 1820, which extended, I think,

oo miles off the coast in Behring Sea.
I do not wish to raise any discussion on
this question now.

HON. MR. McINNES, B. C.-I am
very glad that my hon. colleague has
brought this matter before the notice of
the Government. Perhaps hon. gentle-
men are not aware that although British
Columbia abecame part and parcel
of the Dominion of Canada some
six weeks after the Treaty of Washington
was entexed int, that province was not
allowed any of the advantages which the
other provinces of the Dominion en-
jgyOl under that treaty. We were
entirely excluded and treated as if we
did not belong to the Dominion at all.

aoN. Ma. POWER-If we are to
judge (rom the despatches just received
frqm London, the chances of British
Colunbia's fishing interests being looked
aflter by the Imperial Government are
not nearly as good now as they were at
the beginning of thisgsession. I find iri
this evening's paper a despatèh which
speaks of a representative deputation of
inanufacturers -and others interested in
Canadiath commerce- .and shipping, ac-
companied byiseveral niembers of Par
liament, lwving waited on the Colonial
Secretary yesterday. 'Itusays :

" The déput.tioinide trong representa
tions regarding the injury the propoed:
Caadian duties muet inflict on the British
iron Aed They 4eelared they won1d ý,i
tçdy cppose a subaidy to people whotè,
action thus delibrate irued n hiipdri
tant British trade, alreay at a low ebb.
The inereased duties inunalso affee-the
English feeling in-trd o the fisheries
ispute." 

%ý

I do not so much mind what the dep-
utation said, because it might be claimed
that they were persons *Ihó hada, direet-
interest inthe mâtter- but the-ColomAtl
Secretary promised -to represenit toa-he
Canadian Government, the ill-feeling,
arousel beie ,skouid the hhcrehse be
madein whicir hveàt Canadian interests
herebud telikelyG wauffer, sd that'
they would askit recSidration ,f
the proposals , He added-:

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

" We cannot prevent Canada imposine
any duties she thinks proper, but we may
suggest that it je is poltic at the prese4t
moment thus to attack a great British in-
dustry unexpectedly."

I think we can all join in the regret
that the proposed change in the tariff
should have taken place at a time when
Canada was in the greatest need of strong
support from the Imperial Government.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In regard to
the pretensions of the American Govern-
ment as to open sea fishing in the
neighbourhood of Alaska, that
is receiving the attention both of the
Government here and of the Government
in England ; and I do nQt think from
what I have seen-though I know
nothing of it officially-that the preten-
sion on the part of( the United States to
the control of the deep pea fishing, 'oo

miles from the coast will be sustained.
With reference to the tariff I do not

know that I could by any possibility
enter into a discussion on it just now. I
can ouly say in a general way that the
tariff was franied b' my colleagues with
a vieW to the betofit ot omr country aç-
cording to.the best lights we have; and
i isinpossible for us to be governed,
åp arranging it for the prospity and
progress of our comrierce and xnaniufac-
tures, by any consideratIon whatever gs
to what incidental effect it may. have
upon industries elspwhere.

The subject was then dropped.

ST. CATHARINES & NIAGARA
CENTRAL RAILWAY, BILL,

SECOND READING.

HoN. Ma. McKINDSEY noved, the
second reading of Bill (ur). " An Act
to incorporate the St. Catharines and
Niagàra Centtal Raiway ,Conïpgny."

He said : This is a Bill of only two
clausds! It is for the purpose of dedlar-
ing the Niagara and St. Catharirme
Central Railwây a, *ork for the general
advantage of Canada; and to authorize
the Company tot build a short branch
from the proposed rôad it or near Oak.
ville in the Courity of'Halton to intetsect
the Credit Valley Railway in the
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County of Peel. The object of including
this railway in the works declared to be
for the general advantage of Canada is
that this Company have secured for
themselves of the right of way over the
Cantelever Bridge in order to make con-
nection with the American system of
railways, and by this Bill they ask to
make connection with the general rail-
way system of this country. In order to
facilitate the management of all matters
connected with the running of the rail-
way they desire to make this a Dominion
work. The Bill has come up from the
House of Commons, and I do not think
there will be any objection to it.

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

ONTARIO SAULT STE. MARIE
RAILWAY COMPANY BILL

SECOND READINC.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (io), "An Act respecting
the Ontario and Sault Ste. Marie Railway
Company." He said-In the absence
of the Hon. Mr. Ferrier I took charge
of this Bill when it came up from the
House of Commons. As he has signi-
fied his desire that I should continue the
charge of it in its present stage, I shall
trouble the House with a fe* words ex-
planatory of the measure. It appears
that this Ontario and Sault Ste., Marie
Company have marked out a line from
Spanish River on the north shore of,
Lake Huron to Sault Ste. 14arie. It so
happens that the Canada Pacific Railway
Company have also located their
line between these points, and
in such a way that in many cases
it ctosses the other .in and re-
crosses it--a very inconvenient. thing-
almost impracticable to be carried out.
It has led to a conference between the
managers of the ý two companies;
and they have corne to an:ý under.,
standing by which, as set forth iri
the' preamble of the Bill;, it 'is
hoped that all litigation and disputes
between the. said Companies will be
brought to an .end. They have agreed.
mutually to. appoint Mr. Walter Shanly
as aibitrator, leaving it to him to

decide the question between the com-
panies in every place where the roade
cross one another ; and he has full au-
thority to decide the exact locality of the
road, taking care that the rights of each
company shall be protected, and that
in every place where the lines corne
close together there shall be room for
the two railways without their interfering
with one another. The preamble of the
Bill is very long. It is quoted as having
been already sanctioned by the Ontario
Legislature, and the petitioners desire to
get the authority of Parliament to con-
firm this agreement in the same way it
has been confirmed by the Legislature
of Ontario. They therefore, in the
first clause, ask that the said agree-
ment above cited be confirmed.
They declare, to bring the Bill, without
question, under the jurisdiction of this
Parliament, that it is a railway for the
general advantage of Canada. The next
clause is simply for extending the time
already granted by the Ontario Legisla-
ture, and this is to bring it into conform-
ity with their Act. The next clause is
to authorize the Company to hold real
estate in the State of Michigan. The
fifth clause is to allow the Company to
be stockholders in the bridge which it is
proposed to construct across the St.
Mary River, at the Sauft. It is a very-
important bridge for the railway, and the
Company ask that they may have the
privilege of acquiring and hokingýshares
in the capital stock of any company or-
ganized for the purpose of constructing
the bridge.

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

GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COM-
PANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. READ moved the second
reading of Bill (13) "An Act respecting
the Grand Trunk Railway Company of
Canada."

He said-This bill has two objects Àin
view. One is purely of a domestic char-
acter. The Grand Trunk Railwa -Cem-
pany desire to have authority to issue
debentures to retire outstanding deben-
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tures, the debentures to be issued not to
bear any higher rate of interest than the
ones that are outstanding. The Com-
panybelieve that they can issue deben-
tures at a lower rate of interest and save
a large amount of maney by retiring out-
standing ones. They wish also to have
authority to dispose of certain lands at
Sarnia or Point Edward, where they have
more lands than they require. They
ask for authority to convey it to such
purchasers as may wish to acquire it.
I understand that the town of Sarnia
desire to purchase some of it for a park,
and the Company have now no authority
to sell.

The motion was agreed to
bill was read the second time.

and the

REPORTS ON PRIVATE BILLS.

TIME EXTENDED.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
tire limited for receiving reports on
Private Bils which expires to-day, be
extended to Friday the 24th day of June
next.

The motion was agreed to.

PUBLIC STORES BILL

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the whole on Bill (20) "An
Act respecting Public Stores."

In the Committee.

HON. MR. POWER-With respect
to the third clause, it gives unlimited
powers to the contractors officers and
workmen of the Department, " to apply
such marks or any of them in or on any
such stores." Possibly this might be
limited to a case where the contractors
or officers are acting under the orders of
the Department; but as the clause-reads
it would authorize the workmen of any
of those departments to apply those
marks, even ýthough the workmen had
no instructions to do so ; and any work-
man who did apply those marks without
authority from -the-»Dpartment 1would
not be liable to any penalty for so doing.

HON. MR. READ.

HoN. NIR. ABBOTT-It will be per-
ceived that there is a limitation in this
clause " to such stores," that is to say to
public stores. Public stores, as described
in sub-section C, include "all stores
under the care, superintendance or con-
trol of any public department as herein
defined, or of any person in the service
of such department; " so that the power
given in clause 3, is only to apply marks
to the stores of the description mentioned
in sub-section C. The importance of
being able to have those marks impressed
upon public stores in a summary way,
in respect of contracts, arises probably
from the fact that contractors' materials,
delivered often at great distances from
any departmental control or supervision,
are advanced upon-that is to say, they
are taken into calculation in the work,
and it is necessary to prevent those
stores, after having been placed on
Government property and under Gov-
ernment control, from being seized upon
for contractor's debts after the Govern-
ment have acquired a right in them by
advancing money on progress estimates.

HON. 'MR. POWER -The explana-
tion is quite satisfactory.

The clause was agreed to.

On the 5th clause.

HON. MR. POWER-I should like to
ask the leader of the House why the
distinction is made in the 5th and 6th
clauses between the offences mentioned
In those two clauses.' The 5th clause
provides that anyone who destroys or
obliterates Her Majesty's mark on public
stores shall be guilty of felony and liable
to imprisonment for any term less than
two years ; the 6th clause provides that
the offerder shall be guilty of a misde-
meanor if he receives such stores without
lawful authority. I know that there is
some difference between the two offences;
that the one in the 5 th clause is some-
what more serious than the other, but I
do not see any object in perpetuating
the distinction between felonies and
misdemeanors. I think the procedure
which is applicable to a misdemeanor is
quite sufficient in the case ofthis offeiice,
which is not after all such a very serious
one.
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HON. MR. ABBOTT-The offence
iwhich is provided for in the 5th clause is
the taking out, the destroying or obliter-
ating Her Majesty's mark on public
stres--that is to say, the offence which
1s Conimitted by a party in the act of
takmng away or preparing to take away
Covernment stores. The offence de-
scribed in section 6 is the offence of
receiving such stores without lawful
authority, and, I think, as a general rule
the punishment of the receiver is less
severe than the punishment of the thief
The distinction between felony and misde-
ieanor is gradually fading away. There

's scarcely any difference in the crimes
provided for in these two clause except
as to the amount of punishment. I am
Ufraid that to touch the edifice of the crim-
inal law would bring down upon uç many
dangers and difficulties, and perhaps it
WOuld be as well to preserve the phrase-
Ology as it is as it will not change the
PUnishment and moreover the clauses
are framed after the law as it exists in
England.

HON. MR. ALLAN-The simple ex-
Planation is one paragraph refers to the
receiver and the other to the thief.

IIoN. MR. POWER-It does not
ftern to me where, as under the 5th

clause, the penalty is limited to impris-
onmnent for less than two years, that
the crime should be called a. felony.
Felony formerly was an offence involving
the loss of the criminal's life and forfei.
ture of his goods.

'ON. MR. ABBOTT-1 see very
well the distinction, but my hon. friend
PrQ90ses to reform the nomeclature of
those two crimes. As I remarked be-
fore it is a dangerous procedure to
9ndertake to recast the ctiçniñai law. It
is a subject not familiar to all of ü, aid
îS}ould not like very much to interfere
Wth it, more especially as it does not
seem possible that the clauses can;caùse
anY injury or difficülty in the form- in
which they stand in this bill.

The clause was agreed to.*

On the 13 th clause,

HON. MR. POWER-I should like
to call the attention of the Minister to
the fact that the clause which was the
I3th section in the existing law, bas been
omitted in this Bill. I can conceive that
it cannot be re-enacted exactly in its
present form, inasmuch as the Bill be-
fore us applies to the property of the
Dominion as well as the property of the
Imperial Government ; but it has oc-
curred to me that there must be some
reason why a provision like that in the
existing law has not been inserted. Sec-
tion 13, of Cap. 170 of the Revised
Statùte, for which this Bill is pro-
Posed to be a substitute, sas
"No person other than the officer cotnr-
mandîng the naval or military forces in
Canada, or some person acting undei
his authority, shall institute or carry on
under this Act arry prosecution or pro.
ceeding for any offence against it." If
thèré was a good reason for that en-
actment then there should have been a
good reason for flot incorporatihg some-
thing like it in this bill and extending it
to the Government of Canada.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My attention
was not called to the omission of that
clause, but I think I can suggest the
reason why it was leit out. I do not
think it should be in the Act as it stands
because, by a recent Act, provision bas
been made for the prosecution of offences
involving such penalties, and for that
reason in this bill, and in some other
bills before this, the clause respecting
the collection of penalties bas been left
out. I understood from the Minister.of
Justice who is the authority for it, that.in
the very last session of Parliament, an
Act was passed providing tor the prose-
cuticn of tbose offences ap. the collec-
tion of those penalties.

The clause was agreed'to.

Hon. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE
fròn the 'Committee reported the Bill
*ithout amendrient.

The Bill was thn read the third timé
and passed.
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BANFF NATIONAL PARK BILL tion of game and fish and other matters
of interest. For this purpose it is pro-

RUPORTED FROM COMMITTEE vided in this Act that the Park shall be
under the control of the Minister of the

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the Interior, as in fact all the other public
House resolve itself into a Committee lands in the North-West are until dis-
of the Whole on Bill (16) " An Act res- posed of. In that respect the Park is
pecting the Banff National Park." He placed by this Section pretty much in
said :-I beg to offer, as I did not do so the same position as the other public
on the second reading, a few remarks on lands in the North-West. The Minister
this Bill, although it seems full and clear of the Interior regulates and controls it
and requires very little explanation. under rules and regulations which are te,
Hon. gentlemen are ahl aware of the fact be approved by the Governor in Council
that there is a very picturesque, and I for the purpose, and those rules and re-
might say very romantic tract of country gulations are intended to provide for the
surrounding the Banff Springs, which care, preservation and management of the
have already developed wonderful cura- park and of the water courses, lakes,
tive properties, and it is thought that trees, shrubberies, minerals, natural
this is a desirable place for the establish- curiosities and other matters therein
ment of a national park. I do not know contained ; also for the control of the
where this idea originated, but it has bot springs situated in the park and their
been spoken of and advocated by gentle- management and utilization for purposes
jnen of all political parties who bave of bathing and saritation and in every
seen it and have recognized in it a terri- other respect. He is also authorized to
tory which would be an advantage for hease for any ter.û of years such parcels
the Dominion to set apart and protect of the lands in the Park as the Minister
in its present condition as far es possible may deem advisable in the public interest
for the recreation and amusement of our for the construction of buildings for
people. The climate is extraordinarily ordinary habitation and purposes et trade,
healthful. It is a change from both sies and for the accommyodation of parcsns
of the continent, and in addition to o that resorting t the park As it has been
the springs are pcrhaps second te jiome ascertained that mineras exist in the
on the continent for their curative Park these ruies and regulatiohs apply
powers iin certain :diseases. For this to minerals. In this respect the powers
reason there has been a park reserved differ very ittle from the powers already
there comprising an area of ; about granted to the Governor in Council by
ten miles wide by twenty-six moiles the Dominion Lands Act. But there is
long. It comprises the Banfif Springs, a a limitation in sub-section D of the BiH
beautitul sheet of water called Devil rhich equires that no license or permit
Lake about r6 miles long, and shall he made or issued for the werking
the lower portion of the largest of the of mines or developement1 of mining
mountains in that neighborhood. In interests which will in any way impair
order to make a park of this tract of the usefulness of the park for the purposes
land, of course it becomes necessary to of public, enjoyment and recreation.
improve it to a certain exteMt. It Rules2also maybe made for the protection
requires a bridge, over the Bow River, and preservation of game and flish mnd
and another over a ïmall river adjoiining of cattle allowed to pasture in the park.
it to connect with the town plot on the 1, propose before the bil is reported from
opposite side of the Bow River. , Roads Committee to moe ain ameudment
have to bemade and provisiomsare re- which I think is important It is to pro-
quired for the regulation and government mide that those rules and ztguaktmns
of this park, for protection against dis,, which are to be made by the Govemnorin
order and destruction (which Xam sorry Council sha be subjected to the shme
to say have: ben somewha prevalenuti rule as the rales and regulations
sone other:parks south of the line) for made under the Dbminion LardsActý-
the regulation of any trade carried on that they sha be laid on the table of
within its borders, and for the preserva. Parliament within r5 days aAer the ecom-
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Inencement of each session. I hope it
pill prove to be an acceptable amend-teent to the bill. There is another mat-

ter connected with it, that is to say, the
ulestion whether this reserve would here-

after deprive the Hudson Bay Company
Of any right which they maynow have. As
hon gentleman will remember, one of the
Conditions of the acquisition of the Hud-
*5bn B ay Territory by the Dominion was,
that when the lands are surveyed, the
CoMpany shall receive.a certain amount
ot the surveyed lands; but until they areSrveyed no right in them accrues
tO the Hudson Bay Company. This

hasl bu already aroused their uneasiness,
as it is not the intention of Parlia-

tuent to deprive any person or con-
PnY of any rights which appertain -to
hern, I shall propose an amendment to
Piteet any rights the Hudson Bay Com-

.nY May now have to lands included in
a ls bill. It has been suggested to me

c the discussion in the other House
Banff is a name which ise sometimes

lUbatituted for a stili warmer climate than
t Prings ; that it is not uncommon in

otland in the heat of discussion
consign a man to "Banff" instead

Jeficho or some other place.
not at all likely that any person

d look upon being sent to those
tings, as being any great punishment;

Uit does not appear to me to be a
e of sufficiently a dignified character

e applied to our great national park,
.e had the, other day something like,

St suggestions as to the name thati
'Ps Park should bear, and I think it,

atuld be' müch more easy to frame
sfactory:rules and regulations for; the

* han to decide upon a name which
Satisy ;every person. Domihion

t as been suggested, but it is thought
Dominion " bas been run into the

DOund. There ae, Dominion i ;Com-O
'la vforn almost meretything you; San

dý evea t-, Dotninion Carpet,
are g mpÀany in Montreal. There

*aous institutious inder i 1 the
t&f%1n Dolninionjand t isi thought.

lame ià>sed ai imuchr'as it will.
Slang pIirase, iis ",played out"

tbias suggted thsat it should be
d the r Dôminion National Park.

a~>lt t:claim 6t@ e a 'nation. a yet
g possessso many attributes

of a nation. The name "Victoria" bas.
been appropriated by the Niagara Falls
Park. "Jubilee" park has been sug-
gested, but it has been applied to every.
thing under -he sun, and it was not
thought suitable to give to the park a
name 0f that description, which is in its-
essence applicable only to a certain time.
The result of the deliberations which
have taken place between myself and my
colleagues is that we have cone to the
conclusion that the name 4Rocky Moun-
tains Park '' would be saitable We were
led to this decision from the fact that
the translation-Parc ds Montagnes
Rocheuses-is a good sounding name in
French, and " Rocky Mountains Park"
is anequallyeuphonious name in English.
At ail events it localizes it for our pur-
poses Il is not a hackneyed name ; it
is ýa digniGed name, and perhaps we
could not do better than to adopt the
title Rocky Mountains Park, or in French
Le Parc des Montagwes Rockeuses inscead
of the Banff National Park.

H'ow. MR. ALLAN-I venture to-
thinkithat all Canadians will owe a debt
of gratitude to the Governnent for
bringing fortrard this matter at so early a
dateeto provide, as I hope will be pre
vided, a place of healh and enjoyment
-enjoyment of the ý highest kind for
Canadians. for aU timeto come I think
oné deb- we, owe te, the Canadian
Pacifie Railway in _addition te the
advantages which itý brings with it
in -the 4hapê of extended ýconrerge
and, ease of coninunication, is that it
bringe us face to face with some of the
finest;somey on thiscontinent---scenery
which we al, as Canadians, may be
proud to have withir our Domiionand
in no pat perhapsubhall we find finere
scerery than in the: -park which is, the
subject, f - this ,Bil 'AnXther thing
whichi hope will becSenidered ms moet
inportant i4the 'fact that thi-ver!- acen
etye- without tome iuWh' precantiont as
we are ne taking, is lable in aveiy few
years tobe setiouly imapaired in rany
ways Jautha fmi çlaces parties goingý
in there in-phruit gof ane, or parties
prospectings for; Miris, are Jable tery
fequentlyîtcr'be he éause cf much vais.
chief by settingurut fassl Some of the-
rnagnifi.enttotiests wrhich clothe the sides.
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-of the Rocky Mountains have already
been destroyed in many places by rail-
ways, and we expect more of that kind of
destruction through settlers going in or
the territory being thrown open to
mining regulations without restrictions
such as are proposed by this Bill. We
have the advantage of the example of our
neighbors in the National Park which they
have laid out in the midst of the most
beautiful scenery in the United States. As
hon. gentlemen all know, there has been
a great deal of difficulty experienced in
saving that National Park from the in-
roads of railway companies, and others
desirous of passing through it, and serlous
mischief and injury froin fires and from
the destruction of the game and from the
-I may say without exaggeration-at
one time, almost lawlessness which pre-
vailed amongst those who were in the
habit of frequenting Yellowstone Park,
fot want of police regulations. I presume
that all those matters will be provided
for in the bill. before the House. I trust
that in that part relating to the maintain-
ing of rules and regulations, the Govern-
ment will take stich action as will pre-
serve the timber from- those who have
licenses to pursue mining there. With
regard to the name to be applied to the
park I, as a Canadian, feel proud of the
name "Dominion," I do not think there
is anything unsuitable in that title being
given to our National Park. Rendered in
French, it is a name that always stirs my
blood when I hear it-the "Puissance

4du Canada." I do not think there is
anything inapplicable in the park being
styled the Dominion Park. The statement
made by the hon. leader, or the agreement
to which the Government have corne
to designate it the Rocky Mountains
Park, is in my judgment next to Dom-
inion Park the best name to give it. I
think the present name is exceedingly
inappropriate, even though it did not
suggest any connection between the bot
springs and the hotter place the hon.
.gentleman has referred to. I hope the
park will be a plare of recreation and
enjoyment for the people of the Dom-
inion for all time to corne.

,HoN. MR. GIRARD-I beg to ex,
press my great satisfaction with this bill,
.and as there is no one as yet to represent

f HON. MR. ALLAN.

the North-West Territory in the Senate,
I suppose I should be naturally looked
to as having a greater interest in that
Territory than many other gentlemen i0
this House because of my proximity tO
it. This National Park will be looked
upon as some retnrnfor what lias been
expended up to the present day in the
development and advancement of the
North-West Territory. It is a great sat-
isfaction to me to see that our North-
West is to provide for the Dominion e
place of recreation as well as a sanitorium
for those who are affiicted with disease
With respect to the name proposed for
this park I do not hesitate to say that the
one suggested by the leader of the Gov-
ernment is more acceptable than that in
the title of the Bill. Banff is a word
which can only be pronounced by French-
men with difficulty. Therefore I see
with pleasure that the name Park de
Montagne Roches is to be substituted for
it. At the same time I would suggest
that we should have taken this occasion
to express in an open way our loyalty tO
and our respect for our beloved Queen,
in this year of jubilee, by giving it the
name of the 'Queen's Park"-The Park
de la Reine would be pronounced
as easily as Le Parke de la Montagne
Roches. On another occasion I ventured
to suggest that the Park should be named
Prince Albert Park, in memory of our
Queen's late husband to whom she waS
so devoted. It would have been perhaps
a fitting occasion to pay a flattering corn-
pliment to Her Majesty by associating
the name of the Park with that of thé
late Prince Consort. Nevertheless I do
not hesitate to express my satisfaction at
the name which has been suggested by
the leader of the House. As there nai
be amendments proposed to some of the
clauses I would take occasion to suggest
an amendment to the fifth Section which
provides for the publication of the rulce
and by-laws adopted by the Minister Of
the Interior, in the Canada Official
Gazette. The publication in the Official
Gazette will be seen by comparativell
few people, and I would respectfulll
suggest that they should he published a.
well in any official gazette published in
the North-West Territories. There must
be at Regina an official gazette, or at a0
events a medium acknowledged as the
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Official paper. It will be near the park,
and certainly the rules and regulations
should be published in that vicinity.

HiON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.>-
We I suggested that the name of the
Park should be changed it was not my
Itention that it should be called the

Canadian Park, the Dominion Park or
anything of that kind, but to give it a
Commemorative name in connection with
the fiftieth anniversary of Her Majesty's
reign. I think the leader of the Govern-
tient has entirely lost sight of that ques-
tion. The name Banff is as good as any
Other name, under other circumstances ;
but I think the name "Empress" Park, or
'Enpress National" Park would have

been better, and I regret very much that
the Government has not seen fit to adopt
anY of those commemorative names.

oN. MR. KAULBACH-I do not
8ree with my hon. friend; I should like
to have a name more characteristic of the
Place itself, and I agree with the hon.
gentleman from Toronto that "Domin-'on' Park would be the most appropriate

mte. If we were a nation I should say
.al it the "National" park, as in the

Tnited States; but as we are not a
nattion the " Dominion " Park would be
itore appropriate. I had the good for-
tune to visit the park last fali, and I was
8urprised at the picturesque character of
tbe scenery, and the curative properties

Sthesprings. I had the pleasure of
tavelling through it with gentlemen of
"ote and importance, who have visitedPlaces of similar character in Kansas, and
tbey said there was nothing in Kansas· to
ecomlpared with our park in the grand-
eur Of its scenery and salubrity of its cli-

ate. One celebrated man with whom I
4PPened to travel said that although the
oational Park of the United States was

great extent, it did not present on the
ole as favorable characteristics as

Ours ; and he believed that in time it
WOulid attract large numbers of visitors,
not only from Canada and the United

tes, but from many parts of the old
agld when the advantages of the springs
ne the beauty of the scenery became

o herally known. I am glad to have the
OPPortunity of thanking the Governmentor reserving this piece of property for

the public and for preventing it from
getting into the hands of speculators.

HON. MR. CARVELL-The park,
as I understand from the leader of the
House, comprises an area of twenty-six.
miles by ten. It is large enough to have
a pretty large name. But long names
for such places are generally objection-
able, and when our fellow subjects on
the other side of the water, who, I expect,
will largely visit it, hear of the Rocky
Mountains Park, they may think it is the
Rocky Mountains better known to them
across the border. Therefore it has
occurred to me that it might be as well
to call it the Dominion Rocky Mountains
Park, which would include the name
suggested by the Government and would
at the same time satisfy my hon. friend
from York.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I think
this is an occasion on which we may
offer our congratulations to the people
of the Dominion upon the probability of
their possessing quite a unique park.
Perhaps " Park " is not the most appro-
priate name to apply to a wilderness so
far in the interior of the country upon
which the hand of man has not operated
at ali; but I think it is a fortunate thing.
that this park-making has been taken in
hand in time, before any material damage
has yet been done to the property. In
this country we do not possess the
material advantages which they have in
older countries. We have no antiquities
here except our " mountains hoar " and
our " ancient trees, " and these things.
left as nature has left them for us, are
perhaps, in their way, as great attractions
as the ruins of Europe. I would suggest
that in the provision for the preservation
of game in the park the feathered
tribes should be also included. Game is
perhaps a pleasing feature in a wilder-
ness of that sort, but one would like to
see it also inhabited by birds of all kinds,
and the fact that these beautiful creatures
are often sacrificed for their plumage or
wantonly for sport, is a matter that should
be taken into consideration by the Gov-
ernment. As to the name suggested for
the park I do not think it is a matter of
consequence what it is called now, for if
it should turn out to be a popular place
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of resort it will attract visitors under any
name, and the name can at any time be

.altered if found desirable.

HON. MR. ODELL-When my atten-
tion was first called to this Bill with
reference to the park, some doubt passed
through my mind as to the advisability
of expending such a large amount of
money in that locality, and I felt that we
in the Maritime Provinces would perhaps
derive very little benefit from it-from
either the curative properties of the
springs or from the salubrious nature of its
climate ; but since I have looked further
into the matter and given it more consi-
deration, and have ascertained from
different sources the character of the
country which it is proposed to retain
for this park I have changed my opinion
with regard to it, and I am quite willing,
so far as I am concerned, to give my
consent to the Bill. I quite agree, how-
ever, with the hon. gentleman from
Toronto intheremarks whichhe has made
with regard to the importance of preserv-
ing such a territory as has been described.
Such scenery ought not to be allowed to
fall into the hands of private speculators
but sh:uld be preserved for the public
advantage. There is one thing, however,
I would ask the leader of the Govern-
ment, and that is whether there is any
sketch or plan of the area which it is
proposed to reserve, which will give one
an idea of the locality, its extent and
capabilities for the purpose suggested ?
It has also occurred to me that the leas-
ing of any portion of the park for mining
purposes would be incompatible with the
use of that territory for the objects
which the Bill contemplates. That per-
haps should be explained in some way,
because otherwise it appears to me that
if the scenery is to be at all interfered
with by mining operations, mining leases
ought not to be allowed. It may be that
those mining operations will interfere
materially with the beauty of the scenery
or with its being appropriate for general
recreation and for the use of the springs
as a sanitarium.

HON. MR. GOWAN-If the hon.
gentleman will look at the first clause he
will find that it provides that the lands
are withdrawn from sale, settlement and

occupancy under the provisions of the
Dominion Act or any regulations
made under the provisions of the
said act or any other act with respect to
mining or timber licenses or any other
matter whatsoever. Then there is a dis-
tinct provision enabling th5 Governor
in Council to make regulations with re-
gard to mining, by which they can pre-
serve the park as a proper place for
amusement and recreation without inter-
fering with the aspect of the scenery. I
entirely agree with what my hon. friend
from Toronto has said with regard to the
name-coupling it in some way with
Canada. The Rocky Mountains extend
so far away beyond Canada, that the
location of the park is rendered indefi-
nite. If either as a prefix or an addition
it is called the Rocky Mountain Park of
Canada, or Canada Rocky Monntains
Park, or any other nanie by which it can
be known as a Canadian park I shall be
perfectly satisfied. The Leader of the
House has referred to the advisability of
preserving certain rights with regard to
the Hudson Bay Company. I do not
know whether the park is wholly within
the North-West Territory or whether it
is partly in British Columbia-if so, i
would make a material difference.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I was
not aware until to-night that it was
claimed that this park or any portion of
it was in the North-West Territory. I
always took it for granted that it was
entirely in the Province of British
Columbia until 1 heard to the contrary
this evening.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-No.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I know
the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg
paid a visit to the Pacific Coast last sun-
mer, and doubtless he has gained a large
amount of information with respect to
that country, but I doubt very much if
the vast fund of knowledge the hon.
gentleman doubtless acquired on that
trip is such as to entitle him to be taken
as an authority as to whether this park
is not in British Columbia and not in the
North -West Territory. The eastern
boundary of the Province of British
Columbia has not yet been definitely

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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fixed. I took it for granted that the
Park was entirely in British Columbia
Until I heard the statement of the leader
Of the Government that it was necessary
to extinguish any claim the Hudson Bay
Company may have to any lands within.
the boundary of this park. The Hudson
BJay Company have no claims whatever
on1 the lands in British Columbia. With
respect to the minerals also, doubtless
the leader of the Government is aware
that the Government of British Columbia
clain all the minerals within the forty
(Ulîes railway belt extending from
the seaboard of British Columbia to the
eastern boundary of the province, and I
understand a test case has been brought'
'before the courts, or is to be brought
before the courts, in order to establish
the Ownership of these minerals, whether
they really belong to the Government
of Canada or to the Government of
British Columbia. If it has been decided
that the minerals within the railway belt
belong to the Province of British
'Columbia all mining operations within
the park will be conducted under the
regulations of, and subject to the Govern-
Ixent of British Columbia. I merely call
the attention of the leader of the Govern-
Ment to this matter in order to avoid
future disputes. As far as the name of
tht ll is concerned I am very much
Pleased that it is to be changed, as I
tonsider the present one meaning.
eSS.I hope the House will enlarge the

Ine a little and call it the Dominion
Rocky Mountains Park. By this name
the park will be localized and strangers
nd foreigners, whenever they hear the
Cane, will know that the park is in
Canada. 1 like the name of Canada
ond want to have it in some way or
Other connected with the park. It would
localize the park, as our neighbors to the
Sout have also parks in the Rocky

Ountains.

liON. MR. MACDONALD, (B. C.)-They have the Yellowstone Park.

1ON. MR. McINNES-Yes, and
ýery Often the name Rocky MountainsIs attached to it.

ON. MR. OGILVIE-Before the
e2nder of the Government answers all

those questions, I would like to say one
or two words aboutthe Rocky Mountains'
Park, which I hope will be the name this
park will bear. If ever the Government
have deserved our thanks for attend-
ing to à matter so rhuch outside of the
general routine of business, and promptly
and carefully, I think they are deserving
in this instance. The park spoken
of is very peculiarly situated. I do not
know of any other place in the world
that is so thoroughly adapted for a park
as the place in question. There is only
one which the United States have, that
could be called a park at all, in the Rocky
Mountains, and that is the Garden of the
Gods in Colorado, near Colorado Springs.
That park contains a great many beauti-
ful natural curiosities, but it is totally
different in its character from our park
at Banff. There is a peculiarity in our
mountains that you cannot find in any
other place that I know of. You can in
the cold winter go up the mountains to
such an altitude as to strike the warm
Chinook winds and obtain comfortable
weather ; and in the summer-at least it
was the case at any time while I was there
-the weather is not uncomfortably warm,
while the atmosphere is so clear that you
can see objects at a great distance. As
to any difficulty from British Columbia
miners or the British Columbia govern-
ment I do not think we need give our-
selves any great uneasiness about it.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-The park is
not in British Columbia at all.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I was refer-
ring to the remark of the hon. gentleman
from New Westminster. I may be mis-
taken, but I think I travelled over a
great many miles after leaving the park
before I struck British Columbia.

HON. MR. McINNES-When and
where was the eastern boundary of
British Columbia settled ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-The summit
of the Rocky Mountains?

HoN. MR. McINNES-It is only an
assumed boundary-the boundary has
not been definately settled.
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HON. MR. OGILVIE-As soon as I
have time to go into the question of the
boundary line we will discuss that, but I
do not propose to discuss it myself to-
night. I take the authority given to me
by parties who seem to know a great
deal about it. If the Government ever
deserved our thanks for any public
measure it will be for this. We need not
bother ourselves much about the balance
of it if we can get the name set right. I
am well pleased with the name suggested
" Rocky Mountains Park. " There are
no parks on the other side of the line in
the Rocky Mountains chain that I know
of which can possibly be confounded
with ours.

HON. MR. POWER-When this bill
was up for a second reading I took the
liberty of suggesting some objections to
it. I do not propose to say anything
more about those objections, some of
which still exist, and some of which will
be removed by the amendments pro-
posed by the minister in charge of the
bill. I rise rather for the purpose of ex-
pressing my gratification at the conclu-
sion which the Govesnment have come
to with respect to the name. I think
that the reasons given by the minister in
charge of the bill for not adopting any of
the names which had been previously
suggested are reasons which commend
themselves at any rate to the average
man, and the people of Canada, as a
rule, are of that character. I certainly
hope that the word " Dominion" will
not enter in the name of the park. If it
is thought necessary to identify the park
further than is done by the name suggest-
ed by the Minister, then you might add
the word "Canada," and it will sound much
better than " Dominion Rocky Mountains
Park." I do not think it would be as
good a name, but it has occurred to me
just now that as the Americans have
called their park the Yellowstone Park,
we might cail ours the " Bov# River
Park." However, the name suggested
by the Leader of the House is satisfac-
tory, and I trust he will not accept
" Empress," or " Dominion," or " Impe
rial," or any other of the names sug-
gested.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-This discus-

sion, I am sure, has indicated to the
House how much difficulty we have
found in settling upon a narne, because
I do not think any two of the gentlemen
who have spoken have agreed exactly as
to what the name ought to be. I should
like my hon. friend who suggested
" Empress " park to understand that the
consideration of the question of connect-
ing the park with the jubilee in some
form by its name was not omitted at all.
It was very carefully considered, but it
was found extremely difficult to adopt it
in any other way than by using this word
" jubilee " to which there seems to be
the objection I have mentioned, that it
is hackneyed to an extraordinary degree.
One feels unwilling to say so, havirng a
strong sympathy with the jubilee year of
Her Majesty's reign ; at the same time
such is the fact. The suggestion made
by my hon. friend to-day was, I think,
made on a former occasion that it should
be named " Empress " Park; but the
objection to that is a fatal one, that is
the Queen is not Empress in this country
but Empress of India, and Queen of the
other colonies. It was thought that was
an objection to giving it the name of
Empress Park. The word "National"
seemed to be technically objectionable,
so it was ruled out. There were some
objections made to the suggestion
of the late Prince Consort's name. If he
were living, probably it would have been
different, but it appeared to be some-
what out of the way to·give the name of
Her Majesty's late consort to this park,
however much he was respected and
loved throughout the Empire, so the
suggestion was dismissed. Now, consi-
dering the fact that no two gentlemen
who have spoken in this House have
agreed on the precise name to give to
the park, I am myself perfectly pleased
with the name " Rocky Mountains Park,"
although some hon. gentlemen assume
that there are other Rocky Mountains
and there is another park somewhere else
in the Rocky Mountains from which we
should distinguish this one. As we
cannot all agree upon one name, with
the approbation of the House I will
stick to the name I have suggested-or I
will at all events take the sense of the
House upon it-as being the least
objectionable after caçeful consideration
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With a view of selecting a name that will
Please everybody.

As to the publication of the regula-
tions, it is difficult at this moment to
make any provision, because there is now
no suitable medium of publication in that
locality ; but my hon. friend may rest
assured that in addition to the publica-
tion which the law requires in the official
Gazette, the rules and regulations will
receive, as soon as there is a medium of
Publication in that locahty or anywhere
Within reasonable access, a full publica-
tion so that no person can reasonably
expect to be ignorant of them. I am
happy to say that there is a plan of the
Park, but it does not contain quite as
niany details as we would wish. The
plan shows the general outlines of the
Park and the scenery. It certainly com-
prises a great variety of mountain, stream
and lake, and from what I can hear of it
unparalelled beauty of scenery and salu-
brity of climate. I shall lay the plan on
the table for examination by any hon.
gentleman who may desire to see it.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-I desire
to say that I am entirely in accord
with the Minister in the iame which
he has selected. I think it important,and highly proper, that that which
nature has done there in her
Mountains should be blended withthe name. Take for instance-and wesee how happily it is done-the City of
Montreal. The mountain there is made
Part of the name, and very properly.
There is nothing in the North-West that
ean be remembered or will be spoken ofby tourists, by writers and by others tothe same extent as our mountains. They
are on a grand scale-perhaps the grand
est of any in the world, and to leave that
feature out of any name selected would, in
t'Y opinion, be a great mistake. I shall

have great pleasure in supporting the name
proposed by the Minister, or any other
'vhich would blend with it that grandest
of all features connected with the park,
the mnountains. Although the name may
aPear at present to be a little cumber-

mure, time will smooth that as it did intre case of Mount Royal. To-day every
Penchman, and every Englishman pro-
t'ounces the name as smoothly as if the
Proper title were not "Mont Royal," and

8

I think the people of Montreal acted
very wisely in associating the mountain
with the name of their city.

HON. MR. J. J. ROSS (in French)-
I highly approve of the project of esta-
blishing the Park in question, and if the
mineral waters there which are so highly
spoken of, possess the virtues with which
they are credited, the Government will
render immense service to those who
suffer (and they are numerous), by mak-
ing pruvision for their comfort and fur-
nishing amusements and other means of
advancing their recovery. As to the
name by which the park shall be known,
I admit, hon. gentlemen, that I am a
little too practical in my nature to delay
long and expend a great deal of senti-
ment in discussing the point. i believe,
with others, that the proposed name, or
the name of the "Rocky Mountains Park
of Canada," will suit perfectly. If I
have properly understood the nature of
the amendment to which the hon. leader
of the House has made allusion, its ob-
ject is to protect the rights of the Hud-
son Bay Company who, owing to prior
arrangements, could claim a portion of
the grounds on the site of the park. If
these rights exist, would it not be better
that the Government should at once ac-
quire them ? For in case a laige sum of
money should be expended in improve-
ments by the Government, the Hudson
Bay Company might come in and de-
mand an excessively high price for the
property. It will be much more pru-
dent, in my opinion, to conclude arrange-
ments with them before commencing the
work. If we wish to commemorate the
5oth anniversary of the reign of our
virtuous and well beloved sovereign, in
connection with the establishment of
this Park, it will be possible to erect
there a column, or a monument, which
will tell to future generations of the res-
pect and love which we entertain for her,
and our admiration for her great virtues.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The danger
to which my hon. friend refers was
observed at the time of the preparation
of the amendment, and in framing it
care has been taken not to give any
foundation for a claim which may not
actually and lawfully exist at this moment.

113



114 Ban,# National [SENATE] Park Bill.

The phraseology is as follows : " Nothing
in this Act contained shall affect the
obligation of the Government (if any)
arising out of the conditions of the
acquisition of the North-We:;t Terri-
tories." Not a word about the Hudson
Bay Company or anybody else, but
simply whatever right there is by law now
existing that we shall not disturb it by
this Bill. The safeguard is this : that
the claim of the Hudson Bay Company
to a part of the land is a claim which
only arises when the land is surveyed,
and if at any future time it is to be
surveyed, arrangements nay be made to
compromise or to get rid of the claim if
the Hudson Bay Company have any.

The House resolved itself into a
Committee of the Whole on the Bil.

In the committee.

On the second clause.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved to amend
the clause by leaving out the words
"Banff National" and inserting in lieu
thereof " Rocky Mountains. "

HON. MR. VIDAL-I should like
very much that the word "Canada"
should be inserted in that name. There
are more Rocky Mountains than those
of Canada.

HON. MR. DICKEY - I entirely
agree with the suggestion that has just
been thrown out by the hon. gentlemen
from Sarnia, because it is in accord with
the view I have taken of this matter
from the first. The park ought to be
localized in the manner which the Gov-
ernment have localized it, and I think
the same process of reasoning should
apply to the suggestion which has been
made in this way. The Govern'ment
have now altered the name, and instead
of calhïng it the National Park, have
rejected that name and have rejected
also the name of Banff, and propose to
call it simply the 'Rock Mountains Park.'
For all purposes, in this country, that
title is quite sufficient, but when we look
at it from beyond this country, fron the
other side of the Atlantic, i think the
name would have very much greater

Hox. MR. ABBOTT.

significance if we made it " Canadian
Rocky Mountains Park." The name-
" Canadian "none of us need be ashamed
of, and it would give it a peculiar signi-
ficance and localize still more clearly the
position of this park.

HON. MR. ALLAN-I quite agree
with what has been said with regard to
the Rocky Mountains not being confined
to Canada. We all know that a large
part of the chain so called is located in
the United States, and therefore when
we speak of the Rocky Mountains Park,
or at all events when it is spoken of on
the other side of the Atlantic, there may
be a doubt as to whether the park is in
the United States or in Canada. If the
name " Canadian " were added to it,
however, "Canadian" would be dropped
and it would be generally called
" The Rocky Mountains Park." I amn
sorry to return to my first love, but I can-
not see what objection there can be to the
title "Dominion Park." My hon. friend
says it is a hackneyed term. The same
objection applies to the name "Victoria"
yet we do not think anything less of the
name. In the same way the word "Na-
tional" is made applicable to all sorts of
things, but I do not think it detracts
from the dignity of the name, and I do
certainly think that the title "Dominion
Park" would be the most applicable, and
the one by which it would be most
widely known. I do not see why, as
this is the name which our country now
bears-the Dominion of Canada, the
park of the Dominion should not go by
that name. Apart from that considera-
tion I should prefer the title proposed
by the leader of the Government. The
Queen's name has already been adapted
to the park at Niagara Falls and a very
long one it is-I believe the Royal Vic-
toria Niagara Falls Park, or something
of that kind.

THE SPEAKER-It seems to me that
"Dominion Park" does not localize it.
We want the name to show where it is
located. If it is called the "Dominion
Park" its locality may be anywhere with-
in the whole bounds of the Dominion.

HON. MR. ALLAN-Will my hon.
friend tell us where the Rocky Moun-
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tains begin and where they end.
as a geographical term the 'Rocky
tains Park' will be just as wide
tern Dominion Park.

I think
Moun-
as the

THE SPEAKER-The term Rocky
Mountains Park locates it in the Rocky
Mountains ; and as the Rocky Moun-
tains extend North and South, do not
roam all over the boundless continent,
'but are within certain limits, it localizes
it more largely than the words " Domi
rion." It is desirable that we should at
least keep that name whatever prefix or
affix should be put to it.

HON. MR. CARVELL-The remarks
of the last two speakers rather incline me

'to think that my suggestion is a good
one after all. It is necessary in naming
it to give it a local habitation. It is sug-
gested by the hon. gentleman from Am-
herst that the nane ' Rocky Mountains '
is indefinite, inasmuch as the Rocky
Mountains run far beyond the confines
*of the Dominion of Canada; and the
Dominion Park, as suggested, would be
an indefinite locality, because Dominion
Park may be anywhere within the bounds
Of the Dominion, therefore I am rather
mnclined to think that Dominion Rocky
Mountains Park would be a very appro-
Priate name. It is not necessary to give
a name that would be understood by
gentlemen in this Chamber and Cana-
dians merely, but one that would be
understood throughout the world, for
when I say throughout the world, I be-
lieve that tourists from all parts of the
World will visit this park, as the grandest
and most beautiful and most salubrious
5 POt on the face of the earth.

H7ON. GENTLEMEN--Hear! hear!

HON. MR. CARVELL-I am not
SPeaking wildly. I have heard from
flmen who have travelled far and wide,
and i do not think it is taking any great
,liberty in mentioning the name of Sir
John McNeill, whom I met fresh from
the Spot, and who said to me: " I have
travelied in Europe, Asia, Africa and
Amrerica, and I consider the Banff Park
's beyond all compare, the grandest and
mlost magnificent in the world." At all
events, I think it is sufficiently grand to
,gve it a name that will localize it.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I have a strong
feeling myself that this Park should be
identified in some way with Canada.
There may be some difficulty in translat-
ing the phrase, "Dominion Rocky
Mountains Park," but if it were called
"Rocky Mountains Park of Canada," it
would sound euphoniously in French as
well as in English. I think the feeling
of the House, when it comes to be tested,.
will be very largely in favor of incorpor-
ating the word " Canada " in the title.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I made a sug-
gestion and naturally would have been
very glad if it had been accepted ; but as
it has not been adopted, though I would
like to see it called the Queen's Park or
Albert Park, I do not think it desirable
to change still further the name proposed
by the minister, by putting the word
" Canadian " as a prefix, as it would not
be easy to translate it into French.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Say Rocky
Mountains Park of Canada.

HON. MR. G1RARD-I am opposed
to adding "Canada" to the name because
it is not a park merely for Canada, but a
park open to the world. We know very
well although it is the Rocky Mountains
Park that it will be our own property,
and I do not see what difference it would
make whether we add the name Canadian
to it or not. Seeing that my own sug-
gestion has not been adopted I have no
hesitation in accepting the proposition of
the Government in reference to the name.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I believe
there is no difficulty about adopting a
name now. The House seems to ap-
prove of the naine suggested by the
Government, with the addition suggested
by the hon. gentleman from Amherst. I
believe it is only reasonable that the
name of the park be such as will identify
it with Canada, and whether we call it
the Rocky Mountains Park of Canada,
or Pac des Montanges des Roches du
Canada, it will sound equally well.

HON. MR: DEVER-I have listened
with a great deal of pleasure to the
opinions expressed by hon. gentlemen.
I was undecided myself as to the name
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to be adopted until I heard the discussion
upon it. The objections presented by
the leader of the Government, I think,
ate convincing. I for one would not
care about having this Park known
abroad under the name by which the
grandeur of it might be divided with the
United States. If we attach the name
of the Dominion or Canadian to the.
word Rocky Mountains Park it certainly
'would imply that we do not own the
Rocky Mountains-that the Rocky
Mountains are divided between us and
other people, and it would not give us
that standing that as Canadians we feel
proud of. I accept the name, there-
ore, given to it by the Government
as being the best under the circum-
stances. I thought it possible, but I
did not wish to force my opinion,
that if it could be called the Rocky
Mountains Springs, inasmuch as the
springs of that locality possess great
curative powers, it would be a very
appropriate and poetical name. We find
the Saratoga Springs are known all over
the world and attract hosts of visitors
and tourists who desire to recuperate
their health, and there is no difficulty in
locating them. On the same principle,
if we were to call this park the Rocky
Mountains Springs it would certainly be
an improvement. I only throw out the
suggestion, feeling satisfied with the
name which the Government has
proposed.

HON. MR. VIDAL-In order to bring
the matter to an issue I move that this
clause be amended by striking out the
words, " Banff National," and inserting
"Rocky Mountains Park of Canada."

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Of course the
Government have not any extreme opin-
ion as to what name this park should
bear, and in view of the great divergence
of opinion expressed throughout the
House, and in view of the unanimity of
feeling on the part of the Government as
to the name that the park shouid be
known by-Rocky Mountains Park-I
should much prefer if the House would
adopt the language I have indicated as
being most pleasing to my colleagues
and myself.

HON. MR. DEVER-Rocky Moun-
tains Springs?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The difficulty
about that is it does not convey to the
mind the idea of the ex&ent of land re-
served. This park having an area of
26o square miles, the name "Rocky
Mountains Springs" would not be quite
wide enough to convey an idea of its ex-
tent. "Rocky Mountains Park of Can-
ada is a very good name, but it is not a
concise name. It has this fanlt-that
the public will not fill their mouths with
a long name. They will have a short
name for it, no matter what it may be
called. For instance, the railway from
Montreal to Ottawa was called the Que-
bec, Montreal, Ottawa and Occidental
Railway. It was a very good, descrip-
tive, and appropriate name, but the pub-
lic would not call it by that term, and
they hit upon the abbreviation, Q. M. O.
& O. You may call this park the Can-
adian Rocky Mountains Park or the
Rocky Mountains Park of Canada, but
the name by which it will be known to
the public of Canada is the Rocky Moun-
tains Park, and on the whole, I believe
that the name selected by the Govern-
ment is the most desirable.

HON. MiR. DICKEY-1 quite admit,
after what has fallen from the lips of the
Leader of the Government, that the lan-
guage should be terse and concise, and
really for the life of me I cannot under-
stand why an act to establish the Cana-
dian Rocky Mountains Park is not all
that is necessary. I do not know why
we should get in a lot of prepositions
into a title of that kind. In consider-
ing this question, I think all the time
that I am on the other side of the Atlan-
tic and am being asked, " Where is this
Rocky Mountains Park we have heard
so much of ?" "l It is the Canadian
Rocky Mountains Park" is the reply,
and there is the whole information. If
you leave it without the word Canada it
will be appropriated, as all our other
names have been, by the Americans in
less than 6 months, and you will have
posters scattered all over the world with
a view of attracting visitors to the Rocky
Mountains in the United States, where-
they will establish a pqrk without any-

HON. MR. DEVER.
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compunction. I think the name Rocky
Mountains Park is misleading. It certain-
ly has the element of conciseness, 'ut the
Word " Canadian " gives it a more appro-
priate, national, and local significance
than any other. I have not the slightest
objection to it, but I an quite sure that
gentlemen who suggest the name "Dom-
inion " would be quitz willing that the
sane meaning should be conveyed by
adopting the word " Canada." Why
should we be ashamed to have it in the
Bill ! It is the Park of Canada, and the
information is conveyed by the title,
whereas the name Rocky Mountains
Park is indefinite and extends not over
the breadth of this continent, but it cer-
tainly does extend the length of it.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-It is very
well known that the public find many of
the names in common use too long. For
instance the Canadian Pacific Railway
is a long name, and what do the public
do with it? They call it the C. P. R.
Supposing we call this park the Canadian
Rocky Mountains Park, the public may
*call it the Canadian Park or the Rocky
Mountains Park, but they are not likely
to call it the Canadian Rocky Mountains
Park.

HON. MR. POWER-When the hon.
gentleman from Amherst meets the gen-
tleman in England who asks him where
the Rocky Mountains Park is, supposing
he has his way, and he replies it is in
the Canada Rocky Mountains, he will
be asked where are the Canada Rocky
Mountains. There are no Canadian
Rocky Mountains, but there are Rocky
Mountains which extend through

'Canada and through the United
States. To my mind the only
strictly accurate and correct .title,
that is if you wish to bring in the name
of the Dominion of Canada, is the
Otie suggested I think simultaneously
by the hon gentleman from Sarnia and
'mYselfthat is, the Rocky Mountains Park
of Canada. It is the Rocky Mountains
Park and it is in Canada. At the same
time I do not think the name is of suffi-
cient importance to devote much time to
discussing it. If the hon. gentleman
fron Sarnia persists in his amendment I
shall vote for it.

HON. MR. ALLAN-If by the adop-
tion of this name the consequences are to
follow which were indicated by the hon.
gentleman from Delanaudiere, and if it
is to be known as the Canadian Pacific
Railway is known-as the R. M. C. C.,
then it would be better to adopt the
shorter title " Rocky Mountains Park."

HON. MR. V1DAL-I rather think,
with the Leader of the Government, that
this House should express is opinion on
this matter, and I feel satisfied that if the
House piefer this name-Rocky Moun-
tains Park of Canada, that the Govern-
ment will very gladly accept it. We do
not definitely fix it. The Bill will have
to go back to the House of Commons,
and if the majority of this House thinks
the name I have suggested is more appro-
priate why not give that recommenda-
tion to the Government and let the
Government carry it out or not as they
think fit.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Let the vote
be taken in the ordinary way. We at-
tachi no great importance to it ; we should
like to please the country in the name,
that is all.

The Committee divided on the amend-
ment, which was carried on the following
division-yeas 25, nays 13.

The clause as amended was agreed to.

On the 4 th clause, sub-section C.

HON. MR. POWER-Does not the
Minister think there should be some
qualification as to the powers given in
this sub-clause and the sub-clauses which
follow? The object of the Bill is that a
National Park and sanatorium should be
set apart, and so on, and the second
clause says the park shall be set apart as
" a public park and pleasure ground for
the benefit, advantage and enjoyment of
the people of Canada." Here we have
in these sub-clauses a set of provisions
which indicate that the park is
not to be used for these purposes
at all. ' Under sub - clause C
the Government proposes to lease for
terms of years or sell parcels of land in
the park, such parts as the Minister
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deems advisable for the construction of
buildings for ordinary habitation and
purposes of trade and industry and so
on. Then the next sub-clause provides
for the working of mines for the develop-
ment of mining interests, and the issuing
of licenses or.permits of occupation for
such purposes within the park. The
next sub-clause provides for trade
and traffic of every description. The
next clause provides for the preservation
and protection of game and fish and for
the pasturage of cattle and the manage-
ment oflands. It seems to me that all
these provisions are, on the face of them,
inconsistent with the main object of the
Bill, and I think there should be some
provision to limit the powers of the min-
ister in respect to all these matters. I
doubt very much the wisdom of sub-
section C. The lands should only be
leased for the purpose of erecting cottages
and hotels, and the power of the Minis-
ter should be limited in some such
way. It is a great pity that one of
the largest deposits of anthracite
coal in the North-West should happen
to be within the limits of this park, and
the Government should be careful how
they allow those mines to be worked, for
one can conceive nothing more opposed
to the developm'ent of the picturesque
in a region like that than the working of
a coal mine. I am not familiar with the
working of coal mines but I know
sufficient of them to be aware that they

'do not render a district picturesque.
Then the proposition to issue licenses
for pasturage of cattle and for hay lands
seems to be inconsistent with what one
would suppose to be one of the main
features of this park, that is the pre-
servation of specimens of wild animals
indigenous to that portion of the country.
If we have ail these industries going on
and cattle ranches in operation, it is
quite impossible that we should be able
to preserve as we ought to, the wild ani-
mals of that region. Surely there is
land enough throughout the North-West
for cattle grazing without encroaching
upon this comparatively small tract of
country for that- purpose, and I hope
the Minister will see whether
it be not possible to make
such provisions as will limit the opera-

tion of those sub-sections to the greatest
possible extent.

HON. MR. DICKEY-An objection
has been made to this bill that the area
reserved is too large, and now the objec-
tion is that it is so small that it should
be entirely reserved as a place of recrea-
tion and a sanitorium. The two objec-
tions do not seem to run very well toge-
ther, and I think a little consideration of
the general scope and object of this bill
will satisfy my hon. friend from Halifax,
that there is no inconsistency whatever
in regard to specifying a good many ob-
jects in connection with which the Gov-
ernment may make regulations. Take
the subject of mines. Is it any objection
to this reservation that it shall be found
hereafter to contain valuable minps ? For
instance should there be gold or silver
discovered there, which I venture to ap-
prehend from a little knowledge of the
district, is not at all improbable, why
should it be objected that this gold or
silver should be worked because it hap-
pened to be in a large reserve called by
the name of a park ? So far from
that being the case, I think we all,
as Canadians, should be delighted
at such a thing being the case. Then
take the most obnoxious of those mines
-coal mines-these are all worked un-
der ground, and the only erections that
are seen at the mines are those above
ground connected with the hoisting and
despatching of the coal. Why should
we object to a park covering such mines,
and why should we object to the Gov-
ernment having power to so regulate the
working and development of those mines
that they shall not interfere with the
other objects which are contemplated by
this Bill ? I do not see any inconsist-
ency in it myself. If there is objection
to having the mines developed, then
that part of the park ought not to be
reserved as a park at all. Surely the
hon. gentleman does not propose that
those treasures shall be locked up for all
time to come merely because they hap-
pened to be within the limit of the park.
Then take the preservation of wild ani-
mais. One of the provisions of this Bill
is for the preservation and protection of
game of every description, and it is not
at all inconsistent that we should see A

HON. MR. POWER.
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Portion of that park set apart for the
preservation of that noble animal whose
absence now from the plains has caused
so much trouble among the poor Indians.
I have seen myself in one part of the
North-West-within twenty miles from
the city of Winnipeg-a preserve of buf-
faloes, and why should there not be one
in this park ? No more fitting use could
be made of a portion of it. Then the
buildings referred to are necessary, not
only for hotels, but for purposes con-
nected with the sanitorium and residence
for keepers and officers. At all events,
they are' for such purposes as are legiti-
mate for a Park like this, and still more
legitimate for a work which combines so
imany objects. Therefore, I think we
maay well leave that in the hands of the
Government. If the Minister of the
Interior, and the Governor-in-Council
Upon his report, having taken the whole
matter into consideration, make rules
and regulations and submit them-be-

HoN. MR. GOWAN-The hon. mem-
bers from Lunenburg and Halifax cannot
fail to perceive that there is a preamble
to this Act, and the Act must be read in
connection with the preamble. It pro-
vides, " That whereas it is expedient in
the public interest that a National
Park and sanitorium should be set apart
and established in the North-West Ter-
ritories," and then.proceeds to give the
Governor-in-Council power to regulate
all matters connected with it. It further
provides that no regulation made shall
be of any value except it be approved bYthe Governor-in-Council. Confidence
must be reposed in some one to carry
out the details of the management of the
park, and confidence may be reposed in
the Government that they will not exer-
cise their power in a way that will act
contrary to public benefit.

The clause was agreed to.

cause those regulations have to be On Sub-Clause F,
submitted afterwards to Parliament for
approval-there is no danger that they HON. MR. HAYTHORN E-I would
Will do anything which will interfere with suggest that the preservation of birds be
the purposes of the park, either as a included in this paragraph.
Place for recreation or a sanitorium.
What more beautiful sight could there HON. MR ABOTT-I think the
be in the recesses of the Rocky Moun- suggestion is a ver> valuable one. I
tains, on the eastern slope, where the propose to insert it in this sub-section by
Warm Chinook winds and rich soil pro- saying "The preservation of game, fish
duce grasses that are succulent all the and wild birds generally."
year round-than an immense ranch of
the finer breeds of cattle. We do not HON. MR. DEVER-I think from the
know what the object or intention of the tendency of the debite that we will
Government is in reference to that, but change the whole scope and intention of
I can see no objection to it, and no this Bil. The name is already changed,
Visitor who attends the place could have and we will end up by calling it the
any objection to it. Zoological Gardens.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Although
I approve very much of what the hon.
gentleman from Halifax has said, and
what the hon. gentleman from Amherst
has said, yet I think it is inconsistent
With the objects of this Bill that any
Portion of the park should be absolutely
disposed of. The Minister may make
regulations, but to give the Government
PoweX to sell or lease any portion of the
Park seems to be inconsistent with the
object of making the whole park open to
the public.

The clause was agreed to.

On Sub-section 2,

HON. MR. VIDAL-I would like to
call the attention of the Leader of the
Government to a defect in this paragraph,
which provides penalties for contraven-
tion of the Act. The penalty is an
absolute three months imprisonment or
the paywerit ot $200. I can easily con-
ceive a case in which a thoughtless young
man would shoot a bird or an animal and
for this offence against the Act, a magis-
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-trate must actually commit him for three
months imprisonment. I think a trifling

-offence, for which a fine of three or four
dollars should be imposed, should not
necessitate a three months imprisonment.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think the
suggestion is a good one, and I would
move to strike out the words "three
months " and after "imprisonment " on
the same line insert "for not more than
three months."

HON. MR. DICKEY-That is already
provided for. The next clause says the
Governor in Council may provide penal-
ties. Of course there is no objection to
.making it more clear and it can be easily
remedied by putting in the words "l not
-exceeding three months."

The amendment was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-With reference
-to section 5 I observe in the bill I hold
in my hands provision is made that the
irules and regulations shall be laid before
Parliament within 15 days of the open-
,ing of the House. It was not in the
irst copy of the bill submitted to Parha-
ment.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The suggestion
Las been made that a mere notice given
in the Canada Gazette is insufficient, and
it was intimated that probably some other
publication will be required, but I think
that ought to be authorized by the bill.

The clause reads in this way :
" Every regulation made as aforesaid and

approved by the Governor in Council shall,
after publication for four consecutive weeks
in the Canada Gazette, have the like force
-and effect as if it were herein enacted."

I should propose to introduce these
words after the word (Canada) Gazette :

"And in any other manner that may be
provided fron time to time by regulations
made by the Governor in Council'

Then when there comes to be an Offi-
cial Gazette in the North-West Territo-
ries, notice should be given throiigh it, or
large printed posters could be posted up
at various places in the vicinity.

HON. MR. POWER-Where is the
first regulation going to get its force ?

HON. MR. VIDAL,

If this second advertisement is necessary
to give force to the first regulation where
is the first regulation which is prescribed
to get its effect ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-If any other
publication is required the regulation
must contain the order that the regula-
tions are to be published in such and
such a place. If it contains none, then
the publication in the Canada Gazette is
sufficient.

HON. MR. POWER-Every regula-
tion gets its force from being advertised,
but as I understand it this amendment
provides that the regulations shall be
advertised in a certain way. Now where
does the first one get its force ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-If the Gover-
nor in Council desires that there shall be
publication otherwise than for four weeks
in the Canada Gazette they can make a
regulation that it shall be published also
in some other way.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I am afraid it
will be found embarrassing if it is to be
published anywhere else than in the
Canada Gazette. The statutes of the
country are published in the Gazette,
and I am afraid it will be attended with
practical difficulty if any other publica-
tion is made necessary than in the official
Gazette. The Government will secure
all the publicity necessary to give effect
to their regulations.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is not corn-
pulsory on the Government to make any
further provision than is contained in
the statute for the four weeks' publica-
tion in the Gazette. If they think it
necessary, in the interest of the public,
that there should be other publication,
they will order it in the regulation itself.

HON. MR. POWER-Would it not be
better to say that it shall be advertised
in the Canada Gazette and in some
paper published in the vicinity of the
springs ?

The clause was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I move an ad-
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litional clause to this effect: " Nothing
in this Act contained shall affect the
obligation of the Government (if any)
arising out of the conditions of the
acquisition of the North-West Ter-
ritories."

HON. MR. POWER-That looks
very reasonable and proper, but I have
grave doubt about the wisdom of insert-
1ing it here, because after listening to the
explanation given by the Leader of the
House a moment ago, I am not satisfied
that this provision is not capable of be-
In1g abused. The Minister said a mo-
Ment ago that the right of the Hudson
Bay Company (if any) would not accrue
until the Government had ordered sur-
Veys of this park to be made.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Until the sur-
veys are made.

HoN. MR. POWER-As I under-
stand it, « the Hudson Bay Company
would then be in a better position pro-
bably to claim that they were entitled to
a Portion of the property as it stood at
the time the survey was made, with the
liprovements which the Government
'ight put upon it between this and the
tuime of making that survey. I doubt
very much the wisdom of being so very
'Careful of the interests of the Hudson
1ay Company in this instance. It would
be Wise to adopt a provision that if the
Corrpany have any interest in this park
the Government would furnish them
With lands somewhere else equivalent in
Value to these lands in their natural state.

HON. MR. DEVER--Perhaps they
W0uld not accept then.

NoN. MR. POWER-I am afraidthere is a door open here for future

ts ficulty The public in dealing with
ese big corporations is always sure to

suffer. We had an example of that not
'ery long ago. It will be remembered

y s0re hon. gentlemen that when the
ýqUestion of damages in the North-West

as under consideration in this House,
called the attention of the leader
the Government to the fact that the
udson Bay Company's claim for
'nagr s sustained in the North-West

should not be listened to by the Govern-
ment, on the ground-that the Company
had made a great deal nMore money out
of the rebellion than they had suffered
loss, as was shown by the fact that their
stock had gone up very rapidly as a
consequence of the difficulty in the
North-West. The leader of the House
at that time assured us that the Hudson
Bay Company were not making any claim
and were not going to make any claim,
and that the alarm was groundless.
Since then the Company have made
claims, and have, I believe, received large
sums of money on them. They have re-
ceived infimtely more out of the rebellion
than they have lost. The only way, if we
touch this claim at all, is to legislate so
that we shall not leave any door open
for a recurrence of what took place on
the occasion to which I have just re-
ferred. I would suggest to the Minister
that at the third reading of the Bill he
might insert a clause so worded as to put
an end to any difficulty about this
matter.

HON. MR. DICKEY-With regard
to this particular clause-" Nothing in
this Act contained shall affect the obliga-
tion of the Government (if any) arising
out of the conditions of the North-West
Territories "-the objection made by the
hon. gentleman from Halifax is this, and
his caution is a very proper one, that we
should be careful in dealing with this
matter. The question is whether we
have not been as careful as it is possible
to be, because he says this may be a
recognition of an obligation existing be-
fore the land is surveyed. But the obli-
gation arising out of the acquisition
of the North-West Territory, does not
arise until the survey is made,and the obli-
gation is then and then alone, therefore
this clause cannot by any possibility be
construed as applying to anything until
the obligation arises. If before the third
reading it can be made more plain there
can be no objection to it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The objection
is not to the form of the amendment
but to the principle upon which we are
working. The difficulty undoubtedly
exists, and it is a difficulty which arises
out of a solemn contract to which the
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faith of the country is pledged, and
which we cannot possibly affect by any
legislation we may adopt. The Com-
pany have undoubtedly a right to demand
when that property is surveyed and sub-
divided, a certain proportion of the
territory which is defined in the bargain,
and we should be bound to give it to
them in the condition in which it is ; but
the intention of the Government in
making this reserve is not to survey and
sub-divide this park in such a way as to
give rise to any claim on the part of the
Hudson Bay Company. In the mean-
time I can see no way of gettir.g rid of
that difficulty. If we went to 1e Com-
pany and asked to settle .with them we
might be forcing upon our"'lves a claim
which would be difficult to meet. The
Dominion Government are making use
of this property, which does not require
a survey, and the probability is that as
long as it remains a park the survey will
not be required. We must not do any-
thing to destroy the contract or to in-
fringe upon any rights the Company nay
have. It would not be consistent with
public faith ; on the other hand there is
no obligation on us moral or otherwise
to niake a sub division survey. Probably
whatever Government may be in power
when it is necessary to survey and sub-
divide the land, will come to some under-
standing with the Hudson Bay Company
before doing so.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon.
gentleman says it will be contrary to good
morals to do anything that would invali-
date or interfere with the contract
that was made with the Hudson Bay
Company, and then he proceeds to tell
us that in order to get round that con-
tract the Governnent do not propose to
survey this property at all. That was
not a moral proposition, to my mind.
My proposition is this: that the Hudson
Bay Company, being entitled to a cer-
tain portion of the lands out there in
their native State, the Government
should provide that instead of giving
them a portion of this 26o square miles,
they should take power to give them an
equivalent of similar lands in the neigh-
borhood.

THE SPEAKER-And supposing
they did not take it ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-We cannot
legislate that the Hudson Bay Company
must take and shall take other lands, be-
cause we have contracted to give them
certain pieces of land when the time
comes for giving it to them, and we can-
not invalidate that by saying they shall
take other portions of land. We are not
guilty of any breach of faith in reserving
this land and avoiding the survey of it
while it is used for the purposes of a
park. There is no obligation expressed
or implied that the Government shall
proceed in any time whatever to survey
the lands which the Company sold to this
country. In fact the very idea of the
transfer of this enormous territory, a
large portion of it not fit for cultivation,
implied that some portions of it would
never be surveyed. The portion taken for
this park is not suitable for the purposes
of agriculture, and I do not think there-
fore that we could either legislate
to cempel the Hudson Bay Company
to take other lands in place of those
which we have contracted to give themi,.
or that we are violating our contract with
the Company in abstaining from subdi-
viding and surveying the property.

HON. MR.ODELL--This claim of the
Hudson Bay Co.'y is a contingent claim
under a contract which the Government
are bound to fulfil when the time comes-
to do so. It therefore seems to me if we
omit this clause entirely we remain in,
the same position we now are. This
clause gives the Hudson Bay Company
no claim on the property that they do not
now have ; but it may induce them te
think they have some claim, and they
may turn their attention to it and push
for sonie compensation. I do not see
that it is at all necessary to insert this
clause inthe bill ; it will not interfere with
their claim if they have any, and it is for
that reason the Government have deter-
mined to put in some provision which
will protect the two clauses of the Act
which seem to bear upon it-the second-
and third. The third clause, if it became
law, would prevent the Hudson Bay
Company from taking possession, and it
is to avoid the possibility of such con-
struction being put upon it, in justice to
them, that the amendment was sur
gested.
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HON. MR. HAYTHORNE - If I
Uniderstood the hon. gentleman from
Halifax, his object was to prevent the
Hudson Bay Company at some future
time fromi stepping into an unearned in-
crement of value. If that can be pre-
vented by taking precautions at the
Present¶ime it would be a wise step. It
also appears from some of the clauses
Of the Bill that the date when the surveys
are to take place in whole or in part is
lot so remote as the Minister would lead

us to believe, because we have already
passed a clause in relation to the sale
anid leasing of lots. If there is a lease
or sale, of course there must be a survey,
and as soon as there is a survey the
Hudson Bay Company will step in with
their claims. If the Hudson Bay Com-
Pany could be induced to accept terms
now, before the value of the place is
established, it would be much better
than to leave the question open.

HON. MR. DEVER-It would be
unwise on the part of the Government
to lay out money until the property
Is surveyed. I do not see that we
have any right to spend our money
On1 a piece of ground that is in dispute ;
if the Hudson Bay Company have a
right to any portion of this land they
Must get it, but they should have it in its
Primitive state. They certainly should
'lot have it after we lay out large sums
Of Money on it in the way of improve-
ments, and I would suggest that the
Government should have the land sur-
veyed and bring the question up at once
as to whether the Hudson Bay Company
have any legal title to it or not. This
land will become national property and
!t Will be known all over the world, and
it Will be a very difficult matter to settle
With the Company in future. There-
fore, I think it is advisable that some-
thing should be done to remove any
Possible claim before a considerable
amlount of money is expended upon the
Property.

HON. MR. GOWAN-If the >ill
Passed in its present shape it might
.ear the construction that the Par-
liarnent of Canada were disposed
t interfere with the rights vested in the
Hudson Bay Company, which would not

be a desirable view to present to the
public. 'herefore it might possibly in,.
terfere with the permanence of the Act-
because if it represented on its face that
it interfered with the rights of the Hud-
son Bay Company it would probably be
disallowed. I cannot conceive of lan-
guage more accurate or more clear than
the clause before us. It guards the
rights of the Company, (if any), and I
cannot see how it is possible to nse
terms more exphcit. I think the hon.
gentleman from Halifax rather begs the
question by saying that the Government
are getting around this contract by a side
wind, inasmuch as he presupposes it is
the duty of the Government to act at
once in the way of surveying land. Once
he assumes that and begs the question,
thinking the Government are bound to
make the survey, the force of his re-
marks is greatly weakened.

The amendment was agreed to on a
division.

HON. MR. PELLETIER, from the
Committee, reported the Bill with
amendments.

The amendments were concurred in,
and the Bill was ordered for third read-
mg to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned at 10:50 p.m.

THE SENATE,

Ottawa, Thursday, May 26th, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
3 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

DEFENCES OF THE WESTERN
COASTS OF THE DOMINION.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. 'MACDONALD (B.C.>
inquired

Has the Imperial Government promised
to furnish guns or to assist in any way to-
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wards the defences of the Western Coast of Canadian oak and is exceptionally strong.
the Dominion, and is it the inteni ion of the Two years ago she was piated with baif
-Government to commence operations this
yeari pinion, she is well suited to break

He said :-Some time ago I moved Up any ice that ever formed in the lower
for papers in connection with the coast Fraser In February, 1886, and also
-defences of British Columbia, and the last winter, the Board of Trale of the
reply of the Government was that there City of New Westminster, and the City
were no papers on file. I see, however, Council also, applied to the Minister of
in the report of the Commission sent out Marine and Fisheries for the use of this
to British Columbia that last year refer- snagboat for the purpose of plying up
ýence is made to some papers, and there and down from New Westminster to the
must be some correspondence somne-mustbe omecorespodene sme-mouth of the Fraser in order to break uP
where, and it is to know what is going the ice floes that formed in the interior
to be done in the matter that I placed and were carried down with the current.
this notice on the paper. The people of New Westminster are of

HON.opinion, and I confidently endorse their

my hon, fr.iend, may say that theretnas opinion, that if this steamer made a tp
my on fren, Ima sy tattbee.asto the Sandheads and back each day

been a proposal made by the Imperial durirg our coldest weather-which neyer
Government to furnish an armament at lasts more than a week or two-thiS
a cost of £25,000 upon Canada provid- magnificent river-second oniy to the
ing the works &c. An officer has been St. Lawrence in the Dominion-would
sent out by the Imperial Government to be kept open for navigation every day
examine the ground and to prepare plans and bour in the year. The substance of
and report, and his report is understood the reply received from the Minister was
to be before the Imperial Government
but it has not been received here, and for if they granted it in this case, similai
until then no further steps can be taken. demands would be made by peopie living

on other navigable streams similarly
NAVIGATION 0F THE FRASER situated. Tbe reply was not a sat isfac-

RIVER, tory one, inasmuch as there is flot to
my knowiedge a river in the Domwnio

INQUIRY. where it is possible to keep the naviga t on
open during the whoe year, except the

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.) Ci- Fraser. Lastyear the people and City
quired- Council of New Westminster subscoibed

LM it the intention of the Government to on and expended $300 or $400 to cuttin g
alow tbe SnagboatIl Sanpsonn" to be for up the ice to enable vesseis to reach upe

for a few days each winter-in keeping city and these were successful; but w e
the first twentymfive miles of the Fraser think as wé have a vessel lying ide there
River free from floating ice. during tbe winter months, fully manned

He said :-Some four years ago a snag and with al the macbinery and applian
boatwas buiit for the speciaT purpose of ces for this kind ofwork, at a trifling cost
removing obstructions, especially snags this grievance wouid be effectually re-
or large trees, which frequentty grounded moved and a great boon conferred da
in the shallower portions of the Fraser the city and district of New Westminster.
River. Those trees, some of themn over a hope that the Government will se
200 feet in length, witm huge roots, once tbeir way towards placing this snag boat
they grounded soon formed sandbars ard in charge of Mr. Ackman, Dominiol
even islands, whicb flot oniy impede the Land agent at New Westminster, and
navigation, but prove highly dangerous that she wil be used for the purpose I
to steamers and other crafts plying have mentioned next season, or whea-
up and down that noble river, especially ever necessity demands.
at night. This boat was built
of the best quafity of Douglas pine, wiich HON. MR. KAULBACat-I imuld
wood is equal in strength to the best ask my bon. friend if there is any traaec

HoN. MR. MACDONALD.
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On that part of the river in the winter
time where he asks to have the snag boat
nsed ?

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.)- Yes,
Md I will endeavor to show that in the

inquiry that is to follow on our order
Paper.

'ION. MR. ABBOTT-I regret very
ITuch, for the reason which I am about
to state, that it is impracticable to use
the snag boat " Sampson " for the pur-
pose described by my hon. friend. The
?nfswer I have to make to his question,
1s that several applications have been
rMade to have the "Sampson " used in
Working amongst the ice in the lower
Portion of the Fraser; but they have
always been necessarily refused, as the

oat in question was not built for the
purpose, nor is it suitable for it.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I am
surprised to hear that the Minister of
karine reports that the boat is not suit-
able for the purpose I have alluded to.
Tlere is no ice formed in the Lower

raser thicker than two or three inches,
and a daily trip up and down the river
0r about eight miles would be quite suf-
ficient to break it up as it was forming,
and would not injure the boat in the
least.

NAVIGATION OF THE FRASER
RIVER.

INQUIRY.

"ON. MR. McINNES (B.C.) inquired,
118 it the intention of the Governnent to

6Cejin the Supplementary Estimates a suf-
e ut m for the purpose of improving the

k- fgatiOn of the mouth of the Fraser
.1ver, 80 as to enable vessels drawing groin

thghteen to twenty feet of water to navigate
ahdLower Fraser at all stages of the tide

a St ail seasons of the year ?
lie said :-The tides at the mouth ofthe Fraser River average between 12 or

13 teet. The mouth of the Fraser is
Very wide, and there is a large number
fresand bars, and during the summer

hets the main channel changes veryaterially so that the officers of the De-
f0 4lent of Marine and Fisheries havet lnd it almost impossible to keep the

buoys along the edge of the navigable
channel sufficiently accurate to enable
vessels to enter that river during ebb
tide. The average depth over the
sandheads during ebb tide is about
9 feet, and at flood tide over
20 feet. Her Majesty's vessels, though
drawing some 18 or 19 feet of water,
have without accident gone over these
sandheads, and have ascended the Fraser
River over thirty miles. Last year an
appropriation of $8,ooo was placed ini
the Estimates for the improvement of
the navigation of the mouth of the Fraser
by trying to confine the water and make
a permanent channel. The means
adopted to do so, I think, will be suc-
cessful if only petsisted in, and a suffi-
cient sum of money is expended for that
desirable purpose. Huge rafts of from
100 to 150 feet in length are formed
with cross-timbers placed close together
and loaded down with stones and sand
until they sink. By sinking cribs of this
kind in a continuous straight line on
each side of the channel, sand bars or
banks will form immediately around
them, and by that means the existing
depth of water nearly doubled. Eight
thousan dollars was expended last year
on this work, and a furthersum of $io,ooo
is placed in the estimates for this year.
That is quite satisfactory, as far as it
goes, but it does not go far enough.
Instead of $io,ooo there should have
been $50,ooo placed in the Estimates,
for it will take that amount to complete
the work, and the quicker it is done the
less it will cost, inasmuch as a large
amount of the work is destroyed by
the heavy freshets if it is to be done
piecemeal, and it will extend over
several years. If $5o,ooo are expended
for that purpose I have no hesitation in
saying that I believe the result will be
highly satisfactory and that a permamen
channel will be formed which will enable
vessels drawing from 18 to 20 feet of
water to ascend the Fraser River at all
seasons and at all stages of the tide.
New Westminster, which is the second
place of importance in the Province, ac-
cording to the Trade and Navigation
Returns, stands the I 7th as a revenue pro-
ducer on the list of ports in the Domini-
on of Canada. During the years 1882,
1883-84-85, that port contributed $273,
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62o.oo in customs duties alone, or an
average during those four years of $68,
405-00. In Ontario I find that there
are only 9 ports which contribute a larger
revenue than New Westminster; in
Quebec only two ; in Nova Scotia only
two; (Yarmouth and Halifax.) In New
Brunswick two; Manitoba one; Prince
Edward Island one, and in British Co-
lumbia one, (Victoria), so that the money
asked for would be well spent if this
work was proceeded with in the manner
which I have indicated. New Westmin-
ster City is situated in the Queen district
-of the Province.--the best agricultural
district of British Columbia, and the prin-
cipal lumbering region of the Province.
It is the headqtlarters of the great salmon
canning establishments of the Pacific
'Province, and is becoming quite a manu-
facturing centre. We are now connected
with the Canadian Pacific Railway by
railway, and instead of any probability of
the revenue falling off, I think the
chances are it will be greatly increased.
Another reason why I urge this important
work should be completed as soon as
possible is that it will enable the largest
ocean going vessels to enter a fresh water
port. And as many of you are aware
there is nothing does ocean going vessels
more good than getting into fresh water
for a few days to get rid of barnacles and
othe r excrescences that impede their
speed and otherwise prove injurious.
Experienced ocean-going captains have
told me that it is almost as good as a new
coat of paint on a ship's bottom.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I regret that I
am unable to follow my hon. friend in
the details of the work which he thinks
should be done in the Fraser River, but
I am able to assure him that the Govern-
ment takes a great interest in improving
this navigation, and desfires to place it in
the best possible form, for the access of
ocean vessels. During the past year the
works for improving the navigation of
the mouth of the Fraser were commenced,
and a sum has been placed in the
Estimates for continuing the work during
the next fiscal year.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am sorry
that my hon. friend from New West-
minster has withdrawn his attention from

Prot Moody, which I am sure requries
no crib work or dredging to improve its
harbor. The navigation there is perfect.
It is the great terminus of the Canadian
Pacific Railway, and it seems to me it is
almost a waste of money to expend
money on the Fraser, when Port Moody
must in tine take all the trade of the
province, which my hon. friend now says
must go to New Westminster.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (12) " An
Amend the Act to
Gabriel Levee &
(Mr. Ogilvie).

Bill (27) "An
Ontario & Quebec
(Mr. McKindsey).

Act to Revive and
Incorporate the St.
Railway Company. "

Act respecting the
Railway Company."

BANFF NATIONAL PARK BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of Bill (16) "An Act respecting
the Banff National Park."

He said :-There is a small addition I
wish to make to this Bill, to give it a
short tale by which it can be cited. It
will be of some importance wheà we con-
sider the number of rules, regulations
and proceedings which will have to be
taken into connection with it. I wish
also to make a verbal alteration in one
of the amendments made yesterday, and
with the permission of the House I will
move that the Bill be not now read the
third time, but that it be referred back to
the Committee of the Whole House for
further amendment. The addition I
desire to make is that this Act may be
cited as the "Rocky Mountains Park
Act, 1887."

The House resolved itself into a
Committee of the Whole on the Bill.

HON. MR. PELLETIER, from the
Committee, reported the Bill with cer-
tain arnendinents.

The amendments were concurred in,
and the Bill was read the third time and
passed.

HON. MR. McINNES.
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REPRESENTATION OF THE
NORTH-WEST TERRI-

TORIES IN THE
SENATE BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a
ommittee of the Whole on Bill (17)

<«An Act respecting the Representation
Of the North-West Territories in the'
Senate." 1

In the Committee, on the 1st clause,

HON. MR. DICKEY-I should like
to ask my hon. friend if his attention has
been directed to this Bill as it was at
frst introduced by the Premier in another
place ? My reason for asking that ques-
tIon is that the Bill as now before us is
a clause containing only a few words,
and it leaves out all the subsequent part
9f the clause in the Bill as originally
'ntroduced. Those provisions I
apprehend are important at all events, if
they are not indispensible, and I hope my

on. friend will explain why they are not
Considered necessary. The words left
out are :-

important point, to the tenure of the
office which they are to hold, and to the
manner in which vacancies shall be held
to occur, and shall be filled up
etc. I think it is very proper indeed ;
otherwise we have merely a naked en-
actment that there shall be two Senators
appointed, without saying how they are
to be appointed, by what authority, or in
what way they are to be subject as to
qualification, as to tenure of office, and
as to the vacation of their positions îs
Senators in any way. Nor is it stated
that the appointments are to be made
under the authority of the British North
America Act. I take it for granted that
this very important point has been well
considered, and before those parts of the
section as introduced were struck out
there must have been some reason given
for so doing. The reasons are not ap-
parent to my own mind, and I cafl the
attention of the leader of the House to
the matter as it is one of extreme im-
portance, for otherwise when we come
to put this Act into operation it will be
found necessary to have further legisla-
tion to give it effect. This can be done
now by stating that such senators shall
be subject to all the provisions applicable

tl&nd the provisions of sections twenty- to senators in so far-as they can be ap-
tree twent-four, twenty-nine, tlhirty, plicable to persons to be appointed ; or
thity-one thirty-two, thirty-three and the sections may be specially mentioned

ur of "The British North America as they are mentioned in the original«i, 1867,e shall, except in so far as they
%e applicable only to any separate Province bill, which would perhaps be the better
threi mentioned, apply to the Senators to way. I do not see that there are any

appointed under this Act. other sections that are necessary to in-
T he reason for this being added to the corporate in this Act. I feel it my duty,
liill appears to be very obvious. By a as it is an important matter, and speci-
Section of the'British North America ally affects this House, to call the
ACt Power is given to the Government attention of the leader to the matter.
to appoint Senators for the North-West

erritories, and it is proposed by this HON. MR. ABBOTT-As my hon.
bill to exercise that power ; but if we friend from Amherst has correctly stated,
Pass the Bill in its present forrm there is there were certain provisions in this Bill
no reference whatéver to the power as introduced in the lower House, which
Iltider which the appointments are to be professed to make the position ot those
Ulade, and there is no statement mn it Senators to be appointed under the Bill
tha the appointments when made are to come under the provisions of the
be subject to the British North America British North American Act. There was
Act of 1867, or to any particular sections a considerable amount of discussion
Or Portions of that Act. But according upon it there, and after very careful con-
tO the Bill as originally introduced they sideration of the reasons given for not
were so made applicable, as the House inserting in the Bill such provisions, it

remember. On referring to those was considered best to leave them out.
tnI find that they chiefly relate to The reasons, as I understand them, for

qualifications of members, a most doing so were something like the follow-

12T



128 Repreuntation oj tfe [SENATE] N.- W. Territriep.

ing: The Senate holds its position and
its powers, and the members of the Sen-
ate hold their position and their powers
under the provisions of the British North
America Act-that is to say, under the
authority of the Imperial Parliament.
The provisions under which the Imperi-
al Parliament thought fit to grant this
kind of representation in this Dominion
are contained in the Act, and most of
those provisions apply to Senators gen-
erally-not confined to any particular
number of Senators, but to the Senate
and to members of that body. For in-
stance, it is said there shall be one
Parliament in Canada, consisting of the
Queen, an Upper House, styled the Sen-
ate, and the House of Commons.
The Senate shall, subject to the provi-
sions of this Act, be c mpDsed of so
many members, who shall be styled
Senators. Then there is a provision in
another Act passed by Parliament in-
creasing that number, and justifying the
appointment of those two Senators.There
is a provision in the Act as to how the
Senators shall be appointed. It is said
they shall be appointed by the Governôr-
in-Council.

HoN. MR. POWER-By the Queen.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-By the Gover-
nor-General, and subject to the provi-
sions of this Act every person so sum-
moned shall become and be a Senator.
The duties, powers and privileges of the
Senate and its members are therefore
defined in the British North America
Act ; and it was argued, and I think
with some force, that it is not for this
Parliament to attempt to define those
powers, duties or privileges since they
stand of record in the Constitution given
us by the Imperial Parliament. It would
seem, therefore, that there is great force
in the argument used in another place at
the introduction of this Bill, that we are
required to do no more than to
make a declaration that there shall
be two more Senators, namely, for the
North-We3t Territories, and that brings
into force the whole of the provisions of
the Constitution, the Act of 1867, with
reference to the Senate. That is the
theory upon which the clause refer-
red to by the honourable gentleman

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

from Amherst, was left out in the
Lower House, and I am glad to have
the opportunity of offering this expla-
nation for the consideration of this-
House as it carnes conviction to my
mind, and it was satisfactory to the
House through which the Bill has
passed. There is one respect, however,.
in which the language of the British
North America Act does not quite cover
all that is to be desired in the legislation
about those two Senators. The British
North America Act in describing the
qualification of Senators refers only to
provinces. In section 23 it is said that
the qualification of a Senator shall be as
follows : First he shall be of the age of
30 ; he shall be either a natural born
subject of the Queen, or a subject of the'
Queen naturalized by an Act of the Par-
liament of Great Britain or of the Legis-
lature of one of the Provinces, etc.; he
shall be legally or equitably seized as of
freehold. for his own use or benefit, of
lands or tenements held in free or com-
mon socage within the province for
which he is appointed. And again in
the 5th sub-section of that clause it says
he shall be a resident of the province for
which he is appointed. At that time it
is evident that Senators fron the-
territories were not contemplated, and
the operation of this clause would not
in my opinion be such as to render it
necessary for a Senator appointed under
the Act now before us to possess those
two qualifications-that is, that he should
reside in the territories for which he is
appointed, and that he should have
property in them to the am6unt of $4,ooo.
It is certainly expedient that, as regards
qualification, Senators for the North-
West should be on the some footing
as Senators from the other parts of the
Dominion. When I proposed the sec-
ond reading of the Bill I expressed my
intention of moving an amendment to-
seule this question of qualification, and
this is the amendment which I intend to-
propose. It is based upon the principle
that, while we cannot alter the constitu-
tion, we can prescribe to our own Gov-
ernment some of the conditions which
are to govern their selection of a Senator,
and the phraseology of it is as follows :-

9 No person shall be appointed a Senator
under this Act unlesa he shall possess the
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qualifications provided for by Section 23 of
the British North America Act, 1867, and
fr the purposes of this Act the word Prov-

cIVe wherever it is used in the said section
4hall be considered to mean the North-West
Territorie@."

The effect of this is that it will be out
of the power of the Government to ap-
Point a Senator who does not possess
these two qualifications. I move this
aiendment as clause 2 of the Bill.

HON. MR. POWER--I do not rise
for the purpose ot questioning the law of
the Leader of the Government. I think
his law is perfectly good, but it appears
to me that inasmuch as it is apparent
from the argument of the hon. gentleman
that the provisions of the British North
America Act do not apply as a whole to
the North-West Territories, or to the
senators to be appointed for the North-
West Territories, and as the conclusion
Which the hon. gentleman states was
reached in the other branch of Parlia-
Ment was reached only after a good deal
of discussion and considerable difference
of opinion, and as he proposes now to
anend the Bill in the manner set out in
the amendment in your hands, it might
be well I think-at all events it can do
no harm-if the hon. gentleman added
to his amendment some general provision
to the effect that so far as applicable the
Provisions of the British North America
Act with respect to senators should apply
to the senators to be appointed under
this Act. It can do no harm, and if it
should happen that the view taken at
first by the Government on the question,
should ultimately be found to be the
correct one, then no difficulty can arise.
As a matter of caution the hon. gentleman
can see that it would be as well to add
Somie general words of that kind to the
arnendment which he has submitted to
the 1louse.

rON. MR. DICKEY--I understoodfrorn my hon. friend that a discussion
had taken place in this matter in another
Place, but it has not cone under my no-
tice. I understood him also to say that
the reasons given for the alteration of thebi, which omitted all reference to the
ýrItish North America Act, appear to beirresistible. At the same time I think
tny hon. friend has given the best proof

9

of the wisdom of the suggestion which I
made, in the amendment which he has
offered for our acceptance now. That
amendment runs exactly in the same di-
rection as the first reference which is
made here in the bill as it was originally
brought in-that is, the reference to the
qualifications of a Senator. But we have
had no suggestion that it is intended to
say anything as to the other provisions
which refer to all senators, such for in-
stance as the tenure of office and
so on, and the mode that he has of
resigning that office, how vacancies shall
occur and under what circumstances.
For instance, the. loss of property if he
should become bankrupt and so on.
Then what is to be done when a vacancy
occurs and who are to determine the
questions of qualification, or vacancy, as
the case may be, and all cognate
questions. Therefore I think my hon.
friend would do well to take into
consideration the suggestion made not
only by myself but by the hon. gentleman
from Halifax, that in legislating in a
matter which peculiarly affects this House
and on which it is desirable to relieve
this House of any doubt which may
hereafter corne before them, now is the
time to seule this question so that we
may never have any doubt about the
position of any gentleman who comes
here as a Senator. I think it is due to
those who are to be appointed to be
placed in the same position we occupy
here. We hold our position by authority
of the British North America Act, 1867,
and I would be pleased if an amendment
could be made by which those persons
would also be brought directly under
the authority and protection of that
Act. I think they are entitled to it, and
I think the House, in passing upon this
Bill to give authority to appoint two
Senators for the North-West Territories,
should see that such protection is thrown
around this legislation as will provide
not only for the qualification which has
been suggested, but also for other points
referred to in the Act as applicable
to those Senators as well as to all Sen-
alors, because.it is quite evident if a man
loses that qualification-if instead of
holding $4,ooo he holds nothing-
there should be a mode of vacating his
seat and appointing a successor, or if he
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desires to resign that he should have the
right to do so. We are reduced to this
dilemma: either the Bill as it was intro-
duced, without this amendment, is suffi-
cient, or if we are to make an amendment
we should provide for all the cases which
should be provided for as to future con-
tingencies. Therefore, I beg to suggest
that we should have some general provi-
sion such as has been referred to, where-
by all the provisions in the British North
Arnerica Act of 1867 which are
applicable to Senators should be made
applicable to those Senators appointed
from the Territories. I am quite
sure my hon. friend can frame
a clause that will relieve us of
any embarrassment on this point. If it
is ever to be done, now is the time to do
it, and not wait until the question arises
as to the mode of appointment, the ten-
ure of office, the mode of getting rid of
it, etc. I hope my hon. friend will, be-
fore the Bill comes to a final reading,
apply his mind to it and give us such a
provision which, I ara sure, will make
the Bill a very much better one than it
is in its bald aspect now. The principle
has been approved so far by the amend-
ment which has been carried.

HON. MR. GOWAN-It occurs to me
that this is very analagous to a proceed-
ing dealing with an existing tribunal.
For example if to the ordináry courts of
justice one or more judges were added, it
would be quite sufficient to say that they
were added to the existing court, and all
the rules and privileges belonging to
members of that court would follow as a
natter of course. This Bill dealhng with

.a branch of the Legislature-the Senate
-increasing the number of members
composing it, certainly carries with it all
the powers and privileges which belong
to Senators generally, under the British
North America Ac'. I think the last
clause is desirable, having regard to the
fact that the tern " provinces;' is used in
the Act, and this applies to a condition
of things which did not exist at the time
that Act was framed.

HON. MR. TURNER-When the
North-West Reprcsentation Bill was
before this House a year ago, in congra-
tulating the Government on taking a step

HON. MR. DICKEY.

in the right direction, I objected to what I
could not but consider mistakes of omis-
sion. One was that there was no provision
for theappointment of Senators in the Bill,
and the other that while onlyone member
was provided for in Alberta, I thought
in the interest of the country, there ought
to have been two, and that Alberta should
have been divided into two ridings-north
and south. I foreshadowed then what
the result would be. I claimed that the
member would be elected not upon a
political or any special issue, but simply
for local considerations, and all would
depend upon whether the north or the
south had the largest number of inhabi-
tants, which locality would return the
member. The representative has been
elected, as I anticipated, for what I catl
the south riding, and I think very pro-
perly so, because the only representative
we have in the Commons for the great
ranching districts of the North-West is
that member. But north Alberta has
got peculiarities of soil and situation
which make it a very important position.
I look upon the Edmonton District as
the gateway to Athabasca, and one day
no doubt it will be something as Winni-
peg now is to the North-West-the key
to the future North-West of the North-
West. So far as north Alberta is con-
cerned it has within its limits the head
of the navigation of and is watered by
perhaps the finest river in the North-
West, the North Saskatchewan, and is
bound to be an àttractive place of settle-
ment for men of limited means. There
is a great risk in bringing a large number
of emigrants of limited means to this
country and placing them on our prairies
where their means might be exhausted
in building a house, digging a well, and
getting fuel, all of which will have to be
paid for ; the North Saskatchewan is pe-
culiarly suitable for such settlers. On the
southern exposure of the river there is
ihe prairie, on the northern exposure
abundance of timber. My object in
making these remarks is to show the im-
ponance of this riding. The whole of
the Edmonton district is a bed of coal.
It crops out everywhere and iron abounds,
and even gold is found in paying quan-
tities. But the special advantage is that
a member coming from North Alberta,
will nt oaly represent Alberta, but also
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Athabaska. The finest land and most
important part of the North-West is on
a line drawn say from Regina through
Edmonton and the Peace and Athabaska
River districts, which will probably be
the Railway route of the future, going
through Yellow Head Pass. What I wish
to Impress upon the Government now is
that it is exceedingly desirable that they
should take into consideration the pecu-
liar interests to be developed in this dis-
trict, and the claims of North Alberta
When appointing Senators for the North-
West.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend has rather diverted us from the
discussion of the subject before the
Ilouse. I agree with the hon. gentleman
from Halifax and the hon. gentleman
frOM Amherst, that the bill as it stands
's not sufficient to bring the senators to
be appointed for the North West under
the operation of the British North Amer-
Ica Act. It is contended very forcibly
by the hon. gentleman from Amherst
that in order to prevent any doubt as re-
gards the other provisions-the age, qual-
ification and disqualification of members
that may hereafter arise, it would be
better to put it beyond all question by
adopting the suggestion that has been
made.

t ON. MR. POWER-I wish to call
the attention of the leader of the House
t< two or three facts in connection with

Iths bill, to which, perhaps, he has not
directed his attention particularly. The
o. gentleman will see that the provi-

du in the British North America Act
o not contemplate the appointment of

any senators from territories or from the
orth-West. All the provisions contained

111 the sections from twenty-one down
tc thirty-six refer to a Senate composed
?f seventy-two members which tnay belrncreased to a number not exceeding 78,
which Senate shall be divided into three

'visions, representing Ontarlo, Que-
tbec anic1 the Maritime Provinces. Thenthereis a provision that should Newfound-land and Prince Edward Island come intotie Confederation they shall be con-
8rdered as forming part of the Maritime
trovinces ; but the Act does not con-
elyplate any North-West Senators. Of

course one may be told that the 14 6th
section does contemplate the admis-
sion of other colonies and the appoint-
ment of Senators to represent those
colonies. The 14 6th section provides
that the Queen may, with the ad-
vice of Her Majesty's Most Honorable
Privy Council, on addresses from the
Houses of the Parliament of Canada
and from the Houses of the respective
Legislatures of the Colonies, the Pro-
vinces of Newfoundland, Prince Edward
Island and British Columbia, admit those
Colonies or Provinces, or any of them,
into the Union, "and on address from the
Houses of the Parliament of Canada to
admit Rupert's Land and the North-
West Territories, or either of them, into
the Union on such terms and conditions,
in each case as are in the addresses ex-
pressed and as the Queen thinks fit to
approve, subject to the provisions of this
Act." I do not think that in the Address
under which the North-West Territories
and Rupert's Land came into Canada
there was any provision as to the Senate.
I may be mistaken, but I do not think
so, in saying that the British North
America Act does not seem to make
any express provision which refers to any
Senators from the North-West, and does
not contemplate the appointment of
Senators from that part of the country.
Then, as I understand it, the only other
Imperial enactment which bears directly
upon this question is Cap. 28 in the
Imperial Act, 34 and 35 Vic., passed on
the 2 9th June, 1871. The second sec-
tion of that Act says :

" The Parliament o! Canada may fron
time to tine establish new Provinces in any
Territories formin for the time being part
of the Dominion ofCanada, but not included
in any Province thereof, and may at the time
of such establishment, make provision for
the constitution and administration of any
such Province, and for the passing of laws
for the peace, order and good government
of such Province, and for its representation
in the said Parliament."

I think a reasonable interpretation of
that section would be that the Parliament
of Canada, if it were admitting those
territories as Provinces, would have the
right to provide' as the Parliament of
Canada pleases for the representation of
the new provinces both in the House of
Commons and in the Senate. That is
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only a probable view. It may be that
view is not the correct one ; still I think
the language is capable of that construc-
tion. There is not any power, as far as
I can see, in this Act, any more than in
the British North America Act, for
admitting the territories to representa-
tion or giving a territory representation
in the Senate. That I think is done
under the Act of last year, and I am not
aware that that Act inade any provision
as to members of the Senate from the
North-West. It seems to me there is
some reasonable doubt as to whether the
provisions of the British North America
Act, would, as a matter of course, apply
to senators to be appointed to represent
the North-West Territories; and, as I
have already stated, as the Leader of the
House thinks it necessary to make one
amendment' in this Bill, it can do no
harm to add a general provision that the
other provisions of the British North
America Act respecting members of the
Senate, so far as practicable, shall apply
to members of the Senate appoinýed
under the authority of this Act.

HON. MR. SCOTT-On general prin-
ciples I should prefer leaving the Bill as
it is. The authority for the introduction
of this Bill was given to this Parliament
last session. The particular clause which
bears on it reads in this way :-

" The Parliament of Canada nay, fron
time to time, make provision for the repre-
sentation in the Senate and House of Coin-
mons of Canada. or in either of then, of any
territories which for the time being form
part of the Dominion of Canada, but are not
included in any province thereof."

I think we have no power whatever to
define that any particular clause of the
British North America Act shall apply to
representation in this House or in the
House of Commons. We have power to
name senators, and the moment we name
senators they become subject to the pro-
visions of the British North America Act.
The objection I have to the proposed
amendment is, that if it is necessary to
introduce certain clauses then it niight
with equally forcible logic be urged why
not apply all ? That seems to be the na-
tural sequence, but in my judgnent we
have no right to define what clauses shall
apply. The senator appointed must be
appointed with the qualifications of a

HON. MR. POWER.

senator, and those qualifications are de-
fned not for any particular province but
for all, except for Quebec, and that
stands out alone in having residence and
qualification. My own opinion is that it
would be infinitely safer not to make any
amendment. The Government appoint
senators. They can only appoint as a
senatora gentleman who is qualified in the
ordinary way as a senator from any other
province-he must have a property quali-
fication, and must be subject to all the in-
cidents of the British North America Act.
All the clauses apply that are applicable,
and I think that will be the true inter-
pretation if this question comes before
any tribunal.

HON. MR. POWER-Why not say
that ?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I do not think
we should. I do not think we should
say surplusage. Under the authority of
the Act of the Imperial Parliament
passed last year we should define the
number of Senators who shall represent
the North-West, and the moment we do
that all the incidents of the British
North America Act will follow. If any
amendments are to be made, then I
think you have to say that all the clauses
of the British North America Act re-
lating to the appointment of Senators in
other Provinces except the Province of
Quebec shall apply.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not feel
like giving very much weight to the
argument that putting in a clause of this
kind will not do any harm and therefore
we ought to put it in. We should not
be governed altogether by a considera-
tion of that description. It seems to me
the real question for this House is, is
this provided for by the existing law or
is it not ? Are all those provisions,
to which my hon. friend fron
Amherst has referred, actually con-
tained in' the British North America
Act, and do they apply to those two
Senators or do they not ? This is the
first question I think that we ought to
answer for ourselves. If w'e consider that
it is clear they do apply, then we would
not be making proper legislation if we
put in a blanket clause in addition, more
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especially as we are dealing with an Act
Passed by a superior power, and not
With an Act passed by our own Parlia-
Ment. It seems to me, therefore, that
the first question to which. we might
reasonably address ourselves .is this : do
those clauses apply to those two Senators,
or do they not ? I hope I rnay be par-
doned if I take a little time, though not
'ery much, in endeavoring to show that

they do apply beyond all possibility of
doubt, and the only reason why any
anendment at all is required is because
the phraseology of one of those clau:es
which, otherwise, undoubtedly does ap-
Ply, is not in itself clear. My hon.
friend from Ottawa says the word
" Territories " and the word "Provinces"
are practically the same. In one sense
they are practically the same, but
there is certainly an ambiguity in
leaving the definition of the qualification
of a senator for a territory to be decided
by what shall be the qualification of a
senator for a province. There is an un-
doubted ambiguity there, and as there is
an undoubted ambiguity we should make
it clear. But where there is no ambig-
Uity I really think we ought not to legis-
late. The British North America Act
of 1867 provides for the admission of
the Territories in a general way,. but it
does so subject to the provisions of the
constitution. It says so expressly. The
146th clause provides that it shall be
lawful for the Queen, by and with the
advice of Her Majesty's Privy Council,

To admit Rupert's Land and the North-est Territories, or either of them, into thelon on such terms and conditions in each
case as are in the addresses expressed, and
a the Queen thinks fit to approve, subject

tO the provisions of this Act.
That is the initiative legislation on the

subject of the admission oi the Terri-
tories. The Act itself makes two kinds
Of Provisions--one kind of provisions
that are applicable to special senators ;
the other kind of provisions that are ap-
Plicable to all senators, and there is no
Possibility of construing this clause in
a%1y other way. It makes provisions for
the* senators of the provinces-Quebec
and the other provin-es,- then forming
Part of the Union and incorporated to-gether under this Act. Senators from
Quebec had one qualification ; senators

from ôther provinces had another quali-
fication. Then having disposed of that
question, what shall be the qualification
of a senator from the different provinces,
the law goes on to make general provi-
sions with respect to the Senate. It says
" The Governor-General shall summon
such and such persons to the Senate ; "
then afterwards the Governor-General
appoints the senators withcut descrip-
tion or limitation ; the number of sena-
tors at any time shall not exceed seventy-
eight ; a senator shall, subject to the
provisions of the Act, hold his place in
the Senate fcr life. Then section 30
provides for the resignation of a senator.
That applies to all senators without any
distinction. Section 31 provides how
otherwise the place of the senator shall
become vacant, and describes it without
reference to province or territory. Section
32 provides how the vacancy is to be filled.
Section 33 says : " If any question arises
respecting the qualification of a Senatot
or a vacancy in the Senate, the same
shall be heard and determined by the
Senate," and so on. All of the provisions
respecting this House, and respecting
its members, are absolutely and unquali-
fiedly general except those which pre-
scribe the qualification of members. of one
of the provinces which then constituted
the confederation and the number of
Senators in the House. These two are
the only two that are in any respect
specially applicable only to certain
Senators. In every other respect every
syllable of this legislation is applicable to
every Senator in this House and every
Senator who may hereafter come into
this House. My hon. friend from
Halifax spoke of the Act of 1871. That
Act has not, I think, very much bearing
on this particular case, but my hon.
friend did not speak of the Imperial Act
of 1886.

HON. MR. POWER-I had not that
Act before me at the time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
would have considered it important if
he had examined it. This Act simply:
provides for an increase of the memberg
of the Senate as representing the Terri-
tories, and it says " this Act and the
British North America Act of 1867 and
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the British North America Act of 1871
shall be construed together, and may be
cited together as the British North
America Act 1867 to 1886." This Act
provides that the Parliament of Canada
may make provision for the representa-
tion of any territory in the Senate and
House of Commons. The sub-section
to Clause 2 says:-

" And the number of Senators, or the
number of members et House of Commons
specified in the last mentioned Act, is in-
creased by the number of Senators or of
members, as the case may be, provided by
any such Act of the Parliainent of Canada
for the representation of any provinces or
territories of Canada."

So that this Imperial Act simply pro-
vides for the Parliament increasing the
number of Senators or members of the
Commons by a certain number repre-
senting the Territories. It says nothing
more than that. Then it says, subject
to that, having thus increased the num-
ber, this Act and the Act of 1871 and
the Act of 1886 shall all be read together
and shall all be construed together, so
that in point of fact we are placed ex-
actly in the position as if the Act of
1867 had provided for seventy-eight
Senators, so many for each province,
and two more to represent the
territories. Such being the case it iS
perfectly clear that so far as the' British
North America Act of 1867 is by its
terms applicable to senators generally,
it is applicable to those Senators. The
only point that comes up is this: the
exact language of the constitution does
not comprise territories. It refers only
to provinces. It says " the qualification
in the other provinces shall be as follows,
etc." All we propose to do by this Act
is what my hon. friend opposite thinks is
sufficiently done already. We propose
to make it sure that the word territories
and the word provinces shall have the
same meaning, and I think that is all
that is necessary to be done in order to
make the Act absolutely effectual in every
respect. As to qualification,appointment,
removal, supplying the vacancies, and
all these things, they are amply provided
for by the Act under authority of which
those Senators are appointed.

HON. MR. SCOTT-There is another

point which may be worthy of notice.
That clause in the Imperial Act of 1886
of course refers to representation in both
Houses, the Senate and the House of
Commons. In pursuance of that clause,
Parliament, during the last session, made
provision for the representation in the
House of Commons by members from
the North-West Territories. That Act
is perfectly silent as to who shall be
members of the House of Commons.
They have rested on the presumption
that when authority was given to the
various territories in the North-West to
be represented by members clect that
all the incidents of a member of the
House of Commons followed as a matter
of course. They did not define that a
member must be twenty-one years of age ;
that he must be a British born subject,
or have certain other qualifications. If
my hon. friend looks over the Act of
1886 respecting representation in the
House of Commons, he will find it per-
fectly silent on those subjects. It simply
provides for the election of members,
and brings into harmony the mode of
election of members in the North-West
with that for the election of members in
the other Provinces - purely the ma-
chinery that was, under former legisla-
tion, applicable to members from the
rest of the Dominion. Now if it was in
any sense peculiar the taking of power
by the House of Commons to be repre-
sented by a member in the way it is
urged here, if the qualification of Sena-
tors is to be defined they should have
gone on and defined in accordance with
the general law what the-qualification of a
member of the House of Commons should
be. I have looked over the Act in a hasty'
way and cannot find the simplest refer-
ence as to what the qualifications of a
member of the House of Commons shall
be under the Act of last session as framed
for the North-West Territory, making it
clear that Parliament, last year at all
events, thought that when-they had made
provisions for the election of persons to
represent the territories in the House of
Commons that all the incidents followed
at once from the power that was given
to elect a member. He must be just
such a person as under our constitution
then existing could be elected in any
one of the provinces.

HON. MR. ABBOTT.
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HON. MR. KAULBACH-I can only
say that the leaders on both sides of the
louse have made it clear that the
anendment which the leader of the Gov-
erntmeùt proposes is perfect in every re-
spect with regard to qualification.

HON. MR. POWER-It is only fair
to nyself to say that I had not before me
and I had not recently read the Imperial
Act passed last year. That Act does
certainly alter the case considerably, as
has been said by the Leader of the
louse, and, in the absence of any other
enactment by this Parliament the rule is
as stated by the Leader of the House
and the Leader of the Opposition. But
Supposing the Parliament of Canada
thought that the qualification was too
high-tha out in the North-West Terri-
tories it was not necessary that the pro-
Perty qualification of a senator should be
as high as it is here.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I don't think
they could change it.

HON. MR. POWER-It seems to me
that under the first section of the Impe-
rial Act of last year the Parliament of
Canada could alter the qualification. It
says :-
' The Parliament of Canada may from timeto time make provision for the representation
in the Senate of the House of Commons of
Canada or in either of them of any terriiories,
Which for the time bein , form part of the
*Ominion of Canada, and are not included
in any province thereof."

This Parliament could make any pro-
Vision it pleased as I take it, which, of
course, embraces the qualification of
rnembers of both houses. The hon.
gentleman from Ottawa said that he
had only looked at the Statute of last
Year-that is the Canadian Statute-
with respect to representation in the
iHouse of Commons in a cursory way,aid I sce that that is the case, because
'f the hon. gentleman will turn to sec-
tion 67 of the Act of last year, that is
the Canadian Act respecting the repre-
8entation in the other House, he will find
that certain provisions of 37 Vic., cap. 9,
are incorporated with that Act. On

m0Oking into the matter, I find that Sec-
tions 67, 68 and 69, all apply to previous

legislation. I was mistaken, and there-
fore I think the argument of the leaders
on both sides must be correct.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I understood
my hon. friend from Ottawa to state that
there is no provision in the Act of last
year with respect to the representation in
the House of Commons of persons from
the North-West incorporating any part of
the Dominion Election Act as to qualifi-
cation. I find that there is a very
sweeping introduction in a section, in
chap. 24 of the Act of last year-section
67. There are no less than 71 clauses
in this Act to give power to elect mem-
bers for the North-West Territory. Sec-
tion 67 provides-

" Sections 20, 64, 65, 70, 73, 75, 76, 78 to
114, both inclusive, 116 to 125, both inclusive,
and 117 to 130, both inclusive of the Dom-
inion Elections Act, 1874; section 15 of the
Act 41st Vic., chap. 6, and the Act 46th
Vic., chap. 4, are hereby incorporated with
this Act and shall be read as forning part
thereof."

HON. MR. SCOTT-Here too.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Exactly. That
is what we propose here. My hon.
friend's argument is this : that in legis-
lating last year as to the representation
in the House of Commons, it was not
thought necessary to introduce any
legislation whatever in reference to
qualification of members or anything
else ; that the moment legislation
passed that there-were to be so many
members there was an end of it. Now
we find instead ot that being the case,
section 67 incorporates some 200 sec-
tions, almost the whole of this law of
1874, which was passed and made appli-
cable to members elected before those
persons were authorized to be elected,
and it was found necessary to legislate
so as to make that a part of this very
Act itself. So that for 71 sections they,
actually had to incorporate a number
which made up certainly to 200, and
probably more than that, to legislate
sufficiently as to members of the House
of Commons ; yet two lines are thought
sufficient in this Bill to place under the
authority of the same Act members for
whom we claim now to make this legis-
lation.
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HON. MR. SCOTT-What I said was
that there was no reference in the Act to
giving powers for representation in the
North-West-that there was no one
clause that in any way defined who
should be a member, and I say so still.
The clauses to which the hon. gentleman
has called attention are those relating to
the machinery for the election.

THE SPEAKER- The Dominion
Election Act ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-The mode of
electing, it is purely the machinery. You
had to have special machinery in the
North-West, and all the clauses relating
to the mode, the machinery, necessary
to carry on the election of a member of
the House of Commons in the other
provinces was not absolutely applicable
in all its details to the North-West. But
the point I made was this. When we
declared that the territories should be
represented by so many members we did
not go on to define who should be capa-
ble of being elected. What shall be the
qualifications, &c., as the election law
provides. For instance there is nothing
as to the qualification of real estate ;
there is nothing said as to whether a per-
son shall be an alien, a natural born
citizen or a naturalized citizen, or that a
number of other provisions shall be ap-
plicable to the members of the House of
Commons. That is the point I made.
The section referred to by my honour-
able friend refers to the machinery and
not to the qualifications of members of
the House of Commons.

The amendment was agreed to.

HON. MR. GIRARD, from the Com-
nittee, reported the Bill as amended.

The amendments were concurred in
and the Bill was ordered for third read-
ng to-morrow.

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

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Friday, May 271h, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
3 p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

The following bills,
Standing Committees,
third time and passed.

reported from
were read the

Bill (ir) "An Act respecting the St.
Catharines & Niagara Railway Com-
pany"- (Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (io) "An Act respecting the On,
tario Sault Ste. Marie Railway Company'
-(Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (F) "An Act respecting the Prim-
itive Methodist Colonization Company"
(Limited)-Mr. Vidal.

Bill (13) "An Act respecting the
Grand Trunk Railway Company of Can-
ada"-(Mr. Read.)

THE TEESWATER & INVER-
HURON RAILWAY COM-

PANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (D) "An Act to
incorporate the Teeswater and Inver-
huron Railway Company," with amend-
ments. He said :-To this Bill the
Committee have recommended several
amendments. The first is connected
with a clause which is inserted for the
purpose of enabling this Company, with
the consent of the Saugeen Valley Rail-
way Company, to build and operate a
small branch connected with this line.
The next relates to sub-section 4, in
which they set forth that one of the ob-
jects which they desire to carry out shall
be the use of streams and·water courses
in the vicinity of the Railway for
certain purposes connected with the
railway. As the Committee thought that
this Parliament would not consent to give
even an indirect sanction to the principle
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that they have any power to grant the
Company the right to acquire property
at such a distance from the railway, they
introduced an amendment to bring it
Wthin the jurisdiction of this House.
That amendment provides that this is
only to take effect after the right to use
such property has been legally acquired.
There are several other amendments
which I need not explain. One is con-
nected with the appointment of provi-
sional directors. It strikes at all the
Powers that were proposed to be given
to those directors, because they were in-
consistent with the office of provisional
director. Another small amendment is
Inade in reference to the question of the
bond-holders or debenture-holders whose
rights are legislated for in this Act.
When the Bill was drawn it seemed to
be Uncertain whether it was intended to
apply only to the bond-holders, but it
was found to be intended to apply not
otly to them but to holders of stock, and
therefore it was necessary to make
several amendments to bring the Bill
Hito conformity with that object. The
arneindments are chiefly verbal-in fact,
the whole of the amendments, with the
exception of those which I have ex-
explained, are of that character, and it
will be. for the House to say whether
they will require time to consider them
Or not. I am under the impression that
the amendments having been carefully
considered in Coinmittee, the House will
'ot require that time. I move that the
anendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to and the
amTiendments were concurred in.

l'ON. MR. McKINDSEY moved the
third reading of the Bill as amended.

The motion was agreed to and the
was read the third time and passed.

8T VINCENT DE PAUL PENI-
TENTIARY.

MOTION.

4ON. MR. BELLEROSE moved-

hat an humble Address be presented to
i le ttellencythe GoiernorGeneral; pray12 that His Excellency will be graciously

pleased to cause to be laid before this House
a copy of a letter dated 10th September,
1886, and signed by Joe. H. Bellerose, in
relation to the difficulties at the St. Vincent
de Paul Penitentiary, together with a copy
of a letter from C. A. Nutting, Esa., Advo-
cate, dated 28th August, 1886, upon the
sane subject ; and also, a copy of the report
of Mr. Sherwood, Superintendent of Govern-
ment Police, charged by the Honorable the
Minister of Justice with the verification'of
the facte contained in the last nentioned
letter.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There is no
objection to the address.

The motion was agreed to.

SIR ALEXANDER CAMPBELL

The House adjourned during pleasure
in honor of Sir Alexander Campbell's
visit to the Senate.

After some time the House was
resumed.

REPRESENTATION OF THE
NORTH-WEST TERRI-

TORIES IN THE
SENATE BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of Bill (7) "An Act respecting
the representation of the North-West
Territories ift the Senate of Canada."

HON. MR. DICKEY-Hon. gentle-
men are aware that in the exercise of my
duty I felt it necessary to call upon the
House to consider the propriety of mak-
ing certain additions to this Bill in order
that it might become law under circum-
stances that would leave no doubt as to
its operation. The bill is brought in on
the authority of an Imperial Act which
was passed on the 25th June last, by
which power was given to this Parliament
to legislate in reference to representation
in this body, as well as in the House of
Commons,of the North-West Territories.
I notice this for the purpose of emphas-
ising the fact that the legislation in
each case is founded upon the Imperial
Act and that legislation has already taken
place with regard to the representation
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of the North-West Territories in the
House of Commons. It is now pro-
posed to apply the powers given by that
Imperial Act to bring in persons to re-
present the North-West Territories
in this House. In the exercise of my
duty I called the attention of the Gov-
ernment to the impressions that had
been made upon my mind on the subject
without looking into it particularly and I
have no fault to find with the manner in
which my comments were received by
the Leader of the House. He has ex-
pressed a very strong opinion on the
subject and he has quoted the views
entertained in another place. To those
views I yield great respect. I am not
prepared to state uncompromisingly that
I differ altogether from them. At the
same time I think that more caution is
necessary, and more consideration is
required before we conclude that this
legislation will attain its object in the
form in which it is presented to us, and
my reason for saying so is that we have
a precedent before us, in our own legisla-
tion in reference to representation in the
House of Commons from these same
territories, as bearing upon this question
which is now before us. I called the
attention of the House to the fact that
we had a bill brought in which contained
some 71 clauses upoi that subject, and
I find, on referring to the Act, that
it incorporates with its provisions no
less than 59 clauses from the Dom-
inion Elections of 1874, so that
there are actually no less than
130 clauses incorporated as part of
that measure to give representation
to the North-West Territories in the
House of Commons. I was met, with
regard to that, by my hon. friend from
Ottawa, who stated that the two cases
were not analogous at ail : that there
was nothing in the Act of last year ap-
plying, for instance, to the qualifications
of members brought into the House of
Commons-that this legislation applied
to matters of procedure and had little or
no bearing on the question at ail. I had
not much opportunity of looking at the
Acts then, but I have since examined
them and I find that my hon. friend is
entirely mistaken. Take first the ques-
tion of representation : the Act of last
year enumerates all these laws and states

HON. MR. DICKEY.

that their provisions shall be incorporat-
ed with the act itself. Now. the
very first of these sections referred
to in the Act with reference to represen-
tation in the North-West Territories to
the House of Commons, is that which
relates to this very subject of qualifica-
tion. My hon. friend undertook to say
that it had nothing to do with the quali-
fication ot a person coming into the
House of Commons at al. The section
I refer to is Section 20 of the Dominion
Elections Act of 1874, which was incor-
porated as part of the Act of last year.

HON. MR. SCOTT-There is no new
legislation of the kind in the Act.

HON. MR. DICKEY-We ail under-
stand that there is no real estate qualifi-
cation ; that is set forth by Section 20 of
the Act of 1874. The qualification con-
tained in that section has been legislated
upon. It was found ne:essary, in bring-
ing representatives from the North-West
Territories into the House of Commons,.
to incorporate that section in the legisla-
tion of last year, just as my friend, the
hon. leader of the House, thought it
necessary to move an amendment to
state that the existing qualification shall
apply in the case of the Senate. The
2oth section of the Act of 1874 deals
entirely with the qualifications of mem-
bers of the House of Commons.

HON. MR. SCOTT-That is the gene-.
ral law.

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
says it is the general law; but he told us
yesterday that when you act under the
British North America Act and appoint
a member to the Senate or the House of
Commons, the fact of appointing him
carries ail the principles of the general
law with him, and there was no necessity
for such legislation. Only so recently as-
last session Parliament thought it neces-
sary to incorporate this very section with
the Act, to show that a candidate did
require that qualification and required
no other, and the Leader of the House
yesterday moved an amendment to this-
Bill with reference to that very subject
of qualification. But that is not ail of it.
There are no less, as I have already said,-
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than 59 sections of this Dominion Elec-
tions Act incorporated in the Act of last
Year by which members are elected to
represent the North-West Territories in
the House of Commons. We do not
propose to touch one of them. My hon.
friend who has charge of this Bill would
nlot consent even to a suggestion that a
clause should be inserted providing that
all sections applicable to members of the
Senate by the British North America Act
shall be applicable to Senators from the
North-West Territories. Last year the
Government took enough pains not
inerely to introdure this, but to introduce
a section which included all the general
provisions from section 78 to 115 inclu-
sive of the Dominion Elections Act, and
these provisions are a part of the law
Under which, at the last elections in the
North-West Territories, representatives
were returned to sit in the House of
Comminons, and yet we undertake, in a
couple of lines to admit representatives
to the Senate without requiring anything
frorn these people, without stating what
their qualification shall be at all or what
rights they shall have when they come
here. We pass a Bill without any such
requirements at all. It may be said

but this is all provided for by the
British North America Act." It is said
that the British North America Act
requires certain qualifications for Sen-
ators. That is not sufficient to prevent
the honorable Leader of the House from
requiring that in this Bill Senators shall
still have a qualification, and he says it
18 niecessary that we should legislate now
about it, but besides that, I call the
attention of the House to the fact that
as regards the members in the House of
Crn1mons, there is some requirement of
qualification in the British North America
Act. If we turn to section 41 we shall
find that until the Parliament of Canada
Otherwise decides-and they have other-
*ise decided by Act of Parliament-
the qualifications shall be such as the
ows of the several provinces require. In

er words, they legislated as to that9ualification. Last year we legislated inte ame direction with regard to mem-
rt who were to come into the House

omf Conmons from the North-West

at tt ories. But my hon. friend laughs
e idea of its being necessary to leg-
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islate in any such way for members of
the Senate. " It is all very well for the
House of Commons," he says ; "but a
couple of lines will bring as many Sena-
tors into this House as we require, and
they are to have all the rights and privi-
leges and are to be subject to all the
penalties and restrictions which apply to
Senators under the British North Ameri-
ca Act." I say they are not. That is
my impression, and I only raise my voice
of warning to keep our legislation right.
I have risen to point out that as it was
found necessary to incorporate last year
all these clauses in the Act which brought
the members from the Territories
into the House of Commons; we
should have done the same thing for
the Senate, and logically I cannot
understand how any gentleman who looks
at it from a legal point of view can doubt
for a moment its necessity. But my hon.
friend who has charge cf the bill has
stated that they are not necessary now at
all. Mind you, these proceedings were
taken only last year by the very same
gentlemen who in another place say that
they are not now required. If that is the
sort of legislation which is to emanate
from this House I can only say it is leg-
islation which requires to be well consid-
ered. I have discharged mny duty by
calling attention to the fact, and I leave
the matter in the hands of the Govern-
ment and trust to the future to see
whether the ideas I have endeavored
feebly to present to the House will not
justify me in saying that we ought to
have done a little more than simply put
in a proviso that the word "Provinces"
in the British North America Act shall
mean "Territories." I confess that it is
a rather startling thing that we should
undertake to explain the British North
America Act by legislating that a province
means a territory, if we are not allowed
at all events to require that the same pro-
visions in the British North America
Act which apply to members now in the
Senate shall also apply to the members
who are to be called into this House from
the North-West Territories,

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I do not propose
to follow my learned friend through a
long discussion. I think the House is
pretty well advised of the point which
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was argued yesterday. I am sure that
we all appreciate the care with which he
has approached this subject and his
anxiety in dealing with so important a
matter as fixing the qualification of
Senators to see that no mistakes are
made. It would certainly be a grave re-
flection on members of this body if, in
laying down the rules by which the Gov-
ernor General shall be guided in the
selection of senators, any mistake should
be made through the fault of the Senate
itself in amending this particular Bill.
Notwithstanding my hon. friend's very
clear and able argument of the case I
confess that I am not converted to his
views. The more I look at it the stronger
I feel that we have no power whatever
over the qualifications of senators. The
Imperial Act gives the Parliament of
this country a right to name senators
from the North-West Territories. Hav-
ing done that, and the senators being
named (the number being limited under
the authority obtained from the Imperial
Act) those senators became at once sub-
ject to all the rights, privileges, and im-
munities of members of this body. I say
if you add in any particular to the quali-
fication of senators coming from the
North-West Territories, then you seek to
amend the British North America
Act. If you legislate that certain
clauses affecting senators shall apply
specially, then you inferentially say that
the other clauses shall not apply, and
therefore, as I said yesterday, if you are
going in any sense to incorporate por-
tions of the British North America Act
affecting the qualifications of senators
you.must take the whole. You must
take the whole or none, because if you
take part only, you inferentially declare
that the other portions of the Act do not
and shall rot apply. That is the fair
and logical deduction that would be
drawn from any such proposition. The
British North America Act lays it down
definitely. If we have a right to say
what clauses shall apply, then we have a
.right to vary the Act. The British North
America Act says that the qualifications
of a senator shall be so and so. How
can we affect that? I do not think any
hon. gentleman will say that we can re-
duce the qualifications. We have no
,power to do so, or to attach any condi-

HON. MR. SCOTT.

tion, and I rather think-of course I
speak subject to correction-that the
leader of the Government in this House
was anxious to meet the feeling of some
members, that additional words were
necessary. The bill is very short-only
two lines. It looked like a bald bill, and
no doubt it struck some at first blush
that probably it would be improved by
having a little more stuffing. The
addition which has been made in my
opinion, with all due deference to the
judgment of the House is really only so
much stuffing. We have no more power
than to limit the number of Senators :
once we have exercised that right we
have exhausted our power. I say we
cannot go beyond that, because we can-
not disturb in any degree the powers
conferred by the British North America
Act.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not pro-
pose to go into any long argument on
this subject. Most of the legal points
were debated yesterday, but my hon.
friend from Amherst asks me a question
and puts a proposition which I think
require a few words in answer. I must
beg him, however, to understand that
there is no such thing as laughing at the
proposition which he submitted. It is
one which deserves very grave considera-
tion, and which I beg to assure him has
received very careful attention at the
hands of the Government and of myself.
The question he asks is, why do we
legislate about the qualifications of
members of the House of Commons and
not of the Senate ? The answer, to my,
mind, is this, and it seems quite compre-
hensive and conclusive: the constitution.
has already provided everything requisite
about the Senate and has declared that
it shall apply to whatever members it may
be composed of, but in the language
of the constitution we find that the word
" Province " has been used, and that the
word " Territories," as respects the
qualification, has not been used. The
true intent, meaning and spirit of the
constitution evidently is that a Senator
shall possess in the territorial division he
represents, no matter by what name you
call it, a certain amount of property and
that he shall reside there. A doubt
seemed to exist whether, in this particular,
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the provision of the British North
America Act would apply because of the
fact that the word " Province " was used,
Whereas the Senators were to be
a.Ppointed for a territory and it was
SImply not to change the amount of the
qualification in any way, not to change
the intent, spirit, or meaning of the Act,
but to give to the constitution the effect
that was desired according to its spirit,
leniaely, that each of the Senators ~who

sit here should represent a certain
amount of territorial property and should
reside within the territory, whatever you
mIight call it, for which he is appointed.
That is the reason why this amendment
has been inserted in the Bill, and it is the
only reason for which it was required. I
bave answered my hon. friend's question:
this is the proposition he puts to us-he
says "you last year, in legislating
to give members to the House
of Commons for the North-West,
found it necessary to pass a bill
containing 71 clauses, and to incorporate
inl that Bill 50 or 6o more clauses from
Other Acts, and therefore you should also
inake elaborate provisions with regard to
the Senate." Now, I do not think that
follows. It depends upon this question
lwere these provisions necessary in

adding members to the House of Com-
Mons ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-Hear, hear.

liON. MR. ABBOTT-And if they
Were, are they necessary in meking
additions to the Senate ?

"ION. MR. DICKEY-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-That, I think,
Can be very easily cleared up. With
regard to the Senate, fortunately for hon.
gentlemen, the process of election is very
silnple, and the process of controverting
elections to this Senate does not exist ;
there is no such process that I know of,
s0 that the purpose to which the greater
part of these 71 sections were devoted
does not apply to Senators at all. There
8 a provision in the Constitution itself

as to how Senators shall be appointed;
.ut there is no provision in the Constitu-

tion as to how members to the House of
Cornmons shall be elected. It was left

to the laws as they then existed, subject
to modification by subsequent laws. In
the law of the Parliament of Canada
which applied to those elections, the
provisions, previous to last year's Act,.
applied only to provinces. Therefore,
in giving members to the territories it
was necessary to give the procedure and
to make all the necessary provisions for
electing those members in the territories,
since no existing law provided for that
procedure or for the various appoint-
ments and modes of voting, the qualifi-
cations of voters, &c., required in order
to have a valid election. So I think my
hon. friepd will agree with me that it is
plain that if under the Constitution a
series of provisions were necessary to
enable members to be elected for the
House of Commons for the North-West
Territories, and if under the Constitution-
no provisions were necessary in order to
appoint members to the Senate, thené
from the fact that we did make large
provisions for election of members to the
House of Commons it does not follow
that we ought to make elaborate provi-
sions for appointments to the Senate.
It is a complete non sequitur. There
was every reason for making this provi-
sion for the House of Commons : the
state of the law required it, but there is
no necessity for making similar provisions
for the Senate, because the superior
law has already made those provisions,
and it would scarcely be proper that we
should say that the law which the Im-
perial Parliament has enacted in making.
our Constitution should be enforced.
That is unnecessary, it is a safe assertion
to make. These are the reasons why
this Parliament, within so short a period,
has enacted 71 clauses providing for the
elections of members to the House of
Commons, whereas it has made only one
clause for the appointment of additional
members to the Senate from the North-
West Territories. There is one clause,
my hon. friend points out, that does not
apply to the mode of election. It applies
to the qualification, and my hon. friend
asks if we regulate the qualification ot a
gentleman who is to be returned to the
House of Commons, why should we not
also regulate the qualifications of a sen-
ator ? We do precisely the same thing
in both instances. The law respecting
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the House of Commons applied only to
provinces, and in the Act which my hon.
friend recites there was a clause which
says that it should apply to territories.
So in the case of the Senate, there is a
provision for provinces, we have applied
it to the territories, and it appears to me
that we have done al that can be possibly
needed, or all that can be decorous and
right in the premises.

The motion was agreed to and the bill
was read the third time and passed.

CANADA PERMANENT LOAN
AND SAVINGS COM-

PANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY - Perhaps I
might save time by referring to what took
place when the Bill was before the
House on the former occasion. As I
then took exception to the principle of
this Bill I think it had better be read
the second time now and referred to the
proper Committee in order that we may
be in a position to consider the question
whether it is a Bill we ought to pass
and report upon to the House. It has
been found to be the most convenient
mude of dealing with those private Bills
that any objection to the principle
should be made on the second
reading and discussed in the House in
order that the matter might be fairly
understood before the Bill goes to Com-
mittee. We followed that practice with

HON. MR. GOWAN moved the second regard to this Bil, and I do fot propose
reading of Bill (1) " An Act to enable to discuss it now in any form whatever.
the Canada Permanent Loan and Savings
Company to extend their business, and HON. MR.ALLAN-I ar very glad
for other purposes." that my hon. friend bas withdrawn his

He said: When this Bill was intro- opposition to the second reading of this
duced on another occasion I very willing- Bil because I had the honor a short time
ly yielded to the suggestion of my hon. ago of proposing a Bil of a similar char-
friend opposite to put off the second acter, and the House allowed the second
reading for a short time. It will not be reading and referred it to this Committee,
necessary for us to enter into the matter, where, of course, it could be examined
as the Bill is short and the clauses are in ail its details, ithout a dissentient
few. The object of the Bill is to enable, voice. In this Bil I cannot imagine
subject to the law of the several pro- that there is any principle involved to
vinces in that behalf, this Canada Per- which the House can have any objec-
manent Loan and Savings Company to tion. The measure is a simple one to
extend their business, subject to the give the Company power to register
terms of their charter all over Canada. debenture stock in the place where the
If this Company had been established stockis issued, and the other provision is
under an Imperial Act they would have toallowthe Companytoextend their busi-
the power to do so without any further ness to any part of the Dominion. It
enactment. If it had been organized seems strange that a Company of such
under the general Railway Act it would high standing, and with such an unim-
have like power, but inasmuch as it was ieachable character, shouid not he phaced
in existence at the time of Confedera- in a position to give them power to do
tion, the Company has not the power what they ask in this Bill. It is not
except it is given to them by this Parlia- necessary for peophe to borrow money
ment. The Company has been in exist- from this Company unless they desire to
ence for several years, and, so far as I do so. I apprehend it wiii be found to
know, and as I believe, has giveni uni- be of great advantage to any section to
versal satisfaction wherever it has done have this Company establish its business
business. I hone no objection will be ther . The Company bas reduced the
made to the second reading of the Bill. rate of interest in Ontario from io to
If any gentleman desires that the very 20 per cent down to 6 per cent.
valuable provisions of this measure shall Having brought a large amount of
not apply to this province of course he Engiish capital into the country, bor-
can take the proper steps at another rowed at a very low rate of interest, it
time to prevent their application, bas so tbrought down the value of

HON. MR. ABBOTT.
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Mloney that private holders are glad to
get 5 per cent interest-a very different
state of things from fifteen years ago,
When farmers had to borrow at ruinous
rates, from 12 to 20 per cent.

. HON. MR. GOWAN-I have no ob-
Jection to the suggestion of the hon.
gentleman from Amherst. In fact, I
Intended to move that the Bill be re-
ferred to the Committee on Banking and
Commerce, and that the same course be
taken with regard to it as was taken with
regard to other Bills.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I believe
that this is a large, substantial Com-
pany.

HON. MR. ALLAN-One of the first
Companies in Ontario.

ON. MR. KAULBACL-If it is
of that nature, and the benefit to
the country which my hon. friend
fromn York says it has been to
'Ontario, and has been the means of re-
ducing the rate of interest in this Por-
Vince, there can be no objection to it ; but
if it is prejudicial to the interests of the
country we ought not to allow it to ex-
enld its business to the Lower Provinces.

MY impression is that we ought to extend
Inter provincial trade and as far as
POssible, obliterate all inter-provincial
Ines. If this Company's operations
ave had the effect, as stated by the hon.

eentleman from York, of reducing theTate at which money can be obtained,
d if t can be brought into competitionWit moneyed institutions in the lower

Provinces and affect the borrower in the
ýame beneficial way, instead of being anpnjury it wilI be a benefit, especially as at
Present I know some companies down
there who, under a peculiar systen, get
rne.than 6 per cent. or 7 per cent., and1leve it is a company of that kind

se bill the h'on. gentleman from

toifax a few days ago wanted to extend
e et Brunswick. If the Canada Loan

pany will introduce competition
a educe the rate which that Company
b8.een getting in Nova Scotia, I shall

op favor of their getting power to
,,,rate in the province from which I

HON. MR. POWER-I have no ob-
jection to the second reading of the Bill,
and no objection to this company ex-
tending their operations to the Lower
Provinces ; but I do object to the hon.
gentleman fron Lunenburg coupling his
support of this measure with a reflection
on a measure introduced by my hon.
colleague from Halifax, who is not now
present. I have no personal interest
in the association on whose behalf
my hon. colleague introduced that
measure ; but as far as I know that
company do their business in a reason-
able and proper manner, and although
the payments which are made each year
to that society if looked upon as interest
would make a very high rate of interest,
they are not really payments of interest
alone, but payment of principal as well,
and at the expiration of eleven years the
borrower or party subscribing has paid
off his principal as well as his interest.
The association is not open to the im-
putation made against it by the hon.
gentleman from Lunenburg. I do not
agree with the hon. gentleman from York
in saying that it was the operations of
the Canada Loan Company which re-
duced the rate of interest in Ontario.

HON. MR. ALLAN-Of the Loan
Companies.

HON MR. POWER-We have not
those Loan Companies in the Lower
Provinces, yet in Nova Scotia the rate
of interest has fallen almost 2% within
the last 8 years.

HON. MR. ALLAN-What is it now?

HON MR. POWER-If the security
is good, and the amount is over $3,000,
it is almost impossible to get more than
5% ; whereas the rate was 8 years ago
7%.

HON. MR. ALLAN-But you are a
slow people down there.

HON. MR. POWER-Perhaps we are
slow, but the rate of interest in the
United States has' fallen also, and it will
hardly be contended that the operations
of the loan companies in Ontario have
largely affected the rate of interest in the
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United States. Those associations are
undoubtedly beneficial, although some
gentlemen who know something of their
operation do not seem to think so. The
hon. gentlman from Trent for instance,
seems rather to doubt the beneficent
character of their operations.

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

The Senate adjourned at 4.40 p.m.

THE SENATE.

O/taw'a, Mnday, May 30th, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at 3
p. m.

Prayers and Routine Proceedings.

AMERICAN FISHERMEN AND
CANADIAN FISHERIES REGU-

LATIONS.

MOTION.

HON. MR. POWER moved-
Tlat in the opinion of this House it is

the duty of the Governinent of Canada to see
that, in anv arrangement for the admission
of United States fishermen to the territorial
waters of Canada, which may be entered
into between the Governments of Great
Britain and the United States, special pro-
vision shall be made that the fishermen of
the latter country when within the waters of
Canada shall be subject to the laws and
regulations by which CanadiLn fishermen
are for the tinie being governed.

He said-I took occasion to refer to
this matter briefly during the debate on
the Address in reply to His Excellency's
speech, and perhaps some hon. gentle-
men may think that reference was suffi-
cient ; but the great importance of this
question, to my mind, justifies its being
brought before this Houst in a more
direct manner, one appealing more for
an expression of opinion from this House
than a mere mention in the Debate
on the Speech from the Throne.
In order that hon. gentlemen may
see just what the position of
the question is, I shall read a short ex-

tract from Lord Salisbury's despatch of
the 2 4 th March last, which is the last
despatch which we have bearing on this
question of the negotiations between the
United States and Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment with respect to the admission of
United States fishermen to Canadian
waters. At page 250 of the pamphlet
containing the correspondence on that
subject, which has been laid before us, I
find this passage at the conclusion of
Lord Salisbury's despatch :-

"RHer Majesty's Government and the
Government of Canada, in proof of their
earnest desire to treat the question in a
8pirit of liberality and friendship, are noW
willing to revert for the comng fishing
season, and, if necessary, for a further
term, to the condition of things existing
under the Treaty of Washington, without
any suggestion of pecuniary indemnity."

Then in order to see what state of
things existed under the Treaty of Wash-
ington, I would call the attention of hon.
gentlemen to page 9 of this same blue
book, where they will find article 18 of
the Treaty of Washington, which I shall
read :-

"It is agreed by the high contracting par-
ties that, im addition to the liberty secred
to the United States fishermer by the Con-
vention between the U nited States and Great
Britain signed at London on the 20th day of
October, 1818, of taking, curing, and drying
fish on certain coasts of the British North
American colonies therein defined, the in-
habitants of the United States shall have in
common with the subjects of Her Britann'c
Majesty, the liberty, for the terni of years
nientioned in Article XXXIII of thip treatV,
to take fish of every kind, except shell-fish,
on the sea coasts and shores, and in the
bays, harbors and creeks of the Provinces of
Quebec, Nova Scutia, and New Brunswick,
and the colony of Prince Edward Island,
and of the several islands thereunto adja-
cent, without being restricted to any distance
from the shore, with permission to land
upon the said coasts and shores and islands,
and also upon the Magdalen Islands, for the
purpose of drying their nets and curing
their fish ; Provided that in so doing, they
do not interfère with the rights of private
property, or with British fishernmen, in the
peaceable use of any part of the said coasts
in their occupancy for the same purpose."

And, although it does not bear verY
directly on my resolution, I may be per-
mitted to read the 21st article of the
same Treaty :-

"it is ac'reed that, for the term of years
mentioneÏin Article XXXIII of this TreatY,

HON. MR. POWER.
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6h oil and fish of all kinds (except fish of
e inland lakes, and ot the rivers falling

luto theni, and except fish preserved in oil),
being the produce of the fisheries of the

otlted States, or of the Dominion of Can-
ada, or of Prince Edward Island shall be

mdrnitted into each country, respectively,
free of duty."

Now the question suggests itself,
knoTwing what the language of the Treaty
is, how is this language to be interpreted ?
I May be allowed to observe of article
21, that that article has reccived what I
look upon as an unfair and ungenerous
Construction from the Government of
the United States. The article provides
that fish oils and fish of all kinds, with
certain exceptions, the produce of Canada
shal be admitted into the United States
free of duty. The American Government
rendered void, as I cannot help feeling,
the provision of that article by putting a
duty on the cans in which our fish was

'nPorted into their country. I merely
refer to this as indicating the spirit in
Which we are likely to be met by the
(Government of the adjoining country•
atid I wish to say at the same time, that,
While the present Government of the
Iiited States has shown a disposition to
deal fairly with Great Britain and with
Canada through Great Britain, Congress

own a very different spirit, and the
thOernment is absolutely controlled in

at matter by the Senate of the United
States. In our negotiations, carried on,
lfortunately perhaps, through the
edm of a third power, with the
nited States Government, we should

eave no loophole for rendering ineffective
ý any way the spirit of the Treaty. We
ave to close up all avenues for miscon-teption as far as we can ; and I hope

that the Government of this country, if

they have not already cone so, will see
tat Provision is made to prevent a re-

"trrence of the difficulty which occurred
der that article 21. Turning to the

ore important article, Article 18 ; it
been interpreted in one way by the

a perial and Colonial Governments,
e in a very different way by the Gov-
tlnbent of the United States. I may as

for quote the language used by theOreig Minister of Great Britain, in
çher to show what the construction is
Whicth the Imperial Government have

ut pon that article. Lord Salisbury in
10

a despatch to Mr. Welsh, the American
Minister at London, in November 1878,
interprets it in this way:-

"The law enacted by the Legislature of the
country, whatever it may be, ought to be
obeyed alike by natives ani foreigners who
are sojourning within the territorial limite
of its jurisdiction. "

In connection with the Fortune Bay
difficulty the contention of the American
Government was that their fishermen
were not subject to the regulations which
controlled the local fishermen, and that
is Lord Salisbury's expression of opinion
on that contention of Secretary Evarts.
Then, towards the close of a long corres-
pondence which took place between the
Governments of Great Britain and the
United States upon this matter, I find
Lord Granville in i88o, putting forward
a view substantially the same as that ex-
pressed in the beginning of the contro-
versy by Lord Salisbury. He says:-

" I feel bound to state that in the opinion
of Her Majesty's Government, the clause in
the Treaty of Washington which provides
that the citizens of the United States shall
be entit ed, ' in common with British sub-
jects,' to fish in Newfbundland waters within
the limits of British sovereignty, neans
that the American and the British fisher-
men shail fish in these waters upon terme of
equality; and not that there shall be an ex-
emnption of American fishermen from any
reasonable regulations to which British
fishermien are subject."

It must strike every member of this
H-use that the construction put upon
this article by the Imperial Government
is the only fair and reasonable constiuc-
tion. This long correspondence between
the two Governments arnse chiefly out of
what is known as the Fortune Bay diffi-
culty. The particulars of that difficulty
are to be found set out at great length
in the correspondence-not the corre-
spondence which is laid on our table,
but the correspondence which is to be
found in the Imperial State papers.
There are numerous depositions there
from American fishermen and Newfound-
land fishermen who substantiate the fact
that the difficulty arose in this way : On
Sunday, the 6th January, 1878, a number
of American fishermen were lying at
Fortune Bay, Newfoundland. Five of
those fishermen put down cheir long
seines for the purpose of catching herring
for bait. They landed the ends of their
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seines on the beach, and the seines were
extended along in the water in front of
the beach. In that way the whole front
of the beach-which was occupied by
the inhabitants for fishing purposes-was
taken possession of by those American
fishermen. The herrings, too, in large
numbers were what is called " barred "
in between the beach and those seines,
and there was no opportunity for other
fishermen to get herring, as the beach was
occupied by the seines of those Ameri-
can fishermen. The Newfoundland
fishermen came down in large numbers
to the shore and insisted that those
seines should be taken up. They were
all taken up with the exception of one,
and the Newfoundland fishermen laid
hold of that seine, which the master of
the American schooner refused to take
up, and pulled it on shore and destroyed
it. The ground upon which the New-
foundland fishermen did this was chiefly
that they were forbidden themselves by
the law of Newfoundland to catch fish
on Sunday, and that the Arr.erican fish-
ermen were violating the law. The Amer-
ican fishermen made complaints to their
Government, and the Government at
Washington called the attention of the
Imperial Government to the matter.
When this question came to be inquired
into, it was found that the Ainerican
fishermen had been guilty of not less than
three violations of the law of Newfound-
land. This appears frorn the corres-
pondence It appears fron Governor
Glover's despatch to Lord Carnarvon,
dated February 1878, and from the
memorandum of Mr. Carter, then Attor-
ney General, and now Chief Justice of
Newfoundland, enclosed in this despitch
of the Governor ; and the fact was not
denied by the Americans at all, that
the local laws had been violated in those
respects. In the flrst place the local law
of 1876 said that :-

"No person shail haul, catch or take
herrings in a seine or such contrivance
between the 20th October and 25th April
in any year, or at auny (ue use a seine or
such contrivance for catchinug ierrin2s
except by way of shooting and forthwith
hauling. Proviso : nets nay be used, set as
usual, and not used for barring or inclosing
herrings in a cove, inlet or other place."

Hon. gentleman wi 1 see that the
Americans caught these herrins in seines

HoN. MR. POWER.

at a season when such fishing was forbid-
den. The local law prohibited the catch-
ing of herring in that way from the 2oth
October, until the .25 th April, and this
occurr.mce took place on the 6th January.
Then the local law forbade that those
seines should be used in any way
except, " by way of shooting and forth-
with hauling."

The American fishermen violated that
provision of the law. Then this same
Act of 1876, said that :-

" No ierson shall between 12 o'clock Sat-
urday night and 12 o'clock Sunday night
haul, etc., herrmng, etc., vith nets, seines,
bunts, or any such contrivance, or set or
put out the sane for parpose of such
hauling, &e. "

In addition to that, the Americans by
landing on the beach in the way they did
and occupying the shore were guilty of
interfering with the rights of British fish-
ermen in their peaceable occupation of
that part of the coast. The local law
had been violated in three important
particulars. The Treaty had been vio-
lated as we think in another particular-
hy an improper interference with the
Newfoundland fishermen in the enjoy-
ment of their rights on the shore. Still
the United States Government were not
satisfled that their fishermen should be
bound by the local law, and Secretary
Evarts, at great length, insisted that the
Treaty of Washington gave to American
fishermen the right to flsh everywhere
without'regard to any local regulations
whatever, and that it was altogether in-
proper and indefensible that they should
be interfered with because they were
violating some local law, even though
that law had been made before the
Washinigton Treaty was agreed upon.
There was a long controvtrsy, beginning
in 1878, and lasting to 1881 ; and finally
the Imperi. 1 Government, with that ten-
dency-which I regret to say they very
often show-to vield to the American
Government where differences of opinion
arise, agreed to pay the sum of£-15,ooo.
The American Government had demand-
cd a larger sum. They had d2manded
£20,000, or more, but they were paid
$75,ooo. This money was paid by the
Imperial Government, not because they
held that the American fishermen were
entitled to violate the local laws and reg-

14A6
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Ulations but because the Newfoundland
fishermen had no right to take the law
aIto their own hands in the violent way
they did.

-ON. GENTLEMEN-Hear, hear.

H1 ON. MR. POWER-The American
Government and the Imperi 1 Govern-
Ment both expressed great anxiety that
the general question should be settled,
and that it should be decided whether or
lOt these local laws were binding on the
Anerican fishermen ; but that question
Was not settled, and this sum of $75,ooo
Was paid by the Imperial Government on
account of the misconduct of British
subjects. They felt they were liable for
sonething because of the violent conduct
of those Newfoundland fishermen, and
they paid this large sum, which was more
than the Americans were entitled to, on
that ground. Unfortunately the general
question remains unsettled to-day. This
eortune Bay difficulty was not the only
One: other difficulties arose afterwards. I
refer to these because the history of the
Past shows fis what we may expect under
a renewal of the Treaty. The same
diffictlties will, as a matter of course
arise again. In one case Anieri-
can schooners came into Job's Cove
OnI the coast of Newfoundland, where
the colonial fishermen had their netsset and properly buoyed, and laid their
Schooners right over where the nets were,
droPped their anchors and injured and
destrovedthe nets. We see the position in
'hich'this country may be placed, if Lord
alisbury's proposition to go back to the
tashington Treaty is accepted, just as
lt.presents itself in the correspondence,
Wthout any qualification such as is indi-
cted in the resolution which I have laid
before the House. We shall be placed
ace, to face with a renewal of those diffi-
culties which have already occurred. It
rnay be said that those difficulties did not
o cur in Canada, but in Newfoundland.

icut ls not quite true, because those
ilties did occur, but to a less extent

'n Canadian waters ; and hon. gentlemen
will remember that some little while ago
the Government of Canada paid a com-
aratively small sum, it is true, to the
mperial Government to recoup that

Governiment the sumn of £1 5o0 for an

improper interference with American
5shermen in Aspy Bay, Cape Breton.
One important fact may be borne in
mind when we are considering the pro-
bability of difficulties occurring under
this Treaty in future, It is a very sin-
gular thing that the mackerel, for in-
stance, which had been in the habit of
frequenting Canadian waters in large
numbers previous to the Washington
Treaty and had almost deserted the
American waters, during the continuance
of that Treaty left our waters and fre-
quented the coasts of the United States;
so that during the period of that Treaty
there was not the same risk of trouble.
But it has so happened that since the ex-
piration of the Treaty the mackerel have
returned to the Canadian waters, and
the American fishermen are coming after
them, and the difficulties which occurred
in Newfoundland, which was almost the
only place that the American fishermen
needed to resort to during the Washing-
ton Treaty, will be likely to occur now
almost anywhere in Canadian waters.
Under the circumstances it seems to me
that, as a matter of prudence, it is the
duty of this Government to see that the
Imperial Government inserts such pro-
visions in their agreement with the
authorities at Washington as will prevent
a recurrence of the Fortune Bay diffi-
culty. I have little doubt that when
the attention of the Imperial Govern-
mtnt is directed to this matter they
will be disposed to make the necessary
provisions, because Lord Salisbury, who
was Foreign Minister at the time when
this correspondence took place over the
Fortune Bay difficulty, is Foreign Min-
ister to-day. He is familiar with the
difficulty, and will see the necessity-
or, at all events, the desirability-of
removing any opportunity for a recur-
rence of such trouble. Canada is
interested in the matter not only be-
cause our fishermen should be protected
in the rights which are undoubtedly
theirs, but also because, if that is not the
case-if tho provision I speak of is not
made-when difficulties do occur and
American fishermen are prevented from
violating the laws of Canada, if the Im-
perial Government gives way as it did
before, and pays large sums of money to
the United States on account of the fact
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that our fishermen have taken the law
into their own hands, Canada will be
called upon, as Newfoundland was in
the case of the Fortune Bay difficulty, to
refund to the Imperial Government
noneys paid by them to the Govern-
ment of the United States. I have not
devoted the amount of attention to this
matter which it deserves ; but the case is
a perfectly clear and plain one, and there
can be no doubt in the mind of any hon.
gentleman present that this motion is one
which we should adopt, for by so doing
we shall call the attention of our Govern-
ment particularly to this question, and we
do our duty as one branch of Parliament.
I think we should do that. If we allow
the opportunity to pass without record-
ing our opinion upon the matter and so
bringing it strongly and directly before
the Government, I think we are not doing
our duty by the country. I hope that
there will be no dissenting voice with
respect to this resolution.

There is just one other observation
that I may be ailowed to make. It
does not bear directly upon this resolu-
tion, but I wish to call the attention of
the hon. gentleman who leads the Gov-
ernment here to the matter, and perhaps
it may be as well that I shall allude to
it now. The observation that I have
to make refers to the Province of Nova
Scotia. At the time of Confederation
we had in Nova Scotia regulations under
our local law with respect to the coast
fisheries. In the year 1875, I think it
was, an Act was passed by the Parlia-
ment of Canada, which, very unwisely
repealed all those local regulations.
What I humbly submit that Parliament
should have done was to give the
Government power to make new regula-
tions and provide that from the time these
came into force the old ones should be
repealed. But instead of that Parliament
repealed the old regulations without mak-
ing new ones to take their places, in re-
ference to the coast fisheries. In view of
the fact that the American fishermen are
likely to be allowed into our waters again,
the Government should provide proper
regulations to govern our coast fisheries.
I may illustrate what I say by calling
attention to the difficulty which occurred
in Job's Cove. It is a difficulty which
is likely to occur in the future. It is not

limited to American fishermen, but
applies equally to our own deep sea
fishermen. Those who fish out of
schooners are likely to interfere with the
nets and fishing gear of the shore fisher-
men. I think, and I am sure the hon.
member from Lunenburg and every other
hon. gentlemen who is at all familiar
with the matter will agree with me, that
such regulations should be made by
legislation, and by orders-in-council based
on that legislation as will protect our
shore fishermen from improper inter-
ference by deep sea fishermen whether
hailing from Canada or the United
States.

HON. MR. WARK-I would suggest
to the hon. member who moved this re-
solution whether it would not be better
to make it reciprocal-to provide that
the fishermen of either country should be
subject to the laws of the country in
whose waters they are fishing ?

HON. MR. POWER-That would be
a matter of course, I presume.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am sure
that the people, especially of Nova Scotia,
will be pleased with the remarks of
my hon. friend. It is not often, that I
can agree with everything he says, but on
this occasion I am perfectly in accord
with him. I am glad to make the avowal,
because it does not often occur. He has
given, certainly, a very clear and lucid
explanation of the difficulties which our
fishermen have on the Newfoundland
coast, ard the same remarks he has made
with reference to the American fishermen
will no doubt apply to those fishing along
our own shores. We must remember
that the Americans, by neglecting to pro-
tect their own fisheries, have lost largely
their fish supply,and now seek to find pro-
fitable fisheries on our shores. The mode
of prosecuting their fishing is such that,
unless we make proper laws and regula-
tions for the protection and preservation
of our fisheries it will result in their de-
struction. If the Americans are allowed
to pursue the same course on our shores
as they have pursued on their own, it
cannot be long before that valuable
source of food supply-our fisheries-
will share the fate of the American fish-

HON. MR. POWER.
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eries. It is not only the pecuniary loss
which such a result would involve. We
know that every nation has endeavored
tO encourage its fisheries as not only an
important source of wealth, but as build-
ing up the great mercantile and naval
forces of the country. My hon. friend
has stated the case in a way which
ineets with my entire approval. I know
that in the years 1885 and 1886, and
especially in the autumn of the year, a
great deal of difficulty was experienced.
It is the mackerel more particularly that
the American fishermen seek along our
coasts, and our foreshore fishermen,
1ho depend largely for their subsistence

on the catch of mackerel with their little
nets and small seines, look for the
largest results from the fall fishing.
These American fishermen come in along
the coast and totally disregard our laws
and regulations. They run their seines
and drag away our fishermen's nets, de-
stroying their means of subsistence to
such an extent that many of them, in the
Years to which I have referred, had to
Subsist by charity through a severe win-
ter. As my hon. friend says, we have
r 0 regulations now to protect our shore
fisheries. Our fishermen are peculiarly
iilterested in this matter, and the regula-
tions should be such as to protect them
ftom having their rights interfered with.
In the years 1885 and 1886 the Ameri-
cans, probably knowing that the Wash-
'ngton Treaty was expiring, pursued ateckless course and wantonly destroyed
Our fishermen's nets. They did it in a
Way which indicates that they acted
&Omf malice. The result was that in
those years very few fish were taken in
the Marguerite Bay. Fortunately last
year there was a change and the Ameri-
cans were kept off our shores, and
we caught tens of thousands dollars'
'Orth of mackerel along that coast
siPIly because the rights of our
People were protected, and the
Anericans were excluded. The fish
were not diverted from their course along
Our shores as had been done in previous
years by the Americans coming in and
lIterfering with them. It is a very impor-
tant question and probably the hon. gen-
.leman who leads this House will impressit strongly on the Governnent that some

Dotice should be taken of this matter.

It is exceedingly hard that our fishermen,
especially as I have said our shore fish-
ermen, who live almost entirely by fish-
ing, should have no redress. If an
American fisherman comes in now what
can they do if he takes away their nets?
They have no means of identifying the
strangers, who pick up their nets and
carry them off. I hope the hon. leader
of the House will impress on the Gov-
ernment to urge upon the Imperial Gov-
ernhent the importance of protecting
our fisheries in the manner explained by
my hon. friend. We should make regu-
lations and rules by which the shore
fisheries should be preserved-rules
which will apply even among the fisher-
men:themselves. Formerly we had regu-
lations governing the shore fisheries-
regulations which do not exist now.
Those regulations should not only be
revived, but should be extended to
all engaged in fishing, providing
how they shall act upon our shores; and
among the shore fishermen themselves
certain regulations should be made so
that each man would know his rights
and exercise them without interfering
with the rights of his neighbors. In
consequence of that not having been the
case in the past, many serious disturb-
ances have occurred among the shore
people to their own injury and loss.

HON. MR. CARVELL-I am per-
fectly sure there is not a gentleman in
this House who will dissent frorn the re-
marks made by the mover of this resolu-
tion. The necessity for the regulations
suggested is very apparent, and every
one acquainted with the habits of Ameri-
can fishermen who have frequented our
waters during the past years, knows the
necessity for the regulations which have
been pointed out and suggested by my
hon. friend. They are so apparent that
it seemed to me to make the motion al-
most unnecessary. It is one of the
things that occurred to me as going
without saying that the Governrment
would be sure, after the more recent
experience we have had, to attend to
that matter and to attend to it well.
Anyone who has read the volume con-
taining the correspondence between the
Governments of the United States and
Great Britain and Canada must see the
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great importance attached to this ques-
tion-and not only its importance but
the great care and attention with which
the Government of Canada have looked
after that great interest, an interest which
it is largely supposed by the people that
the Government were not in earnest
about. A great many people thought
that the Government were careless about
it-that they were not doing anything.
They were attacked on all sides for want
of energy, and pluck you may say, in
the matter. In this connection I would
very strongly urge upon every member
of the Parliament of Canada to carefully
peruse this report and correspondence.
It will make it clear to all Canadians
who have not taken an interest in the
subject-and I am sorry to believe that
a large majority of our people have not
taken an interest in this great industry
and source of wealth to Canada-that
the Government have not been remiss
on this subject but have given it their
attention-their very able and close
attention. The report is exceedingly
interesting as well as entertaining and
instructive.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I think
the thanks of the House are due
to the hon. gentleman from Halifax
for calling attention to this question.
Its importance can scarcely be exagger-
ated at this stage of affairs. I am well
aware of the fact that it has often been
held in older countries than this that it
is not desirable to discuss questions
which are still under diplomatic treat-
ment, but it is quite possible that the
principle may be carried a great deal too
far, and that the ideas and wishes of the
people interested in such a matter as
the fisheries question of Canada may be
allowed to remain in abeyance rather too
long if that reluctance to discuss the
business in Parliament were carried to too
great an extreme. I hope and believe,that
neitherin the Parliament of Canada nor in
the diplomatic correspondence of Cana-
dian Ministers will there be apparent any
such coarse language or any such hardun-
tenable propositions put forward, as I
have read in the debates of the House
of Representatives and the Senate of the
United States and the correspondence of
the Secretary of State. Charges have been

made against the people and officers of
Canada which, I think, it is clearly made
apparent in the papers laid before Parlia-
ment, are utterly without foundation.
They have sought to arouse prejudice
against Canada and the Canadians and
we who know the inner life of the people
of the United States are aware that that
has been done for a special purpose. It
is not done because the Americans
dislike the Canadians, or because there
is any really serious ground of quarrel
between the two countries, but simply
because it may be made to serve another
and quite a different purpose. The
question of fisheries police is one which
I think ought to receive the closest
attention from the Government. I know
that one of my colleagues who lives in
the northern part of Queen's County,
on the north shore of the island, could,
if he chose, from his place in this House,
state his experience of the evil results
which follow the want of a fisheries
police. I know that he could tell how
the seines of the mackerel fishermen are
sometimes emptied within the three mile
line. The object of the American fiher-
men is to catch the mackerel. The
seines come up filled with a multitude of
different kinds of fish, and all are thrown
overboard but the mackerel. There is
a case in which the necessity of a fisheries
police is evident. Another thing which
our negotiators should carefully see to
is that not only the power should exist
to make police regulations, but also
that we should have power to alter
them. These regulations require from
time to time to be revised and probably
extended; but if the power to revise
and extend them is limited by some
treaty made for us, perhaps the useful-
ness of the police regulations will be to
a great extent gone. That is a point,
therefore, which I think the negotiators
will do well to bear in mind. Then
there is the Treaty of 1818. At present
it is practically the aegis of our rights.
If it were not for that treaty the
Americans could say that there are no
existing regulations with regard to the
fisheries at all, and if that treaty is tol
be done away with, it should stand
good until sorne basis of Canadian fish-
eries rights is established permanently.-
I, for one, do not undertake to say that

HON. MR. CARVELL
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all the rights reserved in .the Treaty of
1818 are essential nowadays-or that
mlany of them cannot even be transferred
With advantage to the United States, but
n.ot without consideration. If we are to
give up any one of the items reserved
in that treaty we ought to have equal
value for it in some shape or other, and
We ought, in the event of the Americans
changing their minds, as unfortunately
they do very often, to have something
equally as clear and as firm to
fall back upon as the treaty of 1818,
should that treaty be abrogated. The
American people, with all their great
advantages, their intelligence, wealth and
resources, are, notwithstanding, a difficult
People to negotiate with. There is no
Such thing known in American diplomacy
as negotiating by a plenipotentiary.
Within my time I have seen frequent
causes of difference between the Ameri-
catn and British Governments, and again
and again have the same differences been
ready for adjustment, but they have
always to be referred to bodies existing
ini the United States, and then it gener-
ally happens that all that has been done
is Upset and has to be done over again.
This is one of the great difficulties, I take
i in negotiating with the United States.
The Minister in London and the Minis-
tei- of Great Britain may come to an
agreement, and the colonies may be
ready to concur, but Congress and the
President are not agreed, and thus it
happened that the President of the
Jnited States, with the best intentions,
received from us the freedom of our
fisheries for the balance of 1885, but was
Unable to carry out his engagement to
Obtain fron Congress a joint commission
to investigate the whole question. Con-
sequently we found ourselves at the
Commencement of the next fishing season
Without any agreement, and with nothing
tO fall back upon but our fisheries regu-
lations and our cruisers. This is a diffi-
culty connected with American negotia-tions, and one which it would bç well to
guard against. Another is their want of

ranence. Twice, within my knowtedge since 1884, we have had regula-
tIOns with the United States which gave
entire satisfaction to the provinces; and1 think, as long as they lasted, to our
heighbors also. I allude to the Reci-

procity Treaty. As long as that lasted
there was the best understanding between
the United States and the provinces as
to the fisheries question. We had no
squabbles and no difficulties, and there
is not an individual in Prince Edward
Island who will not say that that
was one of the most prosperous
eras in our history, because there was a
good market for everything we had to
sell. That treaty was abrogated after
lasting eleven years-eleven prosperous
years they were. There was good reason
for its abrogation. In the meantime,
the Americans had unfortunately been
engaged in a civil war and incurred an
enorFnous debt. It was hardly to 6e ex-
pected, therefore, that their citizens on
the return of peace, should be compelled
to compete with colonists who bore,
comparatively speaking, little taxation.
It was not very surprising, therefore, that
the Reciprocity Treaty should have been
abrogated; but the state of things that
followed was so disagreeable and unsatis-
factory in every way that it was no-mat-
ter of surprise that we should have the
Washington Treaty negotiated. In the
meantime, we tried another experiment
that also failed-that was the license put
on tonnage. That was found equally
unsatisfactory. Some enterprising Ameri-
cans tried to fish in our waters without
license. I know there is an hon. gentle-
man in this House who has had practical
experience on that point-experience of
the very best kind, because he was
actually engaged in the police service
of Canada at that time and probably has
more practical knowledge of the waters
on our coast than any man here to-day.
Then we fell back on the Washington
Treaty, which lasted ten years or more.
We had another period of quietude, but
that treaty was abrogated without, as it
appears to me and to many other Cana-
dians also, any sufficient reason. Now
it is gone, and if we are to have another
treaty with the United States and it is to
last also for a limited period, and to be
abrogated perhaps with as little reason as
the Washington Treaty was repealed, it
necessarily follows that unless we have a
basis to fall back upon, our fisheries
rights are just as much at sea as if we had
not the treaty of 1818 at all. These are
matters which I venture to say ought to
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occupy the attention of those who are to
negotiate a new treaty. As far as I can
see, after having read the papers atten-
tively, those negotiations have been con-
ducted by the Ministers on the part of
Canada with very great ability. It seems
to me that having a good case they put
it in firm and clear language, about which
there can be no mistake. I only hope
that having made a good case on paper
they will not abandon that case in prac-
tice. My hon. friend from Halifax re-
ferred to the Newfoundland difficulty
which occurred some time ago. I am
not very sure that that bears strongly
upon anything Canadian, and besides it
is a thing of the past. The fishermen of
Newfoundland had misconducted them-
selves towards somne American fishermen.
They had broken the tackle and gear of
some American fishermen on the coast
instead of doing what they should have
done - called in magistrates and in-
vestigated the thing before the courts.
At all events what they did should have
been done in accordance with law and
not by violence. Had that been done,
the case would have been a much better
one. I hope in the coming summer, in
the absence of any treaty, the masters of
our cruisers and the officers of our cus-
toms will conduct themselves not ornly
with courtesy, (as I believe they have
done as yet) but with firmness and pro-
priety. In that case I do not see that
the· Americans will have anybody but
themselves to blame if their relations
with Canada in the matter of the fish-
eries are at all strained.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am very glad
that a subject of this great importance to
the country has been regarded with so
much attention by gentlemen on both
sides in politics in this House; and I am
suré the information which we have re-
ceived from the speeches which have
just been made, will be of the greatest
value in enabling us to appreciate this
important question, and to join, as far
as we are able, in procuring the solution
which the motion before the House
indicates. As I understand the matter,
the question which is raised by my hon.
friend's motion is very much the point
which was raised on the Fortune Bay
incident.

HON. MR. POWER-Yes, that is the
question.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-In that case,
as we know, and as the hon. gentleman
has told us, there was a violation by an
American fishing schooner of the local
laws of Newfoundland in three respects :
First, in fishing on Sunday, which was
prohibited by the local law ; second,
by seining herrings in a manner
contrary to the local law ; and, third,
by using the seines in a manner pro-
hibited by the provincial statutes-in a
way that is called, as I understand it,
down there, " barring " fish. These are
offences against the local law, a law
which the Canadian fishermen were
bound to observe. The question which
then arises, and which formed the con-
troversy between the two Governments,
and which possibly is not absolutely
settled yet, was this-were the Ameri-
can fishermen bound by enactments
wbich could be construed in any way
to restrict their rights under the treaty
of 1818? Now that is precisely the
point which my hon. friend raises. If
we make the concessions which it is now
proposed to make to the Americans,
with regard to fishing rights, shall
we then expose ourselves to this difficulty
that the American fishermen will be en-
titled to privileges within our own har-
bors, and within the three mile limit,
which, under the local laws, our own
fishermen are prevented from enjoying ?
My hon. friend asks that attention be paid
to this,and care taken in making arrange-
ments that it shall be perfectly under-
stood, if possible, that American fisher-
men exercising these rights are to use
them on a perfect equality with our fisher-
men-that they shall certainly not have
more rights than the local law, wherever
the fishing takes place, permits to the local
fishermen in that place. I think we may
reassure ourselves a little on that point
when we read what has already been
said, and when we see the exact stand
which has been takcn on this subject by
the British Government in the Fortune
Bay incident. I do not know if it would
be uninteresting to the House if I were
to read, from correspondence which took
place on that occasion, a few of the
statements made by the representatives

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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Of the British Government in correspon-
dence with the United States. It may
be said that the controversy commenced
by Lord Salisbury assuming, as if it were
a matter of course and without argument,
that these American fishermen were to
blane because they had violated a local
law. The letter in which he thus writes
is very short. He says, on the 23rd
August, 1878, to Mr. Welsh :-

You will perceive that the Report in
qnestion appears to demonstrate conclusive-
'y that the United States fishernien on this
occasion had committed three distinctbreaches of the law, and that no violence
Was used by the Newfoundland fishermen
except in the case of one vessel, whose
tnaster refused to comply with the request
which was made to him, that he shoulddesist from fishing on Sunday in violation
of the law of the Colony, and of the local
Custom and who threatened the Newfound-
andfishermen with a revolver, as detailed
n paragraphs 5 and 6 of Captain Sullivan's
Report.

1 Will not refer to that report, as hon.
9efntlemen are no doubt acquainted with
t. This statement was objected to by

the United States Minister, because he
Judged from it that the British Govern-
'lent were assuming that the American
fishermen must obey the local law-
that they were taking that as a proposition
that required no argument. Hie takes
exception to this in a letter of the 28th
September. He says :

But a careful attention to Lord Salisbury'snote discovers what must be regarded as an
expression of his views at least, of the
authority of Provincial legislation andadrnipistrative jurisdiction over our fisher-
luen Within the three mile line, and of the
"estrictive limitations upon their rights in

ese.fishing grounds under the Treaty of
eashington. Upon any aspect of the

tvidence, on one side and the other, as
tualifying the violentacts which our fishingleet has suffered at the hands of the New-.ndland coast fidhermen, the views thuQ

!ntimnated seem to this Government wholly
le dmissable, and do not permit the least
ay,' on our part, in frankly stating theundm of our exception to them.

the a grounds for their exception to
em are detailed at great length in Mr.

Pvarts' letter, and in a report to the
omnmittee on Foreign relations which

presented hy Mr. Cox. They hold
having made the Treaty of Washing-n, they are to have free access to our

coasts, without being restricted in any
way by the regulations which govern our
fishermen. That was taken exception to
by our Government, and they have
maintained in all the negotiations and
correspondence which have taken place,
the proposition, that fishermen, under
this Treaty, or under any sinilar arrange-
ment, fishing in our harbors and along
our coasts, must obey the local laws ;
that if it be contended that there is any-
thing in these local laws unduly interfer-
ing with the spirit or the letter of any
existing Treaty, it is not for them to take
it upon themselves to come in and insist
upon fishing in violation of those local
laws ; that if they do so they must suffer
the penalties provided in those laws;
but that it is a matter for the Govern-
ments to settle between themselves and
to say how far their rights are interfered
with by such local laws. I should take
the proposition to be that if the local
laws are made for the government of the
fisheries in good faith, and not intended
under cover of such. laws to restrict
or interfere with the rights of
American fishermen under the Treaty,
those laws will be maintained. Lord
Salisbury's despatch of the 17th Novem-
ber, 1878, in answer to Mr. Evarts,
states this proposition very decidedly.
While I am at this point of the discus-
sion, I would just make one remark as
to my hon. friend's reference to the
facility of the British Government in
yielding on those occasions. He cites
as an iustance of it the payment of the
£15,ooo to these American fishermen
who were engaged in the Fortune Bay
incident, and also the sum of £150,
which was paid by the British Govern-
ment and afterwards recouped by our-
selves, in connection with a similar
incident, though of minor importance,
in Aspy Bay, C. B. I think the cor-
respondence plainly shows that the
£15,ooo were paid, because, however
wrong the American fishermen might
have been in violating the law in these
respects, our own people were at least
equaljy wrong in repelling this violation
by violence, and it was in consequence
of the damage they did by that violence
(which I must say was rather liberally
calculated) and not because we admitted
that they were right, that the Imperial
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Government agreed to pay them the
£15,000.

HON. MR. ALMON-It was rather
an expensive net-£15,ooo !

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes, but we
did not pay it. As to the £150 it was
stated distinctly in the correspondence
that this money was paid without any
admission that we were wrong, because
we had been guilty of no violence ; but
it was paid because it was felt that an in-
quiry could not be refused if insisted
upon, and an inquiry would cost infi-
nitely more than the £15o, which was
given as a solatium to settle the whole
matter. Lord Salisbury says that in the
note which he wrote he had no intention
of inferentially laying down any principle
of International law, and no advantage
would be gained from doing so to a
greater extent than the facts in question
absolutely required. He continued :-

"I hardly believe, however. that Mr.
Evarts would in discussion adhere to the
broad doctrine whiçh some portions of his lan
guage would appear to con vey, that no Brit-
ish authority has a right to paes any kind of
laws binding Americans who are fishing in
British waters; for if that contention bejust,
the same disability applies, a fortiori, to any
other power, and the waters muet be deliv-
ered over to anarchy. On the other hand,
Rer Majesty's Gôvernment will readily
admit-what is indeed, self-evident-that
British sovereignty, as regarde those waters,
is liinited in its scope by the engagements
of thé Treaty of Washington, which cannot
be modified or affected by any municipal
legislation. I cannot anticipate that with
regard to-these principles any difference will
be found to exist between the views of the
two Governments."

"'If, however, it be admitted that the New-
foundland Legislature have the right of bind-
ing Americans who fish within their waters
by any laws which do not contravene exist-
ing treaties, it muet turther be conceded that
the duty of determining the existence of any
such contraventions must be undertaken by
the Governments, and cannot be remitted to
the discussion of each individual fisherman.
For such a discretion, if exercised on one
side can hardly be refused. If any Anieri-
can fishermen may violently break a law
which lie believes to be contrary to treaty,
a Newfoundland fisherman may violently
maintain it if he believes it to be in accord-
ance with treaty. As the points in issue are
frequently s.ubtle, Pud require considerable
legal knowledge nothing but confusion and
disorder could result from such a mode of
deciding the interpretation of the treaty.

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

"Her Majesty'e Government prefer the
view that the law enacted by the Legislature
of the country, whatever it may be, ought to
be obeyed by natives and foreigners alike-
who are sojourning within the territorial
limite of its jurisdiction ; but that if a laW
has inadvertently been passed which is in
any degree or respect at variance with rights
conferred on a foreign power by treaty, the-
correction of the mistake so conmitted, at
the earliest period after its existence shall
have been ascertained and recognized, is a
matter of international obligation."

That appears to me to lay down exact-
ly the proposition that my hon. friend
desires by this motion to establish in any
new arrangements which may be made
in regard to these fisheries. This posi-
tion of Lord Salisbury's is further en-
phasized by Lord Granville in i88o.

HON. MR. POWER - That is the-
passage which I quoted.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Lord Gran-
ville says :

" Without entering into any lengthy dis-
cussion on this point, I feel bound to state
that, in the opinion of Her Majesty's Gov-
ernment the clause in the Treaty of Wash-
ington which provides that the citizens of
the United States shall be entitled,'in cor-
mon with British subjects,' to fish in New-
foundland waters within the limits of British-
iovereignty, means that the Americans and
the British fishermen shall fish in these
waters on terms of 'equality, and not that
there shall be an exemption of American-
fishermen from any reasonable regulations
to which British fishermen are subject."

He goes on further to say that lier
Majesty's Government fully admit that
if any such local Statutes could be
shown to be inconsistent with the express
stipulations, or even with the spirit of
the Treaty, they would not be within
the category of those reasonable regula-
tions by which American, in common
with British, fishermen ought to be
bound. I do not think that I need
trouble the House with any further cita-
tions from this voluminous correspond-
ence with which, as my hon. friend frorn
Prince Edward Island remarks, every
one should be familiar. I think that
these extracts which I have read shoW
that on a former occasion, when this
precise principle came up for discussionr
and was earnestly and vigorously dis-
puted by the American Government,
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it was equally earnestly and vigorously
imaintained by the British Government;
and we should have no doubt whatever
that they will persist in the view which
they then entertained, which they per-
sted in so long as that correspondence

lasted, and which is consistent with jus-
tice and the rights of this country. I
Imay without hesitation assure the hon.
gentlemen opposite, and the House gen-
erally, that in the event of any new
arrangement being made, care will be
taken that this point will not be lost
sight of by the Government of this
country; and care will be taken to see
that nothing is done, in so far as the
Government itself can exercise any in-
fluence in that direction, that will in any
respect derogate from the position which
the British Government took in connec-
tion with the Fortune Bay incident. I
shall have great pleasure in calling the
attention of my colleagues to my hon.
friend's suggestion with reference to the
fisheries regulations which have been
cancelled, and the necessity of new ones,and I have no doubt that the subject
will receive from them very careful con-
sideration.

HON. MR. POWER-I am very much
Pleased with the statement made by the
hon. leader of the Government, and the
Unusually friendly way in which my ob-
servations on this resolution have been
received by different hon. gentlemen. I
do not feel quite as confident of the
future of this question as the hon. leader
Of the Government does, because while

was pleased to notice in the corres-
POidence that the Imperial Government
never receded from their interpretation
of the treaty, still we have the fact that
the Armerican Government never receded
fomn their position that the treaty should
' interpreted the other way. TheObject which I have in view, and which

1 think we all should keep before us, is
to settle the question now. If any newarrangement is made between the Im-Perial Government and the Government
Of the United States, let this question bePut at Test, because if it is not the diffi-
ulties are sure to arise again. The

perial Government will construe the
teaty one way-as they have construed

in the past, and the United States

Government will construe it in the other
way. There will be difficulty and heart-
burnings, and we shall be called upon,
possibly, to pay large sums of money be-
cause this question has not been settled
at the beginning. I think that the
Imperial Government are in a peculiarly
fortunate position just now to have that
question of interpretation settled. They
can say to the United States Govern-
ment with great force: " Under the
Washington Treaty you agreed to pay
such a sum of money as might be
awarded by a tribunal, the composi-
tion of which was fixed by that treaty."
The American Government did pay the
sum of five and a-half millions of dollars
in addition to letting our fish and fish
oil in free, for the rights which their
fishermen got under the Treaty. Now,
the Imperial Gover.,ment can say: "We
charge you nothing in the way of money
for those rights which we give you, but
in order to prevent further difficulty we
insist that our interpretation of this
Treaty shall be acknowledged now as
being the correct one." I think hon.
gentlemen will see' it is most desirable
that that attitude should be assumed by
the Imperial Government ; and it is the
duty of our Government, who represent
the people who are the most directly
interested, to put it strongly to the Im-
perial Government that this question
shall be settled before any new Treaty
shall go into operation. I hope that
the leader of the flouse sees the force
of my argument, and that he concurs in
my view. I may say, with respect to
this Fortune Bay matter, in order to
illustrate the way in which American
estimates are made up, that the New-
foundland Government appointed a com-
missioner to enquire into the losses suffer-
ed by the Anerican fishermen, and that
commissioner after a careful investigation
(it was Judge Bennett, who is a perfectly
reliable and honorable man, and took
great pains to inquire into the matter)
reported that at the outside the loss
of the American fishermen could not
have exceeded $17 ,ooo; and after the Im-
perial Government had paid the sum of
$75,ooo to the Government at Washing-
ton they called upon the Newfoundland
Government to repay them that sum,
less the sum of £15o, which the Gov-
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ernment of Canada had paid. The
Newfoundland Government refused to
do so, and contended that the Govern-
ment of Great Britain had paid a great
deal more than they should have paid ;
and the Newfoundlanders declined to,
pay any more than Judge Bennett had
certified that the American Government
were entitled to, and they paid to the
Imperial Government the sum of $17,-
ooo, and that Governrment were out of
pocket for the balance. It appears in
the correspondence on this matter that,
as in the case of the Alabama claims,
after all the claims upon this fund by
American fishermen had been settled,
the American Government retained a
large portion of this $75,ooo in hand.
I hope sincerely that our Government
will bring this matter very strongly be-
fore the notice of the Imperial authori-
ties, so that we shall not be obliged bye
and bye to pay ridiculously extravagant
compensation to American fishermen for
fancied wrongs.

The motion was agreed to.

HER MAJESTY'S JUBILEE.

MOTION.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I feel myself
much honored by having this opportun-
ity of performing the agreeable duty of
moving that an humble address be pre-
sented to Her Majesty, congratulating
her upon the completion of the fiftieth
year of Her Majesty's auspicious reign.
This motion, I imagine, is one which
will appeal to the hearts of every true
Canadian, whatever may be his race or
religion, and it requires probaly no long
introduction from me, because a great
many of us are as familiar as I am
with the events of our beloved Sover-
eign's reign, and with the progress which
the country and the empire have made
during that period. But perhaps it will
not be out of place if, before making my
motion, I should glance at some of the
characteristics of a reign seldom equalled
in duration in history, and unexampled
for the advantages which we have en-
joyed under it, and the unequalled pros-
perity of the vast empire of which we
form a part. When Her Majesty as-

HoN. MR. POWER.

cended the throne of Great Britaiù,
this country was composed of a
small corner of the continent,
sparsely settled, torn by inter-
nal dissensions, and just recovering
from a convulsion so fearful as to be al-
most entirely a revolution. Of railways,
I think we had none, or, if any, a short
railway of a few miles long from Mon-
treal to St. Johns, I think. I am not
quite certain that that railway was in eX-
istence, but if so, it was the only railway
then existing in Canada, and our mate-
ial wealth, our material position, was very
much on a par with our position in other
respects. We must remember that
shortly after Her Majesty's accession to
the throne she gave us the Constitution
under which we have since lived and
prospered. It is to her consideration for
her Canadian subjects we owe the fact
that we are living, and have been living
for nearly fifty years, under a Constitu-
tion modeled on that of the parent coun-
try; under which we have shared in the
blessings and prosperity which that coun-
try has enjoyed, and in the progress
which that country has made. During
that period of fifty years it is really as-
tonishing to consider the progress Can-
ada has made, the changes that we who
have been looking at it for fifty years,
now see in it. Instead of a few scatter-
ed provinces, we now possess the larger
half of this immense continent of North
America. Instead of ten or fifteen miles
of railway we are approaching the period
when we can count such highways by
as many thousands of miles, and a large
portion of the country which under Her
Majesty's authority we manage and con-
brol, is intersected with a perfect network
of them.

It is only lately we finished connect-
ing the two oceans together with bonds
ofsteel,and the Canadian Pacific Railway
alone, with its branches number thou-
sands of miles. Ourmaterial prosperityhas
progressed in practically the same ratio
as our railways. Our shipping, and the
number of persons engaged in sea going
pursuits as recent returns have shown,
now give us, in those respects, the
rank of fourth or fifth nation in the
world; and during this same period the
progress of physical science in all de-
partments has been equally extraordi-
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flary. The wonderful developments in
science which have resulted in the pre-
sent adaptation of electricity and steam to
thR wants of common life, indicate a
change greater in the last half
Century than I venture to presume,
any 50 years of this world's age will
ever show hereafter. Many of us know
Wbat we were,when we had no telegraphs,
"o railways, and none of the advantages
Which have resulted to us from the use
of Steam, and the adaptation of electri-
City to all manner of pursuits.

OU the social side of the question,
When we look at Her Majesty and Her
reign as a social force during 5o years ofthis century, we cannot but admire and
respect her. We know her history. She
has been the revered head of that
aug1 ust family, with whose conduct and
her rnanagement of it, we are as perfectly
familiar as we are with those of our

thighbors We have seen that during
e whole of this period she has been the

guardian of the purity, the morality and
Order of the society of which she has
been the august head. She has been a
'nOdel to the women of our country, as a
'nther as a woman, as a wife-in fact I
think we may sum up what we think of
ler by saying that our respect for her as aSovereignK
for reign is only equalled by our love

her as the friend and mother of her
People. With such a Sovereign, and on
SUch an occasion we can do no less than
express to her our loyal and affectioiate

gratulations upon the occasion of this
t ltieth anniversary of the commencement
Of her beneficent rule over us, and our
hOe that she may long continue to be
the Sovereign of a contented and pros-
Perus empire. I move therefore that
ýn Address be presented to Her Majesty
la the following terms :-

IT PLEAsE YOUR MAJESTY:-
We, Your Majesty's loyal and du.iiful

"'e ects, the Senate of Canada, in Parlia-ret as1ýsemibled, beg to offer our sincere
theratulations on the happy completion of

tefiftieth year of Your auspicious Reign.
The Supreme Disposer of events bas made

theur Majesty the Ruler of the fifth part of'
a bi table globe. Hundreds of millions

to îIost every race and tongue are proud
thef your sway. But among then al,
hee ns ro communitythatcherishes a more

artfelt attachment to Your Majesty's per-
n Throne, than the people of .he
adian Dominion.

Once a colony of France, won in a struggle
not less honorable to the vanquished than
the victors, it was not long till its fidelity to,
the Crown was severely tried How it stood
the test was known to Your Majesty's illus-
trious father, when he honored with his
triendship the hero of Chautauqua-the
brave De Salaberry. And when the daugh-
ter of the Duke of Kent ascended to the
Throne, the event was hailed as the
dawn of an era which should bring to British
and French CinasIa not only prosperity and
progress, but the spirit of unity and good-
will. Under the influence of the great gift
of constitutional self-government, conferred
upon Canada in the early years of Your
Majesty's reign, the country has made rapid
progress. It has shared in the general
advancement o[the last halfcentury, in the
wonderful discoveries and application ofscience-the railway, the steamship, the
telegraph, and their conquests of time and
space; the multiplication of manufactures,
the expansion of commerce, the blessings of
legal reform, the diffusion of education, and
in the wearing away of prejudices through
ncreased intercourse between man and man.

If the Empire's progress compares favor.
ably during the last flfty years with that of
the world at large, so does the progress of
Canada compare favorably with that of the
Empire. From a few scattered Provinces,
it has become a great Federation, stretching
from ocean to ocean, and linking by its iron
path the European to the Asiatie portions of
Your Majesty's domain.

It has been the good fortune of the people
of Canada to enjoy, from time to time, the
honor of the presence and countenance of
several members of the Ro al Family, and
this relationship not only deepened the
loyal devotion to the Head of the British
Empire, but enhanced their regard for the
wife and mother, their veneration for the
memory of the husband and father.

Our earnest prayer is that He who is the
Ruler of all nations and the King of all
Kings, may uphold, direct and preserve
Your Majestv for many long years to reign
over a prosperous and contented people.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have much
pleasure in rising to second the address
which has been read to the House by
the leader of the Government offering
our congratulations to Her Majesty the
Queen on the attainment of the 5oth
year of her reign. The reign of Queen
Victoria stands out in marked relief as
the most eventful of which English
history has any note. Since the days
of the Saxon Heptarchy under King
Egbert, a period of over i,ooo years,
there has been no reign which at all
can bear comparison with that of our
present Sovereign. When one reflects
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on the marvellous changes which have
taken place in the last 50 years, the first
thought that rises in ones mind is the
gratifying feeling that one has been a
participator in the history of that mem-
orable period. My hon. friend has
spoken with somewhat a prophetic feel-
ing when he said he doubted if in the
future as wonderful changes will take
place in material progress as have marked
the past half century. We know not
what the future may produce, but this
we can say, that the 50 years gone by
since Her Majesty ascended the throne
have been the most remarkable 50
years within the period of 1,ooo

years since the foundation of the
British Empire. One can, perhaps,
best appreciate the marvellous changes
by going back to 1837. The news was
conveyed to us cf the death of William
IV., and of the ascension of Queen Vic-
toria to the throne, not by a cable mes-
sage as it would be to-day, nor was it
brought to this country by steamship as
it would be at present, because at that
,period Prof. Morse was endeavoring to
prove that messages could be conducted
over a wire at comparatively short dis-
tances, and as distinguished a man as
Prof. Lardner had convinced, to his own
satisfaction, the scientists of his day that
the Atlantic could not be navigated by
steamships. The message was brought
to this country, therefore, by sailing
vessels. The people were assembled to-
gether in the ditferent counties by her-
alds who had been sent out to notify
them that on a particular day the royal
proclamation would be read that Princess
Alexandria Victoria had ascended the
throne of her ancestors. I remember,
fifty years ago, being in the town of
Brockville, and hearing the High Sheriff,
after having called the people together
for that Durpose, read this proclamation
that had been carried across the Atlan-
tic, occupying more weeks in its transport
than it would days at the present time.
No minute history of the present day
could convey a stronger picture of the
marvellous changes which have taken
place in that period, than the circum
stances which marked the beginning
of Her Majesty's reign. Those twc
great factors, steam and electricity, were
then about being utilized by men, anc

HON. MR. SCOTT.

the wonderful revolutions that they have
created are the greatest marvels which
have taken place in the history of the
world. But as was very eloquently noted
by the hon. gentleman who leads this
House, the Queen has shone more par-
ticularly in her attributes as a woman.
In all these marvellous changes which
have taken place she, herself, can not
have gained any special credit beyond
the credit that is due to her as a cohsti-
tutional sovereign in holding the scales
so justly and so equally between the vari-
ous parties in the community, that no
reflection for une moment is passed upon
her by either party during that long
period. I say the attributes in which
she ought to be and is most honored are
those in which she has set her people
so admirable an example in the manage-
ment of her own court. I will not for
one moment draw a contrast between
the court of Queen Victoria and the
court of either of her uncles who preced-
ed her, or any of the Georges ber im-
mediate ancestors. The contrast could
not be made, one is so entirely and ab-
solutely different from the others. To
Her Majesty, we owe largely the great
development of constitutional govern-
ment. We know that although con-
stitutional government was established
long before the accession of Queen Vic-
toria, yet the King exercised a kind of
petty tyranny in defying very often the
will of the people. Since Her Majesty
ascended the Throne it is the people's
voice which has ruled, and more particu-
larly are we in this Canada of ours to
feel grateful to the Queen, because it is
in this colony that the most marvellous
development of Constitutional Govern-
ment has taken place since 1837. Our
freedom-civil and political-is probably
unequalled by that of any' other com-
munity in the world. Our laws are just
what we ourselves have made them.
What is the will of the majority of the
people is the law of the hour. We are
in this country free from the class legis-
lation which prevails in other countries,
because we are, comparatively speaking,
a young community, and we have ar-
rived, probably, at the very highest pitch
of civilization which gives to the largest
number the greatest good. Hon. gentle-

1 men, I am quite sure that in all the wide

158



Ontario & Quebec [MAY 30, 1887] Railway Co'8 Bill.

Emnpire over which Her Majesty rules,
there is not a people who will more joy-
fully and more earnestly unite with the
rest of her dominions in offering
tO Her Majesty their congratulations
On the occasion of the 5oth year
of her reign than the people of Canada,
and I am sure it will be the earnest
Prayer of all of us that she may
Yet be spared for very many years
to rule over her people who
are so proud of so distinguished
a. Sovereign. With these observa-
t'Is I have very much pleasure
ln doing what I am sure all of us do,
seconding what bas been so well said by
the leader of the Government in pro-
Posing this Address to the Queen for our
adoption.

. HON. MR. POWER-Before the ques-
tio is put, I wish to direct the attention
of the leader of the Government to the
fact that there is a slight clerical error in
the resolution. As I understand it the
Address reads from the Senate and
flouse of Commons. I believe the
practice is that we speak for ourselves
and leave a blank in the motion for the
"ouse of Commons, and the blank is
filled up when the Address passes that
liouse.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-On looking at
the Journals, I find that the course
described by my hon. friend is the
Proper one.

'-ON. MR. ABBOTT moved--
"' That a Message be sent to the House of
m0 m1Ifnons by one of the Masters in Chanceryto acquaint that louse that the Senate hasadopted the said Aldress to Her Mosteraclous Majesty, and to rvquest their

COneurrence

The motion was agieed to.

ST. VINCENT DE PAUL
PENITENTIARY.

MOTION.

ON. MR. BELLEROSE moved
. hat an humble Address be presented to. Excellenev the Governor-General

pray.'Lg that fHis Excellency will be
pleased to cause to be laid before

this House, a copy of a letter and of a
telegraphic despatch addressed by the
Honorable Minister of Justice to the tionor-
able J. H. Bellerose, dated the 10th Decem-
ber, 1886; a copy of the reply of the letter;
and also, copies of declarat'ons made by the
employés of the St. Vincent de Paul Peni-
tentiary, on the tenth and eleventh of the
same month, in reply to the questions put
to them by the Honorable the Minister of
Justice and the Honorable the Secretary of
State on the administration of the St. Vin-
cent de Paul Penitentiary.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (59) " An Act to amend the Act
incorporating the Alberta and Athabaska
Railway Company." (Mr. MacCallum.).

Bill (26) "An Act, to incorporate the
Kincardine and Teeswater Railway
Company." (Mr. Reed.)

SECOND READING.

Bill (12) " An Act to revise and amend
the Act to incoroorate the Saint Gabriel
Levee Railway Company. " (Mr. Ogilvie.)

ONTARIO & QUEBEC RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY moved the
second reading of Bill (27) " An Act
respecting the Ontario & Quebec Rail-
way Company."

He said : This Bill is for the purpose
of enabling the Ontario & Quebec Rail-
way Company to possess, by lease or
otherwise, that portion of the West On-
tario Pacific Railway line between the
River Detroit, opposite the city" of
Detroit, and the town of Woodstock.
The Ontario & Quebec Railway at pre-
sent have their terminus at St. Thomas,
connecting at that place with the Michi-
gan Central Railway, cornmonly known
as the Canada Southern Railway. That
connection is not considered sufficient
for the purposes of the people of this
country to get proper rates &c., and they
desire to possess thernselves of that rail-
w.y for the purpose of muaking connec-
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tion at Detroit, where they will have a
choice of railways, with the American
system. There are three places in the
western part of Ontario where these rail-
ways centre, namely Port Huron, Wind-
sor and the Niagara River, and the
intention is, no doubt ' for the
benefit of this country, that the
railway system of Canada should centre
in at least one of these three places.
The object of the Ontario & Quebec
Railway Company is to obtain the right
to secure that portion of the road be-
tween Woodstock and London, now
completed, as weIl as that portion be-
tween London and the Detroit River,
which is now under construction. The
Bill has passed the other House, but I
suppose there will be no objection to it
here.

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

RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

CONSIDERATION IN COMMITTEE
POSTPONED.

The order of the day having been read
-Committee of the Whole House on
Bill (47) Railway Act Amendment Bill.

HON. MR. ABBOTT said--In accord-
ance with the request made by some
hon. gentlemen at the discussion of the
second reading of this Bill, I have ob-
tained and now lay before this House dia-
grams of the interlocking switch, and of
the hurdle-gate. I place them on the
table. With regard to the Bill, I have
received intimation of several amend-
ments that are to be proposed, some of
considerable importance, and some that
are practically little more than verbal
changes, and therefore in order that
these aniendments may be thoroughly
and effectually considered before coming
under discussion in this House, and, as it
were, the chaff separated from the wheat,
I would move, with the permission of
this House, that the Bill be not now
taken into consideration by the Commit-
tee of the Whole House, but that it be
referred to the Railway Committee of
this House.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-
I think there is a mistake. This is not
the bill in which there is an interlocking
switch mentioned. It is in bill number
six.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is in both
bills.

HON. MR. MILLER-I think the
suggestion of the Hon. Leader of the
House is one which best meets the con-
venience of those who may have objec-
tions to the bill.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 5:30 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, May 3ist, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SUNDAY DESECRATION.

PETITION PRESENTED.

HON. MR. ODELL-I have the
honor to present a petition which is of
so singular a character that I desire to
read it at length to the House. It is as
follows :-

To THE HONORABLE THE SENATE OF THE Do-
MINION OF CANADA, IN PARLIAMENT As-
SEMBLED:

The Petition of the Electors ofBlack River,
&c., N.B.,
JHumbly Sheweth:

That Railway and Steamboat Traffic on
the Lord's Day is an evil of great and grow-
ing magnitude in this country, . vialation
of ivine Laws, and a serious injustice and
injury to a large number of persons who, in
consequence ol it, are de rived of rest on the
Lord's Day, and, to a arge extent, of the
beneficial influences of the home and fam-
ily, and of the moral and spiritual advan-
tages of attendance at Divine Worship; and
who therefore are in danger of becoming an
isolated clase liable to the inroads of infidel-
ity and of socialistic theories full of peiil to

HON. MR. McKINDSEY.
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the1 best interests of society. That your pe-
titioniers are convinced that Sunday railway
and steamboat trafic is not necessary, but

a be abolished without injury or ossR,
with good results, to ail persons and

Interests aflected by it. That your petition-
ers are aware that the cessation of railway
%nd eteamboat traffHc on the Lord's Day
'tenot be attained by a graduai advancetowards that desirable consuxmmation, but
"uset be accomplshed not by the consent of
one comrnpany afte-r ano*her, but by the use
Of authority and the enforcement of law that
enir Olerate sinultaneously tbroughout the
etire Dominion of Canada and the whole
of the United States of' America. Your pe-
titioners therefore pray your Honorabe

u108e to pass an Act of Legislature that
Gol give authority to His Excellency the

Overnor-General of the Dominion of Can-
%d4 to iesue a proclamation prohibiting ail
84nday railway and eteamboat traffic inCanada on and after such date as a similarav shall corne into operaiion in the United

oaeQ0 f America.
Your petitionere, as in duty bound,

"iii ever pray.
I draw attention to the prayer of the

petition as I think it is important that in
a 1matter of this kind we should know
Whether we are dependent upon our
leighbors for such legislation.

iON. MR. ALMON-Is there any-
thing said in it about American fisher-
'en fishing on Sunday in Canadian

Waters in the manner we heard of yester-day ?

WESTERN CANADA LOAN AND
SAVINGS COMPANY BILL.

THIRD READING.

"ON. MR. ALLAN, from the Select
COtmlnittee on Banking and Commerce,
presented the report of Bill (6) "An Act
to enable the Canada Loan and Savings
Coinpany to extend their business and
for other purposes."

lie said : I wish to explain that there
'only one amendment to this Bill.
at is to strike out the last clause.

hat clause was to extend the borrowing
PoWer of the Company. Objection was

e to it by the Government and itWas thought desirable, therefore, to strike
out the clause. It is the only amend-

ent to the Bill, and under the circum-
tances I beg leave to move concurrence

e, , amendment.
ahe motion was agreed to and the

endmnent was concurred in.
11

HON. MR. ALLAN-I move that the
Bill be now read the third time.

HON MR. TRUDEL-Before the
third reading of the Bill I wish to make
a few remarks. When this measure was
read the second time it was understood
that an opportunity should be given to,
those opposed to the principle of the Bill
to discuss it in Committee. This oppor-
tunity, of course, occurred to-day, in
Committee, and although I do not intend
to make a formal opposition to the third
reading of the Bill, still I believe that
the principle involved in such legislation
should not be adopted here without pro-
test so that in the future the passage of
this measure shall not be invoked in
favor of other Bills for like purposes
which may present themselves with less
favor to the House. I am willing to
admit, after the statements which have
been made before the Committee, that
this Bill is not as objectionable as
others of a similar character might be.
The object of this measure is to give a
Loan Company, which was' originally
chartered for purely local purposes,
power to extend their operations through-
out the Dominion. As far as I am in-
formed, there has been no petition from
any part of the Douinion asking for the
extension of the operations of this com-
pany to other provinces, so that I am
entitled to suppose that the powers asked
for in this Bill are only sought for by the
Company itself. In the province from
which I corne we have had in'the past a
great number of those Loan Campanes
which did not work very satisfactorily,
generally speaking. I do not intend to
occupy the time of the House in discus-
sing the merits of those Companies; I
shall content myself with stating
that in my hnmble opinion, though
there have been some exceptions,
and some of those Loan Companies
have been beneficial to the country and
an accommodation to the public, the
majority, and I think the great majority
of them, have proved disastrous to the
people of our province. I may be told
that people to whom the money is offered
are perfectly at liberty not to accept it,
but I think it is the duty of Parliarnent
to protect, to a certain extent at least,
the people against their own weakness,.
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and this is one of those cases where of the kind in the case of the company
Parliament ought to exercise its power whose Bill is before us, but I want it to
in that direction. The principle to which be well understood that I am opposed to
I object is this : It is that of giving to a the principle, and if this Bill were allow-
company created for purely local pur- ed to pass without opposition or a single
poses, general powers which are not asked remark in relation to it, the measure
for by the people of provinces. If it might be cited as a precedent on some
were shown that the people of New future occasion in the case of some com-
Brunswick and Nova Scotia, for instance, pany. less entitled to public confidence,
had petitioned Parliament to have the seeking incorporation.
powers of this company e4tended to other
parts of the Dominion, I could see no The motion was agreed to and the Bill
objection to it ; but we are here giving was read the third time and passed.
power to this company to extend their
business to every province, whether the NOVA SCOTIA BENEFIT BULLD-
provinces are satisfied or not. It may ING SOCIETY'S BILL.
happen that in some parts of the Dom
inion the people have corne to the REPORTED FROM cOMMITTEE.
conclusion that the operations of loan
companies are not beneficial to the HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Com-
community, yet by this Act we authorize rittee on Banking and Commerce, re-
this company, against the will of the ported Bil (E) "An Act respecting the
people themselves, to extend their busi- Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Building
ness. I do not intend to make a formal Society and Savings Fund," with amend-
opposition to this Bill, but some other ments.
company may come before us and invoke
the precedent which we are creating to- HON. MR. ALMON roved that the
day. It may be said, " what harm can anendments be concurred in. He said:
possibly result from the fact that more The amendinents were examined by the
companies may go into the provinces Hon. Leader of this House, by the Law
and offer to loan money to the Clerk of the Senate, and by Mr. Court-
people? It can have no other effect ney, of the Finance Department, and ail
than to lower the rate of interest." agree that there is nothing objectionable
Weil, the establishment of branches may in them. They were also discussed in
have another object. In the province the Committee on Banking and Cor-
to which I belong those companies are merce, and as I am anxious that the Bil
rarely establshed without an invitation should go down to the House of Con-
being exteided to the public to take mons as soon as possible, I hope that the
stock in them. Disastrous results have amendments will be adopted.
ensued in some cases of the kind, the
stockholders losing ail their money. The motion was agreed to.
That bas occurred in the case of certain
banks. We have seen banking institu- HON. MR. ALMON moved the thire
tions, who were unable to continue their reading of the Bii.
operations in one city, establishing
branches in other parts of the country HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I do not
under coCor of working in the interest of intend to oppose the Bi , but I cannot
the public. What was the result ? T ae let it pass without inaking an observation.
bank induced the people of the place to this Company bas a right to lend moey
subscribe stock to the extentof $iooooo without restriction as to the rate ofinterest
to $200,ooo, promising as an inducement they may charge. I eieve that this
to establish an office in the locality. Lt is bad legisation Lt is said, and I know
eas happened in some such cases that it to be the fact, that just now oney is
the people who subscribed stock have cheap, and there is no danger that the
ost 25, 5 or even 75 per cent. of the Company wil demand too high a rate;

arount thus subscribed. I a satisfied but there are times wh2n money is scarce,
that there is no reason to fear anything and in the history of the country we

HON. MR. TRUDEL
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know that at such times high rates of
Ilterest have been charged. I believe
that the Bill as it stands is not in accord-
ance with sound principles. I thought
It My duty to make this statement now,
s0 that under similar circumstances, on
Some future occasion, I may be able to
remind the House that when a wrong
Principle is invoked, you never know
Where you are going to stop.

. HON. MR. HOWLAN-As this Bill
is very important to the people of our
Province, I think it would be well to let
the third reading stand for the present.
There is no petition from Prince Edward
Island, asking for this extension, and I
think it is as well that we should have
an Opportunity to examine it carefully.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I concur in
the suggestion that the Bill should be al-
1oWed to stand until to-morrow. I think
it is very desirable that we should see
ecactly what we are doing. I beg to re-
rYinfd my hon. friend from the Province
of Quebec who has objected to the ex-
tension of this Bill, that if we are to be
guided by precedent in these matters,
the first precedent we had for extending
the Powers of local companies to the
whole Dominion came from Quebec-it
'was the celebrated Credit Foncier Bill,
Which I opposed very strongly on the
Principle that I did not like this kind ofegislation. Having already stated my
objection, I do not like to repeat myself
or urge the arguments which did not
seem to impress the House before. Iguite sympathize with the argument
'lade by the hon. gentleman from Que-bec; I am of the same opinion, and
feet strongly the injury that these Bills
thl do to the public, although I admitthe great good that they will do the com-Panies interested in them.

The third reading of the Bill was post
lOned until to-moi row.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

1 (29) "An Act to incorporate the
anufacturers' Life Insurance Co."-

<r. McKindsey.)
13ill (2 4 ) "An Act to incorporate the

1derich and Canadian Pacific Junction
way Co."-(Mr. McCallum.)

LAVELL DIVORCE BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day having been
called for the second reading of Bill
(H) "An Act for the Relief of William
Arthur Lavell," and that the petitioner
do attend at the bar and be heard by
counsel,

HON. MR. KAULBACH presented
to the House the certificate of the Clerk
of the Senate that the rule with regard
to the posting of notice on the doors of
the Senate had been complied with.

HON. MR. POWER-I wish to call
the attention of my hon. friend to the
fact that this Bill does not seem to have
been distributed, and while it is very
desirable that it should be served or. the
respondent, I think it should be distri-
buted amongst the members also.

HON. MR. KAULBACII-It is the
usual form of bill asking for divorce,and
I hope my hon. friend will not press his
objection. Both parties are here and
are anxious to proceed with this matter,
and unless my hon. friend sees that some
injustice will be done, I hope he will
withdraw his objection.

HON. MR. POWER-When we read
this Bill the second time we affirm its
principle, and I do not think my hon.
friend can expect us, to use a rather vul-
gar expression, to "buy a pig in a poke."
The Bill is not before us, and I do not
see how we can very well read it the
second time. My hon. friend from Lun-
enburg has himself had bills put off this
very session on the same ground.

HON. MR. CARVELL-I think it is
only fair that we should have the Bill be-
fore us. My hon. friend says the House
cannot be taken by surprise; I think the
whole subject matter is a surprise, if I
am correctly informed, and we had better
delay the second reading of the Bill until
it is before us.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-1 must
yield to the pleasure of the House ; but
my hon. friend behind me does not seem
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to-be taken by surprise, as he seems to
know a good deal about the Bill.

HON. MR. CARVELL-The hon.
gentleman misunderstands me; I know
nothing of the Bill, for the simple reason
I have never seen it.

HON. MR. SCOTT-This Bill appears
to have been read on the 16th May and
to have been distributed, but it is so long
ago that hon. gentlemen must have for-
gotten it.

HON. MR. KAULBACH moved that
the order of the day be discharged and
that the second reading of the Bill be
fixed for to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

THE ASH DIVORCE BILL.

THIRD READING.

The order being called for the consid-
eration of the Report of the Select Com-
mittee to whom was referred Bill (B)
"An Act for the Relief of Susan Ash,"

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
report be adopted.

HON. MR. POWER-There are some
circumstances connected with this Bill
which distinguish it from other bills of
this character that generally come before
the House. I find, on looking over the
evidence, that the party petitioned against
in this case, William Manton, obtained
a decree of divorce from the Court in
Massachusetts, some years ago ; that at
the time he obtained that decree of
divorce he was domiciled in the State of
Massachusetts; that amongst the papers
which were given in evidence before the
Committee was the exemplification of
the sentence or decree of the Massa-
chusetts Court, and I think that sentence
or decree has been established to the
satisfaction of the Committee and of this
House as clearly as anything can be.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-No, no.

HON. MR. POWER-It has been
established, as I understand it. The

petitioner's own counsel put in evidence
of this Massachusetts decree. I find
that the first clause of this Bill says :-

" The said marriage between the said
Susan Ash and the said William Mauton,
her husband, is hereby dissolved, and shall
be henceforth null and void to all intents
and purposes whatsoever."

The fact is, that, in the view of the
English law, the marriage has already
been dissolved, and we cannot by an Act
passed here dissolve that which has
already been dissolved. I think that
the hon. gentleman in charge of the Bill,
if he wishes the Bill to go through in
any shape, should alter the first clause
and provide that the said divorce shall be
confirmed in every respect, if there is
any doubt about the validity of the
Massachusetts divorce. I find on glanc-
ing over the evidence that the petitioner
admits that she was notified of the pro-
ceedings for this divorce in the State of
Massachusetts, and consequently she
was bound-as her husband's domicile
was in Massachusetts and the wife's
domicile is the same as the husband's-
by that notice and by the decree of the
American court. Under those circum-
stances I do not see how we can very
properly pass a bill here to dissolve this
marriage which has already been legally
dissolved. On looking at the original
Bill and at the amendments which are
proposed by the Committee, this fact
becomes more clear, because I see that
the Committee have stiuck out those
words

" That on the thirteenth day of April-, one
thousand eight hundred and seventy-four,
the said William Manton, without the
knowledge or consent of the said Suzan A sh,
and without collusion or connivance on lier
part, obtained a decree of divorce in the Su-
prene Judicial Court of the County of Suf-
folk, in the State of Massachusetts, one of
the United States of America."

Now that fact although it has been
struck out of the preamble of the Bill
appears in the evidence which was
brought before the Committee.

HON. MR. GOWAN-Alleged but
not proved satisfactorily.

HON. MR. POWER-As I understand
it, the exemplification of the decree of a
foreign court under the seal of the court

HON. MR. KAULBACH.
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Is good evidence in our courts, and I see
that that exemplification is amongst the
papers laid before the House, and I just
wish to call the attention of hon. mem-
bers to two or three authorities (there
aie a great many of them) on the subject.
In Foote's International Jurisprudence,
page 474, it is laid down that

"If the court which decreed the divorce
had jurisdiction to make such a decree, ac-
«Cording to the estimate formed by English
law of that jurisdiction, it is certain that
such a foreign judgment will receive full
recognition here as conclusive and binding,
Whether in a suit between the sanie parties,·Or between strangers to the original i ecree."

In the case of Magurn vs. Magurn, a
case to be found in the Ontario Appeals
reports, vol. i , page 178, it is held that
the jurisdiction to grant divorce depends
Upon the domicile of the party-that is,
of the husband. Then a recent leading
case on the subject is the case of Harvey
vs. Farnie, in the House of Lords, which
lays down that

" The Englisi Courts will recognize as
valid the decision of a competent Foreign
Christian Tribunal, dissolving the marriage
between a doniciled native in the country
Wbere such tribunal has jurisdiction, and an
Pnglihwoman, when the decree of divorce
18 not im peached by any species of collusion,
"Or fraud. And this, although the marriage
iiay have been solemnized in England, and
Inay have been dissolved for a cause which
Would not have been sufficient to obtain a
divorce in England. "

This divorce was granted in Massachu-
setts on the ground of desertion, and I
rIight mention that the evidence of

..Susan Ash in this case before the Com-
ruittee establishes the fact of her deser-
tion of her husband. She admitted that
£he had deserted him, and she said it
was on the ground of his cruelty, but
further than the fact it was alleged that
he sometimes drank a little more than
Was good for him, the nature of the
ctUelty did not appear, but she did admit
her complete and absolute desertion of
her husband. This was the case in the
liOuse of Lords:-

'A domiciled Scotchman married in
1@gland an Englishwoman. Imnediately
"'ter the cerenony, the narried cou ple went
to Scotland" and resided there as their ma-
tr!Inonial horne. Two years after, the wife
ýobtained in Scotland a divorce a vinculo' agonii, on the ground of her hueband's
adultery only. The husband came to Eng.

land and married there another English-
woman, his first wife being still alive. In
a suit for a declaration of the nullity of the
second marriage,at the instance of the second
wife :

" Held, affirming the decision of the
Court below, that the divorce in Scotland
was a sentence of a Court of competent
jurisdiction, not only effectual within that
jurisdiction, but entitled to recognition in
the Courts of this country also."

While I feel that under ordinary cir-
cumstances I should not be disposed to
interfere in the matter of a divorce bill,
I think if we are going to grant bills of
divorce, we ought to be careful that they
are not granted in cases where there are
reasonable and substantial objections to
granting them ; and in this case there
are such objections. The woman de-
serted her husband. The marriage took
place in Montreal, and the couple after-
wards domiciled in Ontario. After living
together a short while, she deserted him
without any cause known to the law.
Then he went to Boston and lived there
several years, and acquired a domicile
there, with the intention of not returning
to Canada, and there began proceedings
for divorce against his wife on the ground
of desertion. She was served with the
papers necessary in the case, and the
divorce was granted by a competent
tribunal, and I do not see under those
circumstances how this Parliament can
undertake to decree that the marriage is
hereby dissolved. If the hon. gentleman
will take his Bill in the form that this
divorce in Massachusetts is recognized
and confirmed, there would be less objec-
tion to it ; but as it stands now I think
it is altogether objectionable ; and it is a
question on which the opinion of the
leader of the House would be particu-
larly valuable and desirable.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I admit the
gravity of the subject and the special
gravity of it in reference to the petition-
er in this case. My hon. friend opposite
has pointed out what was, I think, an
untortunate clauseinserted in this Mil---
unfortunate, because it was; not necçs-
sary for the purpose of the Bill to, set
forth the, circumstances., It is what
would be called bad pleading toset foith
circumstances, while it would be quie
sufficient to set forth the fact that adul-
tery had been committed.
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HON. MR. POWER-I could not be particular State. My hon. friend may
adultery if the man was legally divorced. possibly reply to me "ail that is pro-

vided for by the Evidence Act,
HON. MR. GOWAN-It sets .forth and that a decree coming under the

circumstances which I think ought not seal of the court is to be taken
to be set forth, and therefore it was as evidence conclusive of that decree."r
properly eliminated from it by the I arnot prepared to admit that, although
Committee. Now, what has the House there is a clause in the Dominion Act
before it ? It has before it the Bill respecting evidence in al proceedings
amended by striking out the matter over which the Parliament of Canada
improperly set forth in the preamble that bas iegislative authority, the laws of evi-
a decree of divorce pad been obtained dence in force in the Province in which
in Massachusetts. With regard to the such proceedings are taken shat, subject
evidence of a divorce in the United to the provisions of any Act of the Par-
States, I think myself it is altogether liament of Canada, apply to such proceed-
incompiete and insufiacient. Apart from ings. Now I take it that this by no
the circumstance, a very serious one, for means includes the bigh court of Paria-
the people of this country, that the ment. It would relate, no doubt, to any
petitioner in this case, being a native of criminal matters if the question came up
Lower Canada, the husband a native of as to the existence of a decree of a foreign
Upper Canada, the latter going to a court court, in a Provincial court, but this by
of foreign jurisdiction and, as allegedt no means includes the high court of Par
ohtaining a divorce there, apart from lianent. It says that in all proceedings
that circumstance, I think myself that over which Parliament had legisative
tbe evidence of tbe decree, if it may be authority the laws of evidence in force in
so, called, before the Comrnittee was quite the Province shaîl prevail in proceedings
insufficient and therefore the Comittee to be taken in that particular Province.
acted properly in eliinating the allega- Now if we are to take the laws of any
tion respecting it from the Bill. What particular Province as a guide,are tbey to
was the evidence that sould satisfy a be the laws of Quebec, New Brunswick,
tribunal of this kind? My hon. friend or Ontaro? It may be that they are
will not deny that every tribunal is the sae in aIl those Provinces; I do
entitled to lay down for itself not know whether they are or ot, but
the manner in which it will take cogni- a I mean to say is this, that this clause
zance of the decrees of a foreign court, on its face does ot expressiy confer the
That doctrine I believe, my hon. friend power in atters before this high court
will find in Ford on International law of Parliament. I say, therefore, that there
and I do not tink there is any principle was noting before the Committee to jus-
more freely admitted than that. Now tify it in accepting the paper submittd as
what was the evidence produced ere? properevidence of a decreeaving passed.
I do not enter into the circumnstances Then, assuming for the sake of argu-
under wich counsel for the petitioner ment, that proper evidence was given of
produced this evidence, but certainly this decree, upon its face it cares with
a document was produced, wich pro- it an implication that the party was not
fessed to cone frorn a court of the heard, or, if heard, that wbat she alleged,
United States having, or supposed to if she alleged anyting, against the decree

bave, jurisdiction in matters of this kend. was not taken into consideration. It is
That was certified by a gentleman de- tru that the woman, when she vas under
scribing bimself as chief justice of the exarnination, admitted that certain
court ; but wheter he was chief justice papers, of wic she did not know the
or was fot chief justice we have no contents, were given to ber at abofit
evidence. It is usual for such a docu- th tie that probably these papers
ment to be supplemented hy the evi- would core to this country, but she said
dence fro the Governor, or of sone she gave tbem to ber father and did
other high functionarycertfying that the not know what their contents werer
gentleman who describes himself as chief although she may have surrised what
justice was in fact the chief justice of a tbey were. In one of the clauses the
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allegation of the alleged decree is that
" This libel was entered in this Court at

the last term thereof, and thereupon it was
Ordered that the libellant give notice to the
said Susan Manton to appear before the
JuStices of this Court to be holden at Boston,
Within and for the said County of Suffolk,
on the fourth Tuesday of November, A. D.
1873, by adjournment froni the second

uesday 'of September, in the year last
aforesaid, by serving her with an attested
eOPy of said libel and of this order thereon,
fourteen da R at least before said fourth
Tuesday in ovember, that she might then
and there show cause why the prayer of
Said libel should not be granted."
Now that is a clear and distinct order
of the Court, and it required, in order
to give validity to the action of the Court,
fourteen days' service before the 4 th day
Of November. In this decree it does
nOt allege that it was so, or at all events
It leaves it ambiguous, because in a
Clause further on it said, " and the libel
Was then continued *unto the present
terrn"-that is the term in April, and
then comes the decretal part " now the
libellant appears and proves to the Court
that said notice had been given as or-
dered, but the said Susan Manton, al-
though solemnly called to come into
Court, doth not appear and makes de-
ault.''

Now, the statements are not consistent
UPOn the face of this decree ; it shows
that the party was summoned to appear
n a certain day in November, but it

does not appear whether the Court did
Or did not sit on that day. The Peti-
tiolner may have appeared on that day.
. goes on to say that the Court was ad-
.ourned until the month of April follow-
It1g, and then the allegation is, that saida
Susan Manton, although solemnly called

that is on the day the decree was
DIade, the 7th day of April-failed to
COITe into court. Now, if there were
continuations of the Court, and the mat-
ter Was not taken up on the day she was
eequired to attend, it would be unright-

FOus and unfair to bind the petitioner
Zr' this case by an Act of which she had

1O notice. She may have appeared, for
aught we know, on the day first named,
but after the case was adjourned three or

ur times it is alleged, not that she did
iOt appear on the particular day, of

ohich she had no notice, but that "she
dOth flot appear" on the day the decree

was made in April, I say, therefore, the
decree is bad on its face, and not an au-
thority on which the Committee should
act. I was on the Committee and know
what passed and I think the evidence
was incomplete on the two grounds I
have mentioned-first, that it was not
properly before us as a decree of the
court ; that the evidence is not sufficient
in itself to prove that such a decree ex-
isted at all ; and secondly, assuming, for
the sake of argument, that the decree
was proved, the first principles of natural
justice seemed to have been violated and
the judgment given against the party
without an opportunity for her being
heard. Now what is the position of this
case? This woman seeks to free her-
self from the bond of marriage
by applying to this her own court.
What does her husband do ? He goes
to a foreign court, and if there he any
favor to be shown I do not think that,
acting as the highest court of the country,
we should give effect to an action of that
kind. In the one case the respondent
repudiates the tribunals of his country.
In the other case, the petitioner appeals
to the court of the country, and I think,
under all these circumstances, the Com-
mittee were warranted in the course
taken. It was a mere matter of surplus-
age in the Bill. It was inferentially
charged that the iespondent committed
adultery. The Committee were satisfied
of the fact, for he had children by another
woman, and they had positive proof that
the petitioner was married in this country,
she and her husband being British sub-
jects. Under these circumstances, I
think the Committee were perfectly war-
ranted in striking out that of which there
was not, to my mind, sufficient proof,
and limiting the preamble so as to make
it a mere naked allegation, that the
respondent was guilty of adultery. Un-
less we are to discourage those who
appeal to the tribunals of this country-
unless we are to give a premium to those
who appeal to the tribunals of another
country, and unless we are to repudiate
right feeling, I do think we ought not to
give effect to a technical objection
that the matter was contained in the Bill
-that is to say, that we should support'
a decree of a foreign country. admitting
it to be a decree for the purposes of
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argument. But I am not prepared to
accept in its entirety the views of my
hon. friend that a decree in a foreign
country is necessarily conclusive in
Canada. No doubt the authority he re-
fers to goes to support his contention,
but if he looks into ail the circumstances
of the case he will find them very differ-
ent from the circumstances of this case,
and I am very far fron accepting it as a
broad proposition of law, that the decree
of a tribunal in another country must be
taken as conclusive in this country. In
the very work to which he refers there is
an expression used by Lord Penzance
which I think has a very decided bear-
ing on this case. Lord Penzance,
than whom, as my hon. friend
well knows, there can be . no better
authority, says it is just and reasonable
that the differences between married
people should be adjusted according
to the laws of the community to which
they belong. Now both of these people
were British subjects, and ail this womaý
asks, under peculiar circumstances, it
seems but just she should have although
they were not ail brought out-it was a
matter of delicacy to presssome questions
upon her-but it was proved that the
husband acted with cruelty to her, a very
young woman, whom he had married
when she was quite a child. I think any
objection to granting her petition would
be unreasonable, having in view ail the
circumstances of the case. She was
married undoubtedly to the respondent
in this case ; both husband and wife were
British subjects ; he left her, or at ail
events did not come to her, and she was
obliged to depart from him for gross
drunkenness and cruelty, and now she
appeals to the laws of her country to
make her, as she is entitled to be, a free
woman. This will not interfere with the
position of the man. He is happy, no
doubt, in the freedorn which he obtained
in the United States. Thank God we
have not arrived at the state that exists
elsewhere in the readiness with which
they grant divorce. The so called decree
in Massachusetts was granted there sim-
ply and solely on the ground of deser-
.tion. I would not grant a divorce to
ariy man or woman on any ground
but that of aduitery. I think
it would be contrary to the law of God

HON. MR. GOWAN.

to do so ; no matter what the cruelty
would be, I never would be a party to
consent to granting a divorce to any wo-
man or any man unless adultery was
charged and distinctly proved. Under
these circumstances I do trust that my
hon. friend will not press his objection,
but that he wili accept what tke Corn-
mittee have presented, and the Commit-
tee have presented this fact that they
report the Bill with amendments, the
amendments being simply to strike out
that which was purely circumstantial-
not necessary to be proved, The simple
facts to be proved are these-the mar-
riage ; that he had children by another
woman, and that there was no collusion.
These facts were abundantly proved be-
fore the Committee, and the Committee
shaped the Bill in accordance with those
facts, and I do hope that these will be
no objection to granting this divorce,
believing that the woman is fairly enti-
tled to it.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It has been
usual in these cases for the Chairman of
the Committee to explain the purport of
any amendments that were suggested,
and I was quite prepared to have taken
that course in the usual way, and should
have done so earlier had it not been for
the fact that this matter has been post-
poned from time to time and has only
corne up now for adjudication. The
question itself is not without difficulty,
and certainly it presents to the House a
most interesting problem. The Bill as
originally produced before us, contained
this allegation amongst others :-

That on the thirteenth day of April, one
thousand eicht hundred and seventy-four,
the sa;d Williiam Manton, without the know-
ledge or consent of the said Susan Ash, and
without collusion or connivance on ber part,
obtained a decree of divorce in the S upreme
Judiciil Court in the County of Suffolk, in
the State of Massachusetts, one of the United
States of America, and that shortly there-
after, to wit, on the third day of September,
one thousand eight hundred and seventy-
four, went through the form of marriage
with one Mary Ford Hatch.

Now that is the allegation in the Bill
founded upon the allegation in the peti
tion and in the notice-that a divorce
bad taken place in Massachusetts. That
allegation appears on the face of the bill,
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and I cannot bring my mind to agree out that allegation about the decree of
with my hon. friend, who has just sat divorce, because it had been decided by
down, that it is a mere surplusage-it is a majority that it should be struck out,
an allegation of an important fact. On and leave the wbole House to decide it
the principle laid down by the hon. is under these circumstances that it now
mnernber from Halifax, it is a most mater- cores before the Senate. I repeat, it isial allegation against the interest of the a matter not without dificulty, and very
Person who made it-an allegation against great dificulty, and I do fot think it can
the claim that she makes in coming to be slurred over in any way as a matter
this court for relief. This being the case, that can be decided by appealing to our
it is my duty to explain to the House sympathies altogether. I confess our
how this matter came before the Co- sympathies are naturally with the wonan
mTittee. It came up in the shape of an in a case like this, but, at the saine time,
exemplification of a decree of a court in I cannot help feeling that there is some
the State of Massachusetts, which was sympathy due to the other woman-the
Produced by the counsel for the petition- second wife-and ber family, if we treat
er and placed before the Committee, and this decree of divorce as waste paper,
received without, as I am aware, objec- and practically decide that those people
tion being made to it by any person. I have been living in adultery for the last
wish the House to understand this ques- 12 years, and that their children, if they
tion' plainly. When this was presented have any, are illegitimate. Therefore it is
before me I was struck at once with its a serious question and fot to be decided
bearing upon the case, and, as is custom- on nice points, but on the substantial
ary with me in deciding those cases, I merits of the case. As regards the
thought it my duty to suggest to the coun- petitioner here, the unfortunate part of
sel that it appeared to put a new com- it is (and I tbink it must present itself to
Plexion on the case, and called tbe House as a tbing very much to be
bis attention to it at once, I said " Under regretted) that she bas taken fo steps
these circumstances, according to your with regard to this malter from the
allegation and your proof, is there not period of their separation in i868-
already a divorce in this case granted, fot even at the period of the divorce in
an'd will you not have to explain the 1874-she has neyer taken a single

ifficuty in which you are now placed step until ber application for this divorce
In asking us to give you a divorce when appeared in the Gazette. That is a re-
a divorce has already taken place?" markable circumstance, and 1 suppose it
This seemed to impress him, and the bas arisen fror some change in ber

atter was postponed until the rext day. circumstances, with which we have
eiL then applied to withdraw that ohntd.exemplification. I said " No, you cannot

Withdraw it, because it is our duty, under HON. MR. OGILVIE-Poverty was
the rules of this House, to return with the cause.
Our report all the evidence and vouchers
Placed before this Committee." So far HON. MR. DICKEY-I do-not know
the matter went. Then came up the that to be the case.
qIuestion on a motion made to strike out
these words, as an amendment. That HON. MR. OGILVIE-I do.
also was carried by a majority of the

ommittee, I am bound to say against HON. MR. DICKEY-It does not
Opinion although I took no part in appear the evidence. As to thisthe debate. Still my mind wa not divorce, ny hon. friend bas quoted

saisfied that it oughtto have been done, authorities. I quoted thoseauthoritiest it was done, and done against the iastyearand the whole matterwas di-
entention of. certain members of the usdonteclbadBirlcs.

Commnlittee. We then came to the con- I stated the law after having taken
usion that we would return the whole time to look into it, and j

proceedings to the House, with statedit in these words, and the

W8 anendentin te prambe, sri ndio' le ae who House to decid ; itl
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from the authorities that my hon. friend,
so far as I could hear them, has read. I
stated then, and the House will pardon
me for reading it in the language I used
then, rather than to make a new state-
ment, the principles of law:-

" It is a well defined princi ple of inter-
national law that the decrees of a competent
foreign tribunal are recognized as prima
facie decisions that should be respected in
ail other coun tries. This princi le.has been
carried so far in England in re ation to di-
vorce, that the Courts of England, to which
we look for precedents, have actually recog-
nized divorces regulary granted in.other
countries, although the ground of divorce
was such as would not be sufficient for ob-
taining a divorce a vinculo in England."

My hon. friend has quoted the Scot-
land case which I quoted myself, and it
is entirely in point, because divorce in
Scotland is allowed for a cause which
was not a sufficient cause for divorce
a vinculo in England, namely for
adultery comrnitted by the husband.
That alone, without desertion or incest
or cruelty or any other aggravating cir-
cumstances, would not be a sufficient
ground for divorce in England, though
it is in Scotland ; though I quoted an-
other stronger case than that, which
certainly goes a very great way, and it
shows how strongly the Courts will go to
carry out this principle of international
law. I quoted a case in which the parties
had obtained a divorce in Prussia, and
the question afterwards as to the validity
of that divorce arose in England. It
was a divorce a vinculo on the ground of
incompatibility of temper only, a cause
which would not be listened to a moment
in England for divorce. It may be
ground for a separation, but not for a
divorce a vinculo, yet so decided were
the courts 'in England that they were
bound to respect the decisions of courts
in other countries, they granted a
divorce in the case. My hon. iriend
says that he is prepared to contest
the principle that these divorces
are absolutely and conclusively
binding in this country. Of course my
hon. friend, so far as he lays down that
rule, is perfectly correct. Why ? Be-
cause, as I have already stated, they are
only prima facie evidence, and are only
regarded as conclusive if something to
the contrary is not shown. Last year we

HON. MR. DICKEY.

had to consider that question. I laid
down the rule this way then :-

1 The rule is clear and distinct that these
decisions of toreign courts are recognized
only prima facie, but they will not t.e res-
pected il there is evidence of fraud or perjury
on the part of the persons obtaining these
divorces."

In the case before us last year there
was evidence that a divorce had been
obtained. Although it appeared to be
regular on the face of it, when we carne
to sift the evidence, and got at the true
inwardness of the case, we found that
there was deficient domicile in Michigan ;
that the man lived altogether in Ontario,
and he had sworn before a court that he
was a resident of Michigan. The English
decisions lay down the matter in this-
way : They say if the court has been
deceived-if fraud has been practised
on the courts, or if there has been per-
jury in getting the divorce, then they
feel boiind to decide that the divorce
was not conclusive, and we so decided
last year because there was clear evid-
ence that the judge had been misled. I
took the liberty of sending my own opin-
ion and the decision of the Committee
and the evidence, to the very judge who
had decided that case in Michigan, and
I am happy to say that after hearing it
he was perfectly satisfied that we were
right, and on account of the fraud that
had been practised on him and on ac-
count of the perjury that the husband
had committed by swearing that aflida-
vit, he was not entitled to take advan-
tage of that divorce. Is that the case
here ? I am sorry to say that I cannot
see it. I see no evidence of anything.
of that kind in this case. I have taken
the trouble to look into the laws of the
State of Massachusetts, where this di-
vorce was granted, and I find that the
decree was in all respects conformable
to the laws of the State. My hon. friend
has made some remarks about the
notice. The decree of the Court-
which, as I have said already, is prima
facie evidence of the truth-of the alle-
gations that are in it, but only primar
facie, and subject to be contradicted if
they can be - states, amongst other
things, that the notice was given.

HON. MR. GOWAN-Not on that day.-
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HON. MR. DICKEY-The order
Was:

«That the libellant gave notice to the
said Susan Manton to appear before the
JUStices of this Court to be holden at Bos-
ton. within and for the said County of

uffolk, on the fourti Tuesday of No% enber,
. 1873, by adjournment from the second
a'day of September, in the year last

aforesaid, by serving lier with an atteeted
P of said libel and of this order therein

8ys at least before said fourth Tuesday
of cOveer, that she might then and there

@o cause why the prayer of said libel
the'OU not be granted. And the libel was

en continued unto the present term. And
uow the libellant appears to prove to the
Court that said notice had been given as
Orderedbut the said Susan Manton althoughsolernnly called to cone into Court doth not
aPpear and makes default."

Now, is that so ? My hon. friend
saYs that the woman stated she did not
inOW arything about it. Does it appear

that there was no such thing, that that is
ail inaginary, that there was no notice
given to her ? What is her evidence
UPOn that point ? It is this-she is
asked by a inember of the Committee :-

4 .-- Had vou any notice at the timeYour husband 'applied for this decree of di-
vorce in the United States that he was

i ng in that direction ?
A -I think my father had.

hi Q.-Did you receive any notice from

received a paper, which I gave to~Y father.--
She admits there that she gave a paper

which was sworn to and which the Court
decided was served upon her. She does
tnOt deny it.

The examination continues
cQ.-Did you receive notice that pro-

ti tingsF were to be taken in a court of jus-
e for divorce?

fath' got a paper which I gave to my
iter. He told me that 1 was not to read

That is curious. Another gentleman,
a 0ember of the Committee, asked the
question :

The paper was addressed to you ?
fathe It was, but I handed it to my~tge

44Did you read it ?Nou
you know what its contente

'MY hon. friend says that she did not
.ow about the contents. Here is heranswer:-

" A.-I believe it was sornething about
getting a divorce."

So that there is no negativing the fact
that she did receive notice there; on the
contrary, she says she got a paper relat-
ing to this divorce. That is the evidence,
and with regard to the decree itself we
are placed in this unfortunate position
that as far as I know anything of it, and
I looked carefully into the cases last
year, by all the rules of International law
we are bound to respect the decree of
that court as a prima facie decree and
conclusive so far as it goes, until the
contrary is shown. There is no evi-
dence here in any respect to show, as
there was last year, want of domicile,
want of notice, or fraud in making out
the case of reïdence in this country in-
stead of the United States. There is no
such thing as that, because the domicile
of the husband, is, by law, the domicile
of the wife; and the statement is made
in this decree, which is put in by the
parties themselves, that the husband re-
sided for five years in the United States
before he applied for a divorce. There-
fore there was residence on which to
found the proceedings under the Act of-
the State of Massachusetts which requires
five years residence. Their Act was com-
complied with. Let meremind the House,
at all events the non-professional members
of it, that the rule is, a divorce is respected
as long as the decree of divorce follows
the law, not of this country, but of the
country in which the decree is given.
Without wishing in any way to take an
ex parte view of this case, I feel that it is
a matter which is surrounded by a great
deal of difiiculty. It would appear at
first blush from the circumstances that
the woman was satisfied that she was
divorced, and she took no steps to set
herself right or to get another divorce, if
that was not sufficient. It has that
appearance at all events, and now we are
asked, at this late date, to grant another
divorce by Act of Parliament. I never
hesitate when I see we are bound-and
it is only when I feel we are bound to
give a divorce-when the evidence is so
clear we cannot get over it-to vote for
divorce. But I do say that there is a
natural shrinking in this House amongst
all of us from touching those cases unless
there. is an absolute necessity that we:
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should do so, and should act. It is a
very inconvenient duty. It is very un-
satisfactory to us, and is at times very
unsatisfactory to the parties concerned,
but we do our best, though we feel dis-
inclined to exercise the powers that the
constitution gives us in this respect unless
it becomes absolutely necessary. Here
is a divorce already given, and where is
the necessity for a second divorce ? If
the divorce decree granted by the court
in Massachusetts is a valid one, this
woman is free to marry again to-morrow.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-No.

HoN. MR. DlCKEY-If it is a valid
divorce, and there oughtjo be some evi-
dence to show that it is. The evidence,
as far as we have got it, is that the di-
vorce was strictly according to the law of
Massachusetts.

THE SPEAKER-I would like to ask
my hon friend who understands those
cases thoroughly, whether it is his opin-
ion that under a divorce granted by the
court in Massachusetts, this petitioner
could contract a legal marriage in this
country which could not be interfered
with.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I quite under-
stand the question, and I am obliged to
the Speaker for askng it, for it is too
serious a matter to treat in any other way
than frankly and candidly. In my opin-
ion, as a lawyer, the divorce, if it is right-
ly carried out, without fraud, without
perjury, and after due notice to the par-
ties--is conclusive, unless they can show
there was fraud or want of notice or want
of domicile, which does not appear
in the present case. Then what is the
logical result ? It is that this woman is
divorced ; that they are both divorced.
One cannot be married and the other
unmarried ; they are both divorced and
they for all intents and purposes unmar-
ried, sole, and at liberty to contract
matrimony if they so desire.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I do not rise for
the purpose of entering into the merits
of this particular case now under the
consideration of the House; but I do
feel that it is my duty, holding the views

HON. MR. DICKEY.

I do on the subject of marriage and
divorce, to enter my solemn protest as tO
the impolicy of this House accepting the
doctrine which has been laid down by
my hon. friend behind me (Mr. Dickey)
and singular to say my hon. friend fromn
Halifax. The hon. Senator from Hali-
fax holds views on that subject which are
similar to my own, as to the indissolu-
bility of the marriage tie ; and in carrying
out and sustaining that view I recognize
it is our duty to throw all fair and proper
impediments in the way of permitting the
dissolving of that tie. It is notorious
that in the United States year by year
the facilities for obtaining divorce are
becoming greater and greater until, not-
ably in the very State of Massachusets,
the marriage tie is practically gone ; fami-
lies are broken up; married couples are
torn assunder and are remarried,
until the effect on the social systemu is
most painful to all observers of those
peculiarities. Surely it is not expedient
or desirable that the people -of Canada,
through their representatives, shall adopt
their system, for that is practically what
is urged by my hon. friends when they
contend that a divorce obtained in one
of the States of the American Union
shall have legal effect in Canada. I
shudder to think of it ! I tremble at the
consequences that would arise through-
out the land if such a doctrine were tO
be accepted as the law of Canada. If
you lay it down as a principle, and by
common consent it is adopted that twO
persons living together as man and wife
may, because of infirmity of temper or
from other causes (because we know it
does not require adultery or anY
high criminal act of that kind to dis-
solve a marriage in some of the United
States) can secure a divorce in somne
of the States ot the Union, it would be
a most unsafe principle to lay down il'
Canada. The hon. gentleman frorfi
Halifax has quoted authorities to show,
from his standpoint, that this principle
ought to be recognized here. fe
quoted authorities from which I entirelY
dissent. We have had no high author-
itive decision on this question as yet
in Canada. The only case which has
come up to the highest court in this
country is the case that came before tfe
Supreme Court two years ago. It was

172



The Ash [MAY 31, 1887] Divorce Bill.

an appeal from the judgment of the
eourt of Queen's Bench, and it referred
to Arnericans married in the United
States, and who had lived in the State of
New York. After living there for many
years the husband came to Montreal and
resided there for some time. It was
shown that the wife never resided in
Montreal, but for a comparatively few
âonths. She went back to the United

States and being dissatisfied with herhusband she filed a bill for divorce and
obtained it there. Money will accom-
Plish anything, certainly in the shape ofdivorce, in the Courts of the United
States. Even the dissolution of that
11arriage between Americans actually

ing in the United States, dissolved
there under the laws of their own coun-
try, the Courts of this country refused to
recognize. It is quite true that three
Judges of the Supreme Court-the Chief
Justice, Mr. Justice Henry, and Mr.
JusticeGwynn-held that the dissolution
of Marriage was proved under the law of
the State of New York, but it was an
extrerne case. It was not a case of
0ahadians, one of whom went abroad

ithe purpose of obtaining relief
ro his mate ; but it was theCase Of Americans born in the United

States, living in the United States, one
of them1 having come to Canada for a

e only, the other, the woman, not
'aving resided in Canada more than one

Year, and then simply from month torrionth. It was not such a case as had
ever corne before this Parliament. I en-tertain very strong view s on this subject,
at'd I hold that we ought not to be
guided by English decisions in these
raatters. English decisions have gonevery rnuch further than it was ever in-tended that the Canadian Parliament
should go. In England the circum-stances are different ; they have their
eOurts which decide those questions
Just.as we have courts here to deciderdirnary and minor matters of contracts
a d quarrels ; but we do not recognize
a dissolution of the marriage tie in that
wtay. lUnder our Constitution we say
bit divorce shall not be granted except

the Parliament of Canada, and is the
-telfament of Canada going to relieve
tha 'of the responsibility and burdentatis thrown upon it wisely and pro-

perly by its constitution and say that the
Legislature will recognize, under the
comity of nations, the laws of other
countries granting divorce ? Are we, liv-
ing alongside of a people who, I have
no hesitation in saying, have no respect
for the matrimonial tie, prepared to
adopt their laws and their principles
when a marriage is annulled in the
United States, simply by a judge holding
a Court in Chambers, with affidavits
produced before him, not occupyng
probably as much time or involving as
much investigation as the decision of
a $ioo contract would in Canada ? Are
we prepared to let it go forth that if all
things are regular and proper-if the
persons have conformed to the monthly
domicile or yearly domicile, in the
United States that we are prepared to
accept that, and say it is quite proper,
the marriage tie has been cut asunder
under the law of the United States, and
the parties coming back to Canada are
free to marry again ? I say it would be
a most dangerous principle to introduce
into Canada, dangerous in its 'conse-
quences to society, because it is deplored
by all civilized nations at the present
moment that there is no country in the
world where the marriage tie is held so
lightly as in the United States. And
what is it owing to? Simply to the
facility with which the marriage tie can
be undone. Married couples quarrel for
the purpose of freeing themselves from
what they consider an objectionable
union, and obtain a divorce on the plea
of incompatibility of temper. The
statistics of all the courts of the United
States prove that the greater the facilities
for obtaining divorce the greater the num-
ber of divorces obtained annually,and cer-
tainly in the State of Massachusetts, it is
perfectly appalling to read the record of
divorces that are annually granted for
singularly trifling causes. Under those
circumstances, seing how this debate was
drifting, I felt it my duty to enter my
protest, at all events, against the princi-
ple being accepted by this House that
we are in any degree bound by interna-
tional law to recognize divorces granted
in a foreign country. It was never con-
templated in our Constitution that we
should do so. If it was intended that
courts of law could dissolve the marriage
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tie, then why did not the founders of the
Constitution provide for the establish-
ment of a Divorce Court in Canada ?
When such a Court is established in
-Canada, it will be time enough to recog-
nize the principles on which a court of
one country is governed by the decrees
of courts of another. It is the duty of
Parliament to keep well within itself the
power to dissolve the marriage tie.
Canada will be all the better in the years
to come if we hold to that principle
soundly and wisely ; I trust, therefore,
that the loose doctrines which are now
being propagated as to foreign divorces
will be no more advocated in this
House. I am quite sure they are
not in accord with the better spirit
of the people of this country. I
know that they are held in horror by
nearly one-half of the people of Canada
whose opinions are entitled to respect. I
,know that in those churches which do
reluctantlyaccept the principle of divorce,
and notably the Episcopalian, the leading
minds regard with dismay and terror the
havoc that has been made in the social
system in the neighboring country where
the permission to annul the marriage tie
is so easily obtained.

HON. MR. GOWAN-The hon. gen-
tleman from Amherst made a reference
to me, I should like to offer some expia-
nation. He observed that no objection
was made by any person to receiving an
exemplification as proof of the fact of
proceedings in the courts of the United
States. Doubtless he did not hear me,
but I think my hon. friend who was be-
side me heard me ask at the same time
" is that evidence " ? Whether the hon.
Chairman heard me or not, I can say
that at the time I felt that it was not
evidence, and therefore I ventured to
urge that the Committee should take the
course that they did. Now the House
is asked to ignore the action of the
Committee-to say that the Committee
was wrong, and that that was sufficient
evidence of divorce which did not satisfy
the Committee. I say, and I maintain
that it was not sufficient evidence of
divorce, that the decree was not properly
proved according to the laws of our
country. It was not properly proved,
and further, I think my hon. friend will

agree to this proposition that the proof
of the law of a foreign State is a fact
which should be established by evidence
like any other fact. The court cannot
take judicial notice of the laws of a
foreign country. Now, what evidence
have we here that that Supreme Court
of the United States has power to grant
divorce at all? What evidence have we
here that the decree is final-that it is
not to be followed by another proceed-
ing ? I believe as a fact that this woman
who seeks divorce in this country, could
not marry again, even in the United
States, unless she went as a humble peti-
tiener to the Court of Massachusetts and
there obtained the necessary relief. Are
we to sanction such a proceeding as that?
I think it would be a horrible thing if we
were to be guided and controlled by the
laws of the United States in this matter,
or indeed in any other matter. I say
there is no sufficient evidence of that
decree, therefore, I ask, was not the
Committee right in eliminating it frorm
the Bill, as reported ? I say they were,
and they just took the facts as actu-
ally proved. This man had child-
ren by another woman, and that
was adultery. The fact of the marriage
was distinctly and plainly proved, and
unless we ignore a consideration of the
facts and ignore them in favor of the man
who is said to have obtained a decree in
Massachusetts, I think this woman will
fail to obtain justice. I repeat again
that every tribunal is entitled to lay down
for itself the manner in which it will take
cognizance of the decrees of a foreign
country. We had no evidence whatever
that the court in Massachusetts had
power to grant that divorce. Assuming
for the sake of argument, that the decree
was proved, there is no evidence that it
was a final act ; there is no evidence as
to the position in which it leaves this un-
fortunate woman, and I believe as a fact,
if I am right in my recollection of the
reading of the Statutes of Massachusetts,
the petitioner would have to go as an
humble petitioner to the courts of that
State in order to obtain permission tO
marry again.

HON. MR DICKEY-I have no
doubt, after my hon. friend's statement
that he did say, sotto vote, what he states

HON. MR. SCOTT.
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he did, but I can only say I did not hear
it% I shall certainly not follow his bad
example in making'another speech.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I am not gen-
erally very much afraid of saying what
little I do say in this House, but I would
require to have more than ordinary
courage to rise before this hon. House
after listening to this debate for the last
tw0 hours and take up more time upon
the subject. It would be still worse for a
layman, a non-professional man whi,
rny hon. friend from Lunenburg some
days ago thought. should hardly be on a
CxyIommittee of this kind at all, to speak
after two of the most brilliant legal
gentlemen that we have had in this
"ouse since they came Io the Senate
have spoken. I have listened to what the
hon. gentleman from Amherst has said
With a good deal of surprise. The hon.
Inenber from Amherst speaks of the
divorce granted in Massachusetts as if
he had the proof, and as though the
ComInittee had the proof that there was
su11ch a decree in existence, and that that
divorce was legal. He referred also to
this woman allowing the matter to rest 8
or 1o years after her husband separated

know what he meant by thai. I am
not aware that sympathy has been ap-
pealed to by anybody in this House or
in the Committee, except by the hon.
gentleman himself, for he seemed more
to plead for the gentleman who got the
divorce, and against the woman, if I can
understand English. I contend that the
Committee had no évidence before it
that there was a divorce at all; we had
no evidence before the Committee that
would be received in a Court of Justice
that a divorce had been granted by a
foreign Court. The hon. gentleman has
contended that under the divorce
granted by the State of Massachusetts
either of the parties could marry again
if they choose. I am sorry to tell
the hon. gentleman that he is en-
tirely mistaken, because there is no way
by which the petitioner in this case could
legally contract a marriage again except
by going down to the State of Massa-
chusetts and petitioning that foreign
court, as an alien and a stranger, to have
the decree of divorce made absolute.

HON. MR. DICKEY-She would have
to apply to the judge.

LI'm her, and making no attempt to get HON. MR. OGILVIE-Yes, and to
the divorce. In the first place the com- do that requires money. Had the state-
iiittee did not think there was any proof ment not been made in the preamble
bfore them that a divorce had been grant- that sucb a divorce existed, I do not
ed at all, nor has there been any proof think the hon. gentleman from Amherst
efore us until this day that a divorce would have said one word against grant-

had been granted. I certainly agree with ing this Bill to the petitioner, and he
e hon. member from Ottawa, when he would have been satisfied that the evi-8peaks of the facility *of obtaining dence was complete. I think a largedivorce in Massachusetts. If he wants majority of the Comrittee would haveto get a little more experience been quite willing to give her the divorce1rI tapid divorce I would advise him to for good and sufficient reason had thistake a turn in Indiana, where only three clause fot appeared in the Bil. I cer-

weeks' domicile is required to get a di- tainly am obliged to the bon. membervorce, and the legal profession there, I fror Ottawa for having made it 50 clear,
atn told, have cards up to notify the peo- and in so ruch better language than I
ple that if they stop over one train they ar able to use, that it is a very wise thing
Th get a divorce in time for the next. not to follow the laws of the United
t'he hon. gentleman from Amherst says States on all occasions. As to this poor

at this is a matter not to be slurred woman remaining so long without doing
over, nor should we be carried away by anything towards obtaining a divorce,sytpathy. the hon, gentleman on my left (Mr.

Ferrier) knows ber people well, and
HON. Mg. DICKEY-" Sentiment." knows that she bas been in poverty ever

sizîce she was dcserted by her husband.
ON. MR. OGILVIE-I think "sym- Lt bas been said by some that she deserted?athY» was the word used. I do flot. her husband, and that was the reason for
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his getting a divorce in the United States,
and that the evidence of cruelty she had
suffered was not very chr. I can say
for the information of meinbers of this
House that she told a lady friend-

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I must
object. We must confine ourselves to
the record and the evidence before us.

The SPEAKER-The hon. gentle-
man has a right to discuss the evidence.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-In discus-
sing a question of law and questions of
fact we must confine ourselves to the
evidence before us.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-There has not
been a speech made here to-day in
which the rule has not been departed
from, and why the hon. gentleman from
Lunenburg should be so quick in taking
me up I have only one explanation,
which is satistactory to myself, but I
cannot give it to another person. I say
the question was asked on the Com-
mittee as to the alleged cruel treatment
by her husband, and the poor creature
was so violently agitated, crying and
almost in hysterics, that the gentleman
who asked the question stated he did
not wish to press it, as he was a physi-
cian and uriderstood the reason why,
and every person about the table felt
that he was right.

HON. MR. DICKEY-He was quite
right.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-Th petitioner
told a lady that she could not describe
before men the cruelty that her husband
had practised upon her. If hon. gentle-
man think I am not doing what is right
in making this statement, I am prepared
to sit down, but I think I am. She was
a poor young girl when she was married
-almost a child. She was very harshly
treated, cruelly treated, I think, by her
husband and she left him. It is said
that he asked her to go back and live
with him some three or four years after-
wards, but the evidence is that he was
not very much in earnest about it. She
has worked four or five years to earn
money enough to make the deposit here

HON. MR. OGILVIE.

of $200 for this divorce, and if it had
not been for her old uncle giving her the
rest of the money necessary to bring
witnesses here, she could not have got
it. The only objection to this Bill is
that a divorce was granted in the
United States to her husband, and that
therefore she does not require one. I
contend that we have no proof that
there was such a divorce granted. Had
that divorce not been mentioned in the
petition the Bill would have been
granted without doubt, and if this
poor creature who has been work-
ing for a number of years to earn
sufficient money to obtain this relief
from a man who has deserted her and
who is living very comfortably-and
properly, so I suppose-with another
woman in the United States, who is his
wife according to the laws of that coun-
try, I do not see that there should be any
objection to giving this woman the relief
she asks for. The law of the State pro-
vides that " in case of divorce from the
bond of matrimony the innocent party
may marry again as if the other party
were dead, and the marriage contract by
the guilty party during the life of the
other party, except as provided in the
following sections, shall be void, and
such parties shall be adjudged guilty of
polygamy."

HON. MR. POWER-I presume the
extract the hon. gentleman has just read
is from the Massachusetts Statute ?

HON. MR.. OGILVIE-Yes, it is
Massachusetts State law. The reason
why the petitioner did not apply for a
divorce before now is she was not able
to afford it. I did not know it until to-
day, but my hon. friend from Shawine-
gan knows her people, and knows the
reasons that have prevented her, and
that she should now be deprived of the
relief she asks, by a technicality, I think
would be a great mistake, and an injus-
tice which I hope will not be perpetrated
by this House.

HON. MR. KAULBACH- I hope
that the House, in coming to a conclu-
sion on this case, will not be prejudiced
or warped in judgment by anything that
the hon. gentleman from Alma has said
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a woman has told him. It is not before
us in the evidence, and that evidence
cannot now be supplemented by the
hon. gentleman's assertions. We must
suppose that anything material to the
issue bas been brought out in the evi-
dence taken before the committee, and
to that evidence alone we must apply
the law. We are now acting as judges to
administer the law as it exists, not to
Inake the law, and it is not recognized in
any court that facts can go to a jury
(mIuch less simple assertions), or be pre-
elted to judges on the bench, which

are not part of the evidence. Therefore
I hope that in this case all outside talk,
and anything that might prejudice the
Minds of hon. gentlemen against the re-
sPondent in this case, or in favor of the
Party who seeks the divorce, will be
eltirely excluded from their considera-
ton, and that we, as guardians of the
law, will apply the law and the law only
to this case as it appears in the evidence
taken before the Committee. What
have we here ? The respondent in this
case has been served with a copy of
the bill of divorce at the suit of the
Petitioner, in which the statement
aPPears that he was married to the peti-
tIoner some twenty years ago; that some
Ourteen years ago he, without collusion

Or connivance on her part, was granted adivorce in the State of Massachusetts:
that means a legal divorce ; it can be
11othing else. There is no charge of
edultery in this Bill, as served on Wil-
larm Manton, except by implication. It

ay be asked, why he did not, on receiv-

t g the bill of divorce and notice, defendthe action ? Because he could not. Thefact s were plain and simple and could
not be denied. The Bill as served uponlI,alleged, affirmed, and recognized a

gal divorce. It is a judicial admission
avalid divorce such as this House andefery court must take cognizance of.

very statement in the Bill, every ma-
terll allegation in the Bill as served on

fndant is binding on the party who
kes it and cannot be eliminated fromt afterwards, and when it was served onthe respondent it became binding on the

Parties and could not be omitted or
8tluck out by order of any tribunal. Not
'Y7 have the Committee endeavored to
tIkiinate this important statement from

12

the Bill, and that after legal documentary
proof of the divorce was put in evidence
by the petitioner, but they charge now the
man with adultery, although the charge is
inconsistent with the law and the evi-
dence and with the statement in the Bill
served upon him. If in a common
matter of pounds, shillings and pence
an action should be brought against a
party for $5o or $ioo that claim could
not be increased. If any one had been
indicted for larceny, does any hon. gen-
tleman imagine that it could be changed
by the order of a court into a charge of
burglary ? No, the Bill as presented
with the evidence is before the House,
the Bill cannot be changed under the
law or the evidence here ; we dare not,
with the evidence before us make the
allegation that the respondent is guilty
of adultery. Look at the facts of the
case. What would be the result of it ?
Not only would you here ignore what
the Bill sets out and what the petitioner
says and gives evidence of, namely that
the divorce was a legal divorce in the
United States, but, I feel I cannot too
often repeat it, you would charge the
husband with an offence which is not
charged against him in this Bill, and
condemn him for it when he is perfectly
innocent. This woman had full notice
of his application for a divorce in the
State of Massachusetts, she admits that
a paper in reference to it was given her,
and the divorce having been granted, we
must assume, unless there is proof to the
contrary, that all the formalities of the
law were complied with, no irregularity,
no fraud, being set up, and the divorce
was complete. That is clear law, and no
one knows better than my learned friend
the hon. member from Barrie that such
a divorce is good and binding when
there is no evidence of fraud or illegality,
of which there is no evidence in this case
and the onus probandi was on the
petitioner. No attempt has been made
to show that any provision of the Massa-
chusetts law of divorce, under which this
decree was obtained, had not been
complied with, We have evidence of
his then residence in Massachusetts and
therefore I say we must take that divorce
as complete and all the allegations in the
Bill served on the respondent, and they
only, as proved. Some hon. gentleman
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has said that this man, Manton, should
be here to defend this suit. He did not
come here, why ? The reason is manifest
because what he was charged with he
admitted. Not only is the declaration
made in the preamble of the Bill that a
divorce, which I expect means and means
only a legal divorce ,had taken place in
the State of Massachusetts, but we have
verbal evidence of the fact. Not only
does the petitioner admit that she was
served with notice of the suit in Massa-
chusetts, but her counsel produced before
us conclusive and binding evidence of
the fact and of. the further fact that a
decree was granted. We are bound
here, in this Parliament, as well as other
courts, by the laws recognized in
the comity of nations and by inter-
national law. The hon. gentleman froni
Ottawa said that this court was not so
bound; that we could set up a law for
ourselves, but I firmly maintain and say,
that by the comity of nations and inter-
national law, this, the highest court in
Canada, is bound by the law in like
manner, as if it were a court constituted
by us to try offences. The power given
to us by the British North America Act
is to exercise a judgment in these mat-
ters, in conformity to known and recog-
nized laws, but only to do so in carrying
out the law-not what we individually
conclude should be the law-to carry
out law and justice is the only thing we
can do. The moment we depart from
what is law and set up a law for our-
selves independent of that, the liberty of
the subject and every safeguard which
is thrown over us and our right, and
the rights of the subject, would be
lost. The authorities cited by my
hon. friends from Amherst and Halifax,
and which are substantially recognized
everywhere, established the fact that if
divorce is regularly granted by a com-
petent tribunal, with no irregularity or
fraud shown, we must accept it, no
matter for what cause it may have been
granted, or however much we may, by
our laws, consider those causes insuffi-
cient to grant a divorce, and that princi-
ple is recognized in every part of the
world where the comity of nations is
respected. Therefore when my hon.
friend from Ottawa endeavoied to be-
little the law as it exists, by saying that

we should frown down and discounten-
ance what is recognized as law in a
neighboring country, the hon. gentleman
has departed from the rules and princi-
ples which should and must guide
us-which say that justice and law
must prevail under all circumstances.
Iiat justitia ruai cælum, no matter
what we may think of the law
the United States. England has acknow-
ledged it as the law, in the decisions cited
by the bon. members from Halifax and
Amherst; we have adopted it here in
the Senate in former cases, and the
Supreme Court of Canada two years ago
did the same· thing; we are bound to
take it as law and be governed by it in
this case. We cannot go back on the
precedents cited, unless they are shown
to be wrong. The old maxim must apply,
fiatfiustitia ruai cœlum-the law must be
carried out, though the heavens fall (z
Bishop on " marriage and divorce," 143
et seq.). It is clear that it matters not
what country, or under what system of
divorce laws the marriage was celebrated.
As I said before, we cannot alter this in-
dictment. We cannot charge this man
with an offence which did not appear in
the Bill originally. We cannot make a
new Bill contrary to the evidence, be-
cause the preamble of the Bill which
alleges that he obtained a divorce and
married again has been absolutely prcved.
Not only. was it taken judicial notice of,
but the whole exemplification of the
decree of divorce was clearly established.
My hon. friend from Barrie has shown
no authority for changing the Bill and
for striking out a material allegation, and
that after it is established by the evi-
dence. Even the authority that he has
cited bas not-at least I have failed tO
see that it has--the slightest application
to this case. He shows the laws of one
Province are recognized in another onlY
by one Statute, and in a certain way ;
that does not affect this case in the
slightest. This decree of divorce
has been granted in proper form ;
my hon. friend from Barrie has not
shown that it is wrong in any respect.
The certificate of divorce from the Clerk
of the Court in which the divorce was
granted is certified under the hand and
seal of the Chief Justice of that State,
and my hon. friend says that it was nOt

HON. MR. KAULBACH.
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CoInplete and perfect, and yet he has
failed to show any defect. If he could
have shown that it was not proved he
Was bound to do so, but we have only
'his iPse dixit for it ; he has shown no
evidence to sustain the statement, and it
Was put in evidence and by petitioner's
'COunseL Let us look at the merits of
this case. What sympathy can my hon.
friend have for this woman ? what evi-
dence have we that she is entitled to
sYm1pathy ? There is an assertion in the
Preamble that her husband was guilty of
Cruelty towards her, but there has been
110 evidence brought forward to prove
the correctness of the allegation, although
it was a question for this House and for
the Committee to decide. Evidence
should have been furnished, if any couldhave been brought forward, to sustain the
Charge, and the only evidence submitted
to the Committee on that point was that
le Was sometimes the worse of liquor.
If every person who gets the worse of
liquor sometimes was to be liable to beMade the respondent in an action for
divorce we would have plenty of work to
do, but we do not recognize anything ofthe kind as just and proper ground for
% wife to desert her husband or as
ground for divorce, and we cannot
grant divorce a vincdo natrimonii
for anything less than adultery,and it is well that we should not by ourdeeision to-day proclaim that divorce is
Made easy by Act of Parliament. This
petitioner left her husband without his
Consent. She says herself that he had
practised no acts of cruelty on her ex-
cept that he occasionally got the worseOf liquor.

11ON. MR. OGILVIE-No, her state-tlent was that he was habitually the
*orse of liquor.

RON. MR. KAULBACII-She was
asked plainly how often her husband
's the worse of liquor, and she saidabout once a week.

"ON. MR. ROBITAILLE - Her
atatenent was that he was always drunk.

'ON• MR. KAULBACH-If youlook at the evidence on page 6, you will
that she states there that he was

under the influence of liquor about once
a week. The Committee in the absence
of the respondent, instead of endeavor-
ing to get all the evidence, put their
questions in one direction. This is pain-
fully evident in reading over the report
of the evidence. Every question mate-
rial to her case was pressed upon her
and urged upon her by suggesting the
answer, and nothing of the rights of
the other party were considered at
all. I do not wish to say more
about what was done in that Com-
mittee : I do not wish. to direct my
remarks to anything but the evidence
before us, but I repeat it was painful to
see, as the report shows, that every ques-
tion was put to the witness with a view,
if -possible, to establishing her case
against the respondent. I say there is
no evidence of cruelty on the part of the
husband ; the fact that she said he was
cruel to her is not sufficient to sustain
her case. The Committee should have
obtained the facts, and from them this
honorable body could have decided
whether the Respondent was cruel or
not. When pressed to give facts in sup-
port of her statement, she declined to
do so. She deserted her husband with-
out his knowledge or consent ; she re-
mained away three years, and then when
he came to see her she refused to live
with him. There is no evidence that
when he went for her on that occasion
that he was intemperate in his habits.
There is nothing to show that he was not
a perfectly sober man, and we must pre-
sume that he was perfectly sober at the
time, because it is to be presumed that
in support of her case she made every
allegation that she could make against
him. Therefore we must conclude that
there was nothing in his conduct at the
time that he asked her to return to him
that should have prevented her from
going. We find in the first place that
she deserted her husband without due
cause ; that she lived apart from him for
three years ; that she retused to return
with him and that she continued to stay
away without any cause. If she had
had any cause or justification for her
conduct she would have stated it to the
Committee. But she did not do so.
She preferred to remain with her father
to going to her own home and living
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with her husband. This is not a case
that calls for our sympathy ; it is certain-
ly not a case in which the petitioner is
entitled to a bill of divorce. I do not
want to take up the time of this honor-
able House more than is necessary, but
I feel strongly on this point. I think
we would be acting inconsistently with
law and justice if we should do anything
to throw out this Bill of divorce. We
are bound to recognize the decree of
the Court of the United States; it
is binding upon us according to
precedent and the principles of law, and
we cannot set ourselves up as superior to
courts of law, and say that we are
going to judge of the merits according to
our peculiar notions of right, regardless
of the law. We must take the decree
which comes from that court in Massa-
chusetts as the decree of a properly con-
stituted tribunal which has legally and
regularly discharged its judicial functions,
and we are bound by the effect of its de-
cision. I differ from some of my hon.
friends on one material point : I say the
decree of divorce granted by that court
in Massachusetts separates the couple as
fully as if they had never been married.
My hon. friend from Halifax dissents
from that view : I will show him that
there is a perfect and entire separation
and that this petitioner is just as free to
marry again as if she had never been
married before, that she became by it
absolutely a single person.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-No.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend from Alma pretends that he knows
as much about law as any lawyer.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I know as
much about law as some lawyers.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I will not
put myself in the position of combatting
with him on questions of law.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-This is a
question of fact, not a question of law.

HON. MR. KAULBACH - It is
clearly a legal question, and I contend
that the decree of divorce obtained in
the United States completely and per-

fectly separated this couple, and that any
authority put in my hon. friend's hands
by the hon. member from Barrie, to the
effect that the petitioner must apply to
this Parliament for a bill of divorce, is
not sound. I admit that one of the
authorities cited by him has direct appli-
cation to parties residing in the United
States and who are citizens of that
country but it is only collateral to the
divorce. A divorce obtained in the
United States, as in England, is perfect
and complete and the parties can marry
again, and it is only a question of penal-
ties that may be applied under certain
circumstances. The court has not
decreed that either party shall not have
the privilege of marrying again. If there
is any question on that point I will read
from Bouvier's Law digest-an authority
which I believe nobody has ever disputed.
I do not think there is an hon. gentle-
men present who has studied law who
has not read this. What does Bouvier
say ?-

" The consequence of divorce are such as
flow from the sentence by operation of lawr
or flow from either the sentence or the pro-
ceeding by reason of their being directly
ordered by the court and Pet down of record.
lu regard to the former, they are chiefly
such as result immediatelv and necessarily
from the definition and nature of a divorce.
Being a dissolution of the marriage relatiour
the parties have no longer any of the rights,
nor are subject to any of the duties, pertain-
ing to that relation. They are henceforth
single persons to all intents and purposes.
It is true that the Statutes of some of the
states contain provisions disabling the guilty
party from marrying again ; but tbese are in
the nature of penal regulations, collateral to·
the divorce, and which leave the latter il'
full force."

Here we have the authority of a well
known text writer, that the decree Of
divorce effects a :complete separation.
In this case there are no conditions, no
disabling provisions, attached to the
divorce granted in this case: it is simplY
a separation which permits the parties to
marry again as if they had never met.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-Oh, no.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-We have
the exemplification of judgment ; there
it is as plain as anything can be. The
grounds for divorce in England are not
the same as those which are recognized

HON. MR. KAULBACH.
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in the United States. Bouvier says
that

" It was never the practice of the English
Parliament to grant a divorce for any other
cause than adultery ; and it was the general
rleie.to grant it for simply adultery only- i
When committed by the wife, and upon the
appcation of the husband. To entitle the
Wite, other circumstances muet ordinarily
o-cur, simple adultery by the husband not

eing sufficient."
In the case of the wife, her husband

mlust have been guilty of

"Incestuous bigamy, or of bigamy with
Odultery, or of rape, or of sodomy, or
beastiaiity, or of adultery coupled witb such
cruelty as without adultery would have en-
titled her to a divorce a mensa et thora or,
Of adultery coupled with desertion, without
leasonable excuse, for two years or up-
Wards?'

I think I have said all that it is in-
cunbent upon me to say. I could not
have said less without stultifying myself
and being a party to what I consider not
only an injustice to both the petitioner
and the respondent, but to a violation, I
rnay say, of the laws of our own country,
laws which we respect and venerate and
oI which we have acted, as the hon.
fliember from Amherst has shown, in our
decisions in other cases-laws which
all nations respect, and by which we
should be governed-and Parliament
has no more right to say what shall con-
stitute a divorce in another country any
more than it has a right to change the
Constitution of the Court in Massachu-
Setts which granted the decree. All we
have to do is to deal with the law as it
exists. I should be the last member of
this House to consent to being a party
O ignoring laws which are in existence

a civilized country, which are recog-
flized everywhere by the courts of other
countries, and which have been properly
complied with in the case with which we
are now dealing. No attempt has been
!aade to show that there was anything
irregular or informal about the granting
0f that decree by the Massachusetts
. ourt : on the contrary, its regular-
t is recognized and admitted by
-he petitioner, and not only that,
ut it is stated in the preamble of this
ill, the indictment against the res-

Pondent. That he was lawfully married
'a second time, cannot well be questioned

and yet we are now asked to strike qut
of the preamble the clause showing the
livorce. We cannot do it : we must
take the Bill ançl the evidence as a
whole : we have taken judicial notice of
it-it is there and cannot be eliminated.
If that divorce is not binding in this
country, why strike it out and ask us to
take this irregular course in order to
relieve a woman, who, on her own show-
ing, deserted her husband and refused
to return to him ? We are asked to
decide that she is entitled to a divorce,
that the decision of a properly consti-
tuted Court in the United States is not
legal and binding here, and we are asked
to declare that this man who obtained a
divorce twelve years ago in the United
States and married again is a bigamist,
that he has lived for twelve years in a
disgraceful alliance with a woman to
whom he is not legally married, and that
his five children are illegitimate. We
are asked to do this in a manner that is
revolting to every principle of law and
justice. I should be sorry if Parliament
were to violate such principles and seek
to try a man upon an issue which was
not before him in the notice and Bill
served upon him-to try a man for
adultery when the petitioner proved
through her counsel that he was properly
married. If we consent to this change
in the preamble,we charge him with a new
offence-an offence which, had he been
notified that the charge would have been
made he would likely have sought to
disprove before the committee. We
should throw out this Bill. It has not
a leg to stand on in law or in merits. If
the petitioner suffered under any disabi-
lity, if she were not at liberty to marry
again, there might be some reason for
this application ; but she was not a
citizen of the United States when the
decree of divorce was obtained, and the
Court could not inflict upon her, by any
decree of theirs, anything collateral or
outside of the simple divorce We have
it plainly stated in that exemplification
that she is a free woman. The decree
of divorce says " that the bonds of
matrimony between them are dissolved,"
and there is no occasion for this
Bill at all. In order to grant her
a divorce which is unnecessary, we are
asked to violate every principle of recog-
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niîed law and justice to the respondent.
I am sure that the majority in this House
will not consent to do anything of the
kind. I hope that th3e House will be
governed by the law as it exists, and the
authorities which have been cited, and
dismiss this Bill as unnecessary. Even
though it were necessary, the petitioner
is the last person who should come here
asking for relief, because she has been
in fault from the beginning. If she had
lived properly with her husband when
she married him 20 years ago, and ob-
served what she had promised at the
altar before God to do-to stand by
him, to take him for better or for worse,
we would not now be asked to do an in-
justice to innocent parties, and the child-
ren of the second marriage, who have
had no opportunity to be heard in their
defence.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon. mem-
ber from Ottawa has used language con-
cerning myself which calls for explana-
tion.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-The hon
gentleman has already spoken.

a question of order: the hon. gentleman
is making a second speech.

HON. MR. POWER-I am making.
an explanation.

THE SPEAKER-The hon. gentle-
man should confine himself to the ex:
planation.

HoN. MR. POWER-I am confining
myself to the explanation. The ground
on which this divorce is sought is that
the respondent was guilty of adultery.
I have, as member of this parliamentary
tribunal, to see whether that charge has
been proved : if it has not been proved
I cannot support the Bill. The Bill
and the evidence show that this man
was divorced several years ago according
to the law of the State of Massachusetts,
and I cannot see, looking at it as a meni-
ber of this court, and not as a Catholic,
that the allegation has been proved. I
am bound, therefore, in every way to
vote against the Bill.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE moved
that the debate be adjourned till to-
morrow.

HON. MR. POWER-I merely rise to
make an explanation. The hon. gentle- The motion was agreed to.
man from Ottawa gave this House to
understand, as I took it, that I had acted The Senate adjourned at 5.50 p.
in a manner unbecoming a member of
the chm ch to which I belong in taking
the ground I had assumed in connection
with this matter. I hope that on the THE SENATE.
question of divorce I am quite as sound
a Catholic as the hon. member from Ot- Oitawa, Wednesday, lune isi, 1887.
tawa is, and in the present instance I
think that he should have been slow THE SPEAKER took the chair at 3
to find fault with my conduct, because I p.r.
was doing what I could to hinder this
bill of divorce from passing, and that I Prayers and routine proceedings.
think he will not deny would be my duty
and his duty as members of the church NOVA SCOTIA PERMANENT
to which we both belong. On the other BUILDING SOC1ETY'S BILL.
hand, hon. gentlemen, we are all here
members of a court, bound to see that THIRD READING.
our proceedings are conducted according
to the law in force in this country. This HON. MR. ALMON roved the third
bill of divorce comes up here, and it ap- reading of Bil (E) "An Act respecting
pears on the face of the report of the the Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit
Committee- Building Society and Savings Fund."

He said-I was afraid last evening, sO
HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I rise to ruch time was taken up with the case of

HoH. MR. KAULBACH.



Lavell [JUNE 1, 1887] Divorce Bill.

Mrs. Ash, that it would be continued to-
day, and that this would be an " Ash
Wednesday," as some of my legal friends
are looking after legal quibbles in that
Bill ; but I see it is not to be the case,
as that Bill has been put at the foot of
the orders. The amendments to this Bill,
which is now before the House, have
been concurred in. They were made at
the instance of the leader of the House,
who subjected the Bill to a very severe
criticism. He was assisted in that by
the legal adviser of the Senate and like-
Wise by the Deputy Minister of Finance,
Mr. Courtney. There can be no doubt
as to the propriety of those amendments,
and as hon gentlemen are all anxious to
hear my hon. friend from Lunenburg
finish his brilliant speech on Susan Ash,
1Imove that the Bill be now read the
third time.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-When the
Bil1 was about to be read the third time
before, I rose in my place and asked
that the third reading be postponed until
tO-day. Since then I have had time to
look into the measure. I find that the
Provisions objected to by the leader of
the louse and by myself have been re-
!noved. I have therefore no further ob-
Jection to the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Il was read the third time and passed.

RINCARDINE AND TEESWATER
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. READ moved the second
reading of Bill (26), "An Act to incor-
Porate the Kincardine & Teeswater
Railway Company."

He said-This is a Bill asking for
authority to build a railway from a har-
bor on Lake Huron in the County of
1ruce to some point in the Village of
Teeswater, to connect with the Canadian
Pacific Railway. I think it has all the
Provisions necessary for a Bill of this
sort in its different clauses, and I ask
that it now be read the second time.

in any way conflicts with a Bill which we
have already passed authorizing the con-
struction of a railway from this same
Teeswater to Inverhuron, a port on Lake
Huron.

HON. MR. READ-I am not prepared
to give exact information on the subject.
I have no doubt, as Teeswater is an im-
portant place, they wish to construct
railways to different points on Lake
Huron. When the Bill goes to com-
mittee, these questions can all be
inquired into.

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

THE SENATE DEBATES.

FIRST REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE
moved the adoption of the first Report
of the Select Committee on the Debates
and proceedings of the Senate.

THE SPEAKER - I would like to
mention to the Chairman of that com-
mittee, that I have been requested by
the Law Clerk of the House of Commons
to ask that a copy of the Senate Debates
be sent to him officially.

HON. MR. DICKEY-There can be
no objection to that.

The motion was agreed to and the
report was adopted.

LAVELL DIVORCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

The order of the day being called for
the second reading of Bill (H) " An Act
for the Relief of William Arthur Lavell,"

HON. MR. KAULBACH presented
the certificate of the Clerk of the Senate
as to the posting of the Bill on the doors
of the Senate according to the rules of
the House.

1ON. MR. DICKEY-I should likeI The certifiate was laid on the table.

to ask my hon. friend whether this Bill HON. MR. KAULBACH moved that
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Thomas Arthur Elliott be called to the
Bar of this House to be sworn and
examined.

The motion was agrecd to on a
division, and the witness was sworn at
the Bar.

HON. MR. KAULBACH moved that
the following questions be put to the
witness, which was agreed to on a
division:-

Q. What are your naine, place of resi-
dence, and occupation or legal addition? A.
Thomas Arthur Elliott, of the Town of
Brockville, in the County of Leeds, Student-
at-Law.

Q. Look at paper writing now produced
and shown to you marked " A, " intituled
" An Act for the relief of William Arthur
Lavell, " and at the paper writing now pro-
duced and shown to you, marked " B " being
an Order of the Senate dated the 16th day
of May, A. D. 1887, both writings being
certified by the Clerk of the Senate. Did
you serve, or attempt to serve, copies of
these writings with the certificates thereon
of the Clerk of the Senate upon any person,
and if so, upon whom, and in what manner,
on what date and at what place? A.
On the evening of Friday, the 27th day
of May, 1887, I arrived in Detroit, in the
State of Michigan, one of the United
States of Ainerica, and was, on inquiry,
informed that Ada Marie Lavell (née
Canton) had been living in Detroit, but
had left there, and was at that time in
Europe. Upon receiving that information
I proceeded to the office of the Detroit
Free Press, of which newspaper W. G.
Fralick, mentioned i paper writmn2 marked
" A " is City Editor, and there served him
with a true compared copy of each of the
aaid paper writings ; the said W. G. Fralick
having before such service told me that
the said Ada Mary Lavell (née Caton) men-
tioned in the said paper writin s was in
Europe, and at that time, lie thought, she
was in Spain. I also, on the morning of the
2Sth day of May, 1887, served a true com-
pared copy of each of said paper %riting8
on Ervin Palmer, a member of the firm ot
Palmer & Palmer, Attorneys-at-Law, who,
as I was informned and believe, were Attor-
neys for the said Ada Mary Laveil (née Ca.
ton) by dehverig the saine to and leaving
the same with the said Ervin Palmer, at his
office in the said City of Detroit.

I served the said paper writings in manner
aforeeaid, believing then as I do now, that
it was impossible to serve the said Ada Mary
Laveli (née Cat5n) per8onally.L Q. Do you know, and how long have you
known personally, the said Ada Mary La-
vell (née Caton)? A. I do know her, and

have known her personally for over eight
years.

Q. Is the person referred to by you as
Ada Mary Lavell (née Caton) the person
from whom the Petitioner herein is seeking
divorce. A. Yes.

Q. Doyou know the Petitioner personally,
and if so, how long. A. Yes, I have known
him for over thirteen years.

The witness was then directed to with-
draw.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I move
that the Bill be now read the second time.

HON. MR. FLINT-I wish to call the
attention of the House to something in
this Bill which I think is very wrong.
It appears that this was a clandestine, or
rather a false marriage, as set forth in
the preamble ; that the parties were mar-
ried under feigned names, and therefore
it strikes me that they have no right-
either of them-to come to this House
for redress. If we are to legislate upon
these matters, I think we should have
everything put fairly and squarely before
us. Here is a man knowing what his
name was, and here is a woman knowing
what her name was, and they agreed to
get married under a feigned name ; con-
sequently it strikes me that no marriage
certificate can be brought forward to.
show that this party seeking to be re-
lieved was married under his proper
name and that she was married under
her proper name. If we are to deal
withî these questions, I think we ought
to deal with them candidly and fairly,
and, although I am not a professional
man, it strikes me that in all conscience
we should not allow anyone to tamper
with the marriage ceremony. There is
also another fault in this Bill which it
strikes me should have been remedied be-
fore it was submitted to this House, and
that is the given name of the co-respon-
dent is not inserted. There are a great
many persons of the name of Fralick in
this country, and a great ainy I know
myself to be very respectable parties, but
in this Bill the co-respondent is referred
to as the " said Fralick " without any
given name. Something should be done
to prevent the possibility of people get-
ting married under false pretenses and
then coming down to this House for a
bill of divorce.

HON. MR. KAULBACH.
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RON. MR. KAULBACH-I can
nake no objections to the remarks of my
.on. friend as regards the general ques-

tion of divorce, but we are now dealing
With this Bill. What my hon. friend has
so well said can come before the Com-
Inittee when it is appointed, and the
Coimittee will no doubt carefully con-8ider all the objections that have been
aised. If they find that the objections

are of such a character as will prevent
the parties from obtaining a divorce they
Will so report, but at this stage of the
Bill, I do not think we should enter into
a.general discussion on the question of
divorce.

. The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

THE SPEAKER informed the House
that William Arthur Lavell, the Peti-
tioner in this case, was in attendance
below the Bar, ready to be examined by
the Senate generally, or as to any collu-
s'on or connivance between the parties
to obtain a separation.

LION. MR. KAULBACH moved:-
That the examination of the Petitioner in

thIý matter, as well generally as in regard
tO any collusion or connivance between the
1arties to obtain a separation, be for the
pr'eset dispeneed with, but that it be an

, ruction to any Comnmittee to whom the
IJilupon the subject may be referred, to

ke such exammration.

. he motion was agreed
%in.

to on a divi-

ASH DIVORCE CASE.

EBATE ON THE REPORT OF THE COM-
MITTEE CoNTINUED.

The order of the day havingcalled been

Resunin adjourned Debate on the Hon-
orable Mr. gilvie's motion for the adoption
f the Repot of the Select Committee to

* Om was referred Bill (B) for the relief ofSan Ash,

LON. MR. HAYTHORNE said: The
Ca8e which has occupied so much of the
tinle of the House presented few un-
usual features until it came before the

Committee for examination, and then it
soon became evident that some compli-
cated legal questions were likely to arise
and hon. gentlemen are well aware that
such incidents as I have referred to are
not likely to escape the notice of our very
experienced Chairman, the hon. gentle-
man from Amherst. He at once saw
the case was likely to involve some
curious questions, and the first day that
the Committee met an arrangement
was arrived at to adjourn for the purpose
of summoning some witnesses, whose
evidence was required, and for the
purpose also of investigating some legal
points to which the hon. Chairman had
to refer. Accordingly the Committee
met the second time, two or three days
later, and witnesses were examined. The
case at the second meeting assumed
quite a different feature. It was then
proposed to eliminate from the preamble
of the Bill certain details relating to the
divorce obtained by William Manton in
the United States-in fact to omit from
the preamble of the Bill whatever referred
to that divorce, and certain statements
with regard to the respondent and a cer-
tain Mary Hatch, with whom it was
alleged he was living in a state of
adultery in the State of Massachusetts.
It was pretty evident, and must be so to
every hon. gentleman here present, that
this was a most material alteration of the
whole matter, and also carried with it no
small difficulty. In the first place, it
seems a strange thing that such import-
ant features of the Bill should be sud-
denly, and without sufficient time for
consideration, changed ; and, for another
thing, that the requirements of these
bills of divorce, always adhered to by the
Senate-namely, that adultery should in
all cases be proved-were not adhered to
on this occasion. The Bill for the relief
of Susan Ash was altered by omitting a
portion of it, beginning at the middle of
the thirteenth line down to the twentieth
line, the words "living in a state of
adultery " were also admitted. This made
a material change in the whole case and
it is partly owing to that fact that so long
and tedious a debate has occurred. Now
referring to the subject matter which
was submitted to the Committee, we
find that a marriage was contracted be-
tween this very young motherless girl
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and a man considerably older than
herself - as a witness examined by
the Committee remarked, a man old
enough to be her father. This marriage
took place, the two left her father's house
and lived together for a short time. Then
after eight weeks residence together in
their own house she returns on a visit to
her father. Perhaps there is nothing
very singular or unusual in this. The
visit was not objected to by her husband,
and after a few weeks spent with her
father the husband comes for and car-
ries her back again. In the meantime
a great change has come over their do-
micile ; their home has been broken up,
the Sheriff has seized the furniture, and
the husband instead of taking his young
wife back to his home to which he had
originally brought her, is obliged to
take her to a boarding house. This
young wife complains of her hus-
band's cruelty-that he was in a con-
stant state of intoxication, and she
stated in a manner which I think went
to the heart of nearly every member
of the Committee, if not of every member
-and I must say is likely to have an
eftect upon every member of this House
-that he had no sympathy for her youth.
A second co-habitation of about eight
weeks took place, and then the young
wife left him again and returned to her
father's house, and there she remained.
It would have been well for her had she
never left it at the first. She appears to
have lived a very honest, respectable life
from that time forward. The husband
made one attempt three years later to
induce her to resurne co-habitation with
him, but she refused. He then left
Canada and took up his residence in the
United States. It is just as well to ob-
serve here, concerning this man, that,
although his wife deserted him, he had
not himself treated her in a manner to
which she was entitled. He had com-
mitted to his care a young woman in her
sixteenth year, scarcely more than a child,
and had there been anything really manly
and good in him, surely under such cir-
cumstances the good and manly would
have been brought out in him. Those
fine qualities, had they been latent in the
man at all, would have been elicited
under the circumstances in which he
brought home his wife to his domi-

cile. They would then and there have
made their appearance, but unhappily
they did not, and we find also that finan-
cially the man was ruined. The estab-
lishment was broken up and his business
was gone. There he was, a wreck at an
early age, with almost a child wife. This
is a rather important feature of the case.
It seems to me that in this period of the
man's life there was nothing to recom-
mend him. If there was nothing in his
character, nothing manly that could be
drawn out under such circumstances, it
appears to me hopeless to find any there
at all. I think our English poet laureate
has described such a state of things as
would be desirable under such circum-
stances. He puts these sentiments in
the mouth of King Arthur in the poem
of Guinevere. He learns that the wife
who has-deserted him has taken refuge
in a convent and there he discovers her
lying at his feet in as great distress a
woman could be. Some of the words
which he used to her were these:
"For indeed I know
Ot no more subtle master under heaven,
Than is the maiden passion ior a maid,
Not only to keep down the base in man,
But teach high tbought and amiable words
And courtliness-desire of fame,
And love of truth and ail that makes a man."

Had these sentiments, or anything
approaching them, prevailed with this
man I do think that his conduct towards-
his wife would have been quite different
from what it was. Feeling thus, as I am,
sure the Committee felt, and as I believe
this House feels towards this unfortunate
woman, I think our sympathies would-
be so excited towards her that perhaps
we would be inclined at once to be
prejudiced in her favor. But the fact
remains that she deserted her husband.
There can be no doubt about that.
Probably she had ample reason to do so,
but she did desert her husband and
refused to return to him. Although this
man at a comparatively early age of his
life had nothing to recommend him, we
should not conclude that there has never
since been any improvement. No one
will be more ready than the hon. member
from Sarnia to admit that there is roomn
for such improvement in any man. He
knows very well that means exist which
have very often had the effect of redeen-
ing men from the perils and environments

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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of drink and made men out of indi-
viduals who were scarcely worthy
Of the name, and we may admit at least
the possibility that this William Manton,
at a later period of his life, was a some-
What improved character. He seems to
have resided for some time in the United
States ; to have formed some sort of an
establishment there, and later on he
applies to the State of Massachusetts for
a divorce and obtains it. A few months
later he is married to Miss Mary Hatch
in the province of Ontario, and takes her
to his home in the United States. There
they reside, and I think that perhaps this
Is the redeeming part of this man's char-
acter : that there he appears to have lived
an honest, decent life, and to have sup-
Ported his wife and family, and to himWere born five sons and daughters. Now
the allegation of this petition is that he is

ing in adultery in the United States,
but I think with all deference to some

on, gentlemen connected with the legal
Profession who have spoken on this point,
that there bas been no special proof of
this living in adultery. Some bon. gent-
lernen have said that there was no suffi-
cient proof of the divorce and of'
the notice which Susan Ash should
have received of this application,
but Susan Ash in her evidence admitted
candidly and fairly that she had received
a document which she declined to open
'Which she handed to her father closed

by her father's advice, and this docu-
Inent she supposed, and it is almost cer-
tain, was a notice of the intended pro-
Ceedings in the Divorce Court of the
County of Suffolk, in Massachusetts.OW, I cannot admit that this woman
was not cognizant of her husband's in-
tntion, taking all this into consideration:
te had notice of the fact that he was
aking proceedings against her ; she wasPoor, it is true, and might have found itdicult to appear personally, but I thinkWe have had experience in this House of

ino[men who have opposed such proceed-
'ng Under similar circumstances. I have
onyself sat on Committees of this House
t.o More than one occasion-several
tnes I may say-when it was necessarye find the respondent's means of travel-ling and employing counsel-even means
Op 81stenance while she was opposing the
aPPlication for a divorce against her. I

cannot suppose that in the United States
such sustenance or assistance would have
been refused her. It is certain that she
might have employed counsel to appear
for her. She knew, or might have known,
thatthedivorce wasappliedforandhadshe
been so minded, and better advised, she
would have applied for counsel. It is
going a little too far, and straining a
point, to say that Susan Ash was not
sufficiently apprised of the proceedings
taken against her. The divorce being
granted, about six months afterwards
William Manton appears in Canada and
contracts a marriage with Mary Hatch.
Now, some pains were taken by mem-
bers of the Committee-by myself in
particular, perhaps-to oscertain the
conditions under which Manton appear-
ed before the family and in the society
in which the family of Hatch moved. I
asked questions specially to learn that
fact, and it appears that Manton made
no secret of who he was or what he was.
He admitted that he was a divorced.
man ; that he had obtained a divorce in
the United States. The witness, Jennie
Hatch, a sister of Mary Hatch, was asked
if her family were aware of the circum-
stances under which the marriage was
sought for. She said they were, and that
her father had not opposed the union.
She also said, in answer to a question,
that her parents were perfectly
satisfied that the divorce was legal
Then when she was asked whether her
family presumed that William Manton
was a free man, free to marry whom he
pleased, she answered again " yes." It
did not appear that Manton and the
Hatch family had been acquainted for
any great length of time. They were
English people who had been only a
comparatively short time in Canada, but
it was certain there was no secret made
of Manton's character and antecedents.
It seems to me that this was the more
respectable part of bis life. I can under-
stand that possibly he had adopted the
blue ribbon in the interval ; it appears
ai all events that he bas lived a respect-
able life from that time ; that he bas
maintained bis second wife; that five
children have been born to him, and
that he is still living with this woman
The allegation is that this couple, who-
were thus married, are living in a state
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of adultery, and that the five children
born to them are illegitimate. I cannot
adopt that view of the case, with all the
sympathy I feel for the unfortunate
woman Susan Ash, I cannot adopt the
view that that family are living in a state
of adultery in Massachusetts. If they
were living in Canada it might
possibly be alleged that under our
.law they were living in a state of
adultery, but it cannot be the case
in Masachusetts, where the divorce was
obtained under the law of that State, and
he was competent to marry whom he
pleased. At one period of the inquiry
the Committee sought to relieve them-
selves of this difficulty by eliminating so
much of the preamble as alleged
adultery on the part of Manton
vith Miss Hatch, by removing from it
several lines, which I read when I com-
menced my address ; and also removing
the words "living in adultery." This
was done, I think, at the instigation of a
member of the Committee who declared
that he could not vote for the Bill unless
adultery was alleged and proved. The
Committee, with what we must venture
to call remarkable facility, at once
irestored these words, and thus reconciled
the scruples of the hon. gentleman who
had protested against passing the pre-
amble of the Bill without the allegation
of adultery. But the adultery, if any, is
such as I have described. It is certainly
a strange kind of adultery where a man
has married a woman legally in the State
where he lives and resides with her as
man and wife, and lives with her still, and
to them are born five children. I can
scarcely conceive that that comes up to
crime ot adultery required by this House
before we will grant a divorce. I
only wish that some alternative could
have been found. I do regret most
sincerely that I cannot, looking at this
state.of things, vote for this Bill, but I
would regret exceedingly that this House
should refuse to grant to this woman the
prayer of her petition, because she is a
very deserving person. She has led a
very painful laborious life, with few en-
joyments, and she is still a comparatively
young woman. What her intentions are
I do not know, but if we could afford
her relief without casting a heavy slur
upon other parties, and upon the charac-

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.

ter of their children, I should very gladly
accept the alternative. I cannot vote
for this Bill as it stands, and for the rea-
sons given I must vote against it. Un-
doubtedly I fhnd it an exceedingly
unpleasant duty to be concerned in this
class of legislation. It is a duty we have,
and it falls pretty heavily, as we have had
experience, upon some members of this
House ; and I must say that all my ex-
perience goes, after serving many years
on such Committees, to prove that some
amendment is required in the laws of
Canada with regard to this subject. I
fully agree with many of the remarks
which fell from my hon. friend from
Ottawa and the hon. gentleman from
Barrie. I perceive the great danger
to the marriage state in Canada if
it is made a constant and every
day affair, that husbands and
wives who disagree can go over to the
United States and obtain a divorce there
upon very easy and cheap terms, and
thus relieve themselves of their marital
obligations. I believe it would be a
most dangerous and fatal thing to the
future of Canada. The future of the
country lies wrapt up in the sanctity of
the marriage state, and anything which
occurs to diminish that sanctity and to
relieve parties of their obligations to
each other, will lead to levity and want
of forbearance in the marital relation
which is anything but desirable ; there-
fore the sooner some amendment to the
marriage law is projected which will set
this matter at rest at once as to what
laws are valid in Canada and what are
not, the better. I think we should be
free from this sort of difficulty, and so
long as the marriage law rernains in its
present doubtful position, so long will
these difficulties occur. I felt it necessary
to trouble the House with a few remarks,
although it is not a subject congenial to
me ; but having been a member of the
Committee, and having been the only
member who voted against the preamble,
I could not avoid stating to the House
the reasons which operated in my mind
for my action in the Committee. I may
have done it feebly, still there are forci-
ble convictions in my mind, and I can-
not believe but they find an echo in the
minds of many independent members of
this House.
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HON. MR. VIDAL-While fully s
recognizing the fact that ths debate has
reached a very inconvenient length, and
that members must be wearied with the
re-iteration of statements relating to it, I
do not feel that in justice to myself, and
i justice to that committee of which I j
arn a member, ard in the discharge of t
the duty which I have to perform as a
Ierber of this House, that I can give a
silent vote on this question now, though
I might have done so at a previous
stage. Such astounding statements
have been made with reference to our
Position with regard to laws passed in the
United States of America, that I feel I
cannot allow them to pass without re-
mnark. Very much of what has been
said, especially by the hon. gentleman
srom Prince Edward Island (Mr. Hay-
thorne), meets with my very cordial
approval. Although at last a little mea-
Sure of justice has been extended to the
Uifortunate woman who is an applicant
for relief at our hands, I do not think
.er case has been presented to this
IlOuse with sufficient fulness to
elable us readily to appreciate her
difficulty, to understand the very painful
Position in which she is placed, and the
strong claim she has upon us to grant
her that relief which alone can free her
fron it. Many of the statements which
have been made, and of the objections
Presented, have been based upon the
asUmption that this divorce under the
Massachusetts law is valid in Canada,'
which I do not admit. Our attention
has been called to the fact that the Com-
Mittee in their report recommend
arnendments to the Bill. The first
alfendment is the striking out several
lhes which mention a certain divorce
which had been granted in the State of
Massachusetts-which was, I think, very
unlwisely inserted in the Bill as one of
the grounds why the petitioner should
have relief. Now let us look into
thi8 matter fairly. Great fault has

een found with the committee, and my
hon. friend from Lunenburg has almost
charged us with great stupidity or even
with wrong doing, in so altering the Bill,
ald he insinuates that we laymen were
'lot competent to deal with the question.
It is true, we do not claim to be great
49al luminaries, or to have the profes-

ional experience of the hon. gentleman
from Lunenburg, but as a layman, (and I
im sure other laymen think with me,) in
questions of this kind a moderate portion
of common sense, a fair understanding
of the English language and ability to
udge the evidence which is given, and
to appreciate its value, are a great deal
more important in such a case as that
before us, than a full acquaintance with
cases which have been decided in the
courts, theintricacies and technical points.
of which we, with our limited capacity,.
cannot even understand. I think that
this is a case where common sense and
common justice and a simple process of
reasoning are sufficient to satisfy this
Hoùse of the propriety of granting this
Bill. Although not a lawyer, I may
venture to say something with respect to
the legal virtue of this divorce because
such great weight has been attached to
it. I appeal to hon. gentlemen whether
the long, learned and very energetic and
forcible address of my hon. friend from
Lunenburg yesterday was not at the
very outset bàsed on what we may call
" begging the question." He commenc-
ed his remarks by stating that this was a
genuine legal divorce which could be
recognized in Canada, and upon that
gratuitous assumption based his long
speech. Now let us examine that divorce
and see what it really claims to do. It
was obtained in Massachusetts, under
the law of that State. It is important
to note what that law expressly provides-
and hon. gentlemen will excuse me for
reading the two sections of it which
relate to divorce-

Section 25.-In cases of divorce form the
band of matrinony, the innocent party
may marry again as if the other party were
dead. Any marriage contracted by the
guilty party, during the life of the other
party, exce t as provided in the followoing
secion, shai be vain, and such party shail

'be adjudged guilty of polygamy.

I wish hon. gentlemen to note that in
the language of the Act the person
against whom the divorce is sought is the
one considered guilty of the impropriety,
and I wish also that they should observe
that the following section is so intimately
connected with it as almost to form a
part of it ; yet we have had hon. gentle-
men standing up here, and saying, after
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reading the 25 th section, that the divorce 1 fot a divorce which leaves both parties
is valid to free both parties. But what tree to contract marriage with others.
does the 26th section say? That being the case, to say that this is a

Section 26.-When a divorce from the valid divorce here in Canada would be
band of matrimony, excèpt for the cause of to assume the functions of.a court oflaw,
adultery, has been granted under the laws of mort especially If we were to be guilty of
this State or any State or Territory in the enacting such a wonderful piece of legis-
United States, the Justices of the Suprene lation as was suggested by the senior men-
Judicial Court, or either of the.a, upon pe-
tition lyled by the party against whon t ber from Halifax, by passing a law in this
divorce was granted (if the party resided Parliamentto make thisparticular divorce
within this State at the tine of granting the valid in Canada, it would be absurd. It
divorce), and upon such [notice] as the is asking us to pronounce a judicial deci-
Court shall order, may authorizesuch party sion, almost a final one, upon a question
to marry again. which we literally know nothing at al

Now what is the exact position of this about. 1 say it advisedly that we know
petitioner under the Massachusetts law? literally nothing of it when judged by
I contend that under that lawshe.cannot the rules of evidence in our Courts for
marry again, that the husband only is almost every case. It is quite true there
free. What has astounded me more was presented before the Committee an
than anything else-it has shocked and exemplification of the decree of divorce.
horrified me-is the proposition that has I do not rerember whether it had the
been advanced here that we should officiai seal afixed to it or not. The
regard the Statutes of the United States hon. gentleman from Barrie has already
as binding here in Canada. I never fancied pointed out that in our Courts of Law
that suci a statement could be made on that document would not be received as
the floor of this House, and especially a valid and binding document without
with regard to divorce laws which, if some additioial evidence to show that
sui>mitted to us, we would flot listen to the name appended to it of the Chef
for one moment, we would consider justice was chat of a man who really
themn so contrary to Divine Law and existed, and that re is Chef justice;
so inconsistent with the best interests that we would want the certificate of a
of our people that we should at once British Consul or of the Governor, or of
ejebt them. To allow, as in many some known and responsible person that
of the United States, the dissolution of sucli an officiai existed. 0f course this
the bond of matrimony for sucli fiivsy would be simply a defet in detail, but
causes as are permissable there, and then it would be sufficient to throw out the
say it is to le the Iaw of Canada, is a document in a court of law. Not only

wproposition which I trust the good sense has it come before us as a document
of this House will neyer accept. One without any corroborative evidence what-
hon. gentleman lias stated chat one-haf ever, but there lias been no evidence b
of that Massachusetts law is bindingand satisfy us as to whetier that divorce was
valid, and the other haîf is not. It dos obtained in compliance with the laws
lot require a lawyer to see the fowly of a of the State in which it was ob-
statement of that kind, and it shows, I tained or flot. Hon, gentlemen may
think, under chat very Massachusetts law remember that last year we had a case
.a strong argument for granting relief to where the exemplification of a decree of
this woman. Not only would it be divorce was brouglt before us, and a
recognizing the validity of the law to say great deal of attention was given to it;
there lias been a divorce in this case, but the law was well inquired into at that
,it would be actually giving to Massa- tue, and the Clairman of this present
.cliusetts law more strength, and greater Committee, whose services in these mat-
effect that if laims for itself wiphin its ters are really inestimable, looked intO
own jurisdiction. In the State of Massa- it, and what conclusions did e arrive
tchusetts the decree is only a kind of at. Did the Committee consider that
partial divorce, not mucl more than an exemplification sufficient? No, if will
order of the court in Quebec o granting a e remembered it was ot considered
separation from lied and board. Ie is worted more than waste paper and while
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it had a seal and certificate; there was
-evidence to show that it had been
obtained fraudulently, and that there had
nlot been (even according to their own
law), the length of domicile required. It
ýVas shown that there was other illegality
int the proceedings, and as a consequence
'n0 attention was paid to that document.
Yet the document before us to-day stands
In the very same position as that did,
and are we to take it for granted that
because that paper is before us that the
Proceedings are proved to have been
regilar, and that there was proper domi
Cile and proper notice ? There was not
a Particle of evidence submitted to the
Committee to show that such was the
case, yet an hon. gentleman charges in
the face of all those facts that we in say-
'Il that, that divorce is not a legal
divorce, are setting ourselves up as
JUdges of the law. The divorce might
or night not be legal according to our
lW, but our decision upon it would
lot affect the decision of a court -

so 1 think the whole argument as to the
.validity of that divorce should drop to
the ground. I said that as I felt as a
ietniber of the Committee that it was My

iluty to speak on this subject, and I do
think that the Committee has claims on
the House. I am far .frorn suggesting
to the House that hon. members should
'Ot exercise supervision of the Commit-tees and revise of their work, but I do
claim1 that the Committee having been
?hosen by the House, it is fairly to be
'llplied that the House has confidence
ntl the knowledge, the integrity and

hionesty of the gentlemen on that Com-tittee to deal with the question entrusted
to them. When that Committee there-fore has made a report almost unani-
'"TOUsly, I hold that it is entitled to a
certain amount of credit, and before the
flouse should undertake to condemn
thet Committee and say that they had'acted irproperly in eliminating a part
'of the Bill, we should be very cautious

very sure of our ground, and not
venture without careful consideration to
set ourselves in opposition to a Commit-tee who have acted in this matter in allhoflesty and with a sincere intention todo what is right and proper
en legal in the premises. The

tlilnination of those lines from the

preamble of the Bill as it was before us
at the second reading is nothing very
extraordinary. It has been spoken of as
though it were something very wrong. I
admit the importance of the allegation
in the preamble, but let us suppose for
instance there had been proof before us
that in some very material respect there
was a defect in the proceedings by which
the divorce was obtained in Massachu-
setts. There would then have been no
difficulty in striking out the clause and
nobody would have found fault with the
Committee for doing so. I contend that
there being no evidence afforded except
the production of this one paper, without
anything to sustain it, we were perfectly
right and acted according to our duty in
striking this reference to the divorce out
of the Bill. If the Bill had come to us
with the simple allegation that the hus-
band was now living and had been living
with another woman as his wife and had
a family of children by her,-if that
simple fact had been brought before the
House, I question if there would have
been a discussion at all upon it-the
relief would have been granted, and I
question whether this discussion on a
technical point of law ought to stand as
a barrier in the way of the petitioner
obtaining relief. It is certainly a
knotty point, and I would have hon.
gentlemen remember that it is
not a settled question in this country.
No lawyer can say that there has been
an authoritative settlement of the ques-
tion of validity of divorce granted in the
United States. I believe the only case
which has come before our Supreme
Court was tried in the Province of Que-
bec where the Court of Appeal adjudged
that a divorce obtained in the United
States was not valid in that Province.
There was a division of opinion on the
judgment, between the five judges, three
maintained that it was not valid, and two
maintained that it was. Appeal was
taken to the Supreme Court here, and
the position was reversed, three ot the
jndges maintaining that it was valid and
two maintaining that it was not. When
we see ten of the highest legal luminaries
of the land divided five for and five
against it is surely a most unsatisfactory
position in which to have this important
question, and I quite agree with the hon.
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gentleman from Prince Edward Island
in the necessity and importance of our
having some legislation to guide us in
this matter. I do think there s1iould be,
and that without delay, some law enact-
ed, wherein the conditions on which the
validity of divorce in the United States,
and its extent, in Canada, should be
clearly defined for our guidance In the
meantime we are all at sea with regard
to the final issue of that question. I hope
the day will never come when divorce ob-
tained in Indiana, will be held valid in
Canada. A Canadian could go over
there and after a few weeks' domicile
become a divorced man. Surely it will
not meet the views of the Parliament of
Canada to allow the tie of marriage, so
important in social life, to be dissolved
under such flinisy pretensions as are held
sufficient in some of the States. I think
that this woman has the right to obtain
from us the relief for which she has peti.
tioned. If she wished under present
circumstances to contract a marriage in
the Province of Quebec, could she dare
to do so ? When we remember that the
majority of that Court which decided
that a divorce obtained like this was not
valid is the Criminal Court of the coun-
try where an action for bigamy would be
tried, and in which they would be the
final judges (except, of course, reserving
the right of appeal), no person with any
degree of care or prudence would venture
to marry in the Province of Quebec
under such circumstances. The man
has all the advantages of the divorce.
He has married again, and I would like
in connection with that fact to say this:
I regret that it is found necessary to put
in thé words, "living in adultery," in
this Bill. I concur in the feelings ex-
pressed by the hon. gentleman frém
Prince Edward Island in that respect
and would like very much that the
use of that expression could be avoid-
ed ; but when he spoke about the
Committee so very easily and freely,
assenting to their being retained, he does
the Committee injustice. I felt as
strongly as he does that the words
should not be there, but I was bound to
submit to the judgment of experienced
legal gentlemen who said that those
words were necessary.to be inserted, in
order to barmonize the Bill with our

legislation ; that no divorce is granted
by this Parliament except on the ground
of adultery, and he so strongly.urged
that it was important that it should be
put in that he carried the minds of the
Committee with him, I believe all of
them feeling very likely that they would
a great deal rather have avoided incor-
porating that statement in the Bill had
it been possible. But what harm does
that statement do ? The respondent
cannot, in the judgment of any right-
minded man, be accused of criminal
adultery. He has obtained in that
country a legal divorce, which has ren-
dered him free to marry another. And
so with the lady he has married; I would
not attach the least stigma to her. She
had a perfect right to marry him, and
was justified in believing that the divorce
was a perfectly valid and legal divorce;
so I do not think, although the term is
put in the Bill, that it carries with it
the reproach that it would seem to con-
vey, and for which it is claimed that it
ought not to be in the Bill. The words
are very like the words in an indictment
against the " peace, honor and dignity of
the Crown, etc." The hon. gentleman
laid much stress upon the statement that
the adultery way not proved, though it
was set out in the preamble of the Bilk
The man, according to our law, is not
divorced ; therefore, according to our
law, I contend the expression is correct,
as he is living with another woman who
is not his wife by Canadain law, and has
a family by her. I do not think, there-
fore, the allegation is so seriously wrong
as it has been described. It is said that
the petititioner was cognizant of the
proceedings which were taken for the
divorce in Massachusetts. Now, I think
it is rather attaching too much signifi-
cance to what came before us in evi-
dence. I do not think it fair to say
that she was cognizant of that divorce
when she absolutely did not know a
single thing about it. The whole allega-
tion rests on supposition. A certain
paper was handed to her-suposed to be
a notice of the proceedings taken. Why
is it supposed so ? Can anybody give
me a reason why we have a right to sup-
pose the contents of a document which
was never opened and never looked at.
It is quite possible it may have been a

HoN. MR. VIDAL.
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nOtice, but the woman says she did not
Open it ; she did not know its contents-
she handed it to her father, and did not
know anything about it.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-In the
evidence she is asked "do you know
What the contents are ?" And she
replied, I believe it was something about
a divorce.

HON. Mg. VIDAL-The question
wras put by myself in that way, did she
not believe it was something in connec-
tion with a divorce and she made the
statement that she believed it was, but
did not know. Is that evidence that
that paper was a notice of the divorce,
even though she did believe it ? I do>
n't think it is fair to attach any import-
ance to that fact and say that she was
cgnizant of the divorce. I say we are
doi'19 no injustice in declaring thisdivorce invalid. The man is resident in
lhe. United States; by the law of the
.Jnited States, he is an honest man,ightly married to the woman with whome is living, and his children are legiti-

!1late, and our passing this law will not
ln the least degree affect their position
Or Character, or allow anyone to say theyIre living in adultery.

eHON. MR. DICKEY-The hon. gent-
ICTan has removed the man's domicile
stom the State of Massachusetts to the
state of adultery.

t ON. MR. VIDAL-We would like
remove it farther now. We would

ofe to remove him from any imputationthat kind whatever, by granting thedivorce sought for by the petitioner,
. avIng her free, as she is entitled to be,

Y Judgnent. I think it wouid be a
geat hardship that this woman should

Put.to the trouble and expense of es-
hicsh g the legality of that divorce

Was granted to her husband in
assachusetts, and surely it is wrong in

aO require that, before she can takeavantage of that divorce, she is to bePut to all this trouble and expense. The
the d.ng Of relief to the party from whom
o. Ivorce is obtained, is conditioned
at ttheir being resident within the State

e timTe of the passing of this divorce.
13

Do not those words utterly exclude the
petitioner ? There is no relief for her.
Her husband is relieved; he is married
again, but there is no relief for this wo-
man unless we, in our wisdom, and un-
der the power vested in us, grant that
relief, and I believe her cause is suffi-
ciently strong to justify us in granting
the prayer of her petition

HON. MR. CARVELL-A good deal
has been said about lawyers, and, I
think, in reference to this case and per-
haps some others, it would be well if a
portion of them were sent to "Banff." A
greater mess could not possibly be made
by a similar number of laynen, of this
neasure. Here we have a Bill brought
into this House which begins by setting
forth that a certain niairiage was dis-
solved in the United States, yet this Bill
wants this Parliament to repeat the dis-
solution. My hon. friend from Prince
Edward Island objects to the insertion
of the words "living in adultery," in the
amended Bill, and without which, I
think, there is no case for this House o
grant the prayer of the petition. If we
grant it at all we. must grant it with those
words in. My hon. friend from Sarnia
objects to the law of the United States
being introduced here, or having any
influence in this Parliament, and he goes
on for half an hour quoting from the very
law which he thinks would be objection-
able to this country. The fact appears
to me that there was a marriage. One
of the parties has been living and cohab-
iting with a woman not his wife. That
woman has borne him children, and if
they are not committing adultery accord-
ing to the laws of Canada, they are com-
mitting adultery according to the law of
God, and if they are it should be so stat-
ed, and the prayer of the petitioner
should be granted if there is such a thing
as divorce in Canada.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-The hon. gen-
tleman from Prince Edward Island stated
that the marriage took place in the
United States, but the House will
remember that the marriage between
the petitioner and the respondent took
place in Canada, in the Province of
Quebec. They then went to live in
Ontario. Subsequently the respondent
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went to live in the United States, and in
the Uniied States got a divorce. He
came back to the Province of Ontario
again and married his second wife in
Canada, without any reference to our
laws whatever. If we are to recognize
all the laws of the different States of the
Union, and all their divorces, I am afraid
that our marriage law will be of very
little consequence in Canada, if anyone
wants to go and live on the other side of
the line. My hon. friend from Lunen-
burg spoke very strongly yesterday about
this Massachusetts divorce. He used
some pretty severe language about what
the Committee had done, and what their
views were upon it, and how hard it was
to pass the Bill that is asked for now.
He opposed it in every way that he could
and acted more as a pleader than as a
legislator. Perhaps it would be interest-
ing to the House to be reminded ot what
the hon. gentleman said a year ago on a
case very similar to this. In the dis-
cussion of the third reading of the Birrell
divorce case, in which the effect of
American Divorces came up, the hon.
member for Lunenburg gave his views in
very clear and unmistakable language, as
reported on page 320 of the Senate
Debates. He said:-

"This is-a peculiar case, and it seens
to me that although there was an ap-
parent divorce, and one which for the cause
assigned, desertion, would appear to stand
good in the United States although bad here
for that cause, a married woman aspparently
here and a divorced wonan in the United
States, there seems to be a conflict, yet al.
thongh obtained by fraud on the court-and
for a cause not recognized here-the decree
stands good until such time as it is set
aside. There seens to be a conflict between
the authorities taking that position and
those who say that no matter what view
may be taken of international law, a foreign
divorce does stand good until set aside when
obtained for cause not recognized where the
marriage took place. No doubt that is so .
I think the authorities go that far and that
this divorce obtained by fraud in Michigan
is good there until set aside. Although that
is the case still it was not necessary to set it
aside, and it is ditficult to be set aside alter
the party bas again married, but we are
quite competent to grant another divorce as
regards the wiIe. That did not deprive her
ot the riglit to corne to this Parlianent to
get a decree of divorce. The divorce is no
answer tothis application."

Those were the views of the hon. gentle-

man from Lunenburg one year ago, and
I thought it would be interesting to
members to know how very consistent
that hon. gentleman is. I am very sorry
that he is not now in his place to hear
my remarks.

The Senate divided on the motion
which was carried on the following
division

CONI ENTS:
Hon. Messrs.

Abbott, Macdonald (B.C.),
Allan, Macfarlane,
Almon, McInnes(Burlington),
Carvell, Merner,
Clemow, Montgomery,
Ferrier, Odell,
Flint, Og ilvie,
Glasier, Pfumb (Speaker),
Gowan, Read,
Grant, Ross (Laurentides),
Leonard, San ford,
Lewin, Schultz.
McCallum, Stevens,
McClelan, Sutherland,
McInnes (B.C.), Turner,
McKay, Vidal,
McKindsey, Wark.-35.
McMaster,

NoN-CONTEbITS:

Hon. Messrs.
3aillargeon, Haythorne,
Boucherville, de Kaulbach,
Chaffers, O'Donohoe,
DeBlois, Power,
Dever, Robitaille,
Dickey, Ross (de la Duran'
Fortin, taye).-1 3

HoN. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
Bill be now read the third time.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I hope rnY
hon. friend will not press his motion to-
day. This is a very important matter,
and it is desirable on all hands that we
should have an expression of opiniol
from the Leader of the House as to the
subject that has been so long debated.
We are entitle: to some statement fron'
the Government as to the course which
ought to be pursued with this Bill, under
the authorities that have been cited. Of
course that question will come up legiti-
nately on the third reading. We have
had quite enough of this question for the
last two days, and I think it is desirable
that the third reading should take place
to-morrow. I hope there will be no

HON. MR. OGILVIE
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Objection to this course, as my hon.
friend has substantially carried his point.
There is that single question now re-
Maining to be discussed at the third
reading. Some members of the Senate,
InYself included, desire to speak on that
Point, and no good purpose can be served
by the pressing of the third reading this
evening.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-I would be
glad to mept the views of the hon. mem-
ber from Amherst, but I think there is
hardly a member of the House who does
*nOt thoroughly understand this question
as it is now, and I certainly think we
ought all to be thoroughly and perfectly
tired of it. We have had a very satis-
factory vote on the report of the Com-
Inittee, and had the Leader of the Gov-
ernment of this House been anxious to
sPeak on this question he had ample
Opportunity. I do not know that it is
any of our business to make him speak
On the question if he does not want to do
So. I do not know whether he does ornot, but I have made the motion for the
third reading after the Bill has been put
off and discussed over and over again.
I shall certainly try to bow with humility
to the desire of the House, but I am sorry
to Say that at present I cannot agree to
the suggestion of my hon. friend from
AmTherst to have the third reading
PostPoned. I do wish to have done with
It if possible, and therefore I press my
iTotion.

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
has just stated that he would like to hear
1ýOmn the Leader of the House.

hON. MR. OGILVIE-I said that
e Leader of the House had had an

OPPOrtunity to speak if he had desired
to do0 so.

are entitled to some statement from thz
Government-either from the Minister
of Justice or fron the Leader of the
House-as to this important question,
because it relates to the marital relations
of the whole Dominion. If we are to
upset the rule as we previously under-
stood it, I think we ought to have some-
thing from the Government on the
point.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think
the Speaker, under the Rules of the
House, has a right to put the question
unless by the unanimous consent of the
House. One of our fundamental rules
is that no substantial motion can be
made until at least one day's notice has
been given. The motion for the third
reading of the Bill is a motion which
is substantial and requires one day's
notice. And further, while that is the
case, the rule of our House gives pre-
cedence to those motions over all others,
unless otherwise arranged by the House.
I cannot understand how this Bill can be
read the third time when there has been
no notice of any motion that it should be
read. The notice on the orders of the
day was the consideration of the report
of the Committee. We have disposed
of that now, and no further steps can be
taken without notice.

HON. MR. VIDAL--It is the common
order of procedure.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It is by unani
mous consent.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I am quite sure
my hon. friend has no desire whatever to
force the Bill through the House, and if
the Speaker decides that the motion is
out of order he will let it stand.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Certainly,
HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend this report of tbe Committee is the saine

Will find that such a tone in this House as the report of any other Committee.
Will carry measures. The Leader of the We have just decided upon the report
Rouse may not have considered it of the C3mrittee, and the third reading
ilecessary to speak on the comparatively of the Bih is another stage. In the mat-
hn'iportant question of the report, but ter of this kind it is of vital importance
he May desire to express an opinion on to know whetber divorce decrees obtain-
the third reading as to whether this Bill ed iA the United States are to be recog-
ShOUld pass or not. I do not know nized in this Dominion or not. I would,whether he does or not, but I think we mysef, not be inclined to recognize
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those decrees, but at the same time I
feel that it is my duty to be governed
here by what I know to be the law, as it
is recognized not only in England and
the United States, but also in the
Supreme Court of Canada. I say,
therefore, that before we take another
stage in this matter, it is well that we
should have an opportunity to learn what
the Leader of the House has to say on
the matter, learned in the law as he is,
and what view the Government may take
if hereafter we are not to sustain the de-
crees of legal tribunals in the United
States. I, for one, would be glad of it,
because I think it has not a tendency to
improve the moral tone of the community

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It seems to
be generally understood that a motion
of this description cannot be put to the
House-that a further stage cannot be
taken without general consent. It is
plain that that general consent does not
exist in this case. Would it not be better
for my hon. friend to move that the Bill
be read the third time to-morrow ?

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-I shall be
very happy to postpone the third reading
until to-morrow. I move that the Bill
be read the third time to-morrow.

THE SPEAKER-Heretofore it has
been customary that those Bills be read
the third time after the adoption of the
report, but it must be with the consent
of the House. It was not intended on
my part to propose the third reading of
the Bill if any objection was raised.

The motion was agreed to.
The Senate adjourned at 5:25 P. M.

THE SENATE,
Ottawa, Thursday, June 2nd, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
3 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

REPRESENTATION OF PRITISH
COLUMBIA AND MANITOBA

IN THE CABINET.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. McINNES inquired wheth-

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

er it is the intention of the Government
to give the British Columbia and the
Prairie Division of the Dominion each
representation in the Cabinet ? If so,
when ?

He said : It will be within the recol-
lection of hon. gentlemen that last year
I brought forward a motion affirming
that the three great natural divisions of
the Dominion should be represented in
the Cabinet. The grounds on which I
made the claim were that, o .ng to the
large amount of revenue they ontributed
their large area and even their popula-
tion, they were entitled to such represen-
tation. I took the customs and excise
returns for several years and showed con-
clusively that we are entitled to repre-
sentation on that basis in the Cabinet.
Since then the Trade and Navigation
Returns for 1886 have been published,
and I will now read to the House a
statement of the exports, imports, and
customs duties collected for the differ-
ent Provinces.
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lected in British Columbia made an ag-
gregate of over $9oo,ooo.

HON. MR. DEVER-What do you
call the other duties-excise ?

HON. MR. McINNES-Yes, excise.

HON. MR. DEVER-You have n6t
given the excise in the other Provinces,
and why should you give them in the
case of British Columbia ?

hION. MR. McINNES-According to
the figures which I have taken from the
volume before me, you will find that
British Columbia has contributed two-
thirds as much as New Brunswick in
custons duties, -and more than one-half
as tuch as Nova Scotia. I will not re-
fer to the Province of Prince Edward
Island, because I know my hon. friend
from Alberton took exception to my
quotation of figures concerning that pro-
Vince last year ; nor shall I make an al-
1 jusion to the larger Provinces of Ontario
and Quebec. I may say, however, that
British Columbia contributed the 22nd
Part of the customs revenue of the Do-
i'njnion of Canada last year, to say
rlothing of Manitoba and the North-
West Territories. Another claim that I
I'-', forward last year, which I think
ought to be taken into consideration, is
the fact that we have only one-seven-
teenth of the entire area of the Dominion
rtpresented in the Cabinet. It may be
stated that the population is small in
hritish Columbia and the North-West.1 have no further figures to give of -the
Population than I gave to the House
last year ; but I will say that the popu-
la.on of British Columbia has very ma-terially increased during the last year,

an'd that increase is almost certain to be
ere than doubled this year. I have

Very reason to believe if the census
were taken to-day it would be found we
ave at least 75,000 to 8o,ooo of a pop-

Ulation.

floN. MR. POWER-How manyWhites ?

oN. MR. HOWLAN-Indians and

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-We
have probably 5o,ooo of a white popula-
tion, not counting the Indians at all.
However, we cannot state definitely what
the population is until the census is tak-
en, which will be in a few years. After
making this statement, the then Minister
of Justice, Sir Alexander Campbell, lead-
er of the Government in this House, in
replying to my arguments (I quote from
page 147 of the Senate Debates of last
year) is reported as saying:

I do not quarrel with the hon. menber
rom British Coluba for enlari n i ong the
resourcee of hi@erovince an' te ing us
about the population, area and wealth and
seeking to aggrandize his Provinces and the
North-West. That is ail quite proper and
I hope and believe that in the future at some
time or other British Columbia and Manitoba
will be represented in the Cabinet. Un-
doubtedly they will have members in the
Government when they arrive at that stage
of population and influence which will give
theni the same position in the oountry that
is now occupied by the older Provinces.
When they reach that position, representa-
tion will not be granted them as a favor,
but they will torce their way into the
cabinet.

Again on page 148, he says

" Everything else follows, and the repre-
sentation whici my hon. friend desires for
British Colunbia, will follow, as everything
else will, when the Provint e attains the in-
fluence whicn every one expects it will to
warrant it, and no one can safely go in ad-
vance of that position. Whenever British
Co umbia exercises that influence in the
affairs of the Domi ion at large, which it ie
sure to exercise sooner or later, then it will
have its representation in the Government,
and the sane thinz nay be said of Manitoba
and the North-West Territories. These
things come by degrees. You cannot safely
lay down such rule as the bon. gentleman
proposes; vou must allow the Government
to be constituted in such a way as to enable
it to command a iajority in the House of
Cominons. You cannot lay down any other
p inciple but that, and yeu will find that no
Government hau ever attnîpted to estiblish
any different rule. The lion. gentleman
tàinks appareitly that there might be a
great nany imemîbers of the Government,
but everva'ne knows that the Governiment
must be liniited in numbers. You cannot
increase the Governm.nt ad libitum. Look
at the Government of the United Statesi
which consiste of the Pr'esident and seven
itembers of the Cabinet. Look at the Gov-
i.riânent of England which consists of 16
mpmbers, and ot tho e I think there is but
one froni Scotlaid.
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I asked him then why not do the same
as they do in England, give us an Under
Secretary. His reply was this

There is a possibility there, of course;
sone future Premier might very likely
adopt that idea. I myself give rmy assent
to it so far as it goes, and so far as one can
consider a question which has not taken a
practical shape-that there rnight be under
secretaries and the Government might con-
sist of even fewer members than it does now;
becanse those who have had experience in
the Government of the country doubt the
advantage of having so i any ministers. I
ani sure if my hon, friends on either side of
me were in the Government they wonld feel
that it was a source of weakness to have as
many in the Government even as the!e are
now. It is impossible for fourteen men
always to consuit together. In this House
we do not consult together; we make
speeches to one another. I believe it would
be better if there were fewer members of the
Cabinet than we have at present; the hon.
gentlenan's scheme would make the nun.er
farger.

Itwe had under secretaries, having seats
n eit her House of Parliament, I believe it

would be a useful scheme and one which
might hereafter be adopted. I see no objec-
tion to it, but to seek to fasten the bands < f
the Premier for the tinie being. and say that
he umustdo this and that isan ideaunknown
anywhere, not practised anywhere, and
which could be attended with nothing but
evil and inconvenience.

Now, i wish to draw the attention of
the House to this fact, that when the
hon. gentleman made that reply to my
remarks he was speaking not only as a
member of the Government, but in all
likelihood as the mouthpeice of the Gov-
ernment with respect to that particular
policy, the representation of British
Columbia and the North-West in the
Cabinet. He lays down a principle
which I do not believe in, that any portion
of this Dominion will have representation
in the Cabinet only when they are
numerically strong enough to force their
way in. He does not say that it is owing
to merit or ability, but that whenever
they are in a position to make their
influence such as to compel the Govern-
ment to recognize their claim they will
receive representation in the Cabinet and
not until then. There have been a great
many conclusive answers to that policy
given within the last few weeks. The
vote given last night shows conclusively
that British Columbia and the North-
West hold this Government in theiç

power, for the moment the fifteen men-
bers representing those territories west
of Lake of the Woods see fit to withold
their support or to vote against
the Government that moment the
Government is snuffed out like a candle.
Even on the basis laid down by Sir Alex.
Campbell, we are entitled to representa-
tion in the Cabinet and we should have
it to-day. Another ground he (Sir Alex.
Campbell) took was that the Cabinet
was then too large. Has it since been
diminished in numbers ? No. They
had 14 members in the Cabinet then ;
how many have they to-day ? Fifteen,
and allow me to say here I am sorry
that although we have two members of
the Cabinet in this House neither of
them holds a portfolio, and I think it is
treating this House with a disrespect
that should be resented in some way or
other if we are only true to ourselves.
Instead of diminishing the number
according to the declaration and doctrine,
laid down hy Sir Alex. Campbell, the
number in the Cabinet has been increas-
ed. I find that Nova Scotia is represent-
ed in the Cabinet by three members with
three portfolios, New Brunswick is repre-
sented by two, Quebec by five, and
Ontario by five, making a total of 15. If
that was the announced policy of the
Governrment then I ask and claim that it
should be carried out, and I hope theY
will not vacillate and change in that
policy but give us the measure of justice
which we ask and to which we are
entitled. We do not ask as a favor
but, according to the Government
policy laid down by Sir Alex. Caup-
bell, as a right, that the great countrY
lying west ot the head of Lake
Superior should be represented in the
Cabinet ; for if this country is ever tO
amount to anything amongst the nations
of the earth, it will be by giving represen-
tation to those western portions of the
Dominion, and thereby assisting tO
develop the enormous recources of that
but little known country. Some hon-
gentlemen may say it is all very well to
ask for representation, and put us off by
saying that when the proper time arrives
we will get it. I believe the time has
arrived, yes, arrived years ago. I believe
if we had been represented in the Cabinet
long ago the country would have saved

HON. MR. McINNES.
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mnillions of dollars in British Columbia
in the administration of affairs there-
notably in the building of the portion of
the Canadian Pacific Railway by the
Government,-would have saved millions
in the North-West, and hundreds of
Precious lives in suppressing a miserable
rebellion. I will not detain the House
longer ; I hope that the leader of the
Government may give a satisfactory
answer, and assure the House that at an
early day British Columbia and the
North-West Territories will each have
representation in the Cabinet. I do not
urge so much that we should have
Porf>lio, as I do that we should have
some one at the council board who

.Ild watch over our interests, although
4 believe we should have a portfolio. I

did not ask for it last year, but what I
did ask for was that they should have
sOmtie person there to consult and advise
as to the administration of the affairs of
those distant portions of the Dominion,
and I claimed that it would not entail
One solitary cent of additional expense
tO the country.

'ON. MR. HOWLAN-I do not rise
for the purpose of interfering with my
hon.friend in advocating that the western
Portion of the Dominion should have
representation in the Cabinet. But I do
rise on this account: that last
Year comments were made as to
the smallness of the import revenue of
Prince Edward Island. I did hope that
the statements I made last year, taken as
t Was from the public reports of the
Province, should be taken as a fair andlegitimate statement of the case. I
Showed last year that the revenue of the
Province was $911.422.95, instead of
$242, 6 oo, as the public accounts of
Canada show. I clearly at that time
gave the items as follows, and I am only
suprised that my hon. friend would not
ave*erembered it, because last year it

Was a matter of consideration before the
*iouse : -

custom ....... ........... $591,600 00Xeise
.ai ............ ....... 136,400 00

way ........... ........ 144,504 00
irthOffie .... ........... 30,000 008Hern Liglit............. 6.206 00

8lek Marine 8' Fund........... 684 46

Carriedjorward.........S909,494 46

Broughtforward.........$909,494 46
Steamboat Inspection.......... 279 72
Weigits and Measures......... 657 14
Gas Inspection and Law Stamlps 791 51
Fishery Licenses ............. . 80 00
Custoins Seizure............. 230 00

$911,422 95
A little explanation will be necessary,

to those who did not hear my explana-
tion on that occasion, to show how this
difference between the apparent and .the
actual revenue of Prince Edward Island
is brought about. We know that if we
take the returns of revenue from the
Province of Quebec, Quebec and Mon-
treal ore the first ports of entry coming
up the St. Lawrence, and necessarily a
large amount of duty is paid at those
cities upon goods which afterwards find
their way to the western portions of the
Dominion. That would account for a
great part of the six or eight millions of
revenue credited to that province. So
it is with Prince Edward Island. When
our Island was an independent province,
in 1872, the revenue was far in excess of
$242,000, when her revenue tariff was
nothing at all like the present tariff. At
that time she was credited with all the
goods imported from the United States
and Great Britain, and therevenue coming
from this, in the way of duties, was cred-
ited to her as will be seen on reference
to the public accounts. Since Confedera-
tion the goods brought into the Province
are bought in St. John, Toronto, Hamil-
ton, Montreal and Quebec, and it neces-
sarily follows, on taking up the Public
Accounts, she does not receive credit
for the duties paid on the goods imported
by her merchants. What is the fact with
respect to British Columbia ? It is known
that a large portion of the goods imported
into that Province come direct from the
place of manufacture, and as a conse-
quence are credited in the returns with
the amount of revenue derived from
them ; but even from the showing of my
hon. friend, so far as revenue is con-
cerned, that any portion (f this Dominion
should be represented in the Govern-
ment if it pays large amounts pf money
to the Public Treasury-even by his own
showing, thie Province of British Colum-
bia pays but one-twenty-second part of
the revenue of the country, and it would
follow from that, that she is not entitled
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to representation in the Dominion Gov-
ernment until the Cabinet is composed
of 22 members. That is the only fair
deduction which can be made from the
statement of figures submitted by my hon.
friend. I am not here for the purpose of
finding any 'fault with the views and
opinions he has advanced, but I do find
fault with the fact that I must be
continually making 'this explanation
every time the question of the repre-
sentation of British Columbia is raised
in this House, and I do hope we have
heard the last of it. Prince Edward
Island is taunted, when we ask for im-
provements, not only on the floor of this
House, but in the House of Commons,
with the smallness of its revenue, and
we are told "you cost more to the
Dominion of Canada than the Dominion
gets from you." I contend that it is an
improper way to look at the question.
It is not a patriotic view. If Prince
Edward Island has any particular rights
she is entitled to them as rights, and
even in her poverty she is not to be held
up, as my hon. friend has held her up
to-day, to the ridicule of the House.

HON. MR. McINNES-I beg to cor-
rect the statement of the hon. gentleman.
I did not hold Prince Edward Island to
ridicule or belittle her in any way ; but
to carry out my train of reasoning I had
to give the revenue from imports and
exports of the Province, but I did not
for one moment try to belittle her.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I am very
glad to hear the explanation of the hon.
gentleman, but it is due to myself to say
that having stated in detail last year the
sources from which the revenue of
Prince Edward Island is derived, and
the amount, the hon. gentleman sitting
near me should have heard it and remem-
bered it. I want it distinctly understood,
so far as Prince Edward Island is con-
cerned, that she contributes more to the
revenue of Canada than she receives
from the public treasury.

HON. MR. McINNES-It was most
foreign to my thoughts to make any at-
tack on Prince Edward Island, and I
leave it to this hon. House if I could
make out my case in any other way than

HON. MR. HOWLAN

that in which I presented it. I had to
give the revenue of the different Provin-
ces, the imports and exports, and if
Prince Edward Island stand the lowest
on the list, I am only sorry for it. I an'
sorry that her imports are not larger, and
that her exports are not larger, and that
she does not contribute more than is
stated here in the blue book.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-She does con-
tribute more.

HON. MR. McINNES-If we cannot
take the official report given to us as re-
liable, and as being a true representation
of the revenue of the Dominion, on what
are we to rely ? My hon. friend says
that British Columbia is in an entirely
different position from Prince Edward
Island. I would remind him that Brit-
ish Columbia is importing largely, direct
from Montreal, Toronto, Hamilton and
other places, especially since the opening
of the Northern & Canadian Pacific Rail-
ways. She is importing goods upon
which the Customs duties were paid in
Montreal gnd Quebec, just in the same
proportion as they are in Prince Edward
Island. I may say for the benefit of
my hon. friend on my left that the
reason why British Columbia has im-
ported such very lirge quantities of
goods, and pays such an enormous rev-
enue according to population, is the fact
that the great bulk of the population of
that province are male adults, and are
actively engaged in fishing, lumbering,
mining and other pursuits that necessi-
tate an enormous consumption of im-
ported goods of a dutiable character. I
state this in order to give some idea to
hon. gentlemen who are not acquainted
with the industries of that province, hoW
it is we are importing and using such a
large amoun't of goods, and why we pay
so much revenue for so small a popula-
tion- I hope my hon. friend will eever
again accuse me of being unpatriotic.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-I hope my
hon. friend will not make the statement
again that he has made with regard to
Prince Edward Island.

HON..MR. McINNES-I would rather
not make the statement, still when I find
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't is my duty to do so I shall make it,
'otwithstanding the fact that I am ruff-
llflg the feelings of the hon. gentleman.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-You have not
ruffled them at all.

HON. MR. McINNES-I was forced
to do it, although reluctantly.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think
that the hon. member from Alberta is
quite right in saying that British Colum-bia will not be entitled to a member of
the Government until the Cabinet num-
bers 22.

o. HON. MR. HOWLAN-I did not say

HON. MR. POWER-I misunderstood
the hon. gentleman.

HON. MR HOWLAN-I said that ifthe figures which the hon. member from
ew Westminster had given the Housewere Worth anything, the result of those

dures-the reasoning which he laid
wn himself-woDuld be that. I did

"ot give it as my opinion.

HON. MR. POWER-According to
figures given by the hon. member

C m n New Westminster, Buitish
Coluibia is now entitled to two-
thirds of a Minister, I do not
to - exactly how we should proceed
p give her that important fraction.

oSibly British Columbia could claim
one Of the new officers proposed to becreated by the Bill now before the other
Chrber. That measure proposes to

areate asort of inferior Ministers who
Wil1not have seats in the Cabinet, I un-
derstand and whose salaries are to be
bl ut two-thirds of the salaries of the full

own Ministers. Probably British
thUmbia would be entitled to one of

e, who might be recognized as equi-Vent to two-thirds of an ordinary
sa tster. However I may be allowed to
aY this with respect to the principle
thaOlved in my hon. friend's question,
trt While i never have been a very
etrong believer in what is called sectionalepresentation-while I do not for in-

c8 nle think that Nova Scotid should

always have two or three members in
the Government or that Quebec or
Ontario should always have five, I do
think that when we find a case such as
we have now-that the whole of the
Dominion west of Lake Superior has no
representation whatever in the Cabinet,
-that such a case deserves consideration.
If this were a homogeneous country-if
we were a country even as homogeneous
as the United States is-there might be
some objection to the demand made on
behalf of the western portion of Canada,
but it is not ; the interests of the different
parts of this country are very dissimilar.
The different Provinces are not well
acquainted with each other, and this new
part of the country which is growing
most rapidly and is now being organized
and civilized and assimilated with the
rest of th2 Dominion, does need special
representation more than any other part.
I think for instance that it would be per-
fectly safe to leave Ontario without re-
presentation in the Cabinet, because the
representation of the Province in the
House of Commons and in the Senate
is so strong that no injustice could
be done it under our existing system
o representative Government. How
it would be when the new sys-
tem which is foreshadowed by the pro-
ceedings in connection with the elec-
tion of Queen's County, New Brunswick,
comes into operation, I do not know;
but as long as the people have any voice
in electing representatives I think the
provinces with large populations and
large representations in the House
of Commons can Fe trusted to take
care of themselves, even though they
have no representation in the Cabi-
net. But misfortunes which have be-
fallen our western country-for instance,
that most unfortunate difficulty which
occurred two years ago in the North-
West, not only involving great expense
to the older provinces, but retarding the
growth of the North-West Terri itories for
several years-might not havè occurred
if that portion of the Dominion had been
represented in the House of Commons,
and certainly if it had been represented
in the Cabinet. Now whn the Govern-
ment proposes most improperly to in-
crease the number of members of the
Cabinet, I think it is an excellent oppor-
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tunity to give either Manitoba, British
Columbia or the North-West Territories
a representative in the Cabinet, who
would be able to advise the Government
as to the interests and wishes of the
people of that portion of the Dominion.

HoN. MR. ALMON-I do not see
why Manitoba and British Columbia
should complain of not being represented
in the Cabinet. When I had the honor
of being a member in the Lower House,
Sir George Cartier, who certainly had as
much influence in the Government as
any other man, or for that matter as much
as any two men there, was a member
from Manitoba. It was only the other
day that the Premier of this Dominion,
Sir John Macdonald, was a British
Columbia member. It may be said that
he did not reside in British Columbia,
but I have heard that there are gentle-
men who represent British Columbia in
this House who do not reside in British
Columbia, but reside in Ontario, and
therefore I think if there are such persons
they have no right to complain that Sir
John Macdonald, while representing
British Columbia, did not reside in that
province.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I merely
rise for the purpose of dissenting from
the view expressed by the hon. member
from Halifax (Mr. Power) that the rebel-
lion in the North-West would not have
taken place if that country had been
represented in the Cabinet. I believe it
would have cccurred no matter what
representation they had in Parliament,
or in the Cabinet. We all feel,
especially in the Lower Provinces,
that we would like them to have
as much representation as possible.
I, for one, would be glad if the Govern-
ment could see their way, in the interest
of the whole country, to giving British
Columbia, or any section of the Do-
minion west of Lake Superior, represent-
ation in the Cabinet. If it is convenient
to give such iepresentation, I am sure
that nobody in the Eastern Provinces
would object to it, but I do not think
that such representation would so mate-
rially enhance the wealth and prosperity
of the country west of Lake Superior as
my hon. friend from Halifax seems to

think. I do not believe that giving repre-
sentation in the Cabinet will increase the
industries of the country or add to its
population. As far as the population is
concerned, since my hon. friend fro1
British Columbia has drawn a comparison
between British Columbia and the Pro-
vinces of the East, 1 may say that the
last census showed the white population
of the Pacific Province to be about
20,ooo altogether. That would be about
a four hnndredth part of the whole popu-
lation of the Dominion, I think the coni-
parison which he made between the dif-
ferent provinces was not advantageous tO
his case.

HoN. MR. McINNES-The figures I
gave were within a fraction of $50,ooo.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Even tak-
ing my hon. friend's figures, the propor-
tion would be about i 100 of the whole
population of Canada. My hon..friend
said that the representatives coming frol
that part of Canada west of Lake Supe-
rior could defeat the Government if it
failed to do justice to their section of the
country. It is evident, therefore, since
the Government is not defeated, that the
western section of the Dominion do not
consider this such a burning question
after all. It is evident that the time has
not vet come when the people of that
country feel that it is of such vital ill-
portance to them as to make it necessarY
for them to rise in their might and de-
feat the Government. Pleased as I
should be to see that portion of Canada
represented in the Cabinet, I must say
that my hon. friend has not shown that
the people of that portion of Canada
consider it a matter of very great impor-
tance that they should be so represented.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-I can
well understand that a gentleman coming
from one of the older provinces, where
they have full autonomy, cannot look at
this question as we do. We are -living
at a distance from the Capital, and we
feel that every province shou!d have re-
presentation in the Cabinet, not with
regard to population or revenue, but as
a province of the Dominion. There are
certain local affairs in every province of
which the Government should have the

HON. MR. POWER.
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1ost accurate knowledge so as to deal
With them accurately and intelligently.
That intelligence and knowledge they
car Only get from representatives fresh
from the people. I expressed those
Views last year, and I repeat them now
With regard to what the hon. member

OM Halifax (Mr. Almon) said about
representation in the Cabinet, I may saythat while we had a representative in the
bovernment we were perfectly satisfied,
but it was not continuous. We had re-
Presentation for a short time, and during
that time we never complained, but now
that it has ceased we do complain. The
1 ost important affairs of the country-
the fiscal policy of the Government
arou nd which nearly every other ques-
tion centres, is adjusted and arranged
'I the Cabinet, and when it comes down
to the cognizance of the people's repre-
sentatives, it is a cast-iron rule through
Which we cannot break-even though
We desire to do so. It is the policy
Of the Government, and they having a
Majority even if we wished to have a
change made we cannot very well
accomplish it. I know very well that
even with representation in the Cabinet
the smaller provinces must bow and yield
to the will of the larger provinces ; yet.
even if those smaller provinces had a
Voice in the affairs of the country they
would find it an advantage at times n
adjusting the fiscal system and the taxa-
t'on of the country. I can give the
strongest and most cogent reasons why
Our Province should be represented in
the Government. On more than one
Occasion it had been found necessary to
send to British Columbia a Minister of
the Crown to enquire into the publid'
tfairs of the Province ; and not only
that, but to-day, and for the last eight
Years, the Government had an agent in
British Columbia, in a confidential as
Well as in a public capacity, and it is said
that that agent, in giving information to
the Government here, has interfered
With the just prerogatives of the people's
representatives. Certainly, whatever
grOund there may be for this, it is cer-
tainly against the genius of parliamentary
a'd responsible government. The peo-
Ple's representatives, fresh from their
eOnstituents are the only channel

rough which the Government can

learn what the country requires. I hope
the Government will see the necessity of
having every province represented in the
Cabinet. It is necessary to the intelli-
gent and proper government of the coun-
try. With regard to the remarks of the
hon. member for Alberton about the tax-
ation of the country, he ought to be very
proud of the position his province occu-
pies. The province that imports least
and exports most in proportion is in the
best position : it has all its wealth within
its own borders. I should like to have
my own province in the position that his
occupies-able to export more than it
imports-able to produce all that it re-
quires for the use of its own people.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I do not
feel at all disposed to disparage the im-
portance of British Columbia, but I think
it is right to cail attention to the princi-
ple which is involved in the question
which the hon. gentleman has put be-
fore the House. It seems to me that the
general adoption of that principle would
lead to some very extraordinary
and possibly to some unhappy results.
We should be compelled, in that case, to
have an Executive Council for Canada,
without reference to the ability of its
members at all. We should have to
take gentlemen who, perhaps,might make
excellent members of Parliament, but
who would be quite incompetent to run
departments or to conduct the public
business in either House. That I think
would be a most unfortunate thing for
Canada, and if British Columbia or any
other province feels herself aggrieved
because of any want of competent repre-
sentation, the remedy is in her own
hands. All that the people have to do
is to be careful in the selection of their
representatives. Let them send to Par-
liament men of first-class ability, capable
of making a position for themselves and
holding it. In that case, whether those
men are in opposition or hold seats in
the Government, there will be no fear
that the smallest of the provinces of the
Dominion will be ill represented. In
my judgment, the inquiry made by the
hon. gentleman implies on his own part,
and on the part of his discontented con-
stituents, that they have no confidence
whatever in their Government. It
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seems to me that a 'demand for re-
presentatives on the part of every
province of the Dominion implies that
no province has the confidence that it
ought to possess in the members of the
Government, and that they feel that
unless they are represented at that board
and unless they have somebody there
competent to take charge of their
interests, they are sure to go to the wall.
Now if there is any ground for such a
charge as that, it must be manifest that
we are about the most ill-governed
country in the world-that we cannot
trust our rulers out of sight unless we
have some one to watch them. You
must have some one to keep the keepers
themselves. That is something to be
deprecated by every means in our
power. I wish for a moment to refer to
the statement which the hon. member
from Alberton has already answered. I
am not going into a host of figures on
this question, although I hold in my
hand a blue book furnishing ample
refutation of the statement that has been
made as to Prince Edward Island as an
importing and exporting province. The
published returns have been based on
the Custom House reports. It has been
shown over and .over again in this House
that a very large portion of the exports
of Prince Edward Island do not go
abroad directly, but are exported through
other provinces. If they are entered
at all, they go to inflate the importance
of adjoining provinces. It is so simply
and easily remembered that it should set
this matter at an end once for all. At
the opening of navigation thiere appeared
a statement in a local paper as to the
nature and value of the week's work of
two local steamers. One of these weeks
since navigation opened, it amounted to
$21,ooo. The exports comprised,
amongst other things, quite a number of
horses-some 25-and these were almost
exclusively exported to the United States,
but they did not go direct from Prince
Edward Island to the United States.
They were taken across to Shediac and
other ports in New Brunswick, and
thence sent to the United States. Conse-
quently, when they left our shores they
went to another province where they
paid no duty and, being exported again
from that provir.ce, they appear, if they

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.

appear at all in the reports, as a portion
of the exports of New Brunswick. I
mention this simply to show that the
Custom House returns cannot be de-
pended upon to show the exports and
imports which should be credited to each
province.

HON. MR. WARK-A discussion of
this kind in the early history of the Do-
minion might have been more appro-
priate than it is now. Then all the pro-
vinces were represented in this House.
There were five members of the Govern-
ment who had .seats in the Senate. Since
then the number has decreased and the
subject has therefore become less and
less interesting to this House ever since.
At the opening of this session we had
not a member of the Government at ail
Consequently we are not very seriously
interested in this subject now-at least
not so much so as we were earlier in the
history of Confederation. But we had
not been long in the Confederation until
1, for one, made up my mind that the
system, which might appear convenient,
of having all the provinces represented
in the Cabinet, would not last long. The
result of my observation has been that
when Governments have been formed,
very superior men have been left outside,
simply because they did not reside in
such and such a portion of the Dominion,
while other men, far inferior to then,
have had to be taken into the Cabinet.
I believe the time is coming, and not
far distant, as parties are now formed
when, if a party comes in the ascendant,
the leader of that party must be left to
select the best men in his party, no
-matter where they live. The hon. gen-
tleman who puts this question says that
he wants this western portion of the
Dominion represented, but without port-
folio. Of what use could a man froni
British Columbia be to the Government ?
He must live here and be on hand to be
consulted on all occasions when his ad-
vice is necessary.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-Even
if it is only for the session it would be
an advantage.

HON. MR. WARK-A great deal of
the public business is done between ses-
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slons. We will have to come to the sys-
temt of the mother country sooner or
later, and perhaps at no very distant
period. The idea expressed by my hon.
friend from Prince Edward Island struck
'ne also. The best way to ensure repre-
sentation in the Cabinet is to select very
superior men to represent the constitu-
encies, for they ought to have the prefer-ence. In England a Prime Minister
called upon to form a Government never

inks of where his colleagues reside.

Ite lects the ablest men in the 1 arty
. is true, there is some com pen-

satiOn to the other section of the three
knlgdoms by selecting from them undersecretaries, or junior Lords of the Treas-

y, or of the Admiralty, or some such
Positions as those ; but the ablest men
of the party are selected to fill the posi-
tiOnS in the Cabinet, and I believe that
We shall have to corne to that in the end.

ON. MR. GIRARD-If I were per-
sOnally concerned in this question I
Would not speak on it. I think the hon.
gentleman from British Columbia who

as brought this subject before the
liOuse, is quite justified in having donc
the The time has arrived, I think, when

e smaller provinces have to be repre-nlted in the councils of the Dominion.
We have been waiting long enough. to berepresented in the councils of the nation.
I thok our position is not well under-
tod th we have been desirous of sending
tO theSenate and the House of Com-
lnTl09 the best representative men avail-able, and I think on the whole a good
Choice has been made. It is easy for
tlose who corne from more favored pro-
p nces to advise us as to the course to,

sue to obtain representation in thecabinet. At Confederation there was a
eac of compact, or agreement, by which
ta province of the Dominion is entitled0 a certain share in the Government :
ao id it be right to say that there is not

Sutcient number of qualified men in
otheario, Quebec or Nova Scotia, or any

Preer rovince of the Dominion, to Te-
riest them in the Dominion Govern-

ed Certainly not. Quebec is entitl-
e to four or five representatives, Ontario
te e and the other Provinces to the

niainder We in Manitoba have been
W ng for seventeen years to be repre-

sented in the Government in some way.
I think the present state of affairs cannot
continue much longer ; there must be an
end to it. It is in the interest of the
Government, in the interest of the Pro-
vinces concerned, and in the interest of
the Dominion as a whole that some
means be found to do justice to British
Columbia and the Prairie Province. We
have been obliged, from time to time, to
send delegations to Ottawa at a consider-
able expenditure, to represent to the
Government the position of affairs in
our Province. If we had had a repre-
sentative in the Government that expense
need not have been incurred, and the
troubles which took place two years ago
might possibly have been avoided. If
the Province of Manitoba had been re-
presented in the Government, perhaps
the money then expended would not
have been lost and many precious lives
would have been saved to advance
the interests of the Dominion. It
was without doubt greatly the
fault of the Government in not having
appointed some one sooner to represent
the interests of the vast North West Ter-
ritory in the Government. I thought it
was my duty, under the circumstances,
to protest against the position in which
we have been allowed to remain. I have
been a friend of the Government, but at
the same time I am a friend of the coun-
try I represent and of the North-West
Territory, with which I have been iden-
tified for the last fifteen years, and as
long as I have the strength to rise in my
place here to speak for those I represent,
I shall do so. Under those circumstan-
ces, I approve of what has been done by
my hon. friend from British Columbia,
and I think that the Government will un-
derstand before long that it is in their
own interest that we should be represent-
ed in the Government and the Dominion.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is not my
intention to prolong this debate. I do
not intend to follow hon. gentlemen
through the various arguments which
have been used on this subject, but I
would call the attention of my hon. friend
who puts this question to the fact that
his argument stands upon the basis only
of the proposition that a certain numeri-
cal proportion of population, and a
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certain proportion of revenue,
render it essential that that
special numerical proportion should be
represented in the Cabinet. It is impos-
sible, I submit to the House (and ex-
perience bas proved it and will prove it),
to adopt any such hard and fast rule in
selecting members of the Cabinet. As a
matter of fact, there is no want of com-
munication between the Cabinet and the
several provinces of the Dominion
through the representatives of the people.
These two Houses constitute the great
council of the nation. Every portion of
the Dominion, carefully divided up. is
represented in this council, and everyone
is entitled to have his views heard and
bis opinions considered upon every ques-
tion that interests the country, and they
are so heard. I can assure my hon.
friends who have spoken that the inter-
ests of Manitoba, and of British Colum-
bia, have never for a moment been lost
sight of, nor their rights, nor their posi-
tion in respect of representation. But I
may say, also, that I am very much
gratified as a member of this House,
and the Government I represent are
gratified, to learn how these western
provinces and territories are progressing
-how their wealth is increasing and
their position generally is improving.
I hope the time may soon come when
we shall have representatives of those
provinces in the Cabinet. I may say,
however, that those provinces have
all been represented i i the Cabinet.
There bas been a Minister from British
Columbia; there bas been a Minister
from Manitoba; there has been a Min-
ister from Prince Edward Island-all
those Provinces have, at one time or
another, been represented in the Domin-
ion Cabinet, and it is not really a ques-
tion of so much population, or of revenue,
as a question depending upon a great
many other considerations. After all,
upon whose voice does the existence of
a member of the Cabinet depend ? Upon
the voice of this House, and upon the
voice of the House of Commons-upon
the voice of the people. There is no
arbitrary power in any place to make
anybody they please a member of the
Cabinet. The approbation of Parliament
is required every time an appointment is
made. Having said this much, I can

only say further, that all that bas beel
said here on the subject by gentlemen
from all those Provinces will receive the
most careful consideration of my col-
leagues ; but as to the question itself, it
must be plain to my hon. friends that it
is impossible for me to answer it. The
question is, what do the members of the
Privy Council propose to advise His Ex-
cellency to do. It is impossibe for memX-
bers of the Privy Council to be asked tO
communicate to the House what advice
they propose to give to His Excellency,
or what advice they have given to Is
Excellency until they have bis leave tO
do so; and I must simply point out tO
my hon. friend what the Governrnent in-
tend to advise His Excellency to do is
not the proper subject of a question, and
it is a question which it is impossible for
a member of the Privy Council tO
answer.

HON. MR. McINNES-I desire tO
make an explanation in reply to a state-
ment made by my kind and sympathetic
friend from Halifax.

HON. MR. POWER-The junior
member ?

HON. MR. McINNES-Yes, the
junior. member. He referred to me as
being a representative of the Province
of British Columbia, but not a resident
of it. Such is not the case. I was ab-
sent from my Province two years ago for
a few months, as I had a perfect right tO
be. My home and interests are in
British Columbia, and I do not know
that it is any particular business of any

,one if I leave it occasionally for a few
months. I returned to my Province last
August ; I remained there until six weeks
ago, and I hope I am as much a repre-
sentative of that Province as my hon.
friend is of the Province of Nova Scotia,
and I think it scarcely comes with good
grace from him to make that charge,
after it was made last year and I think
sufficiently refuted. There is another
statement that he made, and which was
also made by the leader of the Govern-
ment, to the effect that British Columbia
and Manitoba have been represented in
the Cabinet. Yes, it is true, by more
than one member. Not only did Sir

HON. MR. ABBOTT.
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John A. Macdonald represent Victoria
for four years, but Sir Francis Hincks
also represented the district of Vancou-
ver, B. C., and Sir Geo. Cartier repre-
sented Manitoba. But I would remind
hon. gentlemen of this fact : when were
they elected ? When they were forced to
seek an asylum out of their own provin-
ces, and I say it is not such representa-
tiOn as that we want in our Province.
None of those men ever saw either of
these provinces before they were elected
tO represent them or during the time they
represented them ; they knew nothing of
the wants and necessities of that country
and had no sympathy with the feelings of
the People they were supposed to repre-
sent. Surely, out of the twenty-two repre-
sentatives in the Senate and Commons

est of Lake of the Woods, we can find
'ne, who can compare favorably with at
least some of the members of the present
Cabinet.

11N. MR. ALMON-Did British Co-lumnbia ever send here as clever a man
as either of the three the hon. gentleman
has mentioned; I say it did not, there-
fore I think it is rather a credit than a I
disgrace to the country to be represented
by such men.

lION. MR. McINNES-Comparisonsare odious, and I might, if I wished,
Make some other comparisons, but will
refrain for the present.

HON. GENTLEMEN-Order, order.

THE SPEAKER-This discussion is
entirely out of order.

The subject then dropped.

The notice of motion having been
Called for leave to introduce a Bill to
anend the Indian Act,

HON. MR. ABBOTT said that in giv-
g ntice of this motion he had followed

the practice of the House of Commons
'1 stead of the rule of the Senate. He
would therefore move that the motionbe dropped.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (54) " An Act to amend the Chi-
nese Immigration Act."-(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (65) "An Act to amend the Peni-
tentiary Act."-(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (76) "An Act to amend the Act
respecting sick and distressed Mariners."
-(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (i) "An Act to amend the Law
respecting Procedure in Criminal Cases."
-(Mr. Abbott.)

ASH DIVORCE BILL.

DEBATE ADJOURNED.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved the
third reading of Bill (B) "An Act for the
relief of Susan Ash."

HON. MR. DICKEY-I crave the
indulgence of the House for a short time
while I make a few explariations with
regard to one or two points on which I
think the situation of this Bill has been
misunderstood. Before doing so I must
first do an act of justice to the hon.
member from Lunenburg, who was not
in his place yesterday, when he was
attacked by the hon. promoter of this
Bill for his views on a former bill where
his action in this House was reported as
being entirely inconsistent with his action
on this Bill. The hon. member quoted
a part of the hon. gentleman's speech on
that occasion, but in doing so omitted
the most material part of it ; and the
effect of that was to create an entire
misapprehension of the position which
he had taken on that occasion. I think
it is due to him and to the House that
attention should be called to this, with
a view to action on future occasions.
The hon. member from Alma read a
portion of the speech of the hon. gentle-
man from Lunenburg, and stopped short
a sentence or two of what he said which
was really the point of his . rernarks.
After stating what had been contended
he proceeded :-

If the evidence of service or any other
evidence that he gave was material to this
case, I very much doubt whether I should
act upon it,because it is evident froni what
my hon. friend has said and what appears
from the evidence that this divorce in the

207
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United States was ohtained by fraud and
misrepresentation. His wife 'had not de-
serted him. The Respondent merely went
to Detroit, not for the lurpose of settlement,
but if possible to get the appearance of
domicile in order to obtain a divorce, of
which she had no notice. He went there
with animus reveriendi. In the State of
Michigan that is not sufficient: you cannot
evade the law in that way. The first mir-
riage was in this country and yet there the
divorce which lie obtained by C aud and mis-
representation is valid. There is abundant
ground for setting aside a decree even in the
United States, when it is proved that it was
obtained by such means, and under the cir-
cumstances, the petitioner in this case is
entitled to a divorce.

So that the hon. gentleman, so far
from being against the Bill, was in favor
of it, under the evidence that was given,
and under the circumstances of that case.
I wish also to correct one or two mis-
understandings which I arn sure my hon.
friend from Sarnia will be pleased if I
call his notice to therm, in statements
that he made in the ardour of his argu-
ment. He stated with regard to this
Bill, because I took down his words, that
on the occasion of a divorce of last year,
no evidence of the decree was given, and
the document was not received, and there
was no evidence to conflrm it.

HON. MR. VIDAL-It is a mistake;
I never said so. I said quite the re-
verse. I had the whole facts before me,
clearly and distinctly.

HON. MR. DICKEY-If so, I misun-
derstood my hon. friend. This, however,
enabled me to add that the decree was
placed before the Committee, and it was
an exemplification of the decree just as
in this case, and was received and con-
sidered, but evidence afterwards was
given that it was obtained by fraud and
misrepresentation, and therefore it was
set aside by the Committee.

HON. MR. VIDAL-The hon. gen-
tleman has almost stated the very words
I used myself.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It shows the
propriety of calling gentlemen's.attention
to a thing like that, what may appear to
others to be a mis-statement. The hon.
gentleman also conveyed the idea that
the hon. member from Barrie contended

that in this Parliament, the exemplifica-
tion of this decree would not be received
in evidence, nor would it be received in
any court.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I did not say
in any court.

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
did not go as far as that ; on the con-
trary I think he said it might be received
as evidence in a court, but nôt in the
high court of Parliament, and therefore
the argument had no material bearing on
this. I also owe an explanation which
I gladly make to the hon. the Speaker.
In answer to a question which he put to
me whether under a divorce passed in a
foreign country the party would be at
liberty to marry again, I answered speak-
ing generally, most certainly he would;
but I find in reference to this particular
case now under consideration, that by
the law of Massachusetts which govern
those proceedings a party would be
obliged to make an application to the
court for leave to do so. The law is
stated in this way :-

" When a divorce from the bond of
matrineony,except f r the crime of adultery,
bas been granted under the 1-w of this State
or in any Territories of' the United States,
the justices of the Superior J udicial Court,
or either of them, on a petition filed against
the party or either of them against whom
the divorce is granted, and upon such notice
as the Court shall order, mav authorize
such parties to marry again."

HON. MR. VIDAI-I would ask the
hon. gentleman if he has not left out a
very important parenthesis which says,
that the party must be a resident of the
State at the time the divorce is granted.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The domicile
of the husband is by law the domicile of
the wife and it becomes necessary after-
wards on her part to make-

HON. MR. VIDAL-I challenge the
propriety of reading as an extract from
the law a clause and leaving out ther
most essential part of it.

HON. MR. DICKEY-That is sub-
stantially the case here, because the
party who made that application had his.

HON. MR. DICKEY.
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domicile there. The laws of Massa- prima facie as conclusive until circum-
chusetts, after all that has been said stances of fraud or such circumstances
about this divorce, are not so very bad. as I alluded to yesterday can be proved
In the first place, those laws require that to set it aside ; that it is recognized by
there shall be five years consecutive the comity of nations, I produced English
residence in the State before a party can authorities, and abundance of them to
apply ; and in the next place it must be prove. To my surprise the hon. member
a bona fide residence. He must not who is now our worthy leader of the
have corne there for the purpose of get- Opposition, who has led this House and
tmg a divorce. That is expressly stated who may lead it again, undertook to
i the Act which is before the hon. state here that he could not recognize

mTember, and which he can refer to if he the authority of any of those English
likes, and it is only in such cases that he decisions-that they ought not to be
can proceed at all. After having pro- recognized in this country.
ceeded and got his decree, the other
Party comes into this court as it were as HoN. MR. SCOTT-Hear, hear.
a. defendant. And the charge against
him is that acting under that divorce- HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
Which was certainly good as far as he was may say hear, hear, but in the presence
Concerned-he thought proper to marry of professional men who have heard him
again some two or three months after- I challenge that opinion, I stand upon
Wards, and that is made here a charge of the ground which I have stated, and
his having committed adultery. It ap- which I have proved by authority after
Pears to me that it would be very aiffi- authority from the English cases, and I
ctIt to make a case of adultery out of say that those authorities are in force in
that. He was acting under the author- this country in the absence of any law-
lty Of the law of the country in which on the subject in this Dominion. But I
he was then resident, and under a decree will go further than that, because I think
Passed in that country, which-however it will not be difficult to show him that
objectionable it mnay be to some gentle- we have the authority of the judges of
rnen here-is certainly in force in that the highest tribun4l in this country upon
Country where he contracted matrimony, the subject. A case was referred to the
although he had to cross the line tem- other day, the case of Fisk and Stephens,
Porarily for the purpose of doing it which the House must have noticed,and take his wife back to his and my hon. friend merely referred to
own home, which was his domitile it ; but he took care not to read any part
and her domicile, and where he of the decisions of the judges and left
has lived with her ever since for the last the matter as if it were unsettled.

or 13 years. Yet it is sought here to
'TMade a case of adultery in order to HON. MR. SCOTT-I said that in

establish a ground for this divorce. the Supreme Court the majority of the
bee i no possible way would a divorce judges were against it, but that it was,
e granted by this Parliament except for not a parallel case to this.

v use of adultery, I think it would be
terY difficult to make adultery out of HON. MR. DICKEY-The judgment
nesat The next position which it is in that case was delivered by two judges
efcessary to consider in this case is the -Justice Gwynne and Justice Henry,
pect of that divorce in this country. I and I find Mr. Justice Gwynne quotes
1 dued authorities the other day and Mr. Justice Story in his " Conflicts of
Clea not repeat them, but the law is so Laws," Section 86, in which he says :
takr that I find it has not been under- "Of the nature, extent and utility of the
Sin to be questioned by any profes- recognition of foreign laws respecting the
tiontal ban who has spoken on this ques- state and condition of person, every nation

ITian who must judge for itself."t except the hon. member for Ottawa.

prie PrInciple, whicn is a fundamental Judge Gwynne, commenting on this,
thenciple, that by the comity of nations goes on to say :-

decree of divorce is recognized "Now admitting this to be so, I must
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say it appears to me very clear
that if the husband in Deck vs.
Deck, instead of going to the State of
New York, had gone to the Province of
Quebec and had narried there, the Courts
of the provinces of this Dominion should not
hesitate to recognize the vahdity of the
decree made in that case, so as to entitle the
wife to maintain a suit like the present in
her own name as a femme sole; and if we
should recognize svch a decree made by the
Divorce Court in England, I can see no
principle upon which we should decline to
recognize a decrme of the Supreme Court of
the State of New York, made under siniilar
circumstances, for a cause which, by the
law of the State of New York, is sufficient
to justify a decree of dissolution of
marriage."

That would have been, I fancy, strong
enough but there is another opinion
given by Lord Chancellor Blackburn,
which ny hon. friend from Sarnia would
recognize as good authority, and which
if he does not my hon. friend from Bar-
rie will. Lord Blackburn in the Irish
Court of Chancery recognizes the validity
of a decree of dissolution of marriage
made by a Scotch Court at the suit of a
husband for desertion and nonadherence
in the case of a domiciled Scotchman
married in England to an Irish woman, 1
who, while she and her husband were
residing in England, d»serted him there,
although the cause would have been in-
sufficient to warrant the grantin' of a
decree of divorce by an English Court.
And the ground of his decision was that
the hushand having been at the time of
the marriage a domiciled Scotchman,
the marriage, although solemnized in
England was a Scotch marriage -and
therefore it was compettent for the Scotch
Court to pronounce the decree of disso-
lution although the wife had not appeared
in the suit. I'his judgment is quoted
with approbation by the Law Lords in
in the House of Lords, in Harvey vs.
Farnie in which case it was decided that
the English Courts will recognize as valid
the decision of a competent christian
tribunal dissolving a marriage bétween
a domiciled native in the country where
such tribunals has jurisdiction, and an
English woman, when the decree of
divorce is not impeached by a speaking
species of collusion or fraud and alhough
the marriage may have been solemnized
in England and may have been dissolved
for a cause which would not have been

sufficient to obtain a divorce in England.
That opinion strongly and tersely ex-

presses the point, and it is one of the
most recent cases. His Lordship goes
on further to say -

"We may and in a case of this kind, I
think, should refer to the decisions of the
courts of the United States, and of the sev-
eral States, and to the statute law of the
particular State in the tribunal of which the
decree of dissolution of marriage was made,
equally, as we would in a like case in the
English Division Court refer to the decisions
of the English courts, and to the statute
law of England affecting the subject, all
countriies being equally foreign to the coun-
try in the tribunals of which the question
arises, in the sense in which that terni is
applied to questions of domicile and the
status of married persons; and so doinz we
should not in ny judgment, hesitate to re-
cognize the decree in the Supreme Court of
the State of Neuw York, in the suit instituted
by the plaintiff again.st ber husband for
adultery, to be valid and binding upon the
defendan t.''

It goes on further, and I hope it wi"
not be considered unimportant in a case
like this where there is a conflict of
opinion between some hon. gentlemen
to quote it. He says:-

"1 an of opinion, therefore, that the val-
idity of the decree should be rec -gnised il'
the several courts of the Provinces of the
Dominion. Thîi'e upon one side of the line
of 45 degrees of latitude the plaintiff and
defendant shiould be lield to be unmarried
persons, with all the incidents of their bping
sole and unnarr ed, and that upon the other
sideoi the saine hne they should be held tO
be nan) and wife is a result so inconvenient,
injurious, and mischievous, and fraught
with such confusion and such serious con-
sequences, that, in my judgment, no tribu'
nal not under a preemptory obligation so tO
hold, should do so."

I think we are that tribunal:
" Such a decision would, in my opinion,

have the effect of doing great violence tO
that comitas inter gentes which shoud be
assiduously cultivated by all neighboring
nations, especially by na~tions whose laWs
are so similar and derived fron the sarne
fountain of justice and equity as are those
of the State of New York and of Canada,
and between whoin such constant inter'
course and such frieudly relations *exist as
do exist between the United States O
Ainerica and this Dominion."

I find the Hon. Justice Henry con-
firming these views, and he says:

" I consider, therefore, that by the conitl
of nations respect muet be paid to a legl
decision and judgnent of a foreign cOOtid

HON. MR. DICKEY.
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.4own to have had jurisdiction over the par-tes, and the subject litigated by theni andad'{udicated upon.
L Enatand there are cases to sustain that

Proposition, and many in the United States."

Now, we have got the decisions in
England ; and to satisfy my hon. friend
who doubts the decisions of English
Courts in this country, I produce
the decisions of the highest courts in
Our own land, and under those
circunstances it will be for the House to
decide how far those decisions ought to
lgovern. A great deal has been said, and a
very inflammatory appeal has been made
tO the sympathy and sentiment of this
louse as to the great injury that would
be done if we were to submit to such a
rule as this; but let me say for one
tomlent that this is not a rule unattend-
ed by great safeguards. In the first
Place, you have to conforn in every par-
ticular to the law of the country where
the divorce is granted. In the next
Place that decree nust be made without
any fraud or misrepresentation by any
Person applying for it, and further, he
'nust be a bona fide domiciled citizen ofthat
at country for the time required by

aW. In some cases the time is only aYear, *but in this Massachusetts case itreqired five years residence, ard the
hlecree of the court states distinctly thathe had those five years residence. That
Was onlypriza facie proved, of course,
ut there is no proof to the contrary,

d there has been no suggestion to thectontrary. The man was domiciledthere from 1868 to the fall of 1873,'When those proceedings comnenced,
*,"d the best proof that he had a bona
-4de domicile was this, that soon after this

aufortunate difference with his wife, in
SPtember, 1868, stung by the refusal of

e wife to live with him left the country,
thet to the United States, remained
af te and only returned three years

rWards in order tp entreat her to
£One back to him and be his wife, but
ob.'W0uld not yield to it, and he was

'ged to go back to the United States
c9ntrain there as a citizen, and
th tnues there until this day. Some-
of hi' has been said about his bad habits,

srh's occasionally being intoxicated.
ere was some evidence as to that, but
Q was not a title of evidence to show

that from the time they were together,
at the time she complains he was under
that influence, even -with regard
to that or any other point, he
acted in an objectionable manner.
As the hon. member from Prince Edward
Island stated yesterday, " the man's
conduct from that time forward was
unexceptionable." I merely mention
that in passing ; it is not a very important
element in this enquiry. It is shown that
in every respect he had fulfilled every
condition of the law. That he had a
bona fide residence, as proved by the fact
of his remaining there ever since. Afte-.
vainly trying to get his wife to go back
to him, he is obliged to resort to these
proceedings, honestly and fairly, in order
to get powër to marry again. This lady
did not do what she might have done in
1874-put in a petition to the judge
stating that as the decree had passed she
was anxious to be free also. The Act
under which the decree was granted
enables the judge to deal with such a
petition, but instead of doing that she
has chosen to remain twelve years with-
out taking a single step to obtain her
freedom. Now she comes to this House
and asks us to pass an Act to give her
relief. As regards these precedents in
England I for one, am not ashamed to
say that having taken a considerable part
in the practice of law, I am an admirer
of precedents which the constitutional
law ôf all lands has produced. We have
been told that England's liberty has been
handed down " from precedent to prece-
dent," and shall we now cut ourselves
a drift from those precedents, and will the
hon. member from Ottawa stili say that
we shall not recognize them ? I leave
the responsibility of so deciding with the
House.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I do not propose
to go into this discussion except so far
as I have been adverted to by my hon.
friend from Amherst. I stated the other
day, and I state now, that it is part of
our constitution not to recognize divorce.
In furtherance of that proposition I hold
in my hand the British North America
Act, which vests in Canada alone the
power to grant divorce. Until we estab-
lish a Divorce Court in Canada (which
we can, if we think proper, do by Act of
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Parliament) we are not in an analogous
position to that occupied by England or
the United States. In England and in
most other countries Divorce Courts are
esta blished-constituted under the proper
authority of Parliament-and those Di-
vorce Courts recognize no doubt the laws
of other countries as applicable to divorces
that come before them for adjudication.
In Canada we do nothing of the kind.
In Canada we have no law on the sub-
ject : each individual case has to be
dealt with by itself. Susan Ash may, or
may not, according to the vote of this
House, be entitled to a Bill of Divorce.
Such cases are governed on no principle
other than the individual opinio.ns and
judgments of the gentlemen who give
their time and attention to the consider-
ation of each particular case. There is
no arbitrary rule laid down by which this
House is compelled, under any circum-
stances, to grant a Bill of Divorce. Par-
liament may see fit to refuse every Bill
of Divorce-may refuse to pass a single
one. We are absolutely masters of the
situation. We have not delegated our
prerogative to any other tribunal. Until
we do, it is simply a constitutional ques-
tion whether divorce shall or shall not
be granted in Canada. That being ad-
mitted, I lay down this corrollary, that
being neighbors of a country where facil-
ities for divorce are greater thin in any
other part of the world-whereas in
Utah you may have as many wives as
you like, in other States you are limited,
it is quite true, to one at a time, but you
can change them every 48 hours-I say
it would be a monstrous proposition,
living alongside of a country like that,
for this Parliament to lay down a rule, or
recognize a principle, even though
Judges of the Supreme Court may have
done so, that a man and wife who may
have had a squabble under a momen-
tary feeling of irritation, may cross over
to Illinois or some other State where,
after three or four weeks residence, they
can obtain a divorce and come back to
this country and be accepted under the
the law of the Dominion as persons en-
titled to marry again. Whatever view
this House may pronounce upon the
subject, the moral sentiment of Canada
will not sanction anything of the kind.
Cases have been cited, but I base my

views upon the powers delegated to Par-
liament under the British North America
Act. I cited a case myself the other
day, but I say that those casses are in no
sense analagous to this, and cannot be
until we establish a divorce court. Each
individual case has to be dealt with by
Act of Parliament, and there are no
settled rules by which such cases
shall be considered by Parliament.
We may throw out all the cases
that come before us, or we may pass one
or more bills granting divorce ; it purely
rests with our discretion and until we
formulate some principle on which di-
vorce can be granted, I sav it is beyond
the power of our courts of law to lay
down the rule that divorce granted in a
foreign country shail be recognized in
Canada. The comity of nations does
not apply at al, because divorces are not
recognized in Canada. If they were the
courts would be allowed to grant divor-
ces. Having given the courts no such
power it rests with the Parliament of
Canada alone to say whether divorce
shall be granted in the Dominion or not.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I beg to call
attention to an authority.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I do not care a
straw about authorities.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I was about tO
refer to the exemplification which is in
evidence here and the authority men-
tioned the other day by the hon. member
from Barrie. I quote now from the Re-
vised Statutes of Ontario, page 784, sec-
tion 31 of the chapter on administra-
tion of justice in which it 15
enacted that "any judgment, decree
or any other judicial proceedings of anY
court of record in the United States, or
of any State of the United States Of
America, may be proved in any suit,
action or proceedings, either at -law or
equity, in Ontario, in which proof of anY
judgnent, decree, or any other judicial
proceedings may be required, by an ex-
emplification of the same under the seal
of the said courts respectively without
any proof of the authenticity of such
seal or other proof whatever, etc."

Now, here is the exemplification of
decree under the seal of the Court. The

HON. MR. SCOTT.
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Objection made was that it did not apply
to the High Court of Parliament. I do
lot know where we can refer, in the

absence of legislation, unless we refer, as
We always do in these divorce cases, to
the law of evidence as applied to mar-
riage and divorce.

flIN. MR. GOWAN-My hon. friend
fron Ottawa took, in a great measure,
the ground from under my feet in the
renarks which I intended to offer. The
Power exercised by the Parliament of
this country entirely rests upon a single
clause of the British North America Act,
and that clause delegates to Parliament
the power of dealing with mar-
riage and divorce. That is the
sole foundation upon which this
eniquiry is based. My hon. friend
from Amherst made no reference what-
ever to the question of whether the de-
Cree of the Court in Massachusetts was
proved or not. Latterly he has done
so. We must deal with this I think as
the Committee have reported it, and 1,
for one, conaider that there was no pi ouf
Whatever of the existence of such a de-
cree. It is true that following Lord
)brougham's Act (I think the 14th or
'Sth Vic.) the Act was passed, to which
MY hon. friend has read for civil pro.
Ceedings and other matters in the courts
Of Ontario. A somewhat similar Act was
passed in Quebec, and similar Acts, I
believe, in the Maritime Provinces, butthe Parliament of Canada has only dealt
with evidence in the act found in the
second volume of the Dominion Statute
Book, and that clearly on its face does
not apply to the proceedings of Parlia-
Ment. Now if as I contended and as Ibeieve the broad recognized principle
f law is that every tribunal is entitled

to lay down for itself the manner in
which it shall take cognizance of the
decrees of Foreign Courts, surely itbelongs to Parliament, the highest
Court in the country, to do so. There
ts Iothing in the decree put in thatthe committee should take cognz-
ance of ; nothing to assure them

tha It was a valid document-nothingbut analogy to Lord Brougham's Act
that would have entitled it to have beenreceived in England-and therefore I
for one, and I believe that other mem-

bers took the view, that the alleged de-
cree was not proved. My hon. friend
has said nothing of the objection to the
decree on its face as showing the woman
was not heard. This I think is a very
important part of the case, and I believe
if some of those decrees of what he calls
a foreign state were examined into and
all the facts known, it would be found
that they are granted frequently in a
very loose way, outraging every principle
of justice. My hon. friend speaks of
the comity of nations. Surely he does
not call the State of Massachusetts a
nation ? There is no comity of nations,
in the sense in which he would argue,
between this country and a State of the
United States. There can be no such
comity because theState of Massachusetts
is only a part and parcel of the great
United States and each State is a law to
itself. I say and assert without the least
hesitation that there was absolutely no
sufficient evidence to justify the Com-
mittee in accepting what was submitted
as evidence of a decree in the Court of
Massachussetts. I go further and say that
if an ordinary court of justice were satis-
fied with such evidence we are not bound
to accept it, and we were entitled
and every member of that Committee
was entitled to have it proved in such a
manner as would be satisfactory that it
was valid and regular. I perhaps should
express fully what is in my mind in this
matter, and I go this length and would
formulate in order that I may not be
misunderstood, as my hon. friend has
misunderstood me on more than one
occasion, why I must vote for the third
reading of this Bill. The action of the
Committee in expunging from the Bill
the statements, of which there was in
their opinion, no sufficient proof (and
we must recollect that this report has
been adopted by the House) has been
amply sustained by the vote of the
Senate. The preamble of the Bill as
reported justifies the action asked of the
House, but I go further and say that even
had a decree of divorce coming from the
State of Massachusetts or any other
State of the neighboring country been
proved in a manner satisfactory to the
Committee (which it was not)-had the
law cf the State on the subject been
established by proper and appropriate
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evidence and the decree been perfect in in whch 1 laid down the very reverse
form (which this was not) still 1 principle. As my hon. friend frori
should, as I view the question, hold that Amherst has already shown the House,
it had no force whatever in this matter my remarks of last session were fully in
-that the action of Parliament is not to accord vith the opinions I exprcssed
be restrained or controlled by the action he-re Vesterdav, namely-that the juris-
or proceedings of any foreign tribunal, diction of foreign tribunals over divorce,
and I may add, I believe it would be an although they grant divorce on grounds
intolerable evil if the bonds of matri- not admitted in this country, is recog-
mony entered into in Canada by British nized by our courts, although the marri-
subjects could be severed by any tribunal age may have taken place in this oeuntry.
outside of our own country. My hon. I find the principle laid down in the
friend has quoted a great many cases, argument that I made last session, that
including one before our Suprerne Court we did not recognize divorces of the
here. He has not added that that case United States when they showed, or it
has been appealed and the decision of was proved to us, that they were fraudu
the judges in the Court of Appeal may lently or irregularly obtained, or fot in
not be sustained, and I think possibly accordance with the rules or the laws
may not be sustained. Having regard of the State where obtained. I said
to the circumstances under which we are last yearr
enabled to deal with the subject as a 'A foreig divorce rcoeipe Aan good until
Parliament, and having regard to the :,et aride, 'eît obained sor cause ot recog,
circumstances that we are surrounded by nized where the asarriae took place;' but
several States of the Union that grant c contended en fartLer than that, as is
divorce on very sdender evidence to say non shofn by niy triend froe Aivoerst,

al thgat a divorce regularly obîained in a
foreign country accordi g to the la of that

courts may be right under the circum- cou ntrv-ior the cuses for hteiclc they a-
stances of the particular case, but I go fowed In that country-are binding every
this length and say that we are flot were, even where the larriae took placet
bound by the decisions of the Supreme unless set aside ior fraud.

Court in Uatters of divorce, and I quite That is the position took a year ago.
agree with my hon. friend from Ottavwa That is the position I take now, and un-
when he says that Parliament is supreme less this Parliarent oil assume powers
in dealing with cases of this kind. The other than a court possesses, we must be
Report of the Committee was adopted governed by those decisions. If ray
by a large najority of the House and I hon. friend fron Ottawa is right that e
ar prepared to sand by it and to vote are not govered by the law-if we are
for the third reading of the Bill. not to apply to the evidence taken here

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I probably
should not have risen to say anything on
this occasion, as the hon. member from
Amherst has elucidated the position
which I took upon a former occasion, to
which reference has been made far better
than I could do it myself. I have to
thank the hon. gentleman for having,
without conferring with me on the mat-
ter, defended me. He saw that I had
been unfairly treated and misrepresented
yesterday by the hon. gentleman from
Alma, who read a garbled extract of a
speech that I made last session. It
seems that.the hon. gentleman stated in
my absence that the force of my argu-
ment yesterday was fully met and refuted
by a speech of mine made last session,

HON MR. GOWAN.

the principles of law recognized in Eng-
land, by the Supreme Court here, and
by the Senate in former cases-if we are
above the law, and are to deal with cases
coming before us according to the caprice
and whims of hon. gentlemen, without
any regard to the principles of law, I
must be satisfied, and can make no effect-
ual objection. I frankly admit myself that
I would infnitely prefer if we could
ignore those divorces of the United
States in this country-where many of
us look upon marriage as something
more than a civil contract. I would
prefer if it were not possible for parties
to go across an imaginary line, and
because of some little family difficulty, or
for any cause not recognized here, pro-
cure a divoree and have that dissolution
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Of the marriage contract recognized in
this country. But I must bear in mind
that I an here as a judge in this matter
and bound to apply the law and the
evidence, and declared by English de-
Ciions and by our Supreme Court, and
therefore I can come to no other con-
clusion, under the law and the evidence
and with a desire to treat the respondent
In this case fairlv, than that I have stated
to the House. My position is this : We
served on this man a bill of indictment;
a judicial affirmation was made in that
bill that he had been legally divorced in
the United States ; there was no charge
' adultery in the bill. He not defend-

lUg it, we had no right to alter that bill
hiere. Not only was it an affirmation
which the petitioner was bound by,
but an exemplification was submitted
to the Committee by the counsel for
Petitioner, to which no exception was
taklen. It was made . part of
the evidence and it could not
be struck out of the exemplification,
having been put in by the parties them-
selves, they were bound by it ; but they
nOt Only now sought to strike it out, but
they sought to charge this man with a
nIew offence, a shocking offence utterly
'IConsistent with and wholly different
fron that with which he was charged in
the bill served upon him. Therefore I
Say we are not doing justice to that man ;
We are not protecting his rights and the
honor of himself and his wife and chil-
dren, as we are bound by law to do. and
as a court of law would have done. The
hon.member from Barrie says that the
exemplification was not properly put in ;
if So, the objection should have been
rnade at the time in the Committee ; but
it Was allowed to go into the evidence
and to be incorporated in the report.
We find here the certificate of the clerk
Of the court, with the seal of the court,
and the Chief Justice identifies the clerk
as being the properly authorized officer
Of that court. Therefore, I say you can-
not by any possibility get over that. I
should be glad to be relieved of my
Oblgations as a judge here in these casesbut we are a court bound and governed
bY the laws and rules applying
to evidence, and feeling my res
Ponsibility as a member of this High
Court, I can take no other position than

that which I have maintained in this case
throughout. What I contended before,
and what I contend now is this : that
that divorce is clear and absolute; as
there is nothing to show that it was
obtained improperly ; that all the rules
were conplied with, and that it is a
divorce relieving both parties. Therefore
there has been no violation of the law.
The divorce was obtained on the ground
of desertion. Was that denied ? On
the contrary it is admitted. If it had
been shown that there had been no de-
sertion the Committee might have pro-
perly concluded that there had been
fraud in procuring the divorce in the
United States and might properly have
refused to recognize the decree, but the
desertion is not denied. The divorce is
perfect-just as much so as if the parties
had never come together at all.

HON. MR. GOWAN-Does the hon.
gentleman think that the evidence in
proof of the existence of the decree
would be good at cominon law.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-My hon.
friend knows that we are not dealing
wholly with common law.

HON. MR. GOWAN--Then, if not
under common law, by what statute
would you hold it good ?

HON. MR. KAULBACH-By the
one quoted by the hon. member from
Amherst. The Ontario Statute, similar
in effect to all Provincial Statutes.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-That only ap-
plies to Ontario alone and not to the
Dominion.

Ho-. MR. KAULBACH-Yes, but
they do carry in effect. My hon. friend
having admitted the exemplification put
in by petitioner and it having been put
in our minutes and declared part of the
eviden'ce, my hon. friend, it would seem,
was derelict in his duty for admitting it
at all if he thought as he now contends
that it was not regular.

HON. MR. GOWAN-My hon. friend
knows that it is contained in the evidence,
and that evidence, which is not evidence,
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is really expunged and treated as noth-
ing.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-But it was
not and is not expunged. I would like
to have the opinion of the hon. Leader
of the House on th*s Bill. It was stated
yesterday, in my absence, that as regards
the law under which divorces are obtain-
ed the whole of it, as contained in the
Map and Statute, was not read-that
there were clauses which did not free
the Petitioner from the obligations of
matrimony, and that in order to free
herself she had to go before a Court
and petition for her freedom. That
is not strictly correct but even if it
were that would be better than
allowing fourteen years to pass without
taking steps, although she was aware that
this man was married and living with a
woman who regarded her obligations to
live with the man whom she had taken
in the most solemn and formal manner
possible to be her husband. As I have
already most emphatically stated, the di-
vorce was absolute, and both parties
were made by it as single persons. I
have the following evidence to show that,
in Bouvier's Law Digest:-

" Being a dissolution of the marriage re-
lations, the parties have no longer any of
the rights, nor are subject to any of the
duties, pertaining to that relation. They
are henceforth single persons to all intents
and purposes. It is true that the statutes of
some of the States contain provisions dis-
abling the guilty party fromu narrying
again ; but these are in the nature of penal
regulations, collateral to the divorce, and
which leave the latter in full force."

That is, as far as the separation is con-
cerned, they are perfectly free and there-
fore the petitioner need not ask for a di-
vorce in this court of Parliament. There-
fore, glad as I should be if this Parlia-
ment could say that we are above the
law as laid down in England, and as laid
down by the Supreme Court here, and
by ourselves in former cases, and that
we are able to in these matters to act as
we please, I feel bound by the law, con-
trary to my own sense of its wisdom, to
recognize this divorce obtained in Massa-
chusetts as valid. I am not one of
those who approve of those divorces. I
believe no country should divorce a vin-
culo except for adultery. I look upon

HON. MR. GOWAN.

matrimony as something more binding
and sacred than a civil contract, and I
believe that those sacred ties should not
be dissolved in such an easy manner.
Feeling as I do, and exercising my rights
here, yet as a lawyer and exercising the
duties of a judge as if I had the honor of
being on the Bench, I can
come to no other conclusion
on the evidence and the facts before us
than that this Bill should be defeated.

THE SPEAKER-(descending fron
the Chair)-I feel myself compelled to
take a part in this discussion, being
obliged to vote on questions of this
kind as on all other questions in this
House. I do so with much reluctance.
I conceive that I should be derelict in
my duty if, having some knowledge on
this subject, on which I differ, with much
respect, from some of the legal authorities
in this House, I venture to make some
observations in regard to it. The iatter
has been ably discussed from a legal point
of view, but I think the question which
we have before us in respect to this Bill
turns mainly upon a contention which
may be considered in another aspect,
namely, that we are bound by the deci-
sions of divorce courts in other coun-
tries and in this case by a divorce ob-
tained from a court in the United States.
It was contended-and contended with
a great deal of force and fervor-that
the comity of nations compelled us to
accept any divorce judgment of a
court of any of the several States
of the Union, and to consider a
resident of Canada free from the
obligations of matrimony if one of the
original contracting parties had obtained
a divorce in the United States. It is con-
tended that we are bound to accept
such divorces, without reference to dorni-
icile or jurisdiction, provided they are not
obtained by collusion or fraud, which
probably could not be very easily proven
in a matter such as we have before
us, even if such had occurred-
that we must accept such decisions as
applying to the marital relations of the
whole people of Canada. I cannot give
a silent vote upon a matter affecting so
largely the whole community of which I
am a member, and if I can add anything

.to the information which the House
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Should have upon a subject of this kind,
I know that you will pardon me for of-
fering it. I hold in my hand a Manual
Of the Marriage and Divorce Laws of
the United States, by Charles Noble, a
distinguished legal authority of that
country. It will be found, by referring
to this book, that nearly all the thirty-
eight States in the neighboring Union
have different regulations in respect to
divorce. Some offer greater facilities
than others for dissolving the marriage
tie. Only one, the great state of New
York, refuses to grant divorces for other
causes than those which govern the
decisions of the Senate in granting
divorce cases here. Within the last
twenty years a great number of
States have 'been added to the
AmTerican compact. Each of those
States has the right, under the Federal
Constitution, to decide the status of
its citizens and to legislate upon ques-
tions relating to divorce among other
Subjects. There are frequent conflicts
Of laws between those different States,
Which are ably set forth by Justice
Story and subsequent writers. Mr.
Noble says :-

« The new Stat•s admitted to the Unionduring this period, at least tho3e north of
the former zone of servitude, adopt the

hey of legislating liberally towardsdivorce, and in many older ones, while theattention or those best qualified to regulate
these natters was occupied with other con-
cerns, persona grievances, set forth by
th.ird-class lawyers and a few sentiment-
aIs, otten formed the entering wedge by
phch ystenis of statutory lav were coni-
Pletely changed, witi scarcely any notice
tueantime from the press or leading jurists.
Moreover, the laws adopted during this

riod not only increased in niany instances
the causes for divorce, (and we do not pro-
Pose here or elsewhere divorces for manv
Causes) but by these enactments discretion
Ory Powers were often vested in Courts and

a"certainity and indefiniten'ess arrogated to
temselves the title of law.

ct the termination of the civil war, thecondition of affairs relatincg to tach of thle
topie, under consideration was indeed de-serving of general public attention.'

1ON. MR. KAULBACH-1 do not
like to rise to a question of order but I
Would like to know from my hon. friend
'why we should discuss the policy of the
d.fferent States as to what should be
divorce and what should not ?

THE SPEAKER-I am not discussing
the policy of the different States. It has
been urged in this House that we should
be governed by the laws of these different
States as to the subject of divorce in
Canada.

HON. MR. POWER-Nothing of the
sort.

THE SPEAKER-That is what I have
understood was urged, and I am merely
showing what those laws are in the differ-
ent States and I think it is perfectly
pertinent to the question. The hon.
gentleman has insisted upon it and other
hon. gentlemen in this House have taken
the same view, that the decrees of the
courts of those several states shall be
held to free from the marriage bond
those residing here who have been
divorced by decrees under such laws
whether domiciled within the jurisdic-
tion of the court or not.

HON. MR. DICKEY-That is the
decision of Judge Gwynne.

THE SPEAKER-We should decide
this question for ourselves. In New
York divorce is granted for adultery only.
In New Jersey and Maryland for adultery
and desertion. In California forovoluntary
separation for one year with intent to
desert (and this is the law in eight of the
States); in nine of the States for two
years ; in thirteen of the States for de-
sertion for three years ; in three of the
States desertion for five years is consid-
ered sufficient ground for divorce. In
the State of Tennessee, which is one
of the older States of the Union,
which has a population nearly as large
as that of Ontario, a man is entitled to
get a divorce from his wife if he moves
into that State and she refuses to go into
it with him. Such a divorce my hon.
friends from Lunenburg and Amherst
insist should be recognized as valid in
Canada. In three or four of the States
absence for a certain period, with the
residence of the absentee unknown, is
sufficient to entitle the party to divorce.
The contention of my hon. friend from
Lunenburg may be thus summarized:-

" The authority vested in each State to
regulate the status of its citizens necessarily
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enpowers it to determine that statts which doubted bona fide jurisdiction of the
resuits fronm the marriage contract when ife's person ; and, noreover, -
the iarriage tie is severed as to one partv. cidde
By ex parte divorce the non-resident ceases that a subsequent marriage
to be hiusband and wite because she or lie contracted by the husband rendered
has no lusband or wite, as the case inay be. him guilty of bigamy ; although re-

" It therefore follows that it is sufficient cognizing the general right of States
for tre validity of a divorce that one of the
parties only te In good taith domicil e ua the sat of ts oWfl
vithin the jurisdiction of the court which t
pronounces the decree or judgmnent and that speed and facility" of judicial proceed
the summons or citation need not be served ings should yield to the other in these
personally on the defendant. cascs, and that the undoubted law in the

"Tiese are in substance the view- adopted State of New York is that foreign divor
froni lime to tinie by the courts ot at least
nine States, and somue have gone so far a ces ýVill be recognized only when granted
to assert that in the absence of fraud, etc., a by courts having jurisdiction, of both
divorce, valid where gram.ed. is everywhlere parties and subject matter.
vaid." On the who.e; then, it is obtrusivelY

Now that is the contention of my hon. patent, as the New York Court of Appeal
friend. designed to make it, that even apart

from the question of jurisdiction, whic>
HoN. MR. KAULBACH-Yes, that is always open, a divorce valid where

is it. granted is fot valid eveïywhere...
The rernedy suggested is an ultiniate

THE SPEAKER-My hon.friend from adjudicature by the United States Su
Amherst has cited the decision of the preme Court where the most important
Court in the State of New York as being points in controversy could be decided.
applicable to this case. He has cited h is, however, the office of that court,
the authroity of the Bench there, and I as weil as of ail courts, in theory, to de-
propose to give him one of the judg- clare rather than to make the law, and
ments of that court which I think will the remedy, even if applied to its fullest
show him that it is not altogether certain extent, would be merely partial, and
that the State of New York considers a would by no means reform existing State
divorce in another State valid. laws.

0 The writer of the work to which I have
HON. MF. DICKEY-I do not wish referredsaysthatattemptshave been made

to be misrepresented. I did not cite any to obtain decisions by the United States
American authorities at all. I merely Courts on the principal points, in order,
cited the opinions of Judge Gwynne. if possible, to provide a uniform law in

such cases, but he says even that wouId
THE SPEAKER-The hon. gentle- not be satisfactory, because the cases

man spoke of cases in New York. are varying-every case must stand by
itself ; but he says distinctly that the

HoN. MR. DICKEY-I spoke of di- confiict between States rights and the
vorce in New York, not of any decision rights of the United States will prevert
of a court of the State of New York. any legisiation by Congress on the sub

ject, and if we accept the dictum- of
THE SPEAKER-In at least one case, those gentlemen who have laid it down

however, this doctrine has been most em- that we must bc bound by the decis
phatically and unequivocally denied. In ions of the courts of any of the States of
the case referred to, decided by the Court the Union on divorce cases, we must
of Appeals of the State of New York, logically accept the dictum that
1879, People vs. Eaker 76, New York, we must be bound hv the laws in
78, Folger J., delivered the opin- regard to divorce of ail those States-not
ion that a citizen of the State of New of any particular one. We cannot
York is not released by an ex parte di- accept one because its laws are
vorce obtained by a wife in Ohio,although more like ours than the laWS
the parties were married there and the of the others. We must take the wbole
court granting the divorce had an un- of them, iocluding the Tennessee At,

THE SPEAKER.
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Which allows divorce if the wife refuses
to follow her husband to that State.
lfaving some regard for the sanctity of
the Marriage tie for which my hon.
friend from Lunenburg professes such
great respect-respect which he no
do.ubt feels-I shall never consent by my
Voice or my vote to the acceptance of
ariY Such doctrine. I think it would be
SlITPly a monstrous thing if we should
advertise to the people of Canada that
the Senate have signified that it will
accept as a valid divorce such a case as
the one obtained in Massachusetts to

hich my hon. friend refers, and which
1s low before us, and by consequence
any other, no matter how trivial the
eounds upon which it was granted.
'his book is filled with startling
statements in respect to the working of
the divorce laws in the United States.They are a crying evil there. They are

tht accepted by the leading minds of
at country as being conducive to

PlIblic morals nor as so desirable as the
gentlemen who think we should adopt
th2 and make them part of our law,
believe them to be. The writer says :

The new States adrnitted to the
lo between 1830 and 1865 - at

tast those north of the former -
ate of servitude, adopted a policy of legis-

lg liberally towards divorce, and in
th' older Statee, while the attention ofoe best qualified to regulate these matterswafs OCcupied with other concerns. Personal

evances, set forth by third-class lawyers
aenter few senti mentaliits, often formed the

ela w edge by wh svstems of statuto y
S ere coipletelv changed with scarcelv

iY notice neantinie fromn the press or lea<-
rt1g Juriste. An instance of such change4' be found in a statute passed by the New9rk8tate Legislature in 1879 which per-
""'ed One divorce f'or asiultery (the only
Cre for divorce in that State), to re-marry
hgan after five vears on proof of good be-
avior. This faw, it is stated on good
ture b rity, vas lobbied through the Legisia-

a divorced husband for the purpose
e li Ifhore rto contract another mar-

tb~Moreover, the Jaws adopied during
taerod not onlv increased, in many in
eactes, the causesfor divorce, but by these

Vestedmcnt8 discretionary powers were often
detfi. Itn courti, and uncertainty and in.*
of iess arrogated to themselves the title
%a . At certain tines during this period
I4. as the case at least in Connecticut,lrana Maine Illinois, Rhode Island and

ho h t marohnna."d
boughtful minds in the United

States, men of the highest position, are
and have been seriously engaged in the
examination and discussion of this ques-
tion. The number of divorces granted
in Connecticut in 1849 was 91 ; in 1860,

310; in 1865, 404. In Massachusetts,
Vermont, Rhode Island, Ohio, and por-
tions of Maine and New Hampshire,
statistics collected since 1865, show an
almost constant increase up to 1878 or
188o, wholly disproportionate to increase
of population. This statement may be
found in the Rev. Dr. Woolsey's able
work on divorce legislation, edition of
1882, page 227 to 245, which may be
commended to those who wish to ascer-
tain the condition of things in regard to
the inarriage and divorte laws of the
several States, as set forth by one of the
first authorities in the Union. In mary
of the States the greatest looseness of
procedure was the rule and not the ex-
ception. The advertisement of the
"specialist " offering to procure divorce
"legally but without scandal or publicity
and without residence on the part of the
applicant," regularly appeared in the
columns of the daily papers of certain
cities, notoriously of Chicago, and it was
well-known that in some States, all that
was usually necessary for procuring
divorce, was a dishonest lawyer and an
accommodating referee.

I trust that in the interest of the well-
being of society the Senate will show in
this case that it emphatically repudiates
any argument that a divorce in a State
of the Union shall be binding upon a
person domiciled in Canada and beyond
the jurisdiction of such State. I re-
gret that I have found it absolutely
necessary not to give a silent vote in this
case, and I have listened with great sur-
prise and with great regret to the
arguments of gertlemen who have
conterded that we were bound by
the Massachussetts law of divorce
and bound it by the comity of nations,
when there is no nation in the case.
Massachusetts is an individual State, a
sovereign State, a State sovereign within
its own borders, but one of the great
union of independent States with which
we have comity only through the Federal
Government. We can only communicate
with the United States as a Government,
and not with any of the separate States.
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But in those 38 States there are at least his reputation. That is one point which
25 or 30 different laws for granting 1 think bas fot been considered. An-
divorce, each one offering greater other one is this: it does fot follow as a
facilities than the other. The Senate matter of course that this Senate shah
undoubtedly has supreme right always grant a divoce where adultery bas
over this question; it was given to been shown. In England divorce is not
us by the British North America granted for adultery on the part of the
Act. While we pay great respect, and husband, unless coupled with sore
must pay great respect to judical deci- aggravating circumstance. According tO
sions, we are a law, in regard to this mat- the evidence of this woman she deserted
ter to ourselves, and I trust as long as her husband, deserted him without an>
we are so we will jealously guard the cause known to the law.
rights of marriage, that most sacred of
our social institutions, and see that they HON. MR. OGILVIE-No.
are not impaired or lowered to a stan-
dard which is adopted in many of the HON. MR. POWER-The evidence iS
States of the Union. there and bon. members can read it.

She did allege that somnetimes he drank,
HON. MR. POWER-Inasmuch as no but this is fot a cause. The man weft

one, as far as I know, in this Senate has for her and got ber to core back; she
undertaken to defend the American sys- deserted him again, and he went a third
tem or to express admiration for the time and asked her to live with him, and
laxity of the laws of divorce of the sev- she would not. Whenthis man found
eral States, I can hardly understand the that his wife would not live with hini,
meaning of the numerous references we that she had deserted him, I want tO
have had to that subject, winding up with know whether the wife did not conduce
the elaborate address of the Speaker. to the adultery, if this man was gulty' of
The question betore this House is not adultery, and is she in a position to cone
the character of the divorce laws in the before this Senate and asked to be
United States, the question is whether divorced? This man, if he has beefi
we shall finally read this Bill for the guilty of adultery at ai, bas been guilty in
reliet of Susan Ash. There are one or consequence ot her desertion and hoW
two reasons, which I think ought to be ca" she ask to have the marriage relations
submitted to the Senate, why this Bill broken up in consequence of that
should not finally pass. In the first adultery of which she bas been essentiallY
place, we are legislating on the rights of the cause. What course was natural tO
a man who lives in Boston, William that man? If he had been a religious
Manton ; and I cannot help feeling that and ascetic man, I presure he would
the Committee of this House have prac- have ived virtuously for the rerainder
ticed something very like a fraud upon of bis life; but as bis wife would not
that man. He was served with a notice live with hlm, I do not think it is to be
of the Bill, second reading form, which wondered at that he should bave sougbt
recognizes in its preamble the fact that the society of some other woman, and
he had been divorced in the State of that is just what he bas done. My bon.
Massachusetts-that he had obtained a friend fror Ottawa said, and I under
decree, and had obtained it regularly, if stood that he was endorsed in that res
we take the words of the preamble in pect by one or two other members of
their ordinary sense. Now the Commit- the House, that this House was a laW
tee, without acquainting Mr. Manton of unto itself in matters of divorce. I hope
the charge, have altered the preamble that in the interest of propriety and
and put it in such a form as to state justice that that is fot the view taken
that he has been guilty of adultery. by the majority of bon. gentleman. JI-
That has been done without any notice der the ruhesoftheHouse we are governed
to him. If he had been notified of the in ail matters not expressly provided for,
alteration in the preamble it is not at aIl by the rues of tbe House of Lords. The
improbable that he would have come House of Lords was a divorce court, and
here to defend bis own cause and protect the rules which governed the House

THE SPEAKER.
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Lords as a divorce court, I presume gov-
ern this House. The practice has been
that the Committees of this House have
been governed by the rules which for-
nerly governed the Committees of the

liotuse of Lords. Those Committees
recognized the rules of evidence and the
r1les of law generally which were in force
'r' other courts in England ; and it has
been the uniform practice since the
establishment of this Confederation that
the divorce committees of this House
were governed by the laws which govern
the other courts of the country as to evi-
dence and otherwise, and I think it
Would be a most undesirable thing if the
theory laid down by the hon. gentleman
rn Ottawa should be carried out, that

We should have no rule and no law to
g0vern any case except the whim or sen-
timnent of the majority of the members
of this House.

It being six o'clock,

. HloN. MR. POWER moved
JOurnmient of the debate.

the ad-

The motion was agreed to.

liON. MR. ALMOIN -This discussionhas been kept up by the lawyers in the
'ouse for the last two days, while the

1aity have been silent listeneTs. They
have spoken one after the other until
We, who want to get at the solid business
of the country, are tired of it, and I
think if we were to adjourn and allow
the lawyers to meet in a private com-
rtittee and talk themselves blind, andthen, when they have done that, to meet
again and go on with the business of the
country, it would be better.

The Senate adjourned at 6:o5 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Iriday, fune 3rd, r87.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3

Prayers and routine proceedings.

BERMUDA & CUBA STEAM SHIP-
PING COMPANY.

PETITION PRESENTED.

HON. MR. ALMON presented the
petition of Joseph Wood, of Halifax, and
others praying to be allowed to present a
petition for an Act of incorporation of
the " Bermuda & Cuba Steam Shipping
Company of Canada," notwithstanding
that the time for presenting petitions had
expired. He explained that the reason
why the petition had not been presented
in time was that some of the petitioners
resided in Bermuda, and there being no
steam communication at present between
Halifax and Bermuda, except by sailing
vessels, or the circuituous and uncertain
route via New York, the necessary docu-
ments had been delayed on the way.
This fact showed the necessity of grant-
ing the prayer of the petition, as it illus-
trated the difficulty of communicating
with the Bermudas.

The petition was received.

ONTARIO & QUEBEC RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, reported Bill (27), "An Act respect-
ing the Ontario & Quebec Railway Co,"
with an amendment.

He said:-There is but one amend-
ment to this Bill, and that seemed nec-
essary from the fact of the point of junc-
tion, under the former Act, between
these two railways being at Ingersoll and
St. Thomas. By this amendment Wood-
stock is declared to be the point of junc-
tion. The amendment is made to avoid
confusion, and does not seem to inter-
fere materially with the Bill.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY
that the report be adopted.

moved

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was then read the third time and
passed.
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RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT
RAILWAY ACT AMENDMENT

BILL.

REPORTED FRON COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, reported Bill (47), "An Act to
amend the Railway Act," with amend-
ments.

He said :-The amendments made in
the first clause are purely verbal-rather
grammatical than otherwise, and do not
affect the clause in any other way.
There is a material amendment made to
the second clause which conferred the
power upon the Government at any time
of making an order upon any company
to adopt this invention, the interlocking
swi4ch ; and the clause has been so
amended as to make it no longer obliga-
tory, but optional on the part of any rail-
way, to apply for that order so as to
enable them to do it and require the
other company which crosses it to do
their part of the work. There is a very
necessary amendment made to the clause
relating to the hurdle gates, although the
amendrnent does not solely apply to that
subject. It relates to gates over farm
crossings, and the amendment arises
from the necessity there was of prescrib-
ing the width of those gates, as there was
no legislation on the subject ; and the
amendment, as the House will observe,
requires the gates to be of sufficient
width for the purposes for which they
were intended. The most material
arnendmnent in the Bill is the last one,
referred to there as clause "A," which
repeals sub-section 2 of section ioo of
the Railway Act. That sub-section is
the one which has given rise to consider-
able discussion already in this Hcuse,
and to considerable thought on the part
of the Committee to whom the Bill was
referred for several days past, and the
result is that the Committee, after
considering several amendments which
were submitted to them with a view of
making the clause plain, concluded that
the decisions of the Courts in Ontario,
up to a very recent period and subse-
quent to the enactment of that clause,
have made the law so clear as to the
compensation that should be given that
there is no necessity for the clause

itself. The construction given to it
by the Courts in England had made it a
very inconvenient clause and one that
should not be in our legislation. We
therefore proposed that the simple way
to deal with it was to eliminate the sub-
section altogether and leave the law as it
stood before under the decisions of the
Court, and that law, it is considered,
affords a sufficient guarantee to owners
of property to be acquired for railway
purposes, where they have buildings upon
it, that they will be protected in every
way in their rights. The amendment tO
the preamble was necessary, stating the
chapter of the Revised Statutes of the
Railway Act and several particulars as
mentioned.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was ordered for third reading on
Tuesday next.

INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRST READING.

Hox. MR. ABBOTT introduced Bill
(L) "An Act to amend the Indian Act."

He said :-The object of this Bill is
to make some provision as to the details
of the administration of Indian affairs.
They are all of a minor, but necessary,
character, and are intended rather to
correct inadvertencies or to supply slight
defects in the original Bill than to sug-
gest any new principle or to make any
change of importance.

The Bill was read the first time.

THE ASH DIVORCE BILL.

THIRD READING.

The Order for the Day being called,
" Resuning the adjourned debate on the

Hon. Mr. Ogilvie's motion for third read'ng
of Bill (B) for the relief of Susan Ash,"

HON. MR. POWER said-I have
troubled the House often enough and
long enough about this matter, and I an'
not going to trouble it much further.
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T ere is just one point to which I wish
Particularly to call attention of the hon.
Leader of the Government before he
gives his opinion on the question, as I
hope he will do this afternoon ; that is
that the observations which have been
nliade with respect to the divorce laws of
the United States, as to the shortness of
residence in that country-a subject
Which has been spoken of a good deal-
do not apply in this case. In this inst-
atce the party who got the divorce had
been domiciled in the United States for
a niumber of years, and has continued to
live there, so that there is no question of

na ;des at ail. His proceedings appear
tO have been taken in perfectly good
faith.

I said I hoped that the hon.
Leader of the Government in this House
NOuld give us his opinion on the ques-
tions which have been raised in connec-
tion with this Bill. As hon. gentlemen
are aware, these questions are of a very
serious character indeed, and the deci-
ston which the House comes to upon
this ieasure will probably be looked
uPon as establishing a precedent which
Will govern the conduct of committees
and of the House in dealing with future
divorce Bills. I am glad, as a member
of the House, that we have as our Leader
a gentleman who is so specially qualifiedo give an opinion upon the points which
are raised in connection with this Bill,
I do nlot suppose that I an exagerating
When I say that the hon. gentleman
stands at the very head of his profession
ain the Province from which he comes,
ald that there is hardly any one in the
borninion better qualified to give an
OPfinion on a question of this sort
than he. As the Government have
been Wise enough to place a gentleman
'vith his qualifications at the head of
this louse, the Senate is entitled to get
the benefit of their wise conduct in plac-
lng him here. There are not a great
tfany acts of the Government of which I
can conscientious]y approve, but of their
choice of leader for this House-seeing
that they deemed it well to go outside of
the Senate-I do most heartily approve.

am sure that every member of the
louse, except perhaps the hon. gentle-
ttIan himself is most desirous that his
OPinion on this question should be stated.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon friend
quite overpowers me by the compliments
he pays me, and creates a certain diffi-
culty and diffidence in stating my opin-
ion, because I profess no such infallibil-
ity in my legal opinions as the hon. gent-
leman accords to me. Still I am not
sorry to have an opportunity of stating
what my views are on this question ; and
I may say that in the conclusion which
I have reached about it, my hon. friend,
the Minister of Justice, entirely concurs.
I have not had time to discuss with
him the reasoning by which he arrived
at these conclusions, but his are the
same as mine. The reasons which I shall
give, therefore, shall be my own reasons ;
the conclusions we both concur in, and
probably also in the reasoning. There
is no doubt whatever that the main ques-
tion raised in this case is one of immense
importance in this country. Our social
fabric almost depends upon it, consider-
ing the position we hold towards our
neighbors, and the extraordinary differ-
ence between their law and ours respect-
ing marriage and divorce: and it is a
subject which cannot be approached, I
think, with the confidence that some of
my hon. friends opposite have shown in
dealing with it. The subject is one of
great difficulty ; it is one on wNhich the
most eminent jurists of England, Scot-
land, France and America have been
divided, and it is one in which there is,
according to my view, only one proposition
on which they aIl appear to agree-that is,
the one arising in a case like the present.
I might just glance at the facts so that we
may see exactly on what ground we
stand. As respects the procedure and
the nature of the evidence, I do not pro-
pose to offer any observations. My hon.
friend from Barrie and othei s have treated
that, and I think there is a great deal of
force in what they have said on the
subject, but I do not propose to go into
those details ; I wish simply to deal with
this question in so far as it is a question
of public interest and public law. The
proposition contençled for by those who
insist that this divorce is valid is, that in-
asmuch as there has been a judgment of
a court-a competent court in the place
where it was rendered-we must accept
that judgment as binding upon us, as
declaratory of the dissolution of this
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marriage, as effectually dissolving this
marriage. Now there is a great distinc-
tion to be taken between an argument of
that kind addressed to a court of justice,
and an argument of that kind addressed
to a tribunal like this. This House is,
in this instance, acting not only in a
quasi judicial capacity, but it is acting in
a legislative capacity as well, and in de-
termining to pass this Bill this House
will decide in its legislative capacity that
this marriage is dissolved. The effect of
a judgment of a court in one country
upon the judgment of a court in another,
depends upon the comity between
nations, and on this principle, that as
both nations, being Christian nations and
civilized nations, have determined to
treat the subject matter of a judgment as
a fit matter for discussion, inquiry and
decision by their courts, then, out of, as it
were, international courtesy, they treat
the judgment of the court of another
country upon that subject-the jurisdic-
tion over which is common to the courts
of both countries-as entitled to consi-
deration and weight ; and they give it by
courtesy that consideration and weight
involved in regarding it as prima facie,
a correct judgment. That proposition,
however, does not seem to me to apply
to a case where one of those countries
bas not relegated the subject matter of
the judgment to the courts-where, in
one of those countries the courts have
no jurisdiction over it. Wbere, therefore,
the subject of the judgment is not a mat-
ter, the jurisdiction over which is
common to the courts of both countries ;
the courts of one country are not called
upon by any rule of courtèsy such as that
arising from the similarity of jurisdiction,
to recognize the validity of the judgment
of its neighbor. We stand in that posi-
tion. We bave not yet recognized the
power of any court to deal with the ques-
tion of divorce. We hold it to be a
matter beyond the jurisdiction of the
courts, while, on the contrary, on the
other side of the line, the matter
of divorce is so much within the
jurisdiction of the courts that,
as His Honor the Speaker bas
shown, there is scarcely any ground of
difference between a man and woman
living together as husband and wife, which
bas not been held sufficient to justify the
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dissolution of marriage. I agree therefore
with the hon. gentleman from Ottawa,that
there is nothing binding in the argument
which claims judgment by a foreign court
that kind of consideration and recogni-
tion in this House for a which that
judgment would have before an ordinarY
tribunal upon a matter, the subject mat-
ter of which was common to both. But
I am disposed to go further than that. If
any confirmation were needed of the view
which I take, it can be found, I think ; but
I will just refer to one authority at thC
risk of tiring the patience of the House.
Perhaps the highest authority which ex-
ists on International law is Dr. Phillimore,
and he draws this very distinction which
I have drawn with regard to the position
of the courts in two countries, both re-
cognizing the jurisdiction of the courts of
each other ovei the subject matter in
question. He says, quoting Lord Stowell,
who is also a high authority on Interna-
tional law:-

" The State ought to permit its judge to
treat the Foreign Law as one of the sources
from which,in the particular case before himi
it is to derive justice. It ought, as Lord
Stowel observes, to mak e it a principle of its
own law to adopt the law of a foreigner.

Neverthelesp, there are exceptional restric-
tions which limit, in a conmmonwealth of
States, the application of this principle of a
Commnon Law ; they grow out of the reason
and nature of the thing. In every State
there are various kinds of laws, the specisa
nature of which is not in harmony with this
principle.

To define the limits of these exceptional
re&trict on- is among the most difficult taeks
which can be imposed upon the jurist.

These exceptional Pestrictions partake of
a political and of a moral and religious
character."

He then proceeds to show what kind.
of cases this reasoning is applicable to.
He says :-

" Christian States have been unanimous
in recognizing, subject to the limitations
and exceptions whioh have been mentioned,
the general principle, that Marriage zele-
brated according to the r.r loci contractuss,
is valid everywhere. But Christian States
have been and are far from unanimous in
recognizing the principle that a dissolution
of the contract pronounced by the tribunal
of one State ie valid in another. Marriage
has beeen said to be a contractjuris gentiunm,
but the dissolution of it bas not been cou-
sidered as jure gentium binding on ail States.

It is, indeed, a question of private right,
but one indisesolubly united with public
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Oer. The religions and moral elements
which are the basis of the marri e contractbring the law relatine to its dissolution

aUder the category of those exceptional
restrictions to the admission of Foreign Law,
which have been mentioned at the outeet of

sthis volume."

Then he goes on to point out just the
distinction I have referred to a moment
%g, as to the change which has taken
Place in the principles applicable to the
vaIlidity of foreign judgments since the
Privilege or power of granting divorce

s vested in the courts. He says :

WC; The fundamemtal policy of England,
ith respect to the question of divorce, ha

?ecently undergone an entire change ; the
bringot which onght, icshould seen, upon

a utnd principles of comity, materially
aff'ect the decisions of er tribunals upon

te validity of Foreign Divorces."

Then he goes on to explain in what
particular this operates, and he argues it
as 1 have done-of course in much better
language-that before the introduction
Of the system of trying divorce by the
Ordinary tribunals, in England. the force
and validity of a foreign divorce was
subject to stronger objections. The
Principle of admitting a foreign judg-
rnent would scarcely then be received as
as law at all, and it was not until the
1Y8tem prevailed in England of leaving

t question of divorce to the courts, that
the extraordinary effect which has since
ben given to decisions of foreign courts
began to be accepted as law in England.
Leaving that question aside, is the judg-

no boefore us a judgment which
'en tnder the present system in England
0%ld be accepted as being binding on

t4 Courts here ? I think so far from
t4s being answered clearly in the affirm-
ative, it must be clearly answered in the
%egtive, and I do not think, among all

e cases I have heard cited in this
ouse, there is one in' which the

Prciple which would be in-
vOlved in holding this Massachusetts
div9Orce valid has been affirmed. These
PatTies were married in Canada. Their

1arriage domicile was in Canada. One,
the lin, went to live in the United
States leaving the other here. He ac-
quired a domicile in the United States,
and there, in the courts of Massachusetts,
he Obtained this divorce, The wife did
rot appear in the divorce court, or sub-

15

ject herself to its jurisdiction in any man-
ner or way what:ver. Now, there are
one or two cases where a judgment iW
a case like that has been held to be in-
valid and of no force or effect before a
British tribunal. There is not, I
venture to say, one case in which
a judgment like that has been heldt
to be binding upon a British tribunal
A few citations from this book of
Dr. Phillimore's will indicate precisely
the views which are held by English jur-
ists on that subject. Perhaps it would
not be amiss if I refer in the first ir-
stance, as we have French law here ii a
large and important section of our Do-
minion, to say that this is the doctrine
held by the most fa mous of the French
juris consults-while they recognize
the va idity of a foreign divorce under its
own law in respect of its own subjects,
they refuse to accept in France the valid-
ity of a foreign judgment with
respect to a person whose marriage
domicile is in France. In Eng-
land precisely the sanie doctrine
I shall state one or two points, taken al-
or very nearly the same doctrine is held.
most at random in order that in this
matter the House may see what has been
the holding of the English courts. Dr.
Phillimore begins by' stating that the
American courts will recognize a foreign
divorce of American subjects, and he
goes on to say that the Scotch courts
hold the same doctrine.

" Divorce, the* say, relates to a matter of
staU, and it is the duty and right ot each
country to decide-without reference to the
le loct contractua, or the domicile, or' the
allegi&nce of the married parties-upon
questions of statu simply as questions
affecting the public welf4re and order." But
he msys, " the Court@ in England have re-
fused to acknowledge the validity of any
sentence of divorce a vinculoq matrimoni
pronounced upon an Eng'ish marriage cele-
rated in England between Englishborn

subjects. "

In a foot note p. 357, he quotes Lord
Lyndhurst in the case of Warrender vs.
Warrender as ' displaying the disgraceful
consequences "of this unseemly conflict
between "the laws of two portions "of
the same Empire.

He says; " It muet be aimitted that the
legal principles and decisions of Eng-
land and Scotland stand in strange anoma-
loue conflict on this important subject. As
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the laws of both now stand, it would appear
that Sir George Warrender may have two
wives ; for having been divorced in Scotland,
he May again marry in that country; he'
may live witlî one wife iii Scotland Most
lawfuilly, and with the other equally lawfully
in England ;.but only bring then acrose the
border, his En glish wife nay proceed
againet him in the English Courte, either
for restitution of conjugal rights, or for
adultery coinmitted against the duties and
obli tions of the marriage solemnized in
England: again, send him to Scotland, and
his cottieh wife may proceed, in the Courts
inScotland, for breacn of the marriage con-
tract entered into with her in that
country.

In rendering judgment in a very recent
case, that of Dolphin vs. Robins, the
doctrine I have been contending for was
reiterated over and over again in different
forms. In that case, the famous case
known as Lolley's case, which was in
favor of the proposition I have been con-
tending for, was held always to have been
in force, and that decision was, the un-
animous opinion of the judges that Lolley
was guilty of bigamy in a case like this,
on the ground that no sentence or act of
any foreign Court or State could
dissolve an English marriage a vinculo
matrimonii, being, " that no sentence
or act of any foreign country or State
could dissolve an English marriage."
Then he goes on to say that Lolley's case
has been frequently acted upon. In
another case it was held'-

"That a Scotch marriage duly celebrated
between a divorced wife and an Englishnan
who was thenceforth doniciled' in England)
did not give to the children of their union
the character of 'lawfully begotten,' so as to
enable them to succeed to property in Eng-
land, for that the Scotch divorce had not
dissolved the English marriage. The com-
mendator concludes:-Again in another
case, the Petitioner had her domicile in
England and niarried there. She afterwards
resided for tyo and a-half years, in one of
the United States, and then obtained a
decree dissolving lier inarriage. She then
re-married during her first hushand's life-
time. It was held that the Divorce so
obtained could have no legal.effect upon an
English marriage, and admits ihat under
those circuostances, in view of the intro-
duction of divorce courts, the argument that
divorce is contra bonos mores, which was
formerly a strong one against the validity of
toreign divorces cannot now, be righteously
advanced in England."

I think these citations, (and I will not
detain the House by reading a large
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nurnber of them,) would seem to indicate
hat the proposition is held a valid pro-
position in England, that English people,
married in England, having their marriage
Jomicile in England, and getting
divorced in a foreign country, will not be
regarded in England as being lawfully
divorced by the judgment of that foreign
country, even since the introduction of
the system of trying such matters by
judges. But without going so far as
England for our jurisprudence, we have
here in Canada a judgment which was
cited, to my surprise, by an hon. gentle-
man opposite, as establishing the fact
that this judgment was valid. I speak
of the case of Stevens and Fisk. That is
a case in which the parties were married
in the State of New York. They had
their marriage domicile there, in addition
to the mere fact of the solemnization of
the marriage. They came over to this
country for a time ; one of them went
back to the State of New York, instituted
a suit there and obtained a divorce, and
the question as to the validity of this
divorce -ame up incidentally in the
courts in Montreal. It was tried finally
there by the Court of Appeal, composed
of five judges, and three of those judges
held that the divorce was. invalid, and
could not be recognized in the Canadian
couris. That judgment was appealed
from- to the Supreme Court, and in the
Supreme Court it was held by a majoritY
of the judges that the divorce was valid.
Thisj udgment was cited as applying to
this present case. Nowi the difference be-
tween those two cases is one recognized
throughout the whole of this jurispru-
dence. The most lax. of the English
cases allow, and I may say the French
also allow, that the judgment rendered
in a court of the marriage domicile, dis-
solving a marriage as between persons in
its own jurisdiction, is a valid judgment
elsewhere, and that is precisely what the
judgment held in this case. The differ-
'ence in the two cases, however, is that
the marriage domicile (which hon. gen-
tlemen know is considered of enormous
importance in judging of the validity of
a divorce) in the case of Stevens and
Fisk, was in the United States, where
the marriage was dissolved. This couple

1 voluntarily submitted themselves to the
marriage laws of the State of New York,
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after having their marriage domicile
there. Under that law their marriage
Was dissolved. In the case before the
Ilouse at this moment, the marriage
domicil. was in Canada, where divorce
18 not a matter subjected to the jurisdic-
tion of the court at all, and not recog-
nized as capable of being pronounced
Upon by the courts at all, except in
an incidental way; while the judgment
Was pronounced in Massachusetts, a
foreign country, having no jurisdiction
Over the wife, she not having acquired
any domicile in Massachusetts. That
Judgment may be a very good judgment,
supposing it to have been regularly ob-
tained, as far as the man is concerned,
but it is not such a judgment so far as the
Wife is concerned, as is sanctioned
by the doctrine laid down in the judg-
rTent in Stevens and Fisk. It is not a
JIdgment that will be recognized in any
Of the courts in England, as I have shown
from the citation from Dr. Phillimore. I
think I can satisfy the House, in a veryfew moments, that the views of the judges
In the Supreme Court rested mainly
Upon those distinctions-upon the dis-
tinetions between that case and this. So
far from this matter being one on which
everybody agrees, and which no lawyer
Will dispute, there were five judges held
that this divorce could not be recognized
as valid in this country, and five judges
who held that it could be so recognized.
It is unnecessary to go into the opinions
Of these five judges who took the broad
ground, because there was no distinction
tfade. As to the five judges who decid-
ed that4t was valid, we perceive that their
JUdgment rested mainly upon- the distinc-
tion. Chief Justice Ritchie describes
that as one of his principal reasons. The
Judgmnent of the other judges is printed
at More length in the Legal News, and I
can cite what they say from there in a more
Intelligible manner. Judge Gwynne des-
cribesthe facts as I have described them,
that the marriage took place in the State
Of New York. "By the law of the State
Of New York," he says, "it was competent
for the plaintiff to institute the said suit,etc.'' Then he describes the procedure.
lie quotes the same authorities which my
hO. friend from Amherst quoted yester-
day, none of which are applicable to this
cRe, because they differ in respect of the
uarriage domicile. He says :-

"A fortiori, as it appears to me, should
the decree of the Supreme : Court of the
State of New York between the parties to
the present suit be, upon the principle of
the comity of nations, recognised as valid in
the Courts of the Provinces of this Domin-
ion, for the marriage betweei the plaintiff
and the defendant was, in the striotest sense,
a New York State marriage. Both parties
thereto were natural born citizens of the
United States, and domiciled at the time of
the marriage in the State of New York,
which was also the domicile of origin of the
plaintiff and in which she was resident at
the time of ber filing ber petition for divorce
and dissolution of marriage in the Supreme
Court of the State, and the defendant,
though at the time of the presentation of
such petition, domiciled in the Province of
Quebec, was personally served with the pro-
cess issued out of the said Su preme Court in
th'e said suit, and appeared thereto abso-
lutely by an attorney of that court for that
purpose duly authorized by the defendant.
We may, and in a cas- of this kind, I think
should, reter to te decisions of the Courts
of the United States.

" There is no suggestion of the decree
having been obtained by collusion or fraud,
and the parties to that suit having been
born natural citizens of the United Btates,
and domiciled in the State of New York at
the time of the marriage, and married under
the law of that State, the marnage muet be
held to have been a New York Btate mar-
iage, and the parties must be held to have

become upon the marriage subject to the
law of the State of New York relating to
divorce by which law it then was, and con-
tinually hitherto has been, provided and en-
acted by statute that a divorce may be de-
creed and that a masrriage may be dis-
solved."

It is quite plain, therefore, so far as
the judge's decision was concerned,
that his mairn reason was that the -Lwo
people with whose case he was dealing,
were in an essentially different position
from the two people whose case we are
discussing here. The authorities he
cites all contain the same 'distinction.
He speaks of the case of Meagher vs.
McAllister, in which Lord Chancellof
Blackburn, in the Irish Court or
Chancery, recognizes the validity of a
decree of dissolution of marriage made
by a Scotch court, at the suit of a
husband for desertion and non-adherence,
in the case of a domiciled Scotchman
married in England, to an Irish woman
who, while she and her husband were
residing in England, deserted him there.
He says :•

"This judgment is quotea with approba-
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tion by the law Lords in the Houae of Lords
in Harvie vs. Farnie, in which case it was
decided that the English courts will
recogaize as valid the decision of a compet-
eut Christian tribunal dissolving a marriage
between a domiciled native in the country
where auch tribunal bas jurisdiction, and an
English woman."

Of course the descent of the parties
was of no consequence; the important
question was their marriage domicile,
which in Farnie and Farnie, appears to
have been within the jurisdiction *of
the Court rendering the judgment. 1,
perhaps, ought to refer to tfie judgments
of the other judges. There are two
judgments reported--they -apparently
rest mainly on the same grounds-the
judgment of Judge Henry and the judg-
ment of Judge Gwynne. Judge F.ournier
concurred, but he did not touch the
question of the divorce. He merely
held that the woman could sue, whether
she was divorced or not. Judge Strong
was of opinion that this divorce,
although between persons married in
New York and divorced there, was not
valid. I do not think there is any object
in my detaining the House longer. If
this were a matter before a court and an
elaborate argument were needed, it
would be easy, probably, to multiply
authorities to almost any extent, but I
think I have said enough to show that
there is no case in the Courts of Eng-
land to which we have special reference
in such matters as these, even since
divorce was made a subject within the
jurisdiction of the courts, wherein they
have recognized the validity of divoroes
in a foreign country over English people
whose marriage domicile was in
England, and there is a broad distinc-
tion taken between them and others, in
many cases in the book to which I have
referred. In the same pages from
which I have quoted there will be
found numerous cases where the fact
that only one of the persons resided
within the foreign jurisdiction is con-
sidered to be a subject of great import-
ance in determining the validity of the
judgment. It has been held so fre-
quently, that it is not necessary to quote
the special authorities for it, that inmatters
of divorcewherethe question of the domi-
cile of the husband and of the wife who
live separately becomes of importance,
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the general principle that the domicile
of the wife is the domicile of the hus-
band is not always accepted. There are
exceptions, in which it is the interest and
right of the wife to claim that she has a
separate domicile from the husband.
This woman never acquired a domicile
in the United States ; her husband alone
acquired domicile there. She never sub-
jected herself to the jurisdiction of the
courts of the United States. She always
remained in the country of her marriage
domicile, and, in my opinion, she is
entitled to the protection of its laws. I
might make one remark on the subject
which has been dilated on to some ex-
tent-that is as to the effect of this judg-
ment on the second wife. I do not
think that it has any effect upon her in
so far as she is a subject of the United
States. I do not know what the laws may
be in the other States, but in Massachu-
setts, it does not affect her or her children
at all; but if it did, the Courts in Eng-
land have not hesitated to declare a man
guilty of bigamy who had married before
his first niarriage was dissolved, in such
a manner as to be held validly dissolved
by English Courts, though valid when
the decree was rendered. There
are others to be considered as well as
the second wife : there is the first wife
to be considered, and if the question
should arise who is to suffer injury by the
passing of this Bill, the decision should
be in favor of the first wife, especially as
in reality the passing of this Act would
really have no legal effect wbatever upol
this marriage in the United States or
upon the status of the children who arc
issue of that marriage. I can only there
fore, say in conclusion, that in my opin-
ion, and in the opinion of my colleague
the Minister of Justice, the judgment Of
divorce in this case is not binding in this
country, and afortiari it cannot be bind-
ing on this House.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Will the
hon. gentleman say whether a wife can
have any legal domicile other than the
domicile of her husband?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I have just re-
marked that there are numbers of deci-
sions in which it has been held, in the
books from which I have been reading,
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that the wife may have a domicile apart
from her husband.

HON. MR. DICKEY-What is the
date of that edition of Phillimore's In-
ternational Law ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The date is
18 74-sixteen years afterthe introduction
of the system of divorce in courts in
England.

ION. MR. DICKEY-I thought so-
thirteen years old. After the clear,
lucid and able exposition of international
law on the subject given by the leader of
the House, having thoroughly sifted it
Out, I for one would be perfectly content
to allow the third reading of this Bill to
be carried on a division.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
Was read the third time and passed on a
<division.

MONTEITH DIVORCE BILL.

SECOND READrNG.

The Order of the Day having been
called :

Second reading Bill (J) for the relief of
ohn Monteith, th at Pe.titioner do attend etthe Bar and be heard by cootisel.

11ON. MR. McKINDSEY presented
the certificate of the Clerk that notice of
the second reading of the Bill had been
Posted in the lobby of the House.

The certificate was read at the table.

RON. MR. McKINDSEY-In this
rSe the Respondent is not in the coun-
try, and the Petitioner does not know
her whereabouts. It is necessary,-there-
fore, to put in affidavits of substitutionary
service: I beg leave to present affidavits

tn several parties showing where the
serice was made.

The affidavits were read at the table.

ION. MR. McKINDSEY moved
That this Honse is satisfied with the roof

*duced of the impossibility of con plying
*bth Rule 76 Of the Senate, requiring per-

sonal service upon the party from whom
divorce is souibt, of the notice of the second
retding, and a copy of'the Bill for the relief
of John'Monteith.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY informed
the House that the Petitioner was at the
bar and eady to be examined and
moved :-

That tie examination of the Petitioner in
this >matter, as well generally as in regard
to any coll»sion or connivance between the
parties to obtain a separation, be for the
present dispensed with, but that it be au
instruction to any Committee to whom the
Bill upon the subjeét may be referred, to
make such examination..

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY moved the
second reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to on a divi.
sion, and the Bill was read the second
time.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY moved-
" That the Bill be referred to a Select

donnittee, composed of the Hoçiorable
Messieurs Gowan, Macdonald (B.C.), Cle-
mow, Vidal, McCallam, KcKay, McClelan,
Read, and the mover, so report thereon with
aIl convenient speed, with power to send for
persono, papers and records, and examine
witnesues on oath, and that all persons sum-
moned to appear before the Senate in this
matter appear betore the said Comnittee,
end that the said Committee have leave to
emplôy a shorthand reporter."

HON. MR. KAULBAC}I-Exception
was taken the other day to a remark of
mine which I made in moving for a
Committee in another case. I asked to
have the name of a gentleman, not of the
legal profession, on the list, and the hon.
member objected to that. His objection
I thought was well taken ; lhe said he was
not a member of the legal profession.
It was so well·taken that it caused a little
amusement to the House ; so much so
that I felt the force of it and had to plead
that it was acaseof necessity, there not be-
ing a sufficient number of legal gentlemen
in the House to form a full Committee.
His remark no doubt was due to some-
thing I had said on a former occasion.
What I had stated on that occasion was
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that the gentleman who led the Senate
some six years ago considered, that, as
far as possible a divorce committee
should be a judicial body and therefore,
as far as possible formed of gentlemen
of the legal profession.

HON. MR. HOWLAN.-They would
never agree.

H,ON. MR. KAULBACH-I am not
discussing that point now. That was not
only the expression of the leader of the
House, bùt it was the consensus of the
House as I understoodd so much so that
in all the committees subsequently se-
lected, particular attention was paid by
the leader of the House in appointing
divorce committees to have them com-
posed as. much as possible of members
of the legal profession. Therefore, in
any remarks I made subsequently on the'
selection of divorce committees,.I had
no intention to detract from the ability
of gentlemen of this House who were
not members of that profession, certainly
not of the gentleman who took exception
to my remark. But now that we have
decided that a divorce committee do*es
riot exercise judicial functions and does
not take iognizance of legal
questions as was formerly done,
I am sure that legal gentlemen
will feel that there is no necessity of
being appointed members of such Con-
mittees, Therefore, I hope thát in future
I shall be relieved from taking any part
in those Committees. It is not a pleas-
ant duty at. any time, and now, since it
is understood that legal points are not
involved sin the consideration of these
Bills, the services of lawyers on these
Committees can be dispensed with.. I
find in the London World of May ioth,
an article on the Dillon case, in which
are quoted Gladstone's remarks on the
Bradlaugh case, which was a semi-judi-
cial inquiry-

HoN. MR. ODELL-It was not a
divorce case.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-It was
like a divorce case, in this sense, that it
was a semi-judicial inquiry-and Glad-
stone said :-

" Such a body was absolutely incompetent
for the diecharge of judicial functions. it
had neither the knowledge, the training, the
powers nor the judicial teniper fitting t for
such a work-the ascertainnient of a ques-
tion of Parliamentary right."

I thought that Gladstone's remark on
that occasion would apply to the case
before us, but now that these divorce
cases are deprived largely of their judi-
cial character, in future (at least I can
speak for myself, I do not know what
other legal gentlemen think), lawyers
will be. unnecessary on divorce Corn-
mittees.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-The legal pro-
fession are all going on strike.

HON. MR. McKINI)SEY-I do not
know whether the, hon. gentleman has
risen to make an objection to the Corn-
mittee.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I have
made no objection to the Committe, but
considering what took place the other
day I thought it proper to make these
remarks.

HON. MR. READ-As the hon. gen-
tleman has made some reference to my-
self, perhaps it would be as well for me
to have something to say on the subject.
Some three years ago four out of the six
divorce cases brought before this House
were placed in my hands, and it was
my duty frequently to consult the Leader
of the House in connection with them.
He never expressed to me that it was
necessary that the Committee should be
composed of lawyers; what he said was
that it would be well to have a gentle-
man of the legal professiQn as chairman
in order that the evidence might be
taken in proper form. When the hon.
gentleman frorp Lunenburg stated a few
days ago that he thought these commit-
tees should be composed of lawyers, and
then asked me to be a inember of one
of those committees, I thought it was
time for me to object on his own reason-
ing on the matter.

The motion was agreed to.
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PREE PASSES ON RAILWAYS
BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The Order of the Day having been
Called-" Conveyance of legislators and
judges free of charge over railways bill,"

. ON. MR. McINNES moved that the
Order of the Day be discharged, and
that the said Bill be fixed for second
reading on Thursday next.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I must ask the
Leader of the HIouse, whose duty it is,

a ý1pprehend, to keep a sort of super-
VNMn over everything that concerns the
honor and dignity of this House, whether
his attention has been called to this Bill
vWhich was brought in a fortnight ago,
which a week ago was fixed for second
reading, and which is now postponed for
another week ? I should like to know
whether it is consistent with the charac-
ter of this House, and conducive to the
Ulterest of the Senate, that such a Bill
should appear on our order paper and be
continued from day to day and week to
week, and whether it ought-not in some
Way or other to dispose of it.

HON. MR. ALMON-I beg leave to
mo'1 ve that this Bill be not read the
second time on Thursday next, but that
it be read this day three months.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I think the pro-
Position of my hon. friend had better be
allowed to go, and I trust that before
next Thursday his better judgment may
ead him to reconsider the matter and

Withdraw the Bill.

ION. MR. ABBOTT-I was aboutto Say very much what mv hon. friend
OPPosite has stated. In point of fact, I
nOtified my hon. friend, when the Bill
waS introduced, that I thought it open
to very grave objection-that it was not
comupetent for this House to take cogniz-
ance of it That objection I propose to
Make when he moves the second read-
îf8g. So far, I do not think that the
PoStponments have been very extraordin-
ary. I do not think we ought to apply
a very stringent rule to hon. gentlemen

who wish to have their measures post-
poned for a few days, but of course I do
think there should be an end to it,
especially as -the terms of the Bill itself,
perhaps, somewhat reflect upon the
House. I fancy the House desires no
such accommodation as this Bill would
give them. Perhaps my hon. friend will
proceed with the Bill next Thursday,
when I shall make my objection one
way or the other.

HON. MR. ALMON-If I am in
order I shall insist upon my motion be-
ing put. If I am not in order I shall
withdraw it.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The amendment
is not in order.

FION. MR. ALMON-It is a pity that
it is not.

HoN MR. McINNES-The reason
wby I have asked that the order be dis-
charged and placed on the order paper
for. next Thursday is simply to meet the
objection raised by the leader of this
House when the Bill was introduced-
whether it is within the jurisdiction of
this House to deal with a measure of this
nature-and I have taken some legal ad-
vice on the matter and am looking up
authorities. It is in order to satisfy my-
self that it is within the jurisdiction of
this House that I ask to have it put off,
and for no other purpose. I arm really
very much surprised at the strictures
made on this Bill by the hon. member
from Amherst. I do rat think I am in
the habit of putting off orders more chan
other members of this House. I have
simply followed the usual custom in such
cases in asking that the Bill be allowed
to stand until Thursday next.

The motion was agreed to.

ALBERTA & ATHABASCA RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. McCALLUM moved the
second reading of Bill (59) "An Act to
amend the Act incorporating the Alberta
& Athabasca Railway Company.
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He said-This is merely an amending
Act to enable this Company to negotiate
land grant bonds. An Order-in-Council
was passed granting them land to enable
them to construct the rôad and this is
merely for the purpose of issuing bonds.

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

MANUFACTURERS' LIFE INSU-
RANCE COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY moved the
second reading of Bill (29), "An Act to
incorparate the Manufacturers' Life In-
surance Company."

He said :-This is a Bill for the incor-
poration of a company to carry on the
business ot Life Insurance in the City of
Toronto. It does not differ from the
ordinary Insurance Bill. The capital
stock is $2,ooo,ooo, divided into shares
of $roo each. I may say that when
this Bill was introduced in the House of
Commons it was incorporated with an-
other Bill. The title at that time was
"An Act to incorporate the Manufactur-
ers' Life and Accident Insurance Com-
pany." In the committee of the whole
of that House the portion relating to
accidents was eliminated, and no doubt
another Bill for that purpose will be
brought in. There is nothing that I
know of to interfere with its passage in
this House.

HON. MR. IeAULBACH-I would
ask whether the* shareholders, or the
policy holders, will be confined to man-
ufacturers ?

HoN. MR. McKINDSEY-No, it is
general.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I do not
wish to make an objection now, but
it seems io me, after the explanation we
have heard, that the Bill has a singu
lar title-one which does not appear to
indicate the character of the Company.

GODERICH & CANADIAN PACI-
FIC JUNCTION RAILWAY

COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING

HON. MR. McCALLUM moved the
second reading of Bill (24) "An Act to
incorporate the Goderich & Canadian
Pacific Junction Railway Company."

He said-,-This is a Bill to incorporate
a company to build a railway from the
town of Wingham, in the County of
Huron, to the town of Goderich in the
saie County, a 4istace of about 35
miles. The road will pass tbrough a very
fine country.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read thp second tire.

The Senate adjourned at 5:î5 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, MondayJune 6th, 1887.

THE SPFAKER took the Chair at
3 p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills, reported from the
Committee on Banking and Commerce
without amendment, were read the third
time and passed:-

Bill (I), "An Act to enable the Can-
ada Permanent Loan and Savings Co. tW
extend their business, and for other
purposes." (Mr. Gowan.)

Bill (29), "An Act to incorporate the
Manufacturers' Life Insurace Co."
(Mr. McKindsey.)

THE BEVERIDGE AND TIB-
BET CLAIMS.

FIRST REPORT OF COMMITTEE PRESENTED.

The motion was agreed to, and the HON. MR. READ, frcm the select
Bill was read the second time. Committee to enquire into the action

HON. MR. McCALLUM.
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taken by the Government in respect to
Certain payments alleged to devolve on
the Dominion Government to the Hon.
Mtr. Beveridge, Mr. Tibbet and others,
presented their first report.

HON. MR. GLASIER moved
That the reference to the Select Com-

ruittee of this Honorable House to which
*as referred the case of Tibbet, Beveridge
and thers-on which a preliminary report
!M Mnade this day-be extended to inqure
"'to and report upon any facte deemed ne-
eesary to bring the case fairly before the

ouse, and the groundet upon whioh it is
elained that interest should be paid upon
the amount which the said Committee re-
aSlrms to have been due since the 12th day
Of November, 1856.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I would ask
Iy hon. friend to allow this to -stand
'er intil to-morrow to give an opportu-
itv for considerirg the Report of the

ComAmittee.

The Report was allowed to stand.

40N4TEITH DIVORCE BILL

ýXORT OF THE COMMITTEE PRESENTED.

HON. MR. GOWAN, from the Select
CoImittee to whom was referred the
lâll for the relief of John Monteith,
Presented their first Report, with the
O'idence taken before the Committee
and the vouchers. He said: A few
changes have been made in the preamble
Of the Bill, chiefly of a verbal character.
Under these circumstances I move that
the Report be considered to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

1ÎARBORS OF VANCOUVER AND
ENGLISH BAY.

INQUIRY.

ItON. IR. McINNES (B. C.) in-

.*as the Government granted to the Cana-
in Pacifne Railway Company the Fore-

e or portion of the oreshore of the
rbor o( Vancouveror English .Bay, or

e excluive right to build wharves thereon?
10 vhen was the grant made, and what

e i of the Foreshore given away to
eCaun.. '>an.ilie Railway Company'?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Correspond-
ence is now in progress between the
Government of Great Britain, the Do-.
minion Government, and the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company in regard tu
that matter.

NEW PUBLIC BUILDINGS
AT OTTAWA.

INQUIRY.

HON. Mk. TRUDEL inquired
What were the conditions which were

specified in the requests for tenders, but not
included in the tenders of the lowest tender,
er, and to which allusion is made in the
fifth reply made by the Honorable the lead-
er of the Government to the questions put
by the HQnorsble AIr. Trudel on 20th May
lat ?

2nd. What were the reasons for which
the lowest tenderer declined to accept the
contract, as alleged in the fourth answar of
the Honorable the leader of the Govern-
nient to the said questions?

He said : In order to call the attan-
tion of the House to the appropriateness
of this question, I will refer hon. gentle-
men to the. answers given by the Gov-
ernment to the question put by me on
the occasion above referred to, relating
to the New Public Buildings in course
of erection on Wellington Street, Ottawa.
The leader of the louse on. that occas-
ion gave several answers concerning
those buildings, and amongst others said
that tenders had been called for; that
the eontract was not awarded to the
lowest tender, and that the difference
between the price of the contract and
the lowest tender was $17,o25. It was
added, on behalf of the Government,
that the lowest tender had been with-
drawn, and that it did not include some
conditions which were called for and
therefore it formed no criterion of the
value of the work. It is well known
that, in tendering for works of this char-
acter, a deposit of money must accom-
pany the tender. If my information is
correct, when the lowest tenderer with-
drew, his deposit was remitted· to him.
I think it is in the interest of the public
that the reason for this withdrawal
should be made known. It may be
thought, at first sight, that $17,000 is
not a very large sum; but when we con.
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sider the amount of the contract it will
seem an immense difference. Tenders
•were called for the frame work to sustain
the roof of this building, and on this
small part of the work there was a differ-
ence between the lowest tender and the
one that received the contract. The
lowest tenderer was a man who deals in

on roofing, and is well acquainted with
that business; while the man to whom
the contract was awarded is not known
as a person having any experience in
that business. It seems to me necessary,
therefore, that we should go a little
further, and that the Government should
be asked what the conditions were
which were specified in the tenders
as called for and which were not
included in the lowest tender. The
better course might have been to move
for papers, but I thought it was better
first to obtain the information, on a mere
question and thus to save expense.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
has very clearly shown that the questions
he is now putting are the logical sequence
of the questions he put the other day.
Of course the Government are happy
to give any information in their power,
and are,,I think, in a position to answer
those questions as fully as the hon.
gentleman will require. The first
question is:-

What were the conditions which were
specified in the requests for tenders, bt -not
included in t'e tenders of the lowest
tenderer, and to which allusion is made in
the fifth reply made by the Honorable the
leader of the Government to the questions
put by the Honorable Mr. Trudel, on 20th
May last ?

portions of the brickwork, eut stone or ma*
sonry or other work or .any material that
may be on the site, muet be made good at
the expense of the Contractor to the satisfac-
tion of the Minister of Public Works or any
person delegated by him.

Great care must be taken in placing the
iron work in position, as the Contractor will
be held responsible for any damage whatso-
ever or interference with other Contractors
conspquent upon its erection, and will have
to make good all damage to the satisfaction
of the Minister of Publie Works or any per-
son delegated by him.

When asked if they would sign the
contract, Messrs., Rousseau & Mather
declined as per following copy of their
letter, viz

OTTWA, Il Aug., 1886.
"A. Gobeil, Esq.,

Sec. of Public Works.
Sir:-

" By reference to 'he specification, and
after seeing Mr. Charlebois, the contractor
for the New Departmental Building,we have
come to the conclusion that we could not
execute the work tendered for by us without
interference with Mr. Charlebois,and that we
wouTd have to pay such a remuneration as
would prevent us from fulfiling satisfactorilY
the contract, and under these circumstances
we prefer before any decision is arrived at
by the Government to beg leave to withdraw
our tender and the accepte< check accorn-
panying the same.

" Your obedient servants,
"(Signed,) Rousst.u & MÂTaa."

The secQnd question is
"What were the reasons for which the

owest tenderer declined to accept the co-
tract, as alleged in the fourth answer of the
Honorable the leader of the Covernment tO
the said questions ?"

The reasons are contaned in the letter
which I have just read to the House.

The conditions were as per following HISTORY AND RESOURCES OF
extracts from the specification, viz:- CANADA.

The Contractor· shall find, at hi own
expense, the piling ground which may be
required for storing the roof materials, fron
their delivery until Euch time as he will be
notified to begin the work of erection and
during the progress of the work.

Messrs. Rousseau and Mather stated
that they had not included this in their
tender.

As regards the delivery and placing in
position all the iron and other work, scaffold-
ing,&c., any damage that may occur thereby
an also any damage from whatever cause
during the progress of the erection of any

HON. MR. TRUDEL

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE inquired,
" Whetber it is the intention of the Gov'

ernment to have printed a French edition of
the Book intituled : ' Colonial and Lon4OD
Exhibition, London, 1886-Canada : its his-
tory, productions and natural resource,,
issued by the Depattment of Agriculture?"

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I was informed
that this book was printed for use at the
London Exhibition and not for circula-
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tion among the people here. Its purpose,
therefore, was attained when the Exhibi-
tiOn terminated, and it is not the inten-
tiOn of the Government to republish the
book here in French.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (i5) "An Act to incorporate the
Ilmperial Trusts Company of Canada."-
(Mr. Ogilvie.)

Bill (45) "An Act furcher to amend
the Act respecting the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company."-(Mr. Merner.)

Bill (43) "An Act to incorporate the
Niagara Falls Bridge Company."-(Mr.
McCallum.)

Bil (39) " An Act to authorize the
Grange Trust (limited) to wind up its
affairs." (Mr. Read.)

Bill (57) "An Act to incorporate tbe
Prescott County Railway Companyý"
(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (35) " An Act to incorporate the
rhn & Canadian Pacific Junction

'?4hay Company." (Mr. Memer.)

Bill (89) " An Act to incorporate the
Soiuth Ontario Pacific Railway Com-
Pany." (Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (M) " An Act to incorporate the
Royal Victoria Hospital." (Mr. .Abbott.)

liAMILTON CENTRAL RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL

FIRST READING.

A message was received from the
OUse of Commons with Bill (38) " An

At to amend the Act to incorporate the
aInfilton, Guelph and Buffalo Railway

COInpany, and to change the name of
the Company to the Hamilton Central
.1ilway Company."

"ON. MR. VIDAL, in the absence of
tr. Sanford, moved that the Bill be read
the second time to-morrow.

liON. MR. POWER-I do not wish
to object to these second readings, but

jder Our rules a day should intervene
bfeen the first and second readings

Of the Bill. I understand that the

Government bills which are on the
Order Paper for to-day will not be pro-
ceeded with, as they have not been
re-printed; and I was going to suggest
that these bills, the second reading of
which is now arranged for, should come
on after these Government measures,
because there are some of them as to
which there il likely to be discussion
and more important business may be
deferred.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-It seems to
me that according ;to the 41st rule of the
House bills must take different stages
on different days.

,Hon. Mr. POWER-And a day must
intervene.

Hon. Mr. KAULBACH-If there is
not some special motion there must be
an intervening day.

Hon. Mr. MILLER-The different
readings of the Bill must take place on
different days, but it is not necessary
that a day shall intervene between the
different readings

ST. GABRIEL LEVEE AND RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

Hon. Mr. OGILVIE moved the third
reading of Bill (12) "An Act to revive
and amend the Act to incorporate the
St. Gabriel Levee & Railway Company."

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Before this
Bill is read the third time, I have an
amendment to offer to the 6th clause to
carry out its intention. That clause
provides that the City of Montreal may
assume this work on paying for it, and
carry it on and finish it upon. getting
power to do so. A portion of it, how-
ever, will lie outside the limits of the
City of Montreal, and therefore they will
require, if they take it over, some of the
powers granted by this Bill, in order to
enable them to make it outside of the
limits of the city. I move that the Bill
be not now read the third time, but that
the following words be added as a rider
to the 6th clause :-" On assuming the
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work the said city shall have the right to,
exercise all the powers of the company
relating thereto."

HON. MR. OGILVIE-Not only am
I satisfied with that addition to the Bill,
but I thank the hon. the Leader of the
Government, for having inserted it: I
think it was necessary. '

The clause was agreed to.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
Bill, as amended, be read the third time.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The order for the day having been
called-second reading Bill (L) The In-
dian Act Amendment Bill-

HoN. MR. ABBOTT said: I regret
to say that this Bill and the three follow.
ing orders have not yet been printed,
and I beg to call the attention of the
Chairman of the Printing Committee to
the fact. These Bills were introduced
on Thursday last and it is now Monday.
They are short bills--two of them very
short-and it seems to me that they
might easily have been got ready for our
work to-day. It is a pity that we should
be stopped at this stage of the session
when we have plenty of time and we
know that we shall presently be required
to hurry ourselves very considerably. I
move that the order of the day be dis,
charged, and that the Bill be read the
second time to-morrow.

HoN. MR. READ-So far as the
Chairman of the Committee is concern-
ed he has done his duty. He has re-
monstrated, through the Secretary, with
the printer, and I think that he bas per-
formed all that he is expected to do.

HoN. MR. ALMON-Stop their pay

HoN. MR. POWER-I was going to
suggest that as the Government have

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

control of the paying of the printers,
they ought to put a little pressure upoI
them.

The motion was agreed to.

SICK AND DISTRESSED MARIN-
ERS BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

The order of the day having heen
called-Second reading of Blil (76), Sick
and Distressed Mariners Amendment
Bill-

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
order of the day be discharged, and that
the Bill be tead the second timâe to-
morrow.

HoN. MR. MILLER-This Bill is
only one of two or three lines. It is a
simple amendment, to which I an sure
there can be no objection. Under the
law, as it at present stands, the Sick
Mariners' Fund is open to American as
well as to English vessels. The object
of this Bill is to confine it to Canadian
and British vessels.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-I cannt see the
slightest objection to the proposai of rny
hon friend if there is anyone present in
the House can state positively that no
change was made in that Bill in the
House of Commons.

HON. MR. MILLER - This Bill
comes from the House of Commons.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-But we nay not
have the Bill in the shape in which it
left the House of Commons. . What we
have before us is the Bill as introduced
in the House of Commons.

HoN. MR. MILLER-The object of
the Bill is simply this : As the law
stands at present, we have what is called
a Sick Mariner's Fund, formed by the
payment of an annual tax upon vessel'
entering our ports during the season.
Vessels that do not pay the tax are not
entitled to have their sick thrown on the
fund. There is now no restriction under
the law, and American vessels have the
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*Irame rights as British vessels. The evil
has, been found, especially among the
fishing vessels, that whenever they have
sick mariners on board, they enter ore

Of.Our harbors, pay the trifling fee re-
quired for the Mariner's Fund, ana that
enables them to throw perhaps two
Or three sick seamen on the fund. By
Paying a fee of $3 or $4, they throw an
expense of $300 or $400 on the fund.
I have often thought that it was an
Objectionable feature of the law, and
have spoken to the Minister of Marine
ed Fisheries about it. I do not think
there can be the slightest doubt as to the
Propriety of the proposed amendment.
JId 1 hop-- there will be no objection to

the second reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I am not in any
ay Opposing the Bill. I think it is

lry necessary and desirable: I was call-
irg attention to the fact that the Bill on
Our table, so far as we know, is not the
Sast i came frornthe House of Com-
ofns. It is the Bill as introduced in

the louse of Commons, and I was
rnertly asking if some hon. gentleman
eOuld tell us whether the Bill was
changed in the House of Commons or
a% Reading the Bill at length at the
tabie will meet ail the difficulties.

. hON. Ma. POWER-I do not think
t"ests al the difficulty. It is true it

'*A very short Bill, but the principle is
ln'POrtant, and naturally if the Bil, even
'fît Wre printed, has not been distributed

e Snid not be discussed this afternooL
bas not been the custom in this House

tO disetss bills which have not been
Pilted as they finally passed the House
« Coinmons, and while I do not express
4nY Opinion on the principle of the Bill
1 dOubt the wisdom of reading it the
scOid time on such very short notice.

is not like a bill which is a mere
rOatter of routine. I do not say that I
differ from the hon. gentleman from
Ykichnond on the question; at the tame

e as there is a very serious principle
'v0olved we had better have the usual
notice before the second reading.

oION. MR, KAULBACH-I think by
%dlIng the Bill at length at the table we

be enabled to understand the

principle of it, and can then pass the
second reading.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-If the Bill is
as stated by the hon. gentleman from
Richmond it is a very important altera-
tion, which I should not like to see made.
Up to a very recent period the fishermen
of both countries were not classed as
seamen, and the custom of the United
States was, as regards American fisher-
men, if they got sick while in foreign
waters, any expense conneted with their
attendance should be borne by the vessel,
irrespective of the Government of that
country. Not long ago an arrangement
was made between the Government of
Great Britain and the Government of the
United States by which fishermen should
be treated as seamen, and shortly after
that it was arranged that American fisher-
men oncoming into our waters, by paying
to the sick Mariner's Fund, should be
treated as American seamen. Under that
arrangement if an American vessel comes
into a Canadian Port and puts John
Jones ashore sick and John Jones pays
hospital dues, he is entitled to go to our
hospitals, but formerly if his ship was a
fishing vessel, and John Jones was put
ashore sick he would not be treated the
same as a seaman from a merchant vessel
It has been the custom of late
years, that the seamen of ail
vessels paying to the marine hospital
fund should be treated the sane.
The arrangement for hospitals and that
kind of thing are made in the intetests
of -hmanity, and fron high notions of
ben'volence, and I do not qite agree
with the idea, after ail that has been
done in the interest of mariners, that a
fisherman who falls ill in pursuance of
his duty as a fisherman should be treated
otherwise than a mariner who gets sick
in doing his duty as a seaman. I have
known a case where a fisherman has
been put ashore with small-pox in the
Maritime Provinces, and some six or
seven hundred dollars were spent in
taking care of him, which the vessel has
had to pay. When we have well
equipped hospitals these is no reason
why a sick seaman should not be sent to
hospital.

HON. MR. MILLER-Did my hon.
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friend understand me to say that the. Act
referred to our own fishermen ? This
Bill does not refer to our own fishermen;
it only refers to foreign fishermen.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Then I say it
is a very bad arrangement. A merchant
vessel, according to our international
agreement, when it pays hospital dues is
entitled to send any of its sick mariners
to our hospitals to be treated as seamen.
Now, il one of our seamen goes to an
American port and falls sick there he is
entitled to be sent to an American hospi-
tal. I do not see any reason why, if the
hospital dues are paid on one side or
the other, the fisherman should not be
admitted to the hospital This difficulty
was remedied by the arrangement be-
tween Great Britain and the United
States and it wouid certainly be a retro-
grade step now to relieve fishermen from
having access to our hospitals. Why
should an American fisherman who pays
hospital dues be treated differently from
our own ?

HON. MR. KAULBACH-There is a
very good reason, and that is that
American fishermen coming to our coast
pay no hospital dues.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-They do.

i HON. MR. KAULBACH-Only when
they. fall sick,.and require to be sent to
hospital. This Act will not apply to our
fishermen, who will have the privilege of
the hospital. It- is only to apply to
foreign vessels exclusively engaged in
the fisheries.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-As there is a
difference of opinion as to the provisions
of this measure, the obvious course is to
allow the second reading to stand over
until we are able to discuss it intelligently.

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

The Bill was ordered for the second
reading to-morrow.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (25), "An Act to amend the Act

HON. MR. MILLER.

to incorporate the Brantford, Waterloo
& Lake Erie Railway Company "-(Mr.
McCallum).

Bill (14), "An Act to incorporate the
Collingwood General and Marine Hos-
pital "-(Mr. Gowan).

MUTILATION OF BOOKS IN THE
LIBRARY.

THE SPEAKER-Before the House
adjourns. I have to communicate to the
Senate, under the direction of the Libra-
ry Committee, the fact that at the last
meeting of the Committee it was reported
by the Librarians that extensive mnutila-
tions had been discovered in the works
in the Library-that there had been
mutilations of valuable records which
cannot be replaced, and it was suggested
that the Speakers of both Houses should
mention the fact to Parliament, and to'
beg members to aid in detecting, if pos-
sible, or at all events in endeavoring to
prevent any such occurrences in the fu-
ture. Of course it is not for a moment
to be supposed that anyone connected
,with Parliament has had anything to do
with such proceedings ; but those mutila-
tions, doubtless, have taken place in the
Library itself ; because no one could cagry
books out of the Library and mutilate
them and bring them back without al-
most. a certainty of detection. In sorne
places 20 pages have been cut out with
a knife, and columns of figures in the
records and public accounts have been
cut by those who handled the books in
order to save the trouble of copying
them. There is a special report int
regard to Nova Scotia matters, by Mr.
Young, which some of our friends from1
Nova Scotia know is one which cannot
be replaced, and that has been exten-
sively mutilated.

HON. MR. SCOTT-That is the re-
port on the fisheries.

THE SPEAKER-The Librarians are
unable to say how those mutilations have
occurred, but I know it is only necessary
to call the attention of Senators to the
fact to stimulate them in every way tO
assist the Librarians in their endeavors
to preserve the reports. Files of news-
papers have also been mutilated, and it
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has been requested or ordered that the
Librarians shall put up notices in the
Library and Reading Room, drawing the
attention of those who frequent the
Library to those facts and stating on the
order of the Committee that if anyone is
detected in making those mutilations that
InOst stringent measures will be taken to
prevent a recurrence of it in the future.

HON. MR. ALMON-What is the
Object of those mutilations ? Is it for
the purpose of mutilation or merely to
save the trouble of copying?

THE SPEAKER-I have not any
idea that it has been done out of want-
Onfess; I fancy that information was
required, and it was more easily obtain-
ed by cutting the book than by copying
it. In some cases columns of figures
have been taken out bodily to save
COPying. One can see if that practice is
COntinued that our records in some re-
apects will be very imperfect, and it will
be impossible to discover it until too
late. If a book is taken into a recess of
the library and mutilated there and put
back on the shelf it is quite impossible
to detect it at the time. I dare say
'When it comes to be known that it has
been discovered and has been comment-

HON. MR. • MILLER-This subject
is not before the House tor the first time
to-day. Hon. members will recollect
that in the Report of the Comnittee on
the Library last year the question was
fully discussed, and I think the report
contained information precisely similar
to that which has just been communi-
cated to us by the Speaker. We caused
the subject to be placed in as conspicu-
ous a forin as possible in the report, and
it was requested that the Chairman, or
the gentleman representing the Chair-
man in either House, should draw the
attention of both Houses of Parliament
to it. I regret to learn, notwithstanding
the course adopted last year by the
Committee, that ground for similar com-
plaint exists now. It is really a most
serious matter, and disgraceful to those
connected with it. The Speaker bas
said that it could not be supposed for a
moment that any member of Parliament
would be guilty of any act ot the sort. I
am sorry to say that I am not without
grounds for belief that members of Par-
liament do not all deserve the good
opinion which his Honor has been kind
enough to accord to them ; therefore
the unfortunate occurrence is much more
deeply to be regretted.

dQ upon by Parliament, that it may HoN. MR TRUDEL-I suppose
lestrain some of those unworthy persons that the officers of our library are alive
ý'h0 have been 'guilty of this vandal- to their duty, but I may remark as a fact
Isrn. that I do not think there is any other

library in the world where such liberty
ION. MR. ALMON-I trust that the is left to almost everybody, to have

Police office and not this body will be access to the book shelves. I have had
the Proper authorities to deal with those several occasions to work in different
Perpetrators if they can be discovered. libraries in Europe, in England, France

and Italy, and I have always been struck
LiON. MR. ABBQTT-I am sure that with the difference which exists in the

'every rember of this House will feel the regulations of those libraries. For
strongest possible abhorrence of an Act instance not only are the public prevented
'o mYean and detestable as defacing the from going to the shelves but they are
books in the library ; and I am sure that not even allowed to go into the compart-
You, Mr. Speaker, as member of the ments where the books are, and the
Library Committee, will be aided by this person who wants a book is presented
"ouse in any steps which may be taken with a catalogue, and he points out to-to Punish the guilty parties. I may also the librarian the work which he wants.
-express to you, I think, the opinion and A seat is assigned to him, and the book
feeing which prevail in this House, that is brought there by the officer, and he is
ary step which the Committee deem not allowed to go out before he is
aecessary to take in order to protect our properly discharged by the officer who
iooks and records will be heartily con- presented him the book, who has an
curred in. opportunity to see whether the book is
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returned in proper order. I am not
prepared to say that such a stringent rule
should be adopted here, especially with
members of both Houses, but I think
the rules of the library should be
changed. I may say that I have been
on several occasions astonished to see
with what facility I obtained not only
permission to take the book with me
from the library, but very valuable books
are sent to all members who ask for
them by mail. Of course it is very
handy for us, but in the meantime it is
very easy to see how far this system is
objectioniable, because when those books
leave the capital it is a great inconveni-
ence to parties who want to consult
them, and cannot fnd them in the
library; and ordinarily when those books
come back they are seldom in the same
condition in which they were when they
left the library. I think that a great
number of the books in the library should
not be allowed to be taken out of it
and the House should make some sug-
gestion on that subject.

HON. MR. WARK.-I have an
instance of this mutilation which is a
very extraordinary one. I went one
day into the library and asked for a
volume of the statutes of New 'Bruns-
wick. I was informed that a Commis-
sion was then sitting in some roo'n
in the building revising the Consolidated
Statutes of the Dominion and had that
book. Shortly afterwards I called again
and found the book en the shelf, returned,
and when I came to turn over the leaves
I found wholesectionscut out of the book,
and of course not only the section was
gone but the opposite page was mutilated.
I have an idea where the mutilation took
place, and I thought it was an extraor-
dinary thing that a book which was
necessary to be found in the library, in
order to save a little writing, should be
mutilated in such a way.

HON. MR. ALMON-I think the hon.
gentleman had a right to notify the police
officers and have the parties who were
guilty of this mutilation sent to the police
office.

The subject then dropped.
The Senate adjourned at 4:35 p.m.

HON. MR. TRUDEL.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 7th lune, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at
3 p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

KINCARDINE & TEESWATER
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY from the Corn-
mittee on Railways and Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (26) " An Act to
incorporate the Kincardine & Teeswater
Railway Company," with amendments.

He said :-The two amendments in
this Bill are of-a very trifling character.
They are the elimination of two of the
names of the ten incorporators. In
printing the Bill the names have been
repeated only with wrong Christian
names. The names of Fairburn and
Scott were repeated, and at the instance
of the promotors they have been struck
out.

The amendments were concurred in
and the Bill was read the third time and
passed.

ALBERTA & ATHABASCA RAIIr
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Corn-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (59), "An Act tO
amend the Act to incorporate the Al-
berta & Athabasca Railway Company,
with amendments.

He said :-I may state with regard to
the amendments to this Bill, the measure
professes to be an Act to amend the
original Act to incorporate the Company.
By that Act the Company were empoW-
ered to borrow some $2o,ooo a mile on
the security of the railway, to give bonds
and mortgages for that amount. They
now ask for additional powers in refer-
ence to the grants of ]and which they are
entitled to take over from the munici-
palities or the Government. They ask
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for power to give security upon those
lands, and to raise, money, as the Act
reads, to the extent only of the bonds, to
the amount of .$2o,ooo a mile; but as
the language is uncertain, whether that
is intended to cover the whole debt, or
only the debt that was created under
these land grant bonds in pursuance of
this Act which we are now considering,
it was thought advisable to make it plain
and make it read that the aggregate
arnount to be borrowed on security of
the railway, as well as the security of
the land grant bonds, should not
amount in the whole to a greater
aUM than $2o,ooo a mile. That
seems to be a reasonable requirement,
iasmuch as the whole expense of build-

Ing a railway would not be much greater
than that, and that is , the amount the
Conmittee has fixed as the limit for this
Purpose. The amendment was accepted
by the promoters of the Bill, and I do
t ot know that there will be any objection
to it.

It was ordered that the amendments
be taken into consideration to-morrow.

GODERICH & CANADIAN PACIFIC
JUNCTION RAILWAY COM-

PANY'S BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

liON. MR. DICKEY from the Com-
Inittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bours reported Bill (24) "An Act to in-
eOrPorate the Goderich and Canadian
Pcific-Junction Railway Company," with
a lendnents.

He said :-I may briefly explain the
alendments to this Bill now, and if it is
thought necessary to discuss them it can
be done afterwards when the Bill comes
"P for concurrence. The first amend-
"lent is to Section io which provided
that as soon as $3o,ooo were subscribed
the Act should go into operation.
We thought that was a very small sum,
as Only ten per cent4 was required to be
Paid upon it, it would therefore only

'quire a payment of $3,ooo, to set the
hole nachinery in motion. We doubled
e anount so as to require $6o,ooo to be

subscribed and ten per cent. paid. As
regards the amount paid, the ten per

16

cent.q, it is required that it, shall be paid
into a chartered baink. There was no
provision for that in the clause as ,it
stood, and it is provided that it shall be
paid in as I have explainedi and that it
shall.not be withdrawn from the bank
except for the purposes of the under-
taking. The amendments to Section -,
are merely verbal,except the principal one
which requires the directors to hold
twenty shares instead of ten, as their
qualification for taking pffice. Clause
16, relates to the paid up stock and we
strike out the latter part of the clause
which gave too extensive powers to the
shareholders to divide amoigst them-
selves this paid up stock, and perþps
deceive the public as to the amount t,hat
was paid up. Therefore we confined it
to its legitimate purpose of paying
engineers, contractors, and for right of
way etc. In clause 20 we struck out
" debentures and other security," for the
reason they had not been referred to
before. The amendments to the 2 Ist
Section apply to the promissory note
clause, and are simply to bring it into
conformity with all our previous legisla-
tion on that subject. To that there was
no objection made by the promoters.
Clauses 26 and 27 are struck out as
being needless under the General Rail--
way Act.

It was ordered that the amendnsents.
be taken into consideration to-morrow.

eUBLICATION OF PUBLIC DOCU-
MENTS IN FRENCH.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE inquired-
Whether the Governnent intend having

publisbed a French edition of the Pamphlet
already distributed in Engisli, intituled:
" Agricultural Colleges and Experinental
Farmn Stations," by rofessor Saunders, F.
R 8.C.?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I have to say
in reply to this question that the Govern-
ment do not propose publishing the entire
pamphlet in French, but that they have
had a synopsis carefully prepared con-
taining the important portions of it, which
will be issued with the bulletin of the
Experimental Farm.
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HON. MR. BELLEROSE-If the
House will allow me, I should like to,
make a remark about the answers
received to-day and yesterday to my
questions. I do not contend, as for a
right, to have these books printed in
French, but that it is in the general
interest of the country to make known to
the world the importance of Canada and
the advantages it presents to immigrants.
I do not see why, therefore, such
a large proportion of the population
hailing from the Province of Quebec
and other portions -of the Dom-
inion speaking the French language
should be. denied the advantage of
having. this information. I' believe it
would be only right to have a synopsis
of those books published for distribution,
not only abroad, but also among the
French population of Canada. I may also
refer to the letters published recently by
English officers who are purchasing horses
in Canada for cavalry abroad. It would
be interesting to the whole country to be
possessed of the information they con-
tain, and I think they should be translat-
ed and printed in the French language.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-With reference
to the volume spoken of yesterday, I
would merely make this remark (tefer-
ring to what I said yesterday) that the
book is not intended for circulation in
the Dominion. It was intended to serve
as a sort of guide to the Exhibition in
London, and I am glad to learn that my
hon. friend does not persist that it should
be printed. With reference to the ques-
tion he has asked to-day, my hon. friend
must have misunderstood my reply, be-
cause I stated that the Government pro-
posed to have a synopsis of that pham-
phlet published in French and distributed
with the bulletin of the Experimental
Farm, With regard to other books, I
beg to assue my hon. friend that my
desire to have them published in French
and circulated in my own Province is
as strong as his and that it is
the practice of the Government.
I will call the attention of the Minister
of Agriculture to my hon. friend's re-
marks, so that there may be no doubt
about precautions being taken in future
towards having such information dissem-
inated in the Province of Quebec.

REMUNERATION OF PULLMAN
CAR CONDUCTORS.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. POWER rose to call atten-
tion to the inadequacy of the remunera-
tion given to the conductors of the
Pullman Cars on the Intercolonial Rail-
way, and to ask whether the Government
propose to increase the said remunera-
tion.

He said :-I know that the matter to
which I propose to call attention is one
apparently of little moment, but still it
strikes me as a case in which justice is
not done to a deserving class. I think
the House will perhaps excuse me if I
occupy its time for some minutes. It is
hardly necessary to lay down a general
principle, which is recognized by
everyone of common i sense, that
the pay which any employee receives
should depend upon the qualifications
which are required of him and the re-
sponsibility which devolves upon him. I
may say here that " conductor " is per-
haps not the technical name of those
officers, because since the Pullman cars,
so called, have passed into the ownership
of the Government, the train conductor
takes up the tickets for the Pullman car
as well as the regular passenger tickets :
otherwise I think there has been no
change made in the duties of the officer
who was formerly known as the Pullman
car conductor. The conductor of the
Pullman car is supposed to have, if not
the manners of a gentleman, at least
something very near them. He is sup-
posed to be courteous, agreeable and in-
telligent ; he has to keep accounts which
are somewhat complicated, and keep
them with accuracy. He receives, not
all the money which is paid for berths
on the car, but all the money except
what is paid at the ticket offices and he
is responsiblefor that money. He has
also to see alter the creature comforts of
the passengers in the Pullman cars. [He
has charge of the buffet, and he is respon-
sible, in a certain sense, for the prop-
Erty of all the passengers in his car.

HON. MR. MILLER-I thought that
was the porter's duty.
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HON. MR. POWER-The porter is
supposed to be subordinate to the other
officer, and the conductor of the car is
primarily responsible.

HON. MR. MILLER- The porter
does all that work that you have been
alluding to just now.

HON. MR. POWER-I was not allud-
ing to work. I say he is responsible for
all the property of all the passengers in
the car and for the food which is required
on the car. As I understand, he has to
look after the purchase of the food which
is necessary for each trip. It will be seen,
then, that this officer is a man whose re-
sponsibilities are very considerable and
whose qualifications should be of a com-
Paratively high order. He must be fairly
educated,must be thoroughly reliable,well
tannered, and courteous, and he ought
to receive such pay as would be given at
any rate to an ordinary clerk in an office
or in a store. What pay does this officer
receive on the Intercolonial Railway ?
He receives the pay of a laborer, and not
of a very superior laborer. This officer
receives $30 a month. Out of that very
smnall sum he has to find a uniform-the
price of his uniform is deducted from
this small sum. He has to pay for nearly
everything he eats, his meals at the way
Stations, his board at Montreal when he
stops there over night, and if he does
lot happen to have a home at St. John
or Halifax, he has to pay for his board
there, and anyone who stops to calculate
what he has to pay and what he receives
Will find that, with the utmost economy,
this officer can barely keep body and
SOUl together. Now you see that this
officer is a responsible official. He has
large sums of money coming into his
hands. He has opportunities, if he is
dishonest, to defraud the Government.
I hold that the Government in paying
this officer-I do not wish to be under-
Stood as making an attack on the Gov-
ernnent at all, I am simply speaking of
the case as it is-such a ridiculously
smriall salary, puts in his way the tempta-
tion to defraud the public. If he has a
famiily he cannot support them ; he can
barely support himself out of this small
Pay, and the consequence is, if he does
lot yield to the temptation of being dis-

honest, he must quit the service of the
Government. That is what has been
the general practice. Although the
Government have had those cars un-
der their control for a comparatively
short time I think there have been a
great many changes in the personnel of
the conductors ; and I may say I know
of one who is now getting double, or
more than double, the wages I have
mentioned in the employ of another
company, whose headquarters are
at Chicago. There are several who
have gone away and have left the service
of the Government as soon as they came
to know their business. You cannot
expect that any man will remain where
his pay is as small as that. In order to
prevent any misapprehension I may say
that my information on this subject was
received some months ago from an
officer who was no longer in the employ
of the Government. He found that he
could barely keep soul and body togeth-
er in that occupation, and he left, as
others have left. I think it is desirable
that the Government should pay those
men such sums as will enable them to
remain in the service of the Government
and to support themselves and their
families decently, at any rate. I may
call attention to the fact that the porter,
who is supposed to be a much inferior
officer in every way, is really much better
paid than the conductor, who is the supe-
rior officer. The porter gets nominally
only $25 a month, but every gentleman
who travels knows that his emoluments
are nearly double that-that nearly
everyone who travels in a Pullman car
when he gets to the journey's end re-
members the porter-and the conse-
quence is the inferior officer is paid
nearly double in most cases what the
superior officer receives. That I think
is not a right condition of affairs. We
should look at what the Pullman Car
Company did. They paid none of their
conductors less than $50. I do not
know that they paid any of them as little
as that-$6o and $70 were the regular
rates which the Pullman Car Company
paid their conductors-and notwithstand.
ing the tact that they paid them such
comparatively liberal salaries, the Com-
pany found it was necessary to employ
detectives to see that those comparatively
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*ell paid officials did not defraud them
As far as I know, the Government do not
employ detectives to find out whether
they are defrauded by the present
officeYs or not. The Company while
they þaid their superior officers double
what 'the Gòvernment pay now, paid
the lnfefor officer, the porter, only $15
a nonth, because,like business men, they
took ?nto consideration the gratuities
which the porters habitually receive.
While I believe in being economical in
every reasonable way, I think the laborer
is'wôrthy òf his hire, and I do not believe
in paying what are practically starvation
wages to officers so important as these
condtidtors'on the Pullman cars. I hope
if tire GOôvernment have not nade up
their miids to increase the pay of those
offiterg that they will reconsider the
qoestio'n and deal more liberally with
them in the future.

H614. Mi. MILLER-While I have
been in this House I do not think I have
h&dthe pleasute of listening to a longer
òrinòrelàble speech on such an insig-
nficat'stbjecètas that to which we have
been ttested 'by my hon. friend. I do
nOt intend to prolong the discussidrr,
betause titne is valtble'at thls'petibd f
the session. 1 will -simply trfari that if
every sub6rdinate officer, who thltiks
that he is ûnderýtid by thé GoVéfiInt,
can sicceed in having hIs tase thé ýib-
ject of discussion on the floor of Parfta-
ment, then Pàrliament *ill have little
time to do anything else.

Hox Mk. DEVER-I thiùk the
House, on the contrary, shôuld thatnik
the hon. gentleman frorn Halifax fôr
bringing up this subject. If the state-
ment whichthe hon. gentleman has made
is correct, and I have no doubt that it is
(because he would not have brought it up
if he was not thoroùghly acquainted
with the case), I think it is a great
pity that officers of this class should get
so small remuneration, especially when
we take into account the fact that there
are men who hold inferior positions
about these public buildings in Ottawa
who receive much larger salaries. It
came under my notice, within a short
time, that some of them receive $r,6oo
and perquisites who are not entitled to

HON. MR. POWER.

any more salary than the conductors on
the Intercolonial Railway. I am not at
all in favor of excessive salaries for
officials, but if one class of officers who
are known to be nothing more than
ordinary laboring men can get $i,6oo, I
think it is time that some revision should
take place in the public service of this
country.

HoN. MR. ALMON-I think my
colleague, the senior member from Hali-
fax, has made out a very good case-
indeed so plain a case that I think the
only reason the Government did not
increase the pay of these officers was be-
cause it would have been a reflection on
the Government that my hon. friend so
long supported.

HoN. MR. POWER-My hon. friend
is altogether wrong. It is only about two
years since the Pullman cars were taken
over by the Government.

-HoN. MR. ALMON--The hon. gent'
leman has referred to the bufet on the
road between Point Levis and Trois Pis-
toles or Campbellton. It is only when
fish are in season fhat you can get a good
meal on that part of the journey. I con-
tend that the Intercolonial Railway being
intended for the benefit of the Lower
Provinces, hot oiily the railroad but t1fe
accommodation for þassengérs should be
better-attended 'to than it is. LikeWise,
I -make a complaint again of stoppiuig for
Ohe breakfast at Arhhetšt ah d fôr anoth-
er bréakfast sikty miles further on, at
Truro Ëndu topping for tea át Truro, and
having to stop for ànother tea at Am-
herst, thereby lengthening the distance
between Halifax and M'ancton by twelve
miles *hen it could be shortened that dis-
tance by a scrape of a pen.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The hon.
gentleman from Halifax has always con-
tended that as far as the oDeration Of
the Intercolonial Railway is concerned
it should be conducted on commercial
principles. Whenever it was proposed
in this House to keep down the rates on
that railway, he has always contended
that the road should be run to pay ex-
penses. If my hon. friend had show)
that the service was improperly perforn-
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ed because of the small wages paid, then
because of the commercial principles he
has laid down he might have cause of
complaint ; but he has failed to show to
this House, that notwithstanding the
changes, the service has been improperly
performed. I am sure it is not for us
of the Lower Provinces to complain that
the Intercolonial is not a paying railway,
as the rest of the Dominion is taxed to
a large extent to keep up the road and
reduce the fares, and it is not for us to
complain unless it is shown that in con-
sequence of the low wages the service is
improperly performed.

HON. MR.ABBOTT-This debate has
seized upon a larger field than I expect-
ed, and I am not prepared to go into
many of the details which have been
suggested in the other side. With
reference to the details of the running of
the road, which have been referred to by
my hon. friend opposite, I would remind
him that it is impossible for the Govern-
ment to know ail the improper stopages
of trains for a few minutes, which may
take place.

HON. MR. ALMON-Of twenty min-
utes.

on the Pullman car. One is the
porter who makes up the beds and
performs other menial services which
are necessary for the comfort of pas-
sengers. The other has charge of
the buffet, if there is a buffet on board.
Neither of those officers performs the
functions of the conductor. I do not
know what their salaries are, but I am
informed that there is no difficulty in
obtaining any number of efficient men
for the salary that is paid. I presurne
that the conductors of the trains do not
complain of their pay any more than
most people complain, and I dare say
any number of good men can be obtained
for the salaries paid them. I do not
think my hon. friend has made out a
case for any particular remedy with
regard to those people. The fact is, it
is the desire of the Government and of
this House, in common with aIl the
people of. Canada, that the Intercolonial
railway should be run as econonically as
possible consistent withl its efficiency.

HON. MR. POWER-This officer who
attends the' buffet does ail that the
conductor of the Pullman car didbfore,
except that the train conductor take: up
the tickets and returns them to the office.
Ait the other duties, which the other

HON. MR. ABBOTT-They cannot conductor formerly dischargedare row
know of it without being informed, and discharged by this omcer who has, in
if my hon. friend would address a note addition, to take charge ofthe buffçt and
on an occasion of that kind to Mr. Pot, is responsible for it, I.bQlieve in con-
tinger, I have not the least doubt that ducting the operation of thQ Inteicgponial
the matter would be set right, and the railway on commercial principles; but
conductor would .be punished. Ail these the ground I take is that no business
matters must be mnanaged by minor offi- man would conduct his.busingss on the
cers, and although the Goverment will same principles that this road is now
deal with causes of complaint when their being conducted on by the Govern.
attention is called to them, still I hope ment.
the management, as a rule, will be found
satisfac tory. Now with reference to HON. MR. ABBOTT-I would only
salaries, the fact that many people say with regard to that, 1 speak from
are paid larger salaries in other branches information I have from Mr. Schriber,
of the service, it is no reason for paying who is engineer ir charge of the road,
the men on the Intercolonial Railway and his statement is that which I have
higher salaries than they are getting. the honor to make to the House.
That subject will require investigation by
itself. With reference to the conductors HON. MR l CARVELL-If the leader
of the Pulaman cars, there are no con- of the House, or any other gentleman in
ductors of Pullman cars on that road. it, is under the impression that anybody
The train conductors perform aid the on the Intercolonial Railway is overpaid,
duties of conductors of the Pullrnan he may set his mmd at rest that there is
csrs. There are two men employed no extravagance in that direction.
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THE ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL-Before the
orders of the day are called I respectfully
ask permission of the leader of the House
to call his attention to a fact which seems
to me to be of some importance. The
other day we voted unanimously an Ad-
dress to Her Majesty on the occasion of
her jubilee. Yesterday, or the day be-
fore, the matter came before the House
of Commons, and there some members
contended, with good reason, I believe,
that one word in this Address should
have been changed, and if I am well in-
formed the reason given why the Address
could not be. changed was that it had
been voted unanimously in the Senate,
and there would be some little difficulty
in making the amendment. It is for this
reason I would respectfully call the
attention of the leader of the Government
in this House to the fact and ask him if
it would· not be possible in Council to
see whether an amendment could not be
agreed upon and proposed in the Senate.
Theiaddress, referring to the old inhabi-
tants of Canada. states-,that they were

oosqure.c* Åç- wa» objected - to
in the Huess ff Commons, -and it was
contended there ,that the.. word' côn-
quered?" coUld. not apply, to the case;
that-the. country-at the. time was ceded
by treaty, Eveeybodyknows the.history
of tha.t day.. There were -two battles on
the Plains of Abr'aham. , In the first the
Epglish succeeded; in the second they
were beaten, so that in the last affair the
advaptage remained to the " old inhabi-
tants," of the country This word may
seem to be of little importance to hon.
gentlemen; on the other hand they will
perhaps agree that it is quite proper that
on this historical question no inaccurate
statement should be set forth in such a
document addressed to Her Majesty.

HoN, MR. ABBOTT-I did not
observe that there had been any debate
in the Lower Hlouse, finding fault with
the language of this Address. It is not
sa. reported in the newspapers of this
morning. No doubt my hon. friend is
correct in saying that there was, but I
am not aware of it.

ported myself in the papers-perhaps it
was in the papers of the day before
yesterday.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The Address
was read here; it was published, and it
was open to the inspection of everybody
for several days before it was proposed
in the Lower House and there it was
passed without a word. Of course if
there had been any proposal on the part
of the House of Commons to alter this
address there could have been a confer-
ence of the two Houses, and there would
have been no difficulty about it. i dare
say, since my hon. friend calls my atten-
tion to it, it would have been better to
have left out the word he has referred to
or changed the phrase in some other
way. Whether it can be done now or
not, I do not know, but: i promise my
hon. friend that I shall make inquiries
and see how far we can make the phrase-
ology of this address, such as will be
acceptable to every citizen of Canada.
without exception.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (62), "An Act , to reduce the
stock of the Ontario & Qu'Appelle Land
Co. (limited), arid for other purposes."
(Mr. Vidai.)

ll (ý6.), "An' Act to incorporate the
South Norfolk Railway Co." (Mr. Mc-
Callum)

Bill (73,), "An Act to incorporate the
'Bay. of Quinte Bridge Co." (Mr. Flint.)

GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS
AMENDMENT BILL;

ACT

THIRÙ READINO.

The Order of the Day being called for
the third reading of Bill (6) "An Act to
amend the Government Railways Act
(as amended),"

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
Bill be not now read-the third time, but
that it be amended -by striking out of the
preamble the words " Chap. 38 of the
Revised Statutes."

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I saw it re- d The aiendment was agreed to.
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HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of the Bill as amended.

HON. ML MILLER-We merely
strike out our own amendment, and
therefore the Bill is not amended at all.

THE SPEAKER-The Bill is now as
it came from the House of Commons.

HON. Mg. MILLER-The motion
Should have been " that the Bill be now
read the third time"-not "as amended.»

HON. MR. DICKEY-Before the Bill
is read the third time I should like to
ask the Leader of the House whether
any amendments in the general railway
Act would apply to this Bill? For in-
stance the amendment with regard to,
hurdle gates ? Because we should like
tO have our legislation as uniform as
Possible. I presume it was with that
view tiat the Bills have been allowed to
stand until the present time. We have
settled the matter as regards the general
Railway Act, and it might be desirable
to let this third readirig stand until we
ste what is done with the amendments
iade in Bill 47.

HON. MR ABBOTT-There are
sevéfal amendments to the amending Bill
Of the general Railway Act which do iot
aply to this Act, such for instance, as
the use of the interlocking switch which
the Government can order to be applied
to any Government railway; but under the
general Act they make the order only
after being applied to for that purpose.
'here is a sligh addition to the. third.
4ection of the Act, ,with. reference to
hurdle gates, which I have no objection
to, if my hon. friend from Amherst will
r1love that it be added to the last clause
of this Bill. There is still another
aXnendment to the general Railway Act
which is not applicable to this Act at all.
The only one that could be made appli-
Cable to this Bill is the amendment to
the hurdle gate section that it shall be
Of sufficient width for the purposes in-
tended. If my hon friend from Amherst
Wishes we can have the Bill amended at
the table in that way.

HON. MR. MILLER-Would it not

be well if these amendments are to be
made to refer the Bill back to the Com-
mittee of the Whole ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I believe the
amendments can be made otherwise as
well, and as it is not at all complicated,
it can be done at the Table by adding
two or three words at the end of the
clause.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-The other
amendments I quite agree with my hon.
friend do not apply to the general Rail-
way Act. The clause with reference to
the interlocking switch only applies to
the Government Railway, and they can
do what they like with it ; but this other
is a general. provision which may apply
to the Intercolonial Railway or any other
railway-that is to say the provision with
regard to those hurdle gates, and the
amendment , propose is simply this,.that
the gates shall be of sufficient width for
the purposes intended.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The words of
he amenidment are as follows : " and*

every gate at a farm crossing shall be of
sufficient width for the purpose for which
it is intended." If my hon. friernd will
move the amendment it will make it
regular.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-I move that
the words be added to the last clause of
the Bill.

The amendnient was agreed to and
the Bill was then read the third time, as
amended, and passed.

THE RAILWAY ACT AMEND'
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of Bill (47) "An Act to amend
the Railway Act, as amended.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the third time and
passed.

2A17
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THE RIDDELL DIVORCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

The order of the day being called for
the second reading of Bill (G) "An Act
for the Relief of Fanny Margaret Riddell
and that petitioner do attend at the Bar
and be heard by counsel."

HON. MR. OGILVIE presented to the
House the certificate of the Clerk of the
Senate that proper notice had been post-
ed on the door of the Senate. The cer-
tificate was read by His Honor the
Speaker.

HON. MR. OGILVIE also laid on the
Table affidavits setting forth the impos-
sibility of effecting service of notice and
copy of the Bill upon the Respondent.
He said-I may state for the information
of the House that every effort has been
made to serve this second notice. It was
by pure accident that the first notice was
served upon the Respondent. They
heard through the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company ,wherehe was. Hehas been
very erratic ini his movementsandhasbeen
travelling through the Rocky 1ountains
it all kindj of capacities, and nohe of
his fam;ily knew his whereabouts for à
long time. It was by accident altogether
that the first notice was served upon
him. In the case of the second notice
every effort bas been made to find him,
but withoit sùccess.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Do the
affidavits which have just been read con-
tain what. the hon. gentleman has just
now stated ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-As far as I
could hear the evidence it amounted to
this:-That this man had been in the
service of the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company and naturally it was through
them that the information as to his
whereabouts was obtained. They tele-
graphed to the place where he last was
and he could not be found there, but he
was said to have gone to Vancouver,
which was at the extreme end of the line.
They telegraphed to Vancouver and the
reply was that the man was not known
and could not be found there. I sup-

pose they did not know where else to
look for him. Apparently reasonable
efforts have been made to discover
where he is and I do not know that any-
thing more could be expected. Of
course that is merely a matter of opinion.
I do not know that any other effort
could be made except to send a messen-
ger three thousand miles to look him up,
and to pick up a man in that country
from my experience would be a rather
difficult operation.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-From the
explanation given by the hon. member
from Amherst it seems to me that suffi-
cient efforts have been made, and as the
first notice was served upon him it is not
so important that the second notice
should have reached him.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved

That this Bouse is satisfied with the proof
àdduced of the im-possibility of complying
with Rule 76 of thé Senate, requiring, per-
sonal service upon the party from whom
divorce is sought of the notice of, the
second reading, and a copy of the Bill for
the relief of fauny âargret Riddell.

The motion was agreed to.

THE SPEAKER informed the House
tilat the petitionr was in attendance at
the bar of the House ready to be ex-
amined.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved-
Thait the etamination of the Petitionei- in

this matter, as well generally as in regard
to any colluaion or connivance between the
parties to obtaiçi a separation,.be for the
present dispensed withi but tht it be an in-
struction tb anv Committee to *hm. the
Bill upon the subject may be referred to
make such examidation.

The motion was agreed to.

Ho,. MR. OGILVIE moved that the
Bill be now read the second time.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion, and the Bill was read the second
time.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE moved-
That the Bill be referred to a Select Com-

rnittee coniposed of the Honorable Messieurs
Gowan, Turner, Sanford, McKay, McKind-
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sey, Ferrier, Vidai, Montgomerv, and the
mover, to report thereon with all con venient
speed, with power to send for persons,
papers and records and examine witnesses
on oath, and that all persons summoned to
appear before the Senate in this matter ap-
pear before the said Committee and that
the said Committee have leave to employ a
shorthand reporter.

The motion was agreed to.

MONTEITH DIVORCE BILL.

CONSIDERATION OF THE COMMITTEE'S RE-
PORT POSTPONED.

The order of the day having been read,
Consideration of the report of the Select

Committee to whom was referred the Bill (J)
for the relief of John Monteith.

HON. MR. GOWAN said: In mov-
ing the adoption of the report I would,
in obedience to the rule of the House,
mention a few unimportant alterations
that were made in the preamble. The
first- alteation is merely to change
"Muskoka," to " Parry Sound." The
district is popularly known as the Dis-
trict of Muskoka, and Rosseau is spoken
of in the Bill as being in that district,
but it is really in the district of Parry
Sound. The next amendment is merely
to add the words "residence and domi-
cile." The third amendment is of the
same character. The fourth is also im-
material. It was positively stated that
the Respondent was residing in the
United States and there was quite suffi-
cient evidence given to the Committee
to warrant that statement, as both the
Respondent and her paramour had stated
it was their intention to go to the United
States and they have not since been
heard from. The Committee altered it
as there was no absolute certainty that the
wornan was in the United States. The fifth
amendment is to state that the marriage
took place at Bradford, Ont. It was
stated in the preamble that the marriage
took place in Canada. The sixth amend-
ment is a mere correction of the date of
the marriage. It is correctly set forth in
the petition, but through some slip or
other the wrong date is stated in the
Bill, and the correction is to give the
date mentioned in the evidence. The
seventh amendment is to insert in the

Bill the fact, which appeared to be im-
portant, that the petitioner had four chil-
dren by the respondent. The eighth
amendment refers to the statement in
the Bill that the Respondent is now liv-
ing in adultery with Norris. It was
thought proper to state what was posi-
tively known, and not to go further.
The evidence leads to the inference that
she is now living with Norris, but there
is no positive evidence of the fact, and
therefore the alteration was made on the
face of the Bill to correspond with the
evidence. With regard to the facts,
there was the clearest possible evidence
that the petitioner was married to this
woman who deserted him in the most
shameful way.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Where is the
evidence in this case ? It is not printed
yet.

HON. MR. GOWAN-It ought to be.
I have a copy but I do not know whether
it- has been distributed yet or not. If it
has not been distîibuted, tbe is gross
negligence somewhere. It ought to. be
.in the possession of every member now.
Of course, if the evidence is not before
the House I do not care to press for the
adoption of the report.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-As fagr as
I am concerned, I am quite familiar with
the case and I could not object to the
adoption of the report in consequence
of the evidence not being hefore me. I
presume that the Bill charges the res-
pondent with adultery. In my opinion,
we should not pass any divorce Bill
which does not contain that allegation.
If the Bill asserts that the divorce is
sought on that ground I have no objec-
tion to it,

HON. MR. GOWAN-Wftl the hon.
member from Amherst waive the objec-
tion he has raised to the adoption of the
report now ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-Unfortunately
I am not in a position to waivp the
objection. I merely called attention to
it and I thought my hon. friend would
at once act upon my suggestion. I am
in an entirely different position from that
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which he occupies. He is cognizant of
all the facts, I daresay, while I am entirely
ignorant of them. I cannot tell what
evidence there is to warrant the Com-
mittee in making such amendments to
the Bill, and I am in the same position
as the majority of the House. The hon.
gentleman's course is plain : the evidence
is not printed, and the report should be
considered to-morrow.

HON. MR. GOWAN-After what has
fallen from my hon. friend I cannot
persist in my motion. I move that the
order of the day be discharged and that
the report be taken into consideration
to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

CANADIAN PACIFIC
BILL.

RAILWAY

SECOND READING.

The .order of the day having been
called-second reading of Bill 45, further
to amend the Act respecting theCanadian
Pacific Railway Act,

• HON. MR. McKINDSEY said-I
regret to say that this Bill is not yet
distributed. I therefore move that the
order of the day be discharged and that
the Bill be read 'the second .time to-
morrow.

HoN. MR. ý MILLER-It has been
authoritatively mentioned in the other
House that .the . prorogation -may be
expected on Saturday week, but if the
printing is delayed ,in this manner we
cannot expect to get away before the ist
July.

THE SPEAKER-Some means must
be adopted to expedite the printing.
The printer is trifling with the time of
the House.

HON. MR. MILLER--Cannot outside
assistance be got to help on the work of
the contractors ?

THE SPEAKER-Something should
be done to prevent the detention of the
business of the House.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The suggestion
made by my hon. friend yesterday, that
a little pressure from the Government
would be more effectual than anything
else, is a good one. If it has not been
applied I think it very desirable that it
should be, or some steps taken to ensure
that we shall not, at the tail end of the
session, be prevented from considering
the subjects brought before us.

THE SPEAKER-During my exper-
ience I have not known such delay in the
printing to occur.

. HON. MR. ABBOTT-I may say that
I called the attention of my.colleagues
to-day to the matter and informed them
that unless some additional means could
be obtained to put the public measures
before the Senate, the prorogation of
the session would be delayed.

H'-N. Mi. MOtINDSEY-1 hope:
we shall have an opportunity of passing
these Bills through their fihal stages and
that we shall not suffer* loss through the
delay of the printer.

HON. MR, MILLER-Many of'these
Bills are ordijpary cts of incorporation,
or amendmeritsto >Id. acts of incorpora-
tion containing nothing very nèw, and
they áll have, tó undergo the revision of
the Committee and perhaps in many
cases the House, would perrit the
second reading to Ïake place now.

IQN. MR. -McKINDSEV- Imove
that the Bill be read the second.time
presently.

HON. MR.: DICKEY-I would like
to suggest that while I highly.approve:of
the course that is taken, and. I thmk we
should continue that course through the.
whole list of private bills to-day, yet at
the same time. before they can be. con-
sidered in Committee it is absolutely,
necessary that .they should be printed,
and I hope it will not be taken for grant-
ed that they can slide through in this
way. I think we are taking the proper
course now to advance them a stage but
they should be printed before they arC
considered in Committee.

HON. MR. DICKEY.
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HON. MR. McKINDSEY-I will see
that this is printed before it is taken up
by the Committee.

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

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I
the attention of the House to the
that this Bill has not been distributed.

call
fact

THiE SPEAKER-The attention of
the House was called to the fact that the
Bill was not printed, but in order to
facilitate its reference to the Standing
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, it seemed to be the consent of
the House that the Bill should have its
second reading now and go to the Com-
lnittee, in order to save time, because it
has been announced that Parliament
rnay very soon be prorogued, and in
Order to save the.. only intervening day,
Thursday, the House thought proper to

Say that this and other Bills in the same
category might be ordered to a second
reading and go to the RailwayCommittee.

NIAGARA FALLS BRIDGE -COM-
PANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

ION.1MR. McCALLUM moved the
scOnd reading of Bill (43) "An Act to
nlcorporate the Niagara Falls Bridge
Cornpany."

lie said c-This is a Bill petitioned
by parties living at the town of

lagara Falls to huild a bridge across
the Niagara River and for other pur-
Poses.

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

liAMILTON CENTRAL RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

.ON. MR. VIDAL moved the secondreading of Bill (38) "An Act to amendthe Act to incorporate the Hamilton,
aGelph & Pacific Railway Company,to change the name of the company

to the Hamilton Central Railway Com-
pany."

He said :-This Bill is a very simple
one, merely providing for a change of
the name and for filling vacancies in the
Board of Directors and extending the
time for the completion of the work.

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

BERLIN & CANADIAN PACIFIC
JUNCTION RAILWAY COM-

PANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

,HoN. MR. MERNER noved the
second reading of Bill (35) "An Act to
incorporate the -Berlin and Canadian
Pacific Junction Railway Corr.pany."

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

SOUTH ONTARIO PACIFIC RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL

SECOND READING.'

HOk. MR SANDFORD moved the
second reiding of Bill (8j) "An Act to
incorporate the South Ontario Pacific
Rail ay Cômpany.»

Hè said-This Bill is to secure in-
creased fallway facilities -on the penin-
sula-for the cities of Brantfoid, Wood-
stock. and Hamilton, and to furnish a
connecting link for a trunk line from
river to tiver.

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

PENITENTIARY ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the sec-
ond reading of Bill (65)-" An Act to
amend the Penitentiary Act."

He said :-This Bill is for the purpose
of dealing with certain subjects of some
importance, but still matters of detail
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which are not sufieiently covered by the
Revised Statutes. The first subject dealt
with is that of salaries. At present the
rule is that salaries may be fixed by the
Governor in Council, as provided in the

3 3 rd Section of the Act. Now it is pro-
posed by this Bill to make a more
specific and settled rule with regard to
the salaries of officers. It is proposed
to lix a minimum salary for each officer
in each penitentiary, these salaries being
graded according to the importance of
the penitentiary, the number of prisoners,
and so on ; and also to establish a
maximum salary. An officer who per-
form his duties satisfactorily, will be
entitled to a regular rate of progress and
the department will not be troubled
with constant applications for* increase
o salary, as they are now. The next clause
applies, to graýtuities, t appears thatgra,
tuities are now given to persons leavng
th# segvise, who have, certgir ç1pÀns (or
services pet(owed. It ispropo>s4e tq P4
that on record as the law of the country;
aýt »On s 9i agfçorabp.
Anöther aqWe.et 1p tb.h qi' pepgasites,
which has attracted the attention of the-
Government. ;t beg çç (opd in some
respects to be open to abuse; in fact, it

iq gjgc.ionllipap ra .Th4. ýill
9fposts toQ d'a * Mat t4c

th, . eiden¢.a*çg«ej. pf t e ençM Q( e0
cers, or being alowed tq b3 cQ'vtç
to cultivate their gardens, may be con-
si4çrqd pç ' 'e. Th is qn eaher
clxffe prgqyimg 1 P4ains 4
on4 tbhe " f-. y thç 'On ix
r#attg dealt v!itbby thi41B11.

The motion was agreed tg an)d tbç
Bill was read the second time.

SICK AND DISTRESSED MAR-
INERS' BILL.

SECOND READING POSTPONED.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the sec-
ond reading of Bill (76), "An Act to
amend the Act respecting sick and dis-
tressed mariners."

He said : With regard to this Bill
there was some little informal discussion
yesterday as to whether it should be read
or not bfore it was printed. It is not yet

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

printed. In any case there were some
statements made with regard to it yester-
day which I have not been able to verify.
However, it is a very short bill, only four
lines, and we might read it the second
time now, and I will be better able to
discuss the question to-morrow. I arn
informed that the object of the Bill is
really to correct an error in the revised
statutes, and that the law, before the
enactment of these revised statutes, was
what it is supposed to be made by this
Act. That I have not verified, and an
hon. gentleman has stated something to
me which causes me to doubt it, but
between now and to-morrow there will
be plenty of time to look into the matter.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am op-
posed. to the second reading to-day,
because I am opposed to the principle of
this Bill. I think the law as it stands
now in the rzvised statutes is correct.

HON. MR. SCOTT-No change wa
m*ade in the BiUl in the Uose of

HON. MR. 4UtB4CH---e »1U
consists of only four lines it is true, but
they contain a very important principle.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-1 do not wish
tq press the second readiug now ; oaly
want to 9et the busines' « tþe 0o0

HON. MR. DICKEY-It seems to nie
there is no objection to the 'prinoipli,
and if there is any change to be made in
the Bil we can deal -with that in com-
nittee. At this stage of-the session I do

not see why we should delay over the
second reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. CARVELL-I think we
had better let the Bill stand over, be
cause although it consists of oaly four
lines, it is a nost important measure if
the information I have received is cor-
rect. The idea is that foreign fishilg
vessels shall be exempted from paying
hospital dues to the end that sick or
dissabled members of their crews should
be excluded from the hospitals. If that
is the object of the Bill I think that no
such legislation should be had.
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HoN. MR. ABBOTT-The object is
not to exclude fishermen from any privi-
leges they ever had : it is to restore the
Bill to the position in which it stood be-
fore the revised statutes of last session
Were passed.

IION. MR. HOWLAN-I hope the
statute will stay as it is. This Bill is
a step in the wrong direction. When
we remember that the British flag covers
two-thirds of the carrying trade of the
United States we cati readily understand
the importance of this Bill. Let me for
one moment put hefore you an illustra-
tion: Two vessels start out, one under
the American flag the other under the
British. The American vessel fishes for
cod until September and then goes into
the nackeral trade and after that is over,
cornes to the Maritime Provinces for a
load of produce. During. that time one
of ber men becomes sick. Now, no
Country has a better record, not even
Great Britain, for the care it takes of
tearnen than the United States. Every
hëadland is lighted, every harbor is pro-
Vided with a hospital, which is open to
all the nations of the world, and I do
*ot think we should for this paltry tax of
2X cents per ton shut out sick seamen
fron any country from our hospitals.
1%t is the man going to do in a case of
the 'kind I have mentioned? The

.4ariner must be sick from some chronic
disease or be disabled by some serious
accident and is he to be shut out from
the hospitals of Canada on some paltry
excuse of this kind ? That was not the
object for which hospitals were estab-
liShed. It is not in accordance with
the spirit of the age-it is not in accord-
ance with the policy of a powerful nation
like Great Britain or of a young Dominion
like this. It would be most unfortunate,
esPecially at this particular time, if an
Atierican ship were driven by stress of
Weather, or any other cause, into one of
Our Ports that she should be dealt with
as is suggested in this Bill. Suppose a
"14 cornes in without money and a sick
Or disabled mariner is landed who is
refused admission to an hospital: I say
t Would be a most unfortunate thing, and
think that the good sense of the House

Will see that we should have our hospitals
oPen, as they were intended to be, for

sick or disabled seamen from any part of
the world. Up to a recent time it was
an open question whether a fisherman
was a seaman or not-whether he was not
a sort of land lubber or guasi sailor, but
that bas been settled. It often occurs
that bank clerks, doctors and others who
are broken -down in health embark in
those vessels and pass as fishermen.
They get sick in the gulf and are
landed, and under a consul's certi-
ficate they were formerly sent home
as sick seamen. The law bas recently
been amended on that subject to put a
stop to the practice. We have been treat-
ing the Uuited States on the same prin-
ciple that they have been treating us. We
have thrown open our hospitals to them.
and they have thrown open theirs to us.
We send a vessel to Labrador to the cod
fishery : perhaps she meets with poor suc-
cess and she is then put on the mackerel
catch and at the end of the season takes
ber cargo of codfish, or mackerel, to the
United States for the purpose of selling
the produce of the whole season. She
is still regarded as a fishing vessel. Sup-
pose one of ber men gets sick on enter-
ing the port of Boston, or some other
port, how would we like if he were refus-
ed admission to a hospital and were
thrown there at the mercy of the waves ?
That is not the way the American Gov-
ernment treats a man. You have to pay
your two and a-half cents a ton, and if
any of your men get sick the hospitals are
open to them. We should reciprocate
that, particularly as we are engaged large-
ly in the fishing trad.e and especially at
the present time there should be no small
causes for irritation between the two
countries. It would be a most unfortun-
ate event if an American fishing vessel
should land at some port of the Domin-
ion with a sick seaman and be informed
that he could not be cared for there un-
less the captain was prepared to lodge four
or five hundred dollars security. Are we
to say in such a case that we provide hos-
pitals and medical assistance for our own
seamen only ? There is no reason in my
experience, and I am sure in the experi-
ence of anyone who has had anything to
do with marine matters, which would
lead one to the conclusion that the
hospitals should not be free to all on
both sides of the line.
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HON. MR. KAULBACH-As the
Bill is not to be read the second time
to-day I will not discuss the question.
Many of those who would be excluded
from our hospitals by this Bill would be
Nova Scotia fishermen, because a large
proportion of the fishermen in the
United States are from Nov'a Scotia and
the effect of this Bill would be actually
to exclude the men who helped to build
up those hospitals.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I understood
that I was submitting to the House
whether they would take the' second
reading of the Bill this afternoon or not.
I have told my hon. friend that there are
two points on which I have received in-
formation which differs from his and we
can verify it to-morrow and discuss the
Bill at the next stage.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think
there is much to be gained by reading
the Bill the second time now. In this
case there is nothing but the principle
of the measure at stake. The Bill can
be read at length at the table if it is read
the second time to-morrow, and I do not
think the hon gentleman will feel that it
is desirable to have a division on the
second reading of this Bill in as thin a
House as we have now.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
order of the day be discharged and that
the second reading of the Bill be fixed
for to-morrow.

The motion was agreed to.

PROCEDURE IN CRIMINAL
CASES AMENDMENT

BILL.

SECOND READING.

IION. MR. ABBOTT moved the sec-
ond reading of Bill (B)-" An Act to
amend the law respecting procedure in
criminal cases."

He said :-This is a Bill to make pro-
vision to clear up a difliculty which has
arisen in connection with the appeals in
criminal cases. The substance of the
Bill, I think, is to be found in the 5th

sub-Section of the ist clause which pro-
vides as follows :

5. " Notwithstanding any royal preroga-
tive, or anything contained in " The Inter-
pretation At" or in " The Supreme and
Exchequer Courts Act," no appeal shall be
brought in any criminal case from any judg-
ment or order of any court in Canada to any
court of appeal established by the Parlia-
ment of Great Britain and Ireland, by which
appeals or petitions to Her Majesty in Coun-
cil may be ordered to be heard."

I understand that there has been some
doubt entertained by some people as to
this right of appeal in criminal cases to
the Privy Council. The Government
have been of the opinion that there is
no such appeal, and they have on more
than one occasion, I think, carried out
the sentence of the court disregarding
applications, informal or otherwise, which
were made to appeal. They are of
opinion now that it would be advisable
to settle this question once for all by an
authoritative declaration of Parliament,
and that is the main object df this Bill.
The first Section merely repeats the law
as it stands in order that the Sectior may
be complete in itself in the new Act.
The 2nd is the repealing clause, and the
3rd provides that the Act shall not come
into force until a day shall be named by
the Governor-General by proçlamation,
the object being to give an opportunity
to discuss with the Colonial Office the
question of appeal. The 4th clause is
to make an amendment in order tO
procure greater accuracy in the revision
of the Statutes. It removes an apparent
exception to the writ of error in the
Province of Quebec, and makes the law
general. The 5th clause is the one
which removes the appeal.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I believe that
the Hon. Minister is quite right in saY-
ing that considerable doubt has existed
on this point. I believe, as a matter of
fact, that some two or three years ago,
if I am not misinformed, an appeal tO
the Privy Council was made in the case
of a person sentenced to death for mur-
der, and so convinced was the Govern-
ment that there was no such appeal that
they hanged the man and got the deci-
sion afterwards. They were so impressed
with the fact that the prisoner deserved
to be hanged.
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The motion was agreed to and the Bih

.The motion was agreed toand the Bill
'as read the second time.

SECOND READINGS.

The following Bills from the House of
Commons were read the second time
Without debate :-

Bill (25) "An Act to amend the Act
to incorporate the Brantford, Waterloo
& Lake Erie Railway Company."-(Mr.
McCallum.)

Bill (14) "An Act to incorporate the
Collingwood General & Marine Hos-
Pital."-(Mr. Gowan.)

The Senate adjourned at 5:35 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Wednesday, June 8/h, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at 3
q>.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

MODEL FARM FOR THE MARI-
TIME PROVINCES.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE enquired

That he will ask the leader of this Bouse
.hether he is in a position to state the inten-

tions of the Government with reference to
the Model or Experimental Farm to be
established at some convenient locality in
one of the three Maritime Provinces?

He said :-I do not intend to make ary
remarks on this subject unless it should
be necessary after the hon. Minister's
-statement, if he has any statement to
Make.

.HON. MR. ABBOTT-I have to state,
in reply to my hon. friend, that the
G(overnment have determined to establish
an Experimental Farm in the Maritime
Provinces, but the site of it has not yet
been determined upon. It is now under
Consideration.

THE POST OFFICE
BROKE.

AT PEM-

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. SCOTT inquired
1. Whether the Government have decided

on the site for the new Post Office proposed
to be erected at Pembroke ?

2. If so, where will the Popt Office be
situated ?

3. From whom was the land purchased ?
4. What is the area ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is proposed
to establish the Post Office on Pembroke
street. The land was purchased from
Thomas Deacon. The area is 76 by 130
feet-9,88o square feet.

HON. MR. SCOTT-What is the
price ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The price is
not in the question, but I may inform
the hon. gentleman that it is $2,500.

WINTER COMMUNICATION
WITH PRINCE EDWARD

ISLAND.

INQUIRY.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN inquired
If it is the intention of the Government to

cause borings to be made during the present
summer across the Straits of Northumber-
land, between Carleton Head, Prince
Edward Island, and the Money Point, Cape
Jourimain, New Brunswick.

He said :-Since I last had the pleas-
ure of addressing this House on the sub-
ject of the subway under Northumberland
Straits a survey has been.made, as will be
seen by the maps and plans which have
for some time been displayed in the
clothes room. In conjunction with this
particular subject of the subway, and the
difference existing between the Govern-
ment of the Dominion of Canada and
that of Prince Edward Island, with regard
to carrying out the terms of confederation
as arranged at the time Prince Edward
Island entered into confederation, a del-
egation of two members of the Local
Government-the leader of the Prince
Edward Island Government and one of
his colleagues-proceeded to England
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last year to present a petition from both
branches of the Legislature to the Imper-
ial Government asking thein to use their
influence with the Dominion Government
to c y out the terms of Confederation.
They met in London Sir Chas. Tupper,
the High Commissioner, and discussed
the question there. It may be, perhaps,
as well to inform the House that, some
time previously the Government of Prince
Edward Island had sent a petition
through the Governor-General to the Im-
perial Government, and the Imperial
authorities had called upon the Dominion
Government to answer that petition. It
was in answer to that petition this con-
ference took place in London, the resuit
of which was the following despatch,

From Earl Granville to the Marquis of
Lansdowne.

DowNisc STREET, 30th March, 1886'
My LoRD,-I duly received your Lord-

ship's despatch of the 19th November last,
enclosimg an approved report of a Committee
of the Privy Council for Canada, forwarding,
with other papers, a joint address to Hie
Queen from the Legislative Council and
House of Assembly of Prince Edward Island.
This address prays that Her Majesty will
require that justice be done hy the Govern-
ment of Canada to Her Majesty's loyal
subjects of that province by the immediate
" establishment and maintenance of efficient
steam service for the conveyance of mails
and passengers between this island and the
mainland of the Dominion, both winter and
summer, so ai to place the island in con-
tinuous communication with the Inter-
colonial Railway and the railway system of
the Dominion;" and further, that der
Majesty would be pleased to requre that the
Government of Canada should compensate
the island for the loss which it is alleged
bas resulted to its inhabitants by reason of
the non-fulfilment of the terms or Confeder-
ation in the particulars complained of in the
address.

I also received your despatch of 30th
Janutary, with a further report of a Com-
mittee of the Privy Council on the subject
of the delegation appointed to support the
prayer of the address.

Since the receipt of these papers I have
had the pleasure of receiving Mr. Sullivan,
the Premier and Attorney-General, and Mr.
Ferguson, the Provincial Secretary of Prince
Edward Island, who had been appointed as
delegates to ler Majesty's Government, and
on the 24th of last month they attended here
by appointment and favored ;me with a gen-
eral statement of the circumstances under
which the Legislature of Prince Edward
Island had addressed the Queen. I ex-
plained to them that the Queen had no

HoN. MR. HOWLAN

power, either by statute or otherwise under
the constitution of Canada, to give an
direction im this matter, and that therefore
shoild not be able to advise Her Majesty
(who had been pleased to receive the address
very graciouslv) to take any action upon it,
ptut that it would give me nuch satisfaction
if, by the exercise of any friendly offices
which 1 could tender, I should be able to
contribute to the settlement of a question in
which the Provincial Governmont were 80
much interested. I added that I had con-
fidence in the kindlv spirit in which the
matter at issue would be deait with on both
sides, and this led me to hope that some
acceptable arrangement might be come to.

I then gave the delegates a copy of the
report of the Privy Counîcil of Canada,dated
the 7t.h of November last, whiclh they had
not previously received, and I iniormed
them that alter receiving and considering
the observations which they miglt desire to
make upon that report, I should be happY
to see them again,and, if it should he agree-
able to both parties, to invite Sir Charles
Tupper to be present, on behalf of the
Dominion Governiment, at the interview.

On the 4th instant, I received fron the
delegates the statement, of whicl a copy 1s
enclosed, and I communicated a copy of it
to Sir C. Tupper, who favored tme with bis
comments thereon in a memorandum, of
whicla a copy is also enclosed. A liter perus-
ing these papers I invited thedelegates and
SirCharles Tupper to meet me at this office
on the l2th inst. The delegates urged at
length the claims and contentions of the
province, and laid before me the plans of a
submarine line of conmnunication which
they understood to be feasible. Sir Charles
Tupper then justified and explained the
action of the Dominion Guvernment, addilg
personally, and not speaking under instruc-
tions, that if it could be shown that the
scheme of a "metallic subway" i@ reallY
feasible at a moderate cost, the Dominion
Government would, no doubt, be ready tO
give their serious consideration to such a
scheme.

As I stated in the earlier part of this des-
patch, although Her Majesty's Government
is unable to take the question out of the
hands of the Dominion Government, and
although I have not seen more than a
primâ facie opinion as to feasibility at a
moderate cost ofthe proposal for its solution,
I hope that it will be found to admit of a
satislactory settlement. On the other hand,
the expectations of the Province in regard
to the establishment of a constant and
efficient communication with the mainland
have not been falfilled, but, on the other
hand, the Dominion Government has showl
that it bas made considerable efforts to
improve the communication in the face of
serious plysical difficulties, especiallY
during the winter season. There seems tO
be reason for doubting whether any reaIlY
satisfactory communication by steamshiP
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can be regularly mair.tained all the year
round, which makes it all the more
itnpo.tant that the proposed " metallie sub.
Way" shouîld receive a full and, if feasible,
favorable cousideration on the part of theGovernment of the Dominion.

The establishment of constant and speedy
communication by rail would be a great
advantage both to the province and to the
Dominion ; and I should suppose that the
developnent of the traffic on the island rail-
roads, and of the capabilhties ofthe province
generally, would produce a large dnect and
indirect'return on the exp ,nditure.

It would reflect great credit on the
Dominion Governiment if, atter connectin,
Britishî Colunbia with the East ern Prov.
inice-- bv tht Canadian Pacific Railway, it
should1 ow be abèle to complete its sviteim
0f railwav comminication by an extension
tO Prinee'Edward Islantid.

I have. &c.,

GRAN VILLE.

That was the state in which the matter
'as when we were discussing the ques-
tion last year. Since then, through the
kindness of the Government, who sent a
corps of engineers to examine the bottom,
across the Straits between Cipe Traverse,

rince Edward Island, and Cape Tor-
Mentine, New Brunswick, a series of
boring and surveys were made last year,
and we were also favored, by the influ-
ence of Sir Charles Tupper, with a sur-
Vey made by Her Majesty's survey
8teamtr now engaged in the survey of the1oWer St. Lawrence. That survey and
report showed distinctly that there was
"o rock in the way, and the borings
"hich were made on the line surveyedby the steamer every i5oo feet, samples
0f Which have been, during the session,t Pon the table of the smoking room of
tle Senate, and have no doubt been ex-
anined by several gentlemen, prove dis-
tnctly that the whole bottom of the
Strait is one natural bed of brick clay,

which nothing better could be found
the Purpose of building this submarine
n After we had received those

Plans and the samples, I moved in the
earlrer part of the session for a copy of
the report which was made by the engi-

re rs with regard to those borings, which
teport has been laid upon the table of
the lOuse and I may be permitted to
tead it for the benefit of hon. gentlemen

ltnay not perhaps have seen it.

GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS IN OPER-
ATION.

OFFIcE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER,
Ottawa, February, 9th, 1887.

Sir:-
As authorized by the Minister I had a

series of soundings and borings taken across
the Straits of Northumberland between Cape
Traverse and the Main Land on the line of
the proposed location of the proposed Sub-
way between the Main Land and Prince
Edward Island.

Mr. Jonah was placed in charge of the
work, which, owing to the lateness of the
season, was difficult to accomplish, he, how-
ever, Qrganised a working party and by
devoted attention to his duties, sne.eeded in
making a boring at each quarter of a mile
for the first three miles anil at each halfof
à mile for the balance of five miles. On the
tirst five and a halfl miles the borings passed
through sand and gravel uintil brick clay
was struck. From 54 to 6¼ throuigh sand
and hard grey sand to brick-clay; from 61
to 8 miles, the shore side of the main land
through mud, sand and red clay to rock.
The deepest water is 96 feet at 4j m iles from
the Cape Traverse wliarf; at 6j imiiles a
rocky reef occurs covered by 9 feet of water-
and about 10 feet of sand, with this excep-
tion the bottom is very uniforn and satie-
lactory.

A plan and profile of the line of soundinga
and borings accomipanies this report

I have the honor to be, sir,
Your obedient servant,

COLLINWOOD SCHREIBER.

C.E. and Gen. Manager
Government Railways.

A.P. BRADLEY,
Seretary.

This is the report which accompanied
the plans which have been laid upon the
table of the House and the specimens
also. When we obtained those plans and
specimens we laid them before several
engineers. One in particular, Mr. Hay-
den H. Hall, who is the patentee of
the caisson, which is being used for the
purposes of laying those submarine tun-
nels or subways, thus gives his views on
the matter.

He says:-
I 1 an very pleased with the survey. It

shows that the work to be done is not very
difficult, and there is nothing to prevent the
tunnel from being bored. If the borings and
soundin gs are equal on the 6à miles line, I
would ch oose that in preference to our firet
location; it would be more practioable to
start the tunnel from, and end it at the
shore line, instead of running into a wharf."

25T
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I may say, hon. gentlemen, that the
reason why the six and a half miles line
is sought to be investigated at the pres-
ent time is merely this: that the line, as
surveyed last year by the engineers, went
from railway to railway, from the main-
land to the island. It was a sort of
diagonal line, such, for example, as a line
run frôm the extreme corner of this room
to the extreme corner opposite. By
running the line straight across, instead
of in a diagonal direction, it would
shorten the distance to some six and a
half miles. It is for that reason I have
asked the Government whether it is their
intention this summer to make similar
borings on this six and a half miles line
to those that were made last summer on
the other line. I also made inquiries
of Mr. Greathead, of London, England,
who has been building subways some-
what different in plan from that of Hay-
den H. Hall, Pnd in correspondence
with hin I found that some of those
subways were in course of construction
in London. I know that in the minds
of many hon. gentlemen they have asso-
ciated these London subways with the
Thames tunnel, but if hon. gentlemen
will look at the map of London, which I
have in my hand, they will find that the
Thames tunnel and Thames subways are
both laid down. Four of these subways
have been successfully laid and one is in
course of construction. I thought it
would be advisable to send samples of
the borings of the Straits, as well as
copies of these plans which were made,
and ask for information from Mr.
Greathead and Mr. Fowler consulting
engineers, from their experience in lay-
ing subways in London if such a subway
could be built under this plan across
Northumberland Straits, and I will trou-
ble the House to permit me to read their
reply which will be found in the follow-
ing letter from Mr. Vernon Smith. He
was then in London on some other busi-
ness, and I asked him to examine this
subway, and say how it bore on the sub-
ject we were then discussing here.

LONDoN, ENGLAND, March, 2Ist 1887.

Senator Howlan, Ottawa, Canada,
Dear Sir,-1 an in a position to give you

such information about the Subway as will
carry the necessary weight to remove aIl

scepticism as to its cost, durability and the
details of its construction.

My friend Mr. Greathead was the engineer
of the first Subway built in London now
nearly ten years ago, from near the Tower
to the Deptford side. This was a emall
affair, only seven feet diameter, but it was
put down very cheaply and bas now worked
verv satisfactorily since it was finisbed. .

For some time it was unknown and un-
popular, but for the last seven years ain
average of 3,000 people per day have passed
through it, and it bas not cost one cent in
repairs. It bas been the basis of ail the
other Subways, and Mr. Greathead lias not
less than six now in hand ail on the saute
principle.

The best example complete and that can
be examined in the City of London and
Southwark Subway, (for particulars of
which see engineering page 305, April lst
1887) whiclh w hen finis hed for traffic will
commence in King William street, and end
at Stockwell in the couti side of the river.
This is ten leet in diaineter inside, and
consizts of two separate tubes each of whicl
will le four nlmes long or eight miles
altogether.

The portion finished is the section under
the Thamîes vhich was comipleted fromt Ilie
slhaft at Uld Swan Pier, Noii of the
Tiamites to the ventillating sh at of tle
Survev side, in fifteen weeksi, a total length
of 2,400 leet, a considerale length of thle
upi er tunnel being only 12 feet below the
keels of vessels at low water.

As Old Swan Lane under which it passes
is only 16 feet vide, the two tubes are placed
one over the other and continue so for about
one-third of a mile when the lower one
grad-nally cones to the saie level as the
upper ote, atid they then continue side by
side. They wvill have a three foot six inch
guage Railway tlrough them, and be work-
ed by ropes from au Engine House near the
Elephant and Castle about two miles fromt
either terminus.

The tube when conpleted as it now is
under the River consists of a cast iron ring
one and a quarter inches thick in the thin
part, covered witlh three inches of Roman
Cement, laid on like thick grout by hydrauliC
pressure, and wtich forns a perfect enveloPe
or covering to the cast iron. These segments
are built up from the inside under a vroiuglht
iron protection for the men and wbich il
forced forward by hydraulic pressure. Go-
ing under the Thanes the niaterial ias the
dense London clay, but there were in places
embedded in the clay big boulders of septa-
nia which somnetimes went througlh to the
wrater anI took sonie tine in getting Out
through the tube, and they were not allow-
ed to raise then from the top as it interfer-
ed with the navigation. This required them3
ty lie broken up sufficiently to pass througi'
the air lock in the shield and delayed theiR
a number of hourg each time they were mie
with. The progress, however, throughOut

HON. MR. HOWLAN.
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was equal to 10 feet per day in eacli tub , DAsHwooD HoUsE, 9 New Broad St.
-and this progress could easily be double London, E. C.
Where they were not hamrred with a heavy
traffic. When I was in t e tubes under the HON. G. W. HOWLAN,
river, the shield was working under some President Northumberland and &iraiis
heavy warehouses on the Surrey side, and Tunnel Company.
Was generally progressing about one foot on
hour; the tube was perfectly dry and sweet, DE&a SIR,- Having examined all the
When lit with gas, and with plenty of fresh plans, charts and borings made in recent
air. surveys of the Northumberland Straits, and

From that point to the Elephant and alter repeated interviews with Mr. Great-
Castle, about one and one-eighth miles, head, Engineer of the City of London, and
nearly 6,000 feet for each tube or about Southwark Subway, now approaching com-
12,000 feet altogether. Mr. Greathead ex. pletion, which is about the same length of
Pected to finish im about 6 or 7 months, the tunnel, and passing through (as far as may
delay being that all the stuff excavated had be judged by the borings recently made in
to pass under the river, be raised vertically the Straits), the same description of ground,

'90 feet, and then taken away very inconven. I can, in connection with Mr. Greathead,
ientlv, as there is only room for one barge assure you of the entire feasibility of the
to be moored at a time. scheme, which presents not nearly the

The contractor for this subway is ready engineering difficulties that have been suc-
to take up the Northumberland Straits Sub- cesstully overcome on the City and South-
way. The city men who have backed wark Subway, and can be as easily operated
Greathead in the last eeven or eight years and maintained as the Tower Subway, also
can he enlisted for the finances, and all passing underneath the River Thames,
Plans, plant, patents and expense can be which has now been completed, and in.daily
psssed from one to the other. The contrac- use for ten years, without costing anything
for will pay liberally for ail past expenses for repairs.
and outlays, and take the Governient sub- We are further prepared to find you com-
vention on account of the pay; taking a fixed petent contractors, wito wiil give you un-
Price for the whole thing from shore to shore. doubted security for the performance of the
Greathead and myself to be joint engineers work, and who have necessary experience
at a fixed salarv to cover ail the engineering and plant for completing it within three
and one-half of the whole to be kept back years, from date of commencement. and
!'n til the subway is complete and ca s pass- who will complete the whole, from shore to

-ing fron t nd to end. shore, on the following conditions :

Yours faithfully, I may explain before reading the re-
maining portion of the letter, that the

(Sgd.) VERNON SMITH, C.E. Prince Edward Island Railway, as I shall
show presently, has caused a great deal

That was the view held by Mr. Great- of loss and expens2 to the Dominion
hbead, who was the engineer of those sub- Government in running it. and in some
'Ways. I may sày in connection with conversation that I have with the Gov-
that he has now on hand a sub-way under ernment those views were made apparent.
the Mersey at Liverpool: hon. gentlemen I mentioned those facts to him, sending
Will remember that there is a tunnel the details of that loss. He says
liMder the Mersey which was built some First-The Governmnent o hand over in
two years ago by Sir Charles Fox. As iood working order and eufficiently equp-
Mr. Greathead states they are now about ped the existing Island Railway, which is
toconstruct a sub-way under the enceforth to e operated by your Company
Mersey, on the same principle as this on a tarif to be approved by the Governor

inCouncil.one to which I have referred, which is to Second. The Government to give the
.e twenty-three feet in diameter, with a ri2ht of way for the subway, and the connec-

View of putting through it a double track tion with existing railways at either eud,
railway. I then sent the plans again over any of the public lands. foreshore, or

'skimg for something definite with regard under water, now in their possession, requir-
to thised for the road and stations ut either end.to this question of ours, giving him ail Third-The Government to py for thre

the local details, and pointing out what years, the suin of sixty thoueand dollars
thought was the difference between the ($60,000) per annum, to the Company, as
ork he was engaged on in London and the sumelossof operating the railway
shi one. He writes me as follows on niteSba gcmlehseu nothe lot f*s o however to be paid nls the bookinod

MaofMayvouchersto produced prove that this los
Ias actully been incurred.

25la9
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Fourth-Alter the expiration of the three
years referred to in clause above, and pro-
vided that the Subway ib in operation, the
Governnent to pay two hundred thouQand
dollars ($200,00u) per annum for fitty years
in guarterly payments to the Company.

Fifthà-The Govertinient t allow aill ma-
terial used in tie construction of the works
proposet to cone into the country durty free
durmng the construction

Enclosei herewith is a relrint fromr
Lonedon Engineering of a descril.tion of tie
Soutlhwark Subway, which, since this was
printed has obtainiei an Extensioni Act to
Stock well.

I remain,
Your obed ent servant.

y, li, 1887.(Signed) VERNON SMIT.

Here is the reprint from Engineering,
showing the plans and diagrams of this
sub-way referred to, showing the River
Tharnes with the crossing, and also a
diagram of the work, with the material
and machinery used in constructing it.
The description of the work is as follows :

." Before wve go further into the question
of the way in which the traffic is to be
worked, it will be well to describe what the
subvay is, and how it is being laid. The
route, as we have already stated, extends
from the citv to the Swan at Stockwell.
This distanceis 3 1-6 miles and for the first
half of it Parliamentary powers have already
been obtained. The Bill for the remainder
bas passed the House of Commons, and un-
less something unforseen should happen in
the Lords, will become law this session.
The first part of the route is ehown on the
plan below, and for the benefit of those not
acquainted with London, we may state that
the remainder is nearly straight, and is
practically level. It runs down a wide road
with broad footpaths often edged with gar-
dene, or with shopq built out from old
fashioned houses. The up and down lines
of the subway are absolutely distinct, each
being carried in an iron tunnel. These two
tunnels do not necessarily run side by side;
as shown in the plan tbey commence to-
gether at the terminal statioa in King Wil-
iain street, but the down line falle more

rapidly than tie other, and before the Swan
lane is reached, it bas taken up a position
.exactly below the upper tunnel and
removed front il by somte five feet.
This arrangement je adopted because
Swan lane is too narrow to allow
the two tunnels to run down it side
by side without encroaching on the adjacent
private property. At the bottoni of Swan
lane the tunnels enter the river bed, the
upper one fifteen feet below the surface, and
then the lower deviates a little to the right
until the two are side by side. At the op-
posite bank of the river there is no conve-

nient road for the subway to follow, and it
therefore crosses under Hibernia Wharf into
Burough High Strait, aiter which the tun-
nels maintain their relative positions. lu
plan they are side by @ide with about five
iet itervening between them, but in sec-
ti n one is ut a lower level than the other,
in order to reduce the standing expenses Ot
dlie station, b-y rendering it p smible to, work
themî enitirely from onie sich. The pas-en-
gers trosis the lower p attormii wili pass undrr
tie otier, sand will ascend by a shoirt tramp
to the waiting roomi tron wl ich the i Its
an1(d sta1rcaes start. Thtus the entire pre-
mnis-s wili be confined to one side of the
1treet.
Each tunnel s 10 teet in diiamreter and is

forts ed ut rings of segmnents boited togetier
bv internai flanges. Each rng is 1 foot 7
inches lung, and is c ,miiposed of six eq',al
segnien ts, and m short key s.gment with
parallel ends. The flanges are 3: inches
deep by I' inch thick, and are boited to-
aet her by inch boit. The circunferentiai
joints are made by tarred rope and cenent,
and the longitudinal joints by pine strips.
The nethod of erection is alniost as simple s
the tunnel itself. At the head of the subIway,
sup osing a short length of tunnel to be al
ready in place in the clay which underlies
the iver Thames, there is steel shield cou-
sisting of a cylinder six feet long and of suf-
ficient diameter to side easily over the por-
tion of the subway already bolted together.
The forwvard end of the cylinder has a
cutting edge, while about midway of its
lengti there is a bulkhead having a door in
in it. Through this aperture the workmllel
move a part of the clay in front, cutting out
a emall chaniber considerably less in diau-
eter than the sbield. When this has beei
done the shield ix forced iorward by six hy•
draulic rame fed by two hand pumps. The
hydrau-lic cylinders are boltel to the shield,
while the ram heads abut against the last
ring of the completed tunnel. The cuttiOg
edge clears out an exact circle il the cia!'
forcing the mraterial into the space preparB
for its reception, from which it is dug Ont
and loaded througi the door into skeps for
removal. As the shield moves forward il
leaves at its rear an innular space. of about
an inch, between the iron and the surround-
ing clay, and this is inmediately filied with
grouting to prevent any subsidence either O
the tunnel or of the around. The method by
which this is accomplished is very ingeniOus'
and is due t- Mr. J. H. Greathead, the
engineer-in-chief to the undertaking. The
grouting, made of blue lias lime and waterJ
is mixe in a wrougbt-iron vessel, provide
with paddles which can be worked fron the
outeide. The vessel is closed, and coti-
pressed air, at a pressure of thirty to forty
pounda per square inch, is admitted. toit
while the paddles are kept at work. BI
means of a laose pipe ending in a nozzle, the
grouting is forced through holes let in the
iron linng into the space between it and the

HON. MR. HOWLAN.
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Clay, until the entire cavity is filled with a
ihell of cement which fits it exactly, and
forme an impermeable coat round the sub-
Way,protecting it from moisture and oxidation
Atter the shield has been nioved forward a
ring of segmente is bolted in, the rate of
progress being about ten feet in thirty-four

The works are being actively pushed on,
and already one tunnel is conipleted fron
the north to south side of the Thames,
and the second is following it. The plan ot
Operations slhovs t he saine economy and res-
Pect for public convenience which marks
the entire schemse. No street surface lias
been taken to fori a contractor's vard, but
in place of this a stage lias, by the permis-8ion of the Thaies Conservancy, been
erected in the river behind the oid Swan
Pier, and froi this a sliaft bas been sunk
through the river bed to the requisite depth.
Un the stage there i erected a crane whicli
lifte the ikeps of clay, and delivers thei to
a emall tramway, along which they run to
deliver their contente into barges ; there is
also a sand and an air compressor driven by
a snall engmue,, and a wooden office this
c0nstitutiisg the entire present overhead
Plant of this great undertaking. The shait
is 13 feet in diameter, and is made of cas
'on rings, each cast in one piece. The
thickness of metal is li of an inch, except
at the bottom where it is thickened on the
1ride, contrary to eusual practice, to formi a
Cltting edge. Thie shat. wae erected in
the usual manner by removing the
'isaterial froi inside *it with a grab
and descends nearly to the crown
of the uipper tunnel. Fron this
POint it is carried down in brick
WOrk, mutthings for the two subwavs being
n'ate in it of the same naterial. There is
no water to be deal* with, the tunnels being
absolutely tigtît, and the work of extension
goee most sioothiv. Indeed it is imspossi-ble to realize, exce'pt by personal inspection,
What a simple method tunneling in clay has
G Oie by the niellhod enployed by Mr.
Qreatiead. This plan, however, ie by no
ineans restricted to Clay, but can be modifiedtsuIt mud, eand, gravel and rock.

Wlen the grounf is so soft that it can be
Wahed away, the nethod of renoval by
Pick and epade is abandored, and in place

hof tise a constant circulation of water is
lfaintained at the onter face of the shield byeans of a pumsp. In the first instance. lie-
fOre the distance from the s-haft become s too

at, a very simple plant wil.1 suffice. Two
Pipes, one bent over to dip into the river,

led down the ehaft anl along the tunnel
to the Shield, througlh which they passe the
On" near the top and the other tear the b ,t-

Water is drawn by acirculating punp
the river and torced out tirough the
Pipe against a bank of mud or sand
.Preases against the face of the bulk-
in the shield. The preseure thue

efinds )an outlet at the lower pipe,

along which the current flows back
to tise shaft, carrying the solid matèrial
with it into the river or barge inoored along-
side the shafit. The two columns ot water
balance each other, and all the work re-
quired of the pump is tu overcome the fric-
tion in the pipes and at the working face.
As the work proceeds the friction, however,
becomes a very important item, and other
arrangements have to be adopted. Should
there be any boulders in the ground they will
become I odged at L and can be broken, by
means of the bars, into pieces capable of
passing along the pipe. If a boulder should
prove retractory to tiis treatient an air lock
would be erected in the lhield or tunnel and
the forward ende filled with compreseed air
tintil the cover of the receptacle could be
ronoved eafely and the boulder extracted
bodily. In many cases, however, no such
difficulty could be met and the procees of
pumping would suffice to remove the whole
of the debris and depôsit it in the tank. Ae
the sand or gravel accumulated it would
displace an equal quantity ot' water from
the tank, which iust have an outlet to
permit the shield to move forward. For
this purpose the pipe is carried backwards
and up the shaft, and through this the sur-
plus will escape. Wlhen the tank is to be
emptied the valves e e e are closed to cut off
all exterjal pressure, and tubs K K filled
with water are brnught under the outlete f f.
Thsese dip into the tubs and when they are
opened an interchange of the contents of the
vessels F and K takes place. The sand
descende into the tub while the water rises
to take its place, the arrangement being.ex-
ceedingly ingenioue. To clear out the pipes
the entire current can be sent from the pipe
D direct to the pipe E through the conniec
tion P.

Clav, nud, sand, gravel and boulders do
not exhaust, however, the list of substances
to be met with in tunneling. There still
remains rock to be dealt with, and for this
Mr. Greathead has designed the appliances
shown in figures three and four. Through
the face of the shield A there projects a
shaft carrying a two-armed too lholder 0
fitted with steel tools. h'lie shaft is driven
by a compreesed air motor; and as long as
the toole are in a eatisfactory condition it
's protruded so 'ar through the shield that
the holder stands in the position shown in
dotted lines in figure four and bores its way
throngi the rock. When the toole becone
hlunted and require renewal, the holder
is set hrizontaIlly . and is drawn
back under the hood end M. It is then set
vertically, and the space under the hood is
filled wfth compressed air to permit of a
nanhole being opened in the shield, and a

man entering the chaiber. After the toole
on one armi of the holder have been re.
mnoved, the slaft is rotated through 180 de-
grees, and the other set are renewed. The
man then retires, closes the manhole, the

isft is pusied out again, and the work pro-
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ceeds the fragments of rock being swept back
by the current.

They will carry a double set of breaks to
give perfect security. There is, however,
only one part in which the gradients are
steep enough to be of importance, that is,
between the city station ana the river, where
the up line rises at 1 in 30, and the dovn
line talle at 1 in 15. At other parts the line
is practically level. A train will weigh
about 20 tons grose, against 165 on the
Metropolitan Railway ; and of this, seven
tons, or thirty-five per cent., will be
passengerp, against 15 per cent. on the rail-
way. After the passengers have lighted, an
operation not requiridig more than 20 seconds,
every carriage having separate inlet and
outet dcors, the train will get away very
rapidly, as the motive power will not have
to start from a state of rest, and will be
capable of exerting a greater tractive power,
in proportion to the weight 01 the train, than
ordinary locomotives. A t the terminal
stations both lines will converge unto a single
track, and the trains will scarcely be detained
longer than at the intermediate stations.

The cost of the new subway is estimated
at £550,000, including land, buildings, sta-
tions and rolling stock; not a great sain for
a railway, but yet mi.any times larger than
would te required for an equivalent tramway.

In conclusion we may state that the con-
sulting engineer is Sir John Fowler ; the
engineer-in-chief Mr. .1. H. Greathead, of 8
Victoria Chambers, Westminster: the res-
ident engineer, Mr. W. J. McCleary ; while
the contractor is Mr. Edmund Gabbutt, of
Liverpool."

I have often been asked, and the ques-
tion has often arisen, whether any such
sub-ways have been built before. In
answer to that question I produce this
plan of London showing the sub-ways
under the Thaeis, and it will be seen
that the matteris dealt with in Engineer-
ing, by Sir John Fowler, a well4nown
authority.

HON. MR. BOTSFORD-The first
in England.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-It does not
surprise me that this project is pooh
poohed at and found fault with by some
as a matter properly outside of what
might be called practical politics, but I
think after the facts have been proven,
under the authority of such a man as
Sir John Fowler, that such works have
been built, we might properly come to
the conclusion to err in very good con-
pany, as I will show in a very short time.
One question which has generally bees

HON. MR. HOWLAN.

brought up is this, that owing to the
great distance across these Straits it
would be impossible to have a success-
ful tunnel, the difficulty of ventilating
it being so great. We know that t-ere
are several tunnels longer than
this which have been successfully
ventilated and on this question all the
engineers who have examined the place
and charts have agreed that in this mat-
ter of ventilation as well as the material of
which the bottom is composed, nature
has done everything-in other words, no,
amount of money that could be placed
in the hands of a competent engineer
could arrange the winds, the material
at the bottom and the shores better for
the purpose of securing good ventilation.
It is said that while a tunnel constructed
through a mountain above the water car
be kept dry, necessarily there is an
amount of dampness in a tunnel under
water which must sooner or later destroy
the work. We have evidence which
does not bear out that impression. We
have instances of tunnels all under water
which are nearly as long as this projected
sub-way. For instance if the banks of
Northumberland Straits were as steep as
the sides of this chamber, so that a vessel
could run its bowsprit against them, Ît
would be difficult to procure ventilation,
but for a mile from the shore on
each side of the Straits, the water
is not more than six feet deep,
and at two miles out it is
only thirty feet deep. We know there-
fore that in such shallow water an
embankment could be built for three-
quarters of a mile on each side reducing
the section to be ventilated to five miles,
which is not a great distance, if we are
to judge from results in other similar
works. I have here an extract from the
Cardiff Mail describing the tunnel under
the Severn recently built, descriptions Of
which have appeared in many of the
newspapers of England. The extract
from the Mail is as follows:-

STEAMING UNDER THE SEA.
lhe Severn Railway funnel as Com-

pared with other Great Bores.

The first passenger train passed through
the gigantic tube linking the shores Or
Monmonthshire and Gloucestershire. BefûT
those on board quite knew where they were
a shrill whistle, a sudden darkening-for it
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was now nearly broad daylight-and " We
were in l" told them they were " in " and
rushing down a clearly perceptible decline
tOwards a point 100 feet below the bed of the
broad estuary. In a trice watches were out
and windows down, the first to keep time,
the other to test ventilation. The in~rush of
the icy-cold air, as clear and as pure as if
the trip across was being made in the old
Way-over instead of under the channel-
showed the latter was ail right. The sub-
iarine journey, if such it may be called,
Proved to be more like a run through a
Pretty deep itutting than through a tunnel
four and a quarter 'miles long. For about
three minutes and a-half alter enteringthere
was no mistaking the fact that a sharp
gradient was beingp descended, then a
IfOmientary rumble as the train passed over
th curves of the arc-for the tube dips in
tc centre-and then the locomotive, at an
<v..r-decreasing speed, climbed the opposite
gladient, to emerge once more into davlight
in eight minutes and forty-nine seconds.

As before remarked, the ventilation of
the tunnel is little short of perfect. During
the construction of the work a fan over
eighteen feet in diameter, discharging 60,000
eubic feet of air per minute, was used. This
bas now been replaced by a fan forty feet in
diameter and twelve feet wide, made on the
arne principl" as those used at the Mersey

and a portion of the Metropolitan tunnels.
The tunnel is twenty-six feet wide and
twenty feet high from the double line or
rails to the crown of the arch inside the
brick work. The rails are laid on longi-
tudinal sleepers. The tunnel has been lined
throughout with vitrified bricks set in
ceement, and no less than 75,000,000 bricks
have been used in this work.

This vitrified brick wall lias a thickness
Of three feet in the crown of the arch beDeath the shoots, but as the tunnel rises
frotn this lowest point on a gradiant one in
ninety one way and one in one hundred to-
'Vards the Gloucestershire side. the thick-
ness is gradually reduced to t'wo feet and
three inches.

The total length of the Severn tunnel is 41niles 624 yards. The St. Gothard tunnel
'& 94 miles, Mount Cenis tunnel 74 miles,
&iberg tunnel (Austria) 6j miles ; there is
t tunnel in Massachusetts 41 miles; the
Standege tunnel, on the London and North-
Western, is three miles long, and the Box
tunnel rather less. But the special feature
Of the Severn tunnel lies in the fact that 71
liiles of it have been constructed froin 45 to
100 feet below the bed of a rapid flowing
tidal estuary, offering engineering difficul-
tes which make it the most remarkable
tunnel in the world.

There would be no such gradient on
the proposed tunnel under the Northum-
berland Strait. The deepest water that
Was met with on the survey last year was

96 feet. Bayfield's chart shows that on
the proposed soundings I ask for to-
day the average would not be more than
about 6o feet or ro fathoms, and as a
consequence there should be no such
gradient as the one I have referred to.
Another advantage of the shorter line is
that the water not being deep at the
centre we should not have so much of
an ascent both ways. I mention those
facts so as to impress upon the minds of
hon. gentlemen that the difficulties of
ventilation are not of such very great
moment as may at first appear. It is
true that some hon. gentlemen-not in
this House I an glad to say-have
attempted to set up their opinions
with regard to this particular ques-
tion. As for myself, I have never
set up my opinion. I am neither a
civil engineer nor a mechanical engi-
neer, but when I have the authority of
some twenty of the best engineers not
only in England, but in the United States
and Canada, surely it is not too much to
say that if I do err on this particular
question I err in good company. The
first engineer whose opinion is favorable is
Sir Frederick Bramley, chief of the engi-
neering corps in England. The next is
Sir Charles Fox, who built this tunnel
which I have been describing. The next
is Mr. Greathead and his consulting en-
gineer, Sir John Fowler. The next is
Walter Shanly, of Montreal, A. L. Light,
of Quebec, Prof. Bull, of New York Un-
iversity, and Geo. P. Rothwell, the en-
gineering expert of the New York Engi-
neering and MiningJournal. Then we
have General McAlpin, who is well
known in this countryin connection with
the harbour improvements in Montreal.
He was previously known as the chief
engineer of the United States Army and
Navy for some fifteen years, and is now
consulting engineer of some of the largest
railways in the United States. Then we
have General Newton who, up to a re-
cent time, was chief engineer of the
United States Army, and is ncw consult-
ing engineer of the Arcade Railway, New
York. Then we have Sandford Fleming,
of Canada, and Mr. Onderdonk, who is
also well known in this Dominion, having
built the mountain section of the Can-
adian Pacific Railway in British Colum-
bia. Then we have Marcus Smith, Ver-
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non Smith, C. C. Gregory, W. R. Hatton,
chief engineer of the Harlem River Rail-
way, Professor Wahl, of the Franklin In-
stitute, Philadelphia, . which bears
the reputation of being one of
the highest institutions on engineering.
questions in the world. No
inan can launch before the 6o,ooo,ooo
of people of the United States any ques-
tion of machinery, or any question re-
lating to engineering, unless he has got
the approval of the Franklin Institute.
It is an institution founded and sustained
by wealthy men who have left money for
its maintenance; and within those walls
are to be found the best talent which
money can secure throughout the world.
This Institute has pronounced in favor
of the enterprise. I will not trouble the
House with reading the opinions of all
those men, but I shall take the oppor-
tunity of quoting the opinions of two or
three of them. The Premier of Prince
Edward Island, looking ovei those plans
and at this model, found some fault with
the project inasmuch, he said, as he did
not then think the subway could be built.
I said, "the best thing you can do, as
Premier of the Province, is to address a
letter to Mr. Walter Shanly, C.E., asking
the question and see what his reply will
be." Mr. Sullivan did so, and put these
three questions to him, after we got the
borings:-

"Can this work be built? Is it prac-
ticable and feasible? How long do you
think it would take in building it ? For
what sum of money could it be built ?"

Mr. Shanly, under date of January
3oth, 1886, answered those questions as
follows :-

"I consider the construction of such an
undertaking on the very ingenious plan
proposed b Mr. H. H. Hall, of New York,
to be entirely practicable, and that the work
might be completed within three years from
the time of actual commencement. As to
the cost,' I have not myself visited the
locality, but have carefully examined the
plans and soundings exhibited to me by Mr.
Hall. I have had a great deal of informa-
tion, but more will be required, that is to
say, further surveys and borings are neces-
aary before an accurate estimate of the cost
of the work could be arrived at. My opinion
is that it should fall within five mllions."

Mr. McAlpin's opinion is that the
work can be done. He says:-

" During the last tbree years I have fre-
quently been consulted by Mr. H. H. Hall
in regard to the plans of his patented prO-
cess of subaqueous tunneling and have
occasion to examine and advise in regard
thereto and have carefully considered its
applicability for operating under great
deuths of water.

T'he process of securing the machine at
the proper level in the bed of the channel,
that of forcing it forward as the Excavation
progresses (aided by the water jet acting
upon the earth in front the use of an incor-
rosive siell for the tube and nany other
devices to accomplish the object aimed at
with the greatest economy have all been
attained in this process.

Froni the descriptions which have been
furnished to nme of the character of the bedg
of the Northumberland Straits, where it i8
proposed to use this process, I an of the
opinion it will accomplish the work in the
most successful and economical manner
that can be devised, and with judiciotl
management there is no doubt in mlly mind
of the complete succeas of this process at
the Straits."

Mr. R. P. Rothwell, editor of the
Engineering and Miningfournal, says :

" With ordinary care in const-uctiOD,
there should be no great practical difficultY
or danger in executing the work of la. ing a
tube of almost any dimensions in this way ;
and usually the cost of doing the work
should be less than tunneling 'in heavY
ground. I have had some experience in
sink- ing a shaft by the use of hydraulic jacks
pushing dov-n a sinking trame correspond-
ing to Mr. Hall's caisson, from the perman-
ent linirg corresponding to the tube, a11d4
Ironi this experience I conclude that Mr.
Hall's nethod, when managed with intel-
ligence and knowledge of slàift sinking and
tunneling, presents the elemnents of practical
success."

Mr. A. L. Light, C. E., of Quebec,
says:-

"I see nothing that is very difficult Or
impracticable in carrying out the scheme. 1
think if once unwatered and completed it8
i.orking or inaintainance afterwards, wil
probably be attended with very trifling ee'
pense. There may be difficulties about the
ice,or danger froin the anchorage of vessels,
that 1 an not prepared to give an opinion
upon, but I presume that upon these pointet
you have already obtained the information
and are satisfied about the risks. I have
not gone into the estimates, and can give no
opinion as to their sufficiency, the few details
given, are no doubt correct as far as theY
go, but you require very riiuch more infornl
ation as to the depths of water, the form O
the bottoni, and the material that will have

HoN. MR. HOWLAN.
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to be removed,before any satisfactory work-
ing estimate can be made. Dredging will
bave to be resorted to before the tube can be
Placen into position, and I see no reference
as to the cost of this, probably because with-
out special survers and soundings any de-
ductions from Bayfield Charts, nust be mere
guess work. After these surveys have been
Made, I shall be happy to go into the estini-
ates, but without them I should be unwill-
ing to commit noyîelf to an opinion as to the
cost of the work."

Mr. Bull Professor of Civil Engineering
in the University of New York, also says:

" In September last I visited with Mr.
Rall, Cape Traverse and Cape Tormentine,
and made personal examination of the place
wlere it is proposed to place a subnarine
tunnel to connect Prince Edward Island
With the mbainland. and alter extending
'oquiries of those who have long lived in the
leighborhood, and have been in the habit

of navigating the straits both in sunmmer and
Winter, we arrivel at the firm conviction
the location afforded great facilhties for the
Object sought. Stili further, a careful
examination ot the surveys made by Com-
mander Orlebar. R. N., in 1886, and the
soundings made since our visit, by Captain
Philips Irvint, laving taken at each fifty
feet across the straits from the pier near
Cape Traverse to the end of the J urimain
Reef shows that the bottom of the straits is
favorable for the building of the tunnel,
there being no sudden depression in the
Whole distance, and the surface being mostly
Sand and gravel, giving a good foundation
to rest upon. Thus with ordinary care and
skill there will be no great difficulty in its
construction under the method of Hall's
Patent. The precise cost cannot finally be
deterimined until borings of the bottoni are
furnished, vet from ail that we can glean
frtn the data now' within our reach, we
would judge that the expense would not be
far fromi $4,500,000."

Mr. Onderdonk writes as follows:-
NEW YORK, March 17th, 1887.

iar. H. H. HALL,
lEÂa Sia,- have just completed a care-

fu1 study of your method of constructing
submarine tunnels.

eT difficulties which presented theni-
selves to me in the details of your method
When I firet looked into the matter a year
ago, appear to me now to have been entire-
Y Overcome by your recent improvenents,

8s Imuch so in fact, that I do not now hesi-
tate in pronouncing it as my opinion that
there are rnany localities in which your8ySten is the only practicable one that can

e applied. Should you enter into any con-
tract@ of sufficient magnitude to warrant it,
t il§ quite likely that if agreeable arrange-

hients can be made that i should be willing

to provide capital and undertake to put the
work through as a contractor.

Yours very truly.
(Sgd.) A. OýNDERDONK.

So that as far as the feasibility or prac-
ticability of the work is concerned we
may come to the conclusion that it is
practicable from that standpoint. But
another question which comes up, and
one that is very often put to me is. " Do
you think that the Government of the
Dominion of Canada would be justified
in spending $5,ooo,ooo for the accom-
modation of the 120,000 people of
Prince Edward Island?" Now, for a
moment I will waive the right of the
terms of confederation, and I will say
that no supporter of the Government-
that no miember of the Legislature who
has any proper regard for his own repu-
tation or for the reputation of his friends
-should attempt to bring forward a ques-
tion like this unless he can show clearly
and distinctly that the work can be built
without trenching upon what may be
properly called the domain of unpractical
politics. I did not then, and I do not
now, ask this Government to give $5,-
ooo,ooo to carry out the ternis of confe-
deration. I say those terns are to be
carried out no matter what the cost may
be. They are ternis that were not made
by the Province. Prince Edward Island
was asked two or three times if she would
accept those ternis, before she did accept
them ; but they have not been carried
out, and if I can prove to the satisfac-
tion of the country that the money
which the Government has been expend-
ing for the last 14 years in unsuccessfully
endeavoring to carry out the
terms, would construct this sub-way,
and that not one dollar more would be
added to the public debt of the Domin-
ion than is being expended at the present
time, then I think I have gone a great
way in making the project acceptable to
the country. if ,the Government are
satisfied upon that point, they should not
hesitate for a moment to assist in the
construction of this work, which is neces-
sary to carry out the ternis of confederaý
tion. It is true that the eastern provinces,
during the great debate which took place
in connection with the inauguration of
the Canadian Pacific Railway, consented
that the work should be undertaken, be-

265
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cause those provinces and the Dominion
of Canada had pledged themselves to
carry out the terms of confederation with
British Columbia. I myself, in my place
here, said that it was perfectly right and
perfectly just that those terms should be
carried out, and as far as we could safelv
do so we should pledge the resources of
this country for the completion of that
great work. There is no vote that I
have given in the whole course of my
public life of which I am more proud
than my vote in support of the carrying
out of that project. We were told that it
was going to ruin the country, but we see
that the road has been built, and I say that
the same sense of duty which induced
the Government to undertake and carry
out that great work under the terms of
its arrangement with the Province of
British Columbia should also impel them
now to carry out this subway project and
comply with the terms of Confederation
with Prince Edward Island. It was con-
tended by a portion of the Press of this
country that to carry out the terms of
Confederation with British Columbia was
an impossibility; we were even told in
Parliament that the youngest man in this
House would never see the completion
of the Canadian Pacific Railway; that it
was an impossibility ; that it was "mid-
summer madness," yet most of us have
lived to see it conpleted, and now that
it is an accomplished fact we only won-
der that it was not undertaken sooner.
It is not so very long ago when the con-
struction of the Grand Trunk Railway
was looked upon as a wonderful under-
taking. In the same way the building
of the North Shore Railway was looked
upon as a gigantic schcme. The in-
auguration of steam navigation on the
Atlantic was, within the memory of some
of us, looked upon as a doubtful under-
taking ; but we have become accustomed
to those surprises, and if it can be
proved beyond any question by a
competent board of engineers that
this scheme is practicable and
feasible, and can be carried out
within the sum of money which is spent
at the present tinie, year by year, in en-
deavoring to establish continuous winter
communication with the Island, I say
that it is the bounden duty of the Gov-
ernnient of Canada to try and complete

HON. MR. HOWLAN

this work. I have not tried to unduly
press my views on the Government and
on the members of this House and on
the country, until I was perfectly forti-
fied by the opinions of those eminent
men whom I have quoted that the
scheme was practicable. I ask the Gov-
ernment now to make a survey upon this
short line, and to give us samples of the
borings at every 1,500 feet, to put therm
before the engineers, and if the engineers
are satisfied on examining those sound-
ings that this work can be built for a
subsidy of $2oo,ooo a year, the Govern-
ment should undertake it. Now I shall
submit for the information of the House
a statement showing the sums of money
which the Government are expending at
the present time in their effort to estab-
lish winter communication with the main
land :
COST OF COMMUNICATION BETWEEN

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND AND
THE MAINLAND.

Cost of
"North

Interest
Depreciat
Insuranc

WINTER COMMUNICATION.

the Steamer
ern Light". $60,737 00
@ 4% ...... 2,429 00
ion 10%.... 6,073 00

10%...... 6,073 00
---- $14,575 0Û

Maintenance to June
30th, 1884... .. $155,256 00

Less receipts ...... .38,143 00

Loss in 7 yeare ..... $117,113 00
or equal per year to the sum of 16,730 00

Total for "Northern Light". $31,305 00
Pd for Iceboat Service

for the last fiscal
year ..........

Irving & Muttart
for previous ser-
vice...........

Str. " Neptune
last year ...

$5,982 00

1,368 60
18.504 00

25,854 00

Total Cost for Winter Service... $57,159 00

SUMMEa SERVICE.

To amt. paid to P. E.
. Steam Naviga-

tion Company .... $10,000 00
Paid for Telegraph

Cable, not wanted
when subway is fin-
ished .... ...... 2,000 00
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Pid for Steam Ser-
vice between Char-
letown and Halifax

P, E. 1. Navigation
Co. for Board of

30 00

Mail Clerks ...... 232 00
$15,232 00

Total Cost for Winter and Suniner $72,391 00

COST OF OPERATING THE PRINCE
EDWARD ISLAND RAILWAY.

DEFICITS.

For the year ending
June 30th, 1876.. $101,869 00

1877.. 97,931 00
1878.. 85,700 0)
1879.. 97,457 00
1880.. 50,789 00
1881.. 71,992 00
1882.. 90,993 00
1883.. 106,638 00.
1884.. 91,924 00
1885.. 52,619 00
1886.. 61,160 00

Total deficit for Il
years ............ $909,072 00
or equal to per year the

sum of............... $82,643 00

P. E. I. RAILWAY CAPITAL ACCOUNT.

Ti 8 account stood on
June 30th, 1875..3,114,735 00

do., do., 1884..3,654,356 00

Making a deficit of $539,621. Gin
9 years, during which the mile-
age was not increased, of the
Snm per annum of ......... 59,958 00

$142,601 00
Add to thiis the expenses of the

Sumnerand Winter Commun i-
cation as per page annexed ... 72,391 é0

Total Cost of Winter and Sum-
mer Communication with P.
E. I. and cost of operating the
Railway ................... $214,992 00

It will be seen from this statement that
the total expense of the summer and

inter service, and cost of operating the
railway amounts to $214,992, or in routid
numibers, $2[5,000 per annum. Now if
for $200,ooo a year we could settle this
vexed question between Prince Edward
Island and the Dominion, what loss
Would there be to Canada?

HON. MR. READ-Hear, hear !

HON. MR. HOWLAlt-My hon.

friend laughs, but I ask him how that
would make a loss, when the Dominion
Treasury would pay $15,ooo per ainum
less than it now does ?

HoN. MR. READ-How would that
save the loss in operating the railway ?

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-This Com-
pany offer to take over the railway and
work it on a tariff to be approved by the
Government, without assistanee from the
public treasury. There are the facts and
the figures as taken from the Public Ac-
counts, showing the amount which the
Government of Canada has paid annual-
ly for the purpose of carrying out this
particular item of the terms of Confeder-
ation. If the Government of Canada
can satisfy theniselves by reports from
competent engineers that the scheme is
feasible,and that the railway will be taken
off the hands of the Government, I would
like to know how there would be any
additional expense to the country involv-
ed in it?

HO.. MR. READ-I do not suppose
we miy expect a loss for all time to
corne in operating the railway. It is
not the gereral experience of railways.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-This English
company propose to take that railway
off the hands of the Government, and
for a subsidy of $200,ooo a year for
fifty years will construct this subway. If
the subway was never built it is not
possible to reduce the expenditure on
the railway to less than $ri6,ooo, basing
our estimate on the traffic within the
open water season when the railway pays.
But it is well known that as soon as the
Straits are frozen up the railway is run at
a loss. If the Company took it over
from the Government it would only
require $2oo,ooo a year to be taken out
of the revenue of Canada instead of
$215,000 as at present, and it would
insure a settlement of this vexed question
of winter communication. This is a
burning question with the people of
Prince Edward Island, and while I admit
that the Government may have been
doing what they consider the best they
could to carry out the terms of Union,
the terms have not been carried
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out. I may say to my hon. we are far behind other countries. White
friend that whilst the blessings we have only two or three mails a week,
of the National Policy have to a very there is a mail every day from New
great extent built up the small towns in York. Then, taking the steamship unes
other parts of the Dominion, the towns crossing the Atlantic, we find that Con-
of Prince Edward Island have not re- pagnie General Trans-Atlantique stands
ceived a similar impetus : we have not No. i; North German Lloyds NO. 2;

had the benefits arising from that policy. the Antwerp and Cunard unes No. 3,
I may say-and I say it with the full and a number of competitors for the
consciousness of the import of the words foirth place. Those are facts beyond
I use-that as one of the delegates who any question of doubt. Mhile you caf
made the terms of union with the Do- travel on land at the rate of 3o miles an
minion, one of the most important fea- hour by rail, you cannot go in a fog, on
tures of the agreement, in niy estimation, water, with any degree of safety (so I
was the establishment of continuous am informed by masters of Trans-
communication with the mainland. I Atlantic steamers) faster than io
hope that the House will bear with me miles per hour in the GuIf I speak
while I try toashow that the population more particularly of vessels coming up
in the Western Provinces are as much the Gulf of St. Lawrence. Georgetown
interested in this subway as ,the people bas one of the best harbors that can be
of the Maritime Provinces. From the found in the Dominion. It is fot only
spot where we are now standing to large and spacious, but it has two very
Georgetown, on the southern side of large rivers which are navigable for
Prince Edward Island, we can go by rail, vessels of six or seven hundred tons for
with the exception of this six and a half several miles ftom the mouth. The dis-
miles across the Straits. If we could tance from the Straits of Belle Isle to
complete that section by means of this Georgetown is about 400 miles; the dis-
subway, we could have the English mails tance from the Straits of Belle Isle to
landed at Georgetown and delivered at Quebec is 762 miles-a difference, in
Montreal and the west twenty-four hours favor of the Georgetown route Of 362
sooner than by any existing route. I miles. It in 300 miles from the Strats
may say, in connection with this feature of Belle Isle to the eastern point of Anl-
of the question, tjat if there ip one sub- ticosti, where the Allanti steamers first
ject more than another that rust neces- make, as can be seen from Commodore
sarily engage the minds of the Gover- Fortin's plan (n au r sorry th t he is not
ment of Canada during the next few in his place to-day>; from the point of
years, it is that of obtaining the quick- Anticosti to Gaspe is ioo Miles; fro n
est passage across the ocean. If we Gaspe to Father Point is 202, and fr0111
can by any means shorten the voyage F other Point to Queber is 36o miles.
we will attract to that short route Procecding by rail to Moncton and
a large portion of the tramvel thence toGeorgetown by means of this
and traffic that core from the West and sub-way, time would be shortened by 24

go now by way of New York. Hon. bours ini forwarding mails and passengers.
gentlemen who are familiar with the I w pll just show the House the distance
subject will corroborate wbat I say-that by the diflerent existing routes u
a large number of the disastrous collisi- Fror St. John, N.B., to Liverpool is
ons which have occurred on the Atlantic 2,800 miles.
seaboard are attributable to fog. As we Frorn Halifax to Liverpool, 2,530
increase the number of these ocean milet.
greyhounds on the Atlantic we will in- Fron Boston to Liverpool, 2,890
crease the danger of collision and the miles.
rvsk to life. If we can shorten the dis- From New York to Liverpool, 3,070
tance across the ocean and avoid that miles.
fog, to a certain extent, we will be ac- From Philadephia to Liverpool, 3,180
complishing very important results. It miles.
is a well known fact that with regard to Fror Baltimore to Liverpool, 3,360
our mail communications on the Atlantic miles.

HON. MR. HOWLAN.
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From New Orleans to Liverpool, 4,6oo
miles.

From Quebec to Liverpool, via the
Straits of Belle Isle, 2,650 miles.

From Montreal to Liverpool, via
Georgetown, 2,278 miles-the shortest
route across the ocean by over 250
miles.

Now, with regard to fog. Anyone
acquainted with the Straits of Belle Isle
and the Gulf of St. Lawrence will remem-
ber on the Labrador-the Canadian
side--of the Straits you have almost a
Perpendicular barrier of rock, while on
the westerly side you have a less formid-
able coast. The prevailing winds throw
the fog against that barrier on the Can-
adian side, and in making a passage by
way of the Straits of Belle Isle the watch-
rman on the outlook is very anxious to
nake the lighthouse on the eastern point
of Anticosti. It must be made in order
to get to Gaspe. All the difficulties
to navigation in the Gulf have
arisen inside the Straits of Belle Isle.
If you take the Newfoundland side you
have clear water free of fog, and instead
of running at the ra'e of ten miles an
hour, vessels could be run at full speed
from.that point to Georgetown. There
is nothing to nterrupt them and they
could disembark their passengers, and
the mails could be forwarded to points
West of Quebec 24 hours sooner than by
any existing route. That is the reason
Why I say, in my judgment, the gentle
Men who represent the western portions
Of Canada have as much interest in the
Construction of this subway as we have
Ourselves. Because, after all, the Prov-
Ince of Prince Edward Island is Canada,
and if nature had made a connection
between Prince Edward Island and New
Brunswick there is not a doubt where
the transatlantic steamers would make
their western terminus during the summer
season.

The Allan line of steamers, which
runs to Montreal via the Straits of Belle-
isle, as I am informed, discontinue their
1 ips after 'e end of October ; whilst
they couLt run to Georgetown much
longer. The straits could be navigated
Up to the first of January. The gulf,
the straits and the harbor of Georgetown
are entirely free of ice up to that time,
and this short route would therefore be

open for about eight months in the year.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Are there
no fogs hanging around Georgetown ?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Fog is almost
unknown around Prince Edward Island.
We have no such fog as is found in the
Bay of Fundy and on the Atlantic coast.
Fog is a very rare occurrence anywhere
around Prince Edward Island. I think
that the hon. gentleman will find
that statement borne out by others
who have as much, perhaps more
information on this question than
I have. In a certain place, which cannot
be nentioned here, my name has -been
bandied around in regard to a certain
letter which was given to me by the
Leader of the Government of this
country-Sir John Macdonald. It wàs
asserted there that this letter was sent to
me for electioneering purposes. I think
I will be able to satisfy the House that
as far back as March 1885 (when surely
there could have been no expectation of
an election taking place in' Prince
Edward Island) I asked this House to
petition the Government to cause a sur-
vey to be made of the Straits of North-
umberland *with a view to ascertaining
the feasibility of constructing this sub-
way, and gentlemen from the Maritime
Provinces irrespective of party bias,
thought that it was a matter which ought.
to be examined, and that it would be
necessary to spend some little money
for the purpose of making the examina-
tion. The following is a copy of the
petition, which is dated the 2oth April
1885

OTTAWA, April 20th, 1885.
To the Right Honorable Sir John Macdon-

ald, G.0.B., Premier of Canada, &c.
The undersigned mem bers of the Senate

and House of Commons from the Maritime
Provinces, having evamined a model and
plan of a Subway across the Straits of Nor-
thumberland, as well as having read the
Debate thereon in the Senate,

Respectfully request that the sum of Five
Thousand Dollars be appropriated for a
practical survey of eaid Straits, with a view
of testing the feasibility of building such
Sub-way. We have the honor to be,

Very respectfully,
(Signed)
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John Ferguson,
Thos. McKay,
Alex. McFa-lane,
R. P. H aythorne,
Pascal Poirier,
T. D. Sutherland,
W. H. Odell,
J. S. Carvell.

Members of Parliament:
A. C. Macdonald, Edward Hacket,
H. Cameron, Henry N. Paint,
H. L. McDougall, John McDougall,
Robert Moffatt, P. A. Lanory,
Charles H. Tupper, Charles J.Townsbernd
James Yeo, Muney Dood,
D. B. Woodworth, J. R. Kenny,
John Wallace, K. F. Burns.
J· Wood,

Since then, up to the present time,
several letters have passed between Sir
John Macdonald and myself regarding
this matter, and I do not think it can be
said that that correspondence could have
any bearing on an election that did not
take place until 1887. Several letters
passed between us and we had several
interviews as well. The first letter I
wrote to him was as follows :

OTTAWA, March 10th, 1886.
To TEE RIGHT HON. SIR JOHN MACDONALD,

K. C. B., Premier of Canada.
DEAR SIR,-Referring toourseveral inter-

views respecting the construction of a sub-
way across the Northumberland Straits,
between Capes Traverse and Tormentine, I
beg to submit for the consideration of the
Government the following propositions:-

1. The Governmentisexpending annual-
ly at Prince Edward Island over two hun-
dred thousand dollars, i. e.,

The loss annually on railway.
The cost and maintenance of Northern

Light .
The subsidy to summer steamers, and
The expense of running the ice boats at

the capes.
This sum cannot, in my opinion, be de-'

creased however much it may be increased,
as the present state of the winter and sum-
mer connection is neither satisfactory to the
travelling public nor to the people of the
Island.

2. With a view to make the Prince Ed-
ward Island Railway and subway remuner-
ative, it will be necessary to build several
branches which have been prayed for by the
people from time to time, and which, in my
opinion, are necessary, viz. :

From O'Leary station to the Western
Shore.

From County Line station to New London
and Rustico.

Senators :

HON. MR. HOWLAN.

Donald Montgomery,
.John Glasier,
A. E. Botsford,
W. Macdonald,
H. A. N. Kaulbach,
I>avid Wark,
William Jalmon,
R. B. Dickey,
OG. W. Howlan.

From Charlottetown to Belfast and Mur-
rav Harbor.

'From Souris to East Point.
Those branches pass through some of the

most fertile and prosperous parts of the Is-
land, as well as tap the carrying trade from
the Fisheries of the North and South Sides.

3. I am prepared to form a Com pany to
build these Branches and take the Railway
off the hands of the Government, complete
the Subway across the Straits, and work
the vhole system, finding ample security
therefor, to the satisfaction of the Govern-
ment, on a tariff subject to the approval of
the Governor in Council, thus affording--
" Efficient steain service for the conveyanace
of mails and passengers daily, Winter and
Summer, between the Island and the Dom-
inion, and also placing it in a continuous
communication with the Intercolonial Rail-
way and the Railway system of the Dom-
in ion.

4. The Government shall deed to the said
Company the Railway and equipment, witlh
a riglt of way to said Subway.

That all materials for its construction
shall come in free of duty and the Govern-
ment shall pay or cause to be paid to the
said Company, in half-yearl payments, the
yeary sum of Two un red and Fifty
Thousand dollars. Without being in a
position to speak for the Government of

rince Edward Island, I nay state that in
my opinion such an arrangement as I have
above proposed, would, if not altogether
acceptable, go a long way towards a final
settlement of the difficulties now existing
between the Governnient of Prince Edward
Island and the Dominion of Canada.

Ail of which »is respectfully submitted
by your obedient servant,

GEORGE W. H-OWLAN.
After this we we had further corres-

pondence and several interviews, the last
being on the 28th January last, when he
gave me the following letter:

EÂaNscLIFFE, OTTAWA.
January 28th, 1887.

My DEAR HowLAN,-Referring to Our
several conversations and especiallvto the
one of to-day, on your return from the*soutb,
I desire to repeat that the Government bas
shown its interest in your Subway alreadY
by the expenditure last year.

The Governmeut continues its interest,
and is encouraged to make further exam-
inations and surveve, and to submit those
already made, as well as those proposed tO
be made, to a Board of Civil Engineers se-
customed to hydraulic works, and works
altogether or principally in the water, with
a view of ascertaining-1st, the feasibility
of construction ; 2nd, the durabilitv; 3rd,
the danger of injury or destruction from an7
known causes, and, 4th, the cost. This ait
important point will be strictly scrutinized
in Parliament, and it muet depend on the
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nount necessary for construction of the
isubwav, whether the representatives of the
people'will consent to incur the expense.

The surveçs and reports can be easily
and speedily obtaned, and I trust that the
reporn will be such as to justify the Govern.
'ent in entering the project.

Believe me to be
YourÊ very truly,

JOHN A. MACDONALD.

The assertion has been made in an-
Other place that I used this letter as an
electioneering document in Prince Ed-
ward Island for the purpose of securing
votes for the Government candidates.
One would have supposed that the gen-
tIlemen who made such assertions were
the most innocent, spotless lambs in
Political life, and that it never entered
into their heads to issue any circulars in
their own interest or to ask the people
of Prince Edward Island to consider
this as one of the public questions of the
day. I have on my desk here two cir-
culars in English and one in French,
Which I may read for the benefit of the
lIouse. Aiother circular was also issued,
Concerning which, no doubt, the hon.
Senator from Ottawa might, if so dis-
Posed, give us some information. These
crrculars were distributed in a secret
rnanner, whilst ry letter from Sir John
Macdonald was openly read by me from
the public platform and published in the
t ewspaper press of the country. That
letter from Sir John Macdonald was
straightforward and showed that the
'Governmnent of the day took an interest in
this matter. I was not surprised that
they hung back on a question of this
kind, and that they took time to consid-
et their answer, 1 have been a member
Of a Government myself and I know the
-duties and responsibilities which a Cab-
'inet Minister assumes in dealing with a
;great public question like this, on which
the public mind is not yet settled. I
'know that it is the duty of the Govern-
MTent to take every possible precaution
to ascertain whether such a work is feasi-
ble before committing themselves to it.
I have read a petition which was signed
by every mei'ber from the Maritime
Provinces except the one who has heen
8neering at this project in another place,
and another who is not now in politics,
Mr. Vail, of Nova Scotia. Those were
'the only two gentlemen from the Mari-

time Provinces on either side of politics
who refused to sign that petition to the
Government to have a survey made to
ascertain the feasibility of this work.
The former actually published a circular
to say that by him and his influence
alone was the survey obtained.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-Who
was it ?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I will give the
name and I will show you the circular
too. Here it is (producing a printed
circular headed "The Subway Scheme.")

I will read the hon. gentleman what
it says:-

" When the Bill came down to the House
of Commons Mr. Davies tried to induce the
Government to look more favorably at the
scheme. A careful perusil of the debate
will convince the electors that the survey is
due to the efforts of Mr. Davies."

What did those gentlemen do ? They
went in for the survey. They said in all
their circulars "If you want a subway
built support us and our party. We know
that our friends will build you a subway.
A subway is a gocd thing." They found
that the people were in favor of it and
they made use of that popular feeling.
In every county in the Island this was a
prominent question and the Opposition.
candidates issued circulars telhng the
people that if they wanted to have a
subway built they should vote for
them. A change of 65o votes in Prince
Edward Island would have returned six
supporters of the Government, and when
I state this, hon. gentlemen can under-
stand that there must necessarily be a
large number of people in Prince Ed-
ward Island who were favorable to1 the
subway. When that question was up in
Parliament recently and a discussion
took place upon it in the presence of
gentlemen, many of whom knew nothing
about the local aspect of the question-
who, if anything, were predisposed
against it-there was not one solitary
word spoken in behalf of that large num-
ber of people who voted in favor of the
subway. I will now give the House the
figures showing how the vote was cast in
the late election in Prince Edward
Island. It is as follows:-
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LiBERAL CONSERVATIVE.

Queens-Ferguson.........
Kings-Macdonald.........
Prince-Hacket .... ....

3599
2398
2763

8760
LIBERALS.

Queens-Davies ........... 4382
Kings-Robertson.......... 2434
Prince-Yeo .............. 3184

10,000
Lib.-Con. Votes........ 8760

Majority of Votes........ 1,240

HOS. MR. HAYTHORNE -The
polling in Prince Edward Island has
nothing to do with the question that the
hon. gentleman has brought before the
House.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I think it is
due to a member of the Senate, when he
has been attacked in another place, that
he should, at aIl events in his own cham-
ber, have an opportunity to reply. I
think that it is only fair, when these
members of another body have made an
attack on me, that I should not be pre-
vented from defending myself. I may
tell the hon. gentleman further, that I
have not yet broken any rule of Parlia-
ment; that I have a perfect right to refer
to the subject in connection with the
question before us. As I have shown,
the difference between the votes cast for
the two sides was only 1,240, and 1 may
tell my hon. friend that if it had been
known in Prince Edward Island that the
gentlemen they elected to the House of
Commons were opposed to this subway,
some of them, at ail events, would not
have been returned to Parliament. That,
the hon. gentleman knows, is beyond
doubt. Members from other Provinces
of Canada may consider themselves jus-
tified in finding fault with this project,
but it comes with poor grace
from those who represent Prince Edward
Island, in view of the fact that nine thou-
sand voters in the Province voted in
favor of this subway. They thought it
safe, one thousand two hundred miles
away from home, to indulge in sncers
and insinuations when this subject was
up for discussion. What were the opin-
ions of such men as Fowler, Shanly and

Newton, compared with those of Davis,
Walsh, McIntyre and Perry. You can
see in their circulars that they ail appeal-
ed to the people to vote for them, and
promised that if their party were returned,
they would build the subway. I say it
was unpatriotic on the part of those gen-
tlemen that théy did not take occasion
to say one word in the House of Con-
mons in favor of this project. What did
we ask for ? Simply that an examination
should be made and that the scheme
should be submitted to a board of coin-
petent engineers, by whose opinions we
were ready to abide. But those men
wanted to condemn the scheme without
a trial-there are no so blind as those
who will not see, and a man who shuts
his eyes to facts, certainly is not to be
praised for his intelligence. At the least
they should have been willing to have
aided this work by their influence.
It is an open secret in Prince Edward
Island, that whilst myself and others
in that Province are trying to find
some intelligent workable solution of
this difficulty, some of those gentle-
men, at ail events, have asked the
Government to give them a contract for
their steamboats and offered to perforni
this service. We have the reports of
gentlemen competent to judge of these
matters that it is impossible to sdlve this
difficulty by steamboats, yet these parties,
in another place, profess to be able to
accomplish what the best engineering
authorities say is impossible, simply be-
cause they happen to have some worn
out steamships and they hope to get a
contract which will give them emploY-
ment. That may be, for ail I know to
the contrary, the reason for their opposi-
tion to this project. At all events, it is
an open secret that they have applied
for a contract to perform this service, and
the people of Prince Edward Island have
frowned it down. There is only the one
alternative-either we must build this
subway or build a tunnel. That is the
conclusion that has been reached by
intelligent men who have given any
attention to the question. I do
think at least there might have
been one little spark of generositY
and patriotism-one thought of the in-
terests of Prince Edward Island-in the
minds of those who sneered at this pro-

HoN. MR. HOWLAN.
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ject in another place. I say more, not
One of them would have dared to make
the same remarks in the presence of
their constituents in Prince Edward
Island. This question is one of the very
highest importance to us. We have for
lany years had our minds fixed on this
Point : if you read the speeches delivered
during the election contest in Prince
Edward Island, you will see that they
were all in favor of this subway; and the
least that the representatives of Prince
Edward Island in another place could
have done was to have expressed the
hope that the Government would grant
a sum of money to make a survey to
ascertain whether the project is feasible
or not. That is the least they could have
done for the people of Prince Edward
Island who sent them to Ottawa as their
representatives.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am sure the
house is very much indebted to my
hon. friend for the valuable information
which he has laid before it on the subject
of this subway. The calculations he
has made as to its probable cost, the
inode in which it can be constructed,
and the funds out of which it

Can be paid for, I am unable to
deal with. I suppose he does not expect
thern to be dealt with now. His object
is gained, and it is a very praiseworthy
ObJect.in placing on record such
evidence as he can procure of the feasi-
bility of this tunnel. I might remark
that the concession which the hon.
gentleman asks for in connection with
the tunnel is a very large one-the
Prince Edward Island Railway and

oooo a year. It is true that the
Island Railway appears at the present to
be run at a loss, and for some time
Past to have been only a source of
eXpense to the Government, but that loss
aPpears, from the figures which he read,
to be diminishing and it is hoped that
Ul1titnately it will disappear altogether.
IaoWever, I do fot propose to discuss
the question. My hon. friend's state-
anent will be found in the official report
and I shall take care that the attention

fMy colleagues is called to it. I
mWill erely content myself to-day with

Sliswering his question. He asks:-
18

If it is the intention of the Government
to cause boringe to be made during the
present summer across the Straita of Nor-
thumberland, between Carleton Head,
Prince Edward Island, and the Money Point,
Cape Jourimain, New Brunswick.

To that I have to say that the Govern-
ment have not had the crossing between
these two points as yet under considera-
tion, but they will cause enquiry to be
made as to the feasibility of it and if they
find that any advantage can be gained
by having borings made they will have
them made this summer.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE - I
listened with considerable attention
to the hon, gentleman from Alberton
who has addressed you at consider-
able length. this evenng, and I must
say that so far as I am personally con-
cerned, he has not a shadow of reason to
complain. I have always given his
project the most earnest support from the
very first

HON. MR. HOWLAN-That is quite
true.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-Refer-
ring to an earlier portion cf my
political life, I may say that I was
leader of the Prince Edward Island
Government in 1869, when a deputation
from the Government at Ottawa arrived
in Prince Edward Island. The present
Sir Leonard Tilley was the gentleman
who principally took part in the discus-
sion which arose at that meeting. One
other gentleman in that deputation has
since deceased : his statue is in bronze
on the Parliament grounds-I refer to
the late Sir George Cartier. A third is
still living in Halifax, but is out of polit-
ical life. He was long a member of this
house-I refer to Sir Edward Kenny.

But it was with Sir Leonard Tilley,
who is still a living man, a man with a
memory, I had principally to assume the
duty of conferring. It was my duty to
tell him that the generai feeling of the
people of Prince Edward Island at that
time was opposed to Confederation. I
told him so plainly. I told him also
that I thought there were methods by
which their objections could be obviated.
One of the methods that I pointed to
was the maintenance of steam navigation
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during the winter season between the
Island and the main lapd. I e4lained
to him the difficulties and inconveniences
the Province experienced for want df
means of getting off and on. These
small words, "off and on," mean a great
deal in the winter time in Prince Edward
Island, and they mear.t a great deal more
then than now, because much has been
done to improve the communication
there during the intervening years. The
demand was made to keep open that
communication, steam being the agent
mentioned in the terms of Confederation,
and àccordingly attempts were made to
keep navigation open by means of steam.
They were found impracticable. Urging
this question on the attention of this
body session after sessiorn for years, I
impressed upon this House the impor-
tance of improving the existing means
of communication not only between
Georgetown and Pictou, but by the
ordinary route between the capes. This
to some extent has been established, but
we have also, I think, pretty well estab-
lished this fact, not only by experiment-
ing with the " Northern Light" as to
what can be accomplished by steam
against ice in such narrow waters as ours
are, but in the more extensive Arctic
'voyages which have taken place in other
parts of the world. The most experi-
enced members in both Houses have, I
believe, come to the conclusion that it
is practically impossible to maintain per-
manently steam navigation in the winter
season across the Straits of Northumber-
land. Looking at this fact, and still
not willing to abandon the thing alto-
gether, I have looked forward to such
discoveries as science might make, and
such improvements in the present kncwn
forces as to make this condition of con-
federation practicable, so that when my
hon.' friend opposite (Mr. Howlan) took
up this question of the subway I was
ready to give him every support in my
power in promoting his scheme. I have
watched the progress of this question as
closely as a private individual perhaps
can very well do, and I admit candidly
that I have seen nothing as yet to con-
vince me of the impracticability of the
hon. gentleman's project. On the con-
trary, what I have seen of it leads me to
the conclusion that the thing is practic-

able. But as I said several years ago
when this question was first brought
forward in this House, I hailed it as an
opportunity which the Government
ought readily to embrace with a view to
enable them to fulfil to the letter the
conditions of Confederation with Prince
Edward Island, and I put forward this
proposition to the notice of the leader
of the Government of that day, whether
it was not the duty of the Government
to make such inquiries into this scheme
as would enable them to decide whether
it was practicable or not. If it was found
to be practicable it was their duty, in ny
opinion, to take hold of the scheme and
carry it to completion and thus fulfil the
terms of Confederation. My hon. friend
has on various occasions placed this
proposition of his before the people of
Prince Edward Island, and before the
public in Canada, as one which parties
with whom he was acquainted were pre-
pared to take hold of and carry out at
their own expense.. When this was first
brought before the notice of the Senate,
the leader of the Government stated i
his place that the Government were not
prepared to give any substantial aid in
the way of money or subsidies .towards
its completion, and in .nswer to that mY
hon. friend has I think declarzd every-
where that what he wants fronm the Gov
ernment is not substantial aid but per-
mission to go on. If they are prepared
to give him any subsidy well and good,
but hiscomparyareprepared toundertake
this-great work themselves, on their own
responsibility, and carry it out to comi-
pletion, and that their payment shall
depend upon the success of the under-
taking when handed over as a finished
work to the Government. If that be so
I can see no reason why such an offer
should not be accepted. A somewhat
similar offer was made to complete a sub-
way on a smaller scale under the river at
Charlottetown last winter, and I think
the terms were nearly the sane as I have
stated .now. The Legislature of the
Province thought fit to reject that prOpo-
sition, and it has been consigned to the
waste paper basket for the present. I
think myself it was injudicious to do so-
that it would have been a wise step On
the part of the Local Legislature to have
accepted that offer and made the experi'

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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ment on a small scale. Had it been
successful it would have been a strong
inducement to commence and carry to
completion the larger and more im-
Portant undertaking. My hon. friend
attached considerable importance to this
as a Dominion work, and there I again
COmpletely agree with him. A great deal
too much importance bas been attached
to the practice of calling everything that
entails an expenditure connected with
the crossing of those Straits and the
keeping up of communication in winter
between that Province and the mainland
as speciallv a Prince Edward Island affair.
I have met that argument so often that
I arn almost ashamed to refer to it again.
Ilow can anything connected with the
Conveyance of the mally and passengers
be said to concern one party only ? There
'nust be surely two parties to every such
transaction, and our experience tells
us plainly that of all the travellers
who cross the Straits in the winter
OnIly a small proportion are Islanders.
They are men of business connected
with commercial houses in different parts
of Canada and elsewhere, commercial
travellers, agents of manufacturers or
Officials, to whom mail communications
are essential. Barely one-half of the
travel can be said to be our own, and
Yet when any question of this kind comes

p we are always charged with asking
for sornething special in connection with
Our own Province. It is as much in con-
flection with the rest of the Dominion as
any other expenditure for mail purposes
can be, and there is this in addition, that
Canada is bound by the terms of Con-
federation to keep that communication
Open in the winter. If the Government
cannot do so by steamships, then it is
9uite open to them to do so by any other
n1eans that are possible. I admit that up
to the present time communication by
steamnships bas not been found practic-
able, but I am not prepared to abandon
the clain of my Province to it ; nor
do I demand that Canada shall attempt
tO Perform an impossibility ; but I hold
her responsible for this-to provide
for the present time the best available
Commtrunication that can be had ; if in the
fture by improvements in old methods,
or the invention of new, a better mode

Of mmunication is discovered, then the

Government shall adopt it. I onsider
that is a fair and reasonable demand and
one which cannot easily be gainsayed. I
regret that my hon. friend has introdúc-
ed anything into this question like party
politics. He bas introduced the ques-
tion of soundings, but he got beyond bis
depths when he got into local politics-
a thing at all times to be regretted in dsi-
cussing public questions, and particularly
so in this case, because those six gentle-
men whose conduct he criticises so
severely have been returned by a large
majority of the voters of our Province.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Not very
large.

HoN. MR HAYTHORNE-They
would not have come here if they had
not obtained the confidence of the peo-
ple It seems to me to imply a lack of
confidence to impale a public man in a
House like this without any notice. I
had no notice myself that the hon. gent-
leman intended to criticise the conduct
of those men ; if I had I would have per-
haps provided myself with rebuttal evi-
dence. I recollect the circumstances to
which my bon. friend refers, with regard
to a certain letter from Sir John
Macdonald. I happened to be in Char-
lottetown myself at the time.
My hon. friend lad a meeting in the
market hall that evening. I did not con-
sider it as a public meeting. I under-
stood that an announcement would be
made to that meeting that my bon. friend
had a promise frnn Sir John Macdonald
to carry out the subway. That was the
belief we had in Charlottetown, and I for
one felt exactly in this way : I am as
earnest and desirous to have that sub-
way as my hon. friend, but 1 say here,
and I have said the same thing in my
own province, that I would rather do
without the subway for the rest of my
natural life than abandon my political
liberty for any such object. I believe
that the hon. gentleman would have ad-
vanced bis case considerably more if he
had dropped party and local politics out
of the question. No good can be done
by that. I have given *heretofore, and
will give again whatever support I am
able to this scheme, because I believe it
is for the benefit of the country if it can
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be carried out, and becuse I believe
that it is practicable. My hon. friend
might have employed some of the time
of the House which he occupied in de-
tails of local politicsfor a better purpose
in showing the manner in which the
industries of his province might be
developed if as ready means were
found of moving the produce of
the Island in the winter time as in
the summer. Only this very afternoon
a subject was here mentioned which is
closely connected with the subway. If
the Experimental Farm concerning which
I asked the question this afternoon is
carried out successfully somewhere in the
neighborhood of Prince Edward Island,
if not on the Island itself, because it
must be observed that if the subway can
be constructed and carried into practical
operation all objections which can be
urged against the Island as a site for the
Experimental Farm will be removed at
once, and it will open a new era in the
agriculture of the province, no longer
will farmers depend on carrying their
bulky produce to market and consuming
a large portion of its value in freight, but
they will concentrate it into a product of
greater value, in fact they will learn how
to carry the manufacture of agricultural
products to a greater extent and so
economize their expenditure for freight.
In my province it has been the practice
to export potatoes by the cargo, and
many too often rot and are ultimately
-heaved overboard at the dumping
grounds. Scientific agriculture will teach
our farmers how to utilize those products.
now often wasted, and to condense them
into articles which can be cheaply trans-
ported through this subway under the
Straits of Northumberland to the markets.
of the world. Perhaps it is not right for
me is this crude fashion, without
preparation, to urge these questions
before the House but it has occured
to me, with regard to the opening of
communication of the more important
character which my hon. friend refers to,
that Georgetown will be one of the
important ports which is to become a
future Atlantic port of the Dominion.
At my time of life of course it cannot be
expected that I shall live to see such
undertakings carried out. Indeed while
my hon. friend was speaking,my mind re-

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.

curred to some words which fell from the
hon. gentleman from DeSalaberry with
regard to an expression which he objected
to in the address recently passed by this
House to Her Majesty the Queen. It
seemed to me, if the hen. gentleman
objected to the word " conquered " he
had at all events this important result to
look back to that his French ancestorss
as pioneers had conquered some of the
greatest difficulties to be encountered on
this continent and they had shown remark-
able sagacity in selecting its most salient
points. There was Louisburg in Cape
Breton, Port Royal, Quebec, Montreal,
Detroit and quite a number of others.
Notwithstanding the previous ignorance
of this continent they had lighted
upon al] the leading salient points
of the whole continent, but this
very one which the hon. gentleman
from Alberton referred to, Georgetown,
was probably one of the earliest points
discovered in the St. Lawrence. It 15
of record that Sebastian Cabot discovered
the St. Lawrence and sailed up this strait
and it is indeed still doubtful whether
he did not enter the Gulf of St. Lawrence
before Columbus discovered one of the
Islands in America. That is a moOt
point still-but it is rather a sirgular fact
that this line which my hon. friend refers
to was actually discovered so many years
ago by one of the first navigators who
sailed up this great estuary of ours.
Therefore should my hon. friend's visiOn
be realised, it will be a strange concate-
nation of facts altogether, to find such a
great change from the present routes
take place. I hope my hon. friend riisy
live to see this vision realized ; but let
me say this in all good faith and candOr,
I do hope that if the hon. gentleman in'
tends to push this project forward and
to recommend it to all parties, to all
candid and thinking men in and out Of
Parliament, that he will cease to agitate
it in connection with local party politics,
but if he does not do so, by all neans
let him give us notice and we will be
prepared for that discussion.

HON. MR CARVELL-It was sut
gested, while my hon. friend was on his
feet, that it would be well if the Govern-
ment would at once buy Prince Edward
Island and make of it a sheep farm, anld,
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before he finished, the idea was enlarged
to make it a cow park. The late lament.
ed D'Arcy McGee, whose departure from
anongst us I have always regarded as a
national loss, suggested once in a visit to
Prince Edward Island that he thought if
the Government would only send a
powerful tug down the River St. Law-
rence and tow the Island up, and put it
in the middle of one of the large lakes
where it would be roo miles from shore
it would be a good idea. I almost wish
the hon. gentleman from Alberton had
the ability to carry out the suggestion,
because if it was an island in the midst
of Lake Superior it would be within the
limit of the good Province of Ontario,
and being there anything said in its in-
terest would not so readily, I would al-
Most say se universally, cause a srile
when any of thç hon. gentlemen from
that favored Province undertook to speak
of its rights. I would say briefly that
there is very great misapprehension in
reference to the position of Prince Ed-
ward Island in the Consdpration. Tle
bond wich we have is a public instru-
mesýt and ail are, or ought to be ac-
quainted wish it. Ho. gentlemen 4hould
bear in mind that Prince Edward Island
was courtedi; she was not the courting
body, and that Province consented to
become a part of Confederation on con-
dition that daily communication with
the mainland would be secured to them
throughout the year. That was nearly
fifteen years ago, and with the exception
Of spending a few hundred dollars at
Capes Tormentine and Traverse no effort
has been made towards establishing that
communication since the steamer
"Northern Light " was placed on that
service by the Government of that day.
Reference has been made as. t how far
this subway, if built, would be a provin-
cial affair as benefiting Prince Edward
Island. Those of us who know more
abouit the traffic to and from Prince Ed-
Werd Island and the mainland are able
to assert most positively that the majority
of thcse who cross the straits of North-
4#uberland are not residents of the Island.

1i* Edward Island is a large and
DOfitable customer qf the Provinces of
04tario and Quebec, and it happens in
44 spring of every year that from 3o to
6o commercial travellers, from Montreal,.

Toronto, Hamilton, and other cities of
the Western Provinces, arç found waiting
sometimes two or thrçe weeks for a
chance to cross the stramits that they may
sel their wares and take orders for the
manufactures of the upper provinces.
In that connection it may not perhaps be
out of place to refer te a statement made
here the other day in the comparison be-
tween the trade of British Columbia an4
that of Prince Edward Island. It hap-
pens unfortunately that there is no authen-
tic record in the pubUç returns of the
trade of Prince Edward Island. I think
the expoxttradeo(the proviAco was placed
at a few hundred thousand lollars by the
hosi. geAteman from $ew W<rtlinster.
ln the items of hoses and eggs the
Provieçe shipped ov4r half a million
dollar worth that are not entered in tb
returs as expory of Prinçe Edward Ts-
land. Tbe Province o Prince Edwa;4
island receipd Çrom th# City of Boston
a&I.n in cash $a59,o9e f9 es, and we
ha exprted t the Upited States over
$#OQ,çO worth of borses; but as t1
go out entirely througm iew runswî
we gt no. credit for havig exporte
4hetp. So it is with their items produced
and sbipped by Präsce E4ward Island,
and for whiçh gther Provinces get the
credit. Prince EdWard Island is a lage
customer of the Upper Provinces. The
passenger tragc across the Straits is
largely from these oldeir Provinces. We
do not go out to buy goqds. We remain
in our offices, and the representatives of
manufacturing and wholesale houses
corne to us and solicit orders, therefore
I say that not one-tenth of the people
who cross the Straits are from Prince
Edward Island. While during all thpse
years the bond that I have referred te
was unfulfilled, we remained quiet. We
thought that the Government had under-
taken too much-ignorant of the condi-
tion of the Straits in the winter season
they thought that they could send a
steamer down there which could ply re-
gularly and contend with the ice through-
out the season. But they have found,
as I have already contended, that it is a
physica? impossibility. With reference
to the winter crossing which we have had
from time immemorial the Government
never did anythmng towards improving it
until the winter before last. A little was
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then done, but what has been done is
still capable of much greater improve-
ment. Some years ago, at the request
of the Government, I furnished a memno-
randum giving my own ideas of how that
route could be improved so that almost
every day when there was not a heavy
storm blowing, the crossing could be
effected during the winter. Nothing has
been done in that direction. This ques-
tion is not an Island one; it is a Domin-
ion work entirely, and emphatically a
Dominion work, and as such it ought to
be built by the Dominion. Prince Ed-
ward Island is not asking a favor; but
merely reminding the Government of
what is due to her. I say we waited
until the scheme of the hon. gentleman
from Alberton came up. I confess that
when it came before me I pooli poWbed
it; I thbught it was visionary; I thought
my hon. friend was dealing with some-
thing certainly *hich; he knew nothing
about; but now that its practicability and
its feasibility have been demostrated,
and that its cost will not be uneason-
able, it is a matter that should- receive
the careful attention of the Government
The leader of the Government thinks it
is a very serious thing to give away a
railway whith is costing os $5o,ooo or
$6o,ooo a year. I do not think ny hon.
friend would take it as a kindnes if the
Government were to offer him that
road on condition that he thould
operate it. I thifik the successful
operation of that road i .ontingent upon
the construction of the tunnel. If the
tunnel is built there is no doubt the
traffic of the road will increase; in the
meantime its Increase must be very slow
indeed, while the working expenses can-
not reasonably be diminished.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (122) '-An Act tespecting con-
veyance of liquors on board Her Ma-
jesty's ships in Canadian waters." <Mr.
Abbott.)

Bill (126) "An Act to amend the
Dominion Controverted Elections Act."
(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (127) " An Act to amend the
North-West Territories Act." (Mr. Ab-
bott )

HoN. MR. CARVELL.

Bill (123) " An Act respecting the
Defacing of Counterfeit Notes and the
use of imitations of notes." (Mr. Ab-
bott.)

Bill (121) " An Act to amend the
Act respecting Canned Goods." (Mr.
Abbott.)

Bill (44) "An Act respecting the
Atlantic and North - West Railway."
(Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (67) "An Act to incorporate the
Massawippi Junction Railway Co." (Mr.
Cochrane.)

Bill (63) "An Act to incorporate the
Kingston, Smith Falls & Ottawa Railway
Co." (Mr. Clemow.)

iBill (55) "An Act to incorporate the
Eastern Canada Savings & Loan Co.,
(timited).? (Mr. McFarlane.)

A COMPLAINT.

Ho1e. M. SULLIVAN-I wish to
bring up a matter of great importance to
a number of members who, tike myself,
are debarred from forming an intelligent
opinion on the subjects under 'discussion
in this House, owing to the inpossibility
of hearing what is said by those who sit
on the front benches at the upper end of
thé Chamber. If r any- remedy can be
found for it4 I hope this House wil con-
sider it, if not, of course we will have to
put up with it. If hon. members in ad-
dressing the House would not turn to
the Speaker so much, but would address
those directly opposite them, or incline
a little towards the lower end of the
chamber, it might be possible to hear
them from where we sit. Very seldorn
is it possible for us to hear the remarks
nade by the Hon. Leader ofthis House.

HoN. MR. ODONOHOE-1 entirelY
agree with what has fallen frpzm ny hon.
friend. We who sit at this end of the
Chamber are at a great disadvantage;
we cannot hear what ià said by those
who sit in the front benches on this side.
That is particularly the case when the
hon. leade-r of the Government addresses
the House. If hon. gentlemen would
bear in mind to address towards the
clock on either side it would obviate the
difficulty
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HON. MR. CLEMOW-I may say
that we who sit on the left side of the
Speaker have the. same difficulty.

The subject then dropped.

PRESCOTT COUNTY RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. CLEMOW moved the
second reading of Bill (57) " An Act to
incorporate the Prescott County Railway
Company."

He said :-This Bill is merely to incor-
Porate a company to build a railway in
a part of the country which is badly in
need of railway communication. The
lino will start fron a point in-or near thé
Village of Hevkesbuy,. in the Counky of
Prescott, and run to a point on the line
of the Ontario;and Quebec railway in the
County of Soulanges and to a point on
the lin, of the Canada Atlantic Railway
in Glengarryand-to the rivr St. Lawrence
near Cornwall. It is proposed also to
construct a branch to the valuable
lineral springs at Calédonia with a. view
to making them more accessible to the
Public.

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

SECOND READINGS.

The following Bills were read
second time without debate:-

the

the

Bill (M) "An Act to incorporate the
Royal Victoria Hospital."-(Mr.Abbott.)

Bill (66) "An Act to incorporate the
South Norfolk .adily Company.-(Mr.
McCallum.)

Bill (15) I An Act to incorporate the
Imperial Trusts Company of Canada."-
(Mr. Ogilvie.)

GRANGE TRUST BILL

SECOND READING.

liON. MR. READ moved the second
reading Of Bill(39) "An Act to authorize
the Grange Trust (limited) to wind up
its affairs."

He said :-This Company is solvent,
and there is.no authority to wind up any
company that is fnot insolvent. .This
Bill asks for,' powers to: wind up, the
affairs of the Grange Trust as, it has not
been found proftable.-

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

ALBERTA & ATHABASCA RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. POWER, in the absence of
Mr. McCallum, moved that the amend-
ments proposed by the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors to
Bill (59);"An Act to amend the Act in-
corporating the Alberta and Athabasca
Railway Company," be concurred in.
He said:-These amendments are of the
usual character and are designed to
bring the, Bill into the same:form as
other bills of asimilarchamcter.: -As the
object of the amendmaents is a desirable
one, I presume there will be no objec-
tian to them.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill as amaended was read the third time
and pased.

GODERICH & CANADIAN: PACI-
FIC JUNCTION RAILWAY

COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HoN. MR. McCALLUM, in. the ab-
sence. of Mr. Dickey, noved- that the
amendments proposed by the Committee
on Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors to
Bill (24> "An Act to> incorporate the
Goderich & Canadian Pacific Junction
Railway Company," be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill as amended was read the third time
and passed.

THE MONTEITH DIVORCE BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. GOWAN moved the adop-
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tion of the report of the Select Commit-
tee to whom was referred Bill (J)-" An
Act for the relief of John Monteith." He
said :-When this maer. was before
referred to, I explained the few verbal
amendments that were made in the pre-
amble. I can only say that the evidence
fully establishes all the facts set forth.

The motion was agreed to on a divi-
sion.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY moved that
the Bill be read the third time presently.

The motion was agreed to on a division
and the Bill was read the third time and
passed.

PENITENTIARY ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL

THIRD READING.

The Houseresolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill.(6>5)-" An
Act to amend the Penitentiary Act."

In the Committee, on the third clause.

HoN. MR. POWER said :-There is
one provision in the second sub-section of
this clause which may be open to objec-
tion. It provides that no officer shall
be entitled as of right to any increase of
salary, but his salary may be increased
by the Minister of Justice. Of course,
the honorable leader of the Govern-
ment does not suppose that the present
Minister of Justice will be capable ol
improper conduct, but it might happen
in the future that we would have Minis.
ters of Justice who would be smal]
enough to remember something againsi
an officer in some Penitentiary and
decline to grant him an increase ot salar3
to which he might be entitled. I think
there should be some other way o:
regulating that matter-that unless it iý
shown by a report of the regular officei
that a man is not entitled to increase he
should get it Primafacie he is entitled
to it : if his conduct has not been good
he should be reported against.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-This is merel:
a precaution against anyone insistiný

HON. MR. GOWAN.

upon having the graduated scale applied
to him, whether he has been a deserving
oflicer or not. My hon. friend will see
there is no tribunal to which the matter
can be referred except the Minister of
Justice, who, of course, will have to ob-
tain his information from the inspector
or some superior officer in the Peniten-
tiary. He must have a report from
somebody in order to know whether the
officials are performing their duties
properly or not.

HON. MR. POWER-As far as I can
judge, the Bill generally is an improve-
ment on the existing law, but on this one
particular point I do not feel quite
satisfied. The hon. gentleman may not
remember that there was a good deal of
discussion in connection with the acts of
the warden of St. Vincent. de Paul Peni-
tentiary, in which I imagine feeling, either
of personal or of a political nature.
entered very largely. It would be a
rather invidious position to place the
Minister of Justice in to have to decide
a question like that.

. HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE, from the
Committee, reported the Bill without
amendment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

The Senate adjourned at 6: 15 p. m.

THE SENATE,

Ottawa, Friday, lune xoth, 1887

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
1 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.
f

;HAMILTON CENTRAL RAILWAY
r COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD RRADING.

HON. ME DICKEY, from the Con-
mittee on Railways,. Telegraphs and

SHarbors, reported Bill (38) " An Act tO
a yend the Act to incorporate the
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Hamilton, Guelph and Buffalo Railway
Company, and to change the name of
the Company to the Hamilton Central
Railway Company."

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the third
reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAII,
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (45) " An Act
further to amend the Act respecting the
Canadian Pacific· Railway Company,"
with an amendment.

He said: The amendmentis merely
to correct a typographical error in one
of the sections. In connection with this
Report of the Committee I would like
to suggest that as the Bills are crowding
upon us, if there is any desire that the
prorogation of Parliament should take
place soon, it would be well to suspend
the 61st Rule, which requires a day's
notice of these Bills to be posted in the
corridor for the remainder of the session.
It would greatly facilitate the business
of the session.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY moved that
the amendments be concurred in.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-By
rnistake the second reading of this Bill
took place without my knowledge. I
was very sorry that circumstances, over
Which I had no control, prevented me
fron being in the Railway Committee
room to-day in order to draw the attention
Of the Committee to one clause, at least,
Of the Bill which was objectionable. I
should like to have the third reading
Of this Bill postponed until Monday, as
I wish to offer an amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

THE LAVELL DIVORCE BILL

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. KAULBACH,asChairman

of the Select Committee to whom was
referred Bill (H) " An Act for the relief
of William Arthur Lavell," reported the
same with amendnents.

He said :-The chief amendment is to
strike out from the preamble the charge
of bigamy. I shall not detain the House
just now with any further remarks, as the
report will come up for consideration at
a future sitting of the House. I move
that the report be received.

The motion was agreed to.

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills were reported froni
the Committee, read the third time and
passed without debate:-

Bill (14) " An Act to incorporate the
Collingwood General and Marine Hospi-
tal." (Mr. Gowan.)

Bill (M) " An Act to incorporate the
Royal Victoria IlospitaL'' (Mr. Abbott).

AUDITOR OF THE MURRAY
CANAL ACCOUNTS.

MOTION.

HON. MR. FLINT moved,
That an humble Addrese be presented to

Hie Excellency the Governor-General;
praying that His Excellency will cause to be
laid before this Bouse, copies of documents
in reference to the appointment of A. F.
Wood, Esquire, of Madoc, as Auditor or
Arbitrator in connection with the Murray
Canal; the sums pf money paid the said A.
F. Wood from time to time tor his services;
together with the vouchers therefor, and
more especially for the month ofNovember,
1886, giving the number of days of actual
service, and the amount paid to him or to
his order for that month.

The motion was agreed to.

SECOND READINGS.

HoN. MR. MILLER-On reference
to the Journal of the House of Commons
of Wednesday evening last, 1 noticed
that some 17 or 18 Bills were considered
in Committee of the Whole, reported
without amendment and Yead the third
time and passed. It is clear that there

281,



The Midland [SENATE] Railway Co'8 Bill.

will be very little debatable matter about
those Bills. They are ail private mea-
sures relating chiefly to railway com-
panies. I would suggest, as there is evi-
dently very little debatable matter in
them, that when they are read the first
time, with the consent of the House the
41st rule should be suspended, and they
be read the second time. The House
would not meet to-morrow, but the Rail-
way Committee could meet, and by the
suspension of the 41st and 61st rules,
these Bills can be all taken up by the
Committee and considered, which would
expedite business very much, and I have
no doubt it is the desire of every hon.
gentleman to expedite the public busi-
ness at this late period of the session as
much as possible.

THE SPEAKER-Do I understand
that the suspension of the 41st rule shall
be moved in each case after a bill passes
the first reading ?

HoN. MR. MILLER-I was going to
suggest that after each bill is read the
first time that the gentleman in charge
of it should move that the 4rst rule be
suspended as regards that bill, and that
the bill be read the second time if the
House bas no objection.

EDMONTON AND SASKAT-
CHEWAN LAND COM-

PANY'S BILL.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (84) "An Act respecting the
Edmonton and Saskatchewan Land
Company (Limited)," was introduced and
read the first time.

HON. MR. CARVELL-As this is à
permissive Bill to enable the Company
to receive shares of the Company in
exchange for its own property, I move
the suspension of the 41st rule of the
House and that it be read the second
time presently and referred to the
Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills.

HON. MR POWER-I amn not going
to oppose tfte resolution of my hon.
friend, but I think the better way for him

HON. MR. MILLER.

to do would be to divide his motion. I
was going to make this statement with
reference to the proposition of the hon.
gentleman from Richmond. I think we
are all desirous of expediting the busi-
ness of the House, that is, so far as it is
consistent with due consideration of the
measures that come before us. As a
member of the Railway Committee, how-
ever, I do not wish to be understood as
committing myself to letting every mea-
sure go to that Committee as a matter of
course and not opposing it in this House
afterwards, because I do not now object
to the proposal to dispense with our rule,
which requires the posting up of those
bills in a hall of the House. I have some
doubt as to whether it is wise to suspend
that rule. I think there is some other
business before the Railway Committee
-that there are enough bills nowto em-
ploy the Railway Committee to-morrow
morning, and without suspending this
rule the Committee can consider these
Bills at the beginning of the week.

The motion was agreed to.

'he Bill was iead the second time
under a suspension of the 41st Rule.

THE MIDLAND RAILWAY COM-
PANY'S BILL

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

A message was rceived from the
House of Commons with Bill (75) "An
Act respecting the Midland RailwaY
Cômpary of Caiada."

The bill was read the first time.

Ho. MR. FERRIER movedthat the
41st rule be suspended so far as it relates
to this Bill, and that it be read the second
time presently.

HoN. MR. POWER-If the motion is
put in that form I shall object.

HON. MR. MILLER - The hon-
member bas a perfect right to object tO
the motion being put in that forme but
the motion, I contend, is perfectly regUt
lar; to assert that it is not would be tO
assert that a compound proposition is not
in order.
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HON. MR. BOTSFORD-One follows
the other.

HON. MR. MILLER-There are two
propositions, but two propositions rela-
fing to the same subject in a motion are
perfectly in order.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-For the sake
of saving time I would like to point out
to my hon. friend from Halifax that the
practice in the other House, which is
very much the same as in the Senate, is
to permit such motions to be made. I
do not recall any motions exactly corre-
sponding with this, but a very common
Motion in the House of Commons is to
suspend the rule requiring notice of bills
and that the hon. member having a bill
in charge be allowed to introduce it.

HON. MR. POWER-I have not il-
leged that the motion of the hon. member
from Shwinogau could not be put: I
Simply demurred to its being put in that
way. , It is not. unusual, towards the
close of the session, that a measure comes
in to which some member may be op-
Posed. Speaking for myself, there are
M any mçasur!!s to which I am opposed
On their merits as to which I would not
take a technical objection that they are
introduced or read contrary to the rules
Of the House. I think it is better to put
the motions separately. However, I
Withdraw the objection.

The motion was agreed to, and the
IBill was read the second time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I quite appre-
elate what the hon. member from Halifax
has said about the importance of pre
se'ving respect for these rules, but I am
sure that if there is the least suggestion
Of undue haste before the Railway Com-
nittee in the case of any Bill, it will be
allowed to stand over. In point of fact,
it is in the Railway Committee that these
Bil are discussed, and I do not think
there can be any objection to this sus-
Pension of the rule. I move that the
sixty-first rule be suspended for the re-
nlainder of the session in respect to
Private Bills originating in the House of
Commons.

HON. MR. ALMON -Benjamin
Franklin, in whom I do not take much
stock myself, when a barrel of pork was
brought into his father's house and they
dined on it every day, a long grace being
said at each meal, suggested that it might
be better to say grace over the whole
barrel of pork and save time and trouble.
That being the case I think it would be
well to move the suspension of the 41st
rule and save the trouble of moving it
for the second reading of every one of
these Bills.

The motion was agreed to.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

The following bills from the House of
Commons were introduced and regd the
first and second times under a suspension
of the 41st rule :

Bill (81) " An Act to confirm and
amend the charter of incorporation of
the Temiscouata Railway Company."
(Mr. Bolduc.)

Bill (iox) " An Act respecting the
Richelieu and Ontario Navigation Com-
pany." (Mr. Guévremont.)

Bill (69) " An Act to incorporate the
Equity Insurance Company." (Mr.
Ogilvie.)

Bill (74) "An Act respecting the Grand
Trunk, Georgian Bay & Lake Erie
Railway Co." (Mr. Ferrier.)

Bill (72) "An Act to incorporate the
Halifax & West India Steamship Co.,"
(limited). (Mr. Almon.)

Bill (ro6) "An Act to incorporate the
Empire Printing & Publishing Co." (Mr.
Gowan.)

Bill (88) "An Act to incorporate the
Canadian Horse Insurance Co" (Mr.
Gowan.)

Bil (83) "An Act to incorporate the
Londonderry Irôn Co." (Mr. Read.)

Bill. (78) "An Act to incorporate the
Canada Accident Insurance Co." (Mr.
Vidal.)

Bill (82) "An Act to incorporate the
Oshawa Railway & Navigation Co."
(Mr. Read.)
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Bill (49) "An Act to incorporate the
Upper Columbia Railway Co." (Mr.
Macdonald, B.C.)

Bill (48) "An Act to incorporate the
Guarantee and Pension Fund Society of
the Dominion Bank." (Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (60) "An Act further to amend
the Act to incorporate the Western Assur-
ance Co., and other Acts affecting the
same." (Mr. Gowan.)

Bill (22) " An Act to incorporate the
Canadian Society of Civil Engineers."
(Mr. McCallum.)

Bill (85) "An Act to authorize and
provide for the winding up of the Pictou
Bank." (Mr. Power.)

Bill (71) "An Act to enable the Free-
hold Loan and Savings Company to ex-
tend their business, and for other pur-
poses." (Mr. McMaster.)

BILL INTRODUCED.

Bill (N) "An Act to amend the Re-
vised Statutes Chapter 51, respecting
Real Property in the Territories." (Mr.
Abbott.)

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

HoN. MR. McINNES-Before the
orders of the day are called I wish to
rise to a question of privilege. I have
heard a great many reflections made
upon the Senate in different quarters,
but something has been brought to my
notice to-day which I consider the great-
est insult that it is possible to offer to
this House, and I find it in one of the
Blue Books. In the supplementary re-
rort of the Inspector of Penitentiaries
for the year ending 3oth June, 1886, on
page 304, there is a foot note in con-
nection with a letter written by the
Honofable Mr. Bellerose to the Minister
of Justice. The sentence previous to
this note reads as follows: "Pardon
me sir, I do not censure, but I have
reason to believe that the honorable gen-
tlemen who have accused Mr. Inspector
in Parliament, in the press over their
own signatures, and in official docu-
ments, had good reasons for doing so."
This is a statement rinade by Senator

Bellerose in a letter to the Minister of
Justice. There is a star there, and the
foot-note reads as follows : " The writer
of this letter, Joseph H. Bellerose-hon-
orable by accident and courtesy-is the
only person who has made accusations
in the press over their own signatures
against Mr. the Inspector. Joseph H.
Bellerose seems to think that any accusa-
tion which he sees fit to make, no mat-
ter how false, is equivalent to proof.
J. G. M."

As I said before, if this House has any
respect for itself, it will certainly put it-
self right as far as possible. An attack
made upon any one member of this
House is an attark made upon the whole
body. It is a gross insult and indignity,
which, I think, this House should resent.
From what little T know of the Minister
of Justice, I must say I refuse to believe
that he would sanction such a note be-
ing made in any public document.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I thank
the hon. gentleman who has called the
attention of the House to the circum-
stance. I thank him also for having
given me notice, before the sitting, that
he would do so, because it gave me a
few minutes to consider what I should
do and say. The book to which the hon.
gentleman has referred containis some
very reprehensible attacks on a member
of this House and one especially of a very
serious character-the worst I have
heard of in my long political career, and
worse than I ever saw in a public docu-
ment. It is not my intention to say
much on this occasion since I am the
party who has been selected in this
House to be the object of attack and the
occasion of a breach of the privileges of
Parliament. To my mind the insult is
greater to this honorable body, of which
I am a humble member, than it is to My-
self. In May's Parliamentary Practice I
find the following words :-"Interference
with or reflections upon members have al-
ways been resented as indignities in the
House of Lords or in the House of CoU-
mons in England." Again the author
says: " Such offences have always been
resented in England as indignities
to the House." In this instance
the circumstances attending the attack
have made it even worse than it appears
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in the blue book. On Monday last, the
6th instant, the hon. leader of this House,
having laid before the Senate a supple-
rnentary report frorn the inspector of
penitentiaries, I looked over it and found
a good many bad references to myself,
but on page 304 I found the most
shameful of them all-an attack which
is even more offensive to the House than
to myself. I was then determined to
bring the whole matter before the House
as a question of privilege, but having as
I generally do in all cases, reflected upon
what would be the proper course I
considered that I could not do so-that
I could not attack the Inspector without
attacking also the Minister himself, who
is responsible for this book and every-
thing it contains. Having heard so
much from Nova Scotians of the honor-
able character and the straightforwardness
of Mr. Thompson, I said to myself "it
is impossible that the Minister of Justice
has sanctioned this and he must have
been, as Sir Alexander Campbell and
myself have often been, deceived
by the inspector." I therefore
wrote to the Minister of Justice
asking him if he would allow me an in-
terview of five minutes. He answered
that he would see me with pleasure on
Wednesday at io o'clock a.m. I went
to his office and when I showed him this
foot note and asked him if he knew any-
thing of it, his first remark was " It is a
disgrace." He then told me that he
knew nothing of it. He added "To
prove to you that I could not.know any-
thing of it I will show you the letter
written by yourself, the only letter which
I have taken into consideration. You
will see that there is no note there : I
would not allow anything of the kind.
No man has to make a note on a letter
from a member of Parliament to the
Minister of Justice." He sent for the
letter and I looked at it and recognized
it as my own and there was no note upon
It. It appears then that the Inspector,
having been ordered to prepare a copy
for the bluebook, put this note on the
Copy sent to the printing office so that
the Minister of Justice would not know
that it was there until the book was cir-
Culated through the Dominion. Those
are the facts. I considered then that it
would be better for me to wait and not

to bring the question before the House,
but aliow time to the Minister of Justice
to vindicate both parliament and myself.
In the meantime I will keep silent. I
am well known in this country, especially
in my own province. I care very little
about these vile attacks. If I was not a
member of this House I would not even
sneer at them, but as I am, I must follow
up this breach of privilege, though per-
sonally I would be ready to wait, under
the circumstances, until I saw the out-
come of the affair. I have some 40 or
50 pages of a statement prepared, which I
intended to place before the Senate some
of these days, concerning those troubles
in the penitentiary. I have accompanied
the statement with evidence and docu-
ments to sustain my charges, but after
the conversation I had with the Minister
of Justice I will wait to see whether any-
thing will be done to punish the offence
given both to this House and to myself.
For four years I have been asking for an
enquiry to discover the cause of those
troubles which ended in the sudden death
of a convict and the serious wounding of
the warden and several other officers of
the penitentiary, besides the very great
expenditure connected with the revolt.
I asked over and over again for an en-
quiry, and one was promised last year,
but during the recess I was laughed at.
The enquiry was never made, and why ?
Because the Inspector had continually
been at work to show that there was no
necessity for it. Even under those
circumstances, badly as I was treated and
knowing all I know and the mischief
which has been done during the last 15
months, I have not said a single word in
the way of an attack upon those men
-during this session. I have preferred to
keep silence, knowing that I have done
my duty, and leaving with the Govern-
ment the responsibitity of all the evil
which has been the consequence of their
excessive trust in officials who deceived
them, as, they must see now, was the
case. If the Inspector perpetrated what
it.appears he has done, is he a fit man, I
ask, for the responsible position he holds ?
If he did so in this case, how can the
Minister rely on him or on his reports to
dismiss officials or retain thern in office ?
My warnings were received with con-
tempt. The Minister ought to see now
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that it would have been safer for him to
pay a little more attention to my state-
ments. The Minister of Justice acknowl-
edging the guilt of his subordinate
officer, I feel that it is my duty to say no
more for the present on this question of
the causes of the difficulties this peniten-
tiary has been laboring under, so that I
will wait to see how the Minister will
deal with the guilty Inspector. As the
hon. gentleman from British Columbia
has said, the House is more interested in
this matter than I am, because I have
only my own reputation to protect. I
am 67 years of age. I have always
lived in this country and I am so well
known that I cannot be injured by such
villainous attacks; but the House has to
show that it resentsthis disgraceful breach
of privilege. It cannot tolerate such an
outrage. It is for this House to take what
steps nay be deemed proper to protect
its own dignity: for my part I will most
probably wait until next session to give
an answer to many other attacks made
upon me by the Inspector, and which
are found in the blue books. I will only
add that in the blue books I am refer-
ring to, I will be able to prove that there
are important statements which are not
according to facts.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Did I mis-
understand my hon. friend when I un-
derstood him to say that the Minister
of Justice knew of this note ?

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I said to
the contrary.

HON. MR. ABBOTT--With ieference
to the note itself, I can only say that I
entirely concur in the views taken by the
hon. gentleman who brought this matter
before the House, that this is a very
grave and serious offence against the
dignity and honor of this House. If I
had been informed that he was going to
bring it before the Senate I would be
prepared to say what steps I should take
under the circumstances. I have only
heard of it this moment, and therefore
I would ask my hon. friend to let it
stand in order to see what steps I shall
and ought to take in order to xindicate
the honor and dignity of this House. In
the meantime I shall bring the matter

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.

under the notice of the Minister of Jus-
tice. The offence is all the more grave,
because it is one that has been perpe-
trated by an officer of the Government.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I said
when I read the note that I did not like
to bring it before the notice of the House
because it was a matter for which the
Minister of Justice was responsible, and
knowing what I do of him I am content
to leave it in his hands

The subject then dropped.

SICK ANI) DISTRESSED
MARINERS BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (76) " An Act to
amend the Act respecting Sick and Dis-
tressed Mariners."

He said : This is a very short Bill,
introduced for the purpose of correcting
an error in the Revised Statutes. If I
had known more about the Bill when it
was first introduced I dare say we should
not have had the discussion which has
already occurred upon it. There is a
small fund created by a tonnage duty on
vessels for the purpose of assisting in
the care and treatnent of sick and dis-
tressed mariners coming into ports in
Canada. By an Act passed in the 4 5 th
year of Her Majesty's reign it was pro-
vided that no vessel, whether British or
foreign, employed exclusively in fishing
or in fishing voyages, should be subject
to this tonnage fund-in other words
that no fishermen should be allowed the
benefit of this fund. By 46 Victoria,
passed two years afterwards, that law
was amended, and the fishermen were
brought under the provision of the Act
and allowed the benefit of the fund.
That was the state of the law when the
Revised Statutes were passed. It came
into for ce in March last. In the Revised
Statutes there was a provision which left
the matter so open that not only our own
fishermen but foreign fishermen could
avail themselves of this fund, which was
not the provision of the Act 47 Vic., and
which was not intended and was never
the law here until the Revised Statutes
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were brought into force in March last.
It is to replace the latter in the condition
in which it was, and in which it was in-
tended to remain, that this short bill was
introduced, which provides that:

No vessel which is not registered fn Can-
ada, and which is enployed exclusively in
fishing or on a fishing voyage, shalf be
subject to the payment of or sall p any
rate or duty imposed by the Act herenbefore
cited.

That is to say the fishermen who are
to have the benefit of this hospital fund
are Canadian fishermer.. I was under
the impression that perhaps my hon.
friend was right in suggesting that we
night be making a change which wôuld

be inconvenient, and possibly inhospit-
able ; but I find that the same rule ap-
plies in the United States. There the
hospital privileges appear to be confined
to the United States fishermen, and we
are only keeping the law in the position
in which it was in 1874, and are making
it exactly the same as the American law
in that respect upon this subject.

any Port where there is a Collector of Cus-
toms :-

By this Act, therefore, the benefits of
the fund were extended to fishermen,
which previous to that Act was not the
case. The Revised Statutes makes no
distinction at all as to the fisiermen who
may avail themselves of these privileges.

HoN. MR. MILLER-Have you the
American law on the subject ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I have not,
but I have something equivalent to it.
In the annual report of the Supervising
Surgeon General of the Marine Hospital
Service of the United States for the year
1886, he says -

When the service vas supported by a
tax ou the beneficiaries, it was held that
those only who had contributed to the fund
could receive relief fron it, but soon after
the enactment of the law providing for the
support of the service from the tonnage tax,
applications for relief began to be received
from fishermen, claiming that as their ves.
sels paid tonnage duty they became contri-
butors to the fund."

HON. MR. POWER-Perhaps the So that Up to that time fishermen in
hon. gentleman will be good enough to the United States were on the same foot-
read the short Act of 1884 so that mem- ing as Canadian fishermen were up to
bers can understand it. 1874. The matter was referred to the

Solicitor of the Treasury, and on the
HON. MR. ABBOTT-I will first read receîpt of his opinion the following cir-

the Act of 1882, so that hon. gentlemen cular was issued
can see the bearing of this legislation :- " accordance therevitl persots em-

" No vesse], whether British or foreign, ployed on 'e8sels of the Uvited States en-
employed exclusively in fishing or on a fish- gag;ed in the fisheries will hereafter be
ing voyage, arriving in any port in Canada, adrnitted to treatment under the Saie regu-
after the coning into force of tlis Act, shah lation and coditions as other Aerican
be subject to payment of or shall pay any searnen."
rate of duty imposed by the Act cited in the
preamble to this At, and its amendments.United States to be the same as our own,

The Act of 1884 provides :-the sae as ours al

"Notwithstanding anything in the Act along. For a ceitain time thev did fot
passed in the forty-fifth year of Her Majes- regard fishermen as seamen, and did not
ty's reign, chapter nineteen, for anending admit them to the rivileges of this fund.
the Act cited in the title to this Act, the
''aster or person in conmand of any fishing They subsequently recognized fishermen
vessel registered in Canada on his belialf, as seamen, restricting to their own fisher-
m11ay pay the dues chargeable on such vessel men the benefits of the fund.
lluder the Act last nientioned, before leaving
On a fishing voyage from its first port ofout- HON. MR. HOWLAN-When the
Ut; and if the said dues have been paid at
snch port on any, such vessel, before leaving matter as up the other day I took ex-
on a nihing voyage, in any calendar year, ception to the Bil, and I still take the
the master or person in charge of such ves- saine exception, regretting that such asel, and the mariners eniployed therein on Bill should be called for, because it says,
such voyage if sick. shall have the saime
rights and beentitled to the same benefits
as those of other vessels on which the dues Canada, ard which is employed exclu-
ItnPoSed by thie said Act have been paid, in sively in fishing, shah be subject to the
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payment imposed by this Act," &c.
Now, any vessel, engaged in fisheries in
Newfoundland, in the same way, would
not be entitled to the benefit of our
hospitals. I find, on looking over the
introduction of the Bill in the House of
Commons, when the present Postmaster-
General was Minister of Marine and
Fisheries, the reasons he gives are found.
Much to my surprise he quotes that fault
is found by the American Government.
As has just leen stated by the leader of
the Government, the authorities at Wash-
ington within a recent period have recog-
nized fishermen as seamen entitled to
the rights of Marine Hospitals by the
paying of hospital dues. But this seems
to shut out fishermen of all other nations.
If, for example, our fishermen were in
the habit of entering ports of the United
States as frequently as American fisher-
men visit the ports of the Dominion,
there would be no difficulty in the mat-
ter; but when the subject was under
discussion in the House of Commons the
Minister said:-

" I may say, Mr. Speaker, in moving this
resolution, that we have had complaints
from foreign fishermen on one or two occa-
sions, and also from their Governments, that
we have charged thein sick mariners' dues."

Ma. KILLAM-Will our fishing vessels,
in case of sickness on board, be refused the
benefits of the marine hospitals in our ports ?

HoN. Ma. McLELAN-1 think that the
hon. gentleman will find that our vessels
which are engaged simply in coasting, do not
participate in these beuefits; that no vessel,
unless she pays such fees, participates in
these benefits ; and that, therefore, being
exempt irom these payments they do not
share in the benefits.

Sia ALBERT J. SMITH-I think the
hon. gentleman is mistaken when he says
that our fishing vessels do not pay these
dues. I think that they both pay the dues
and participate in the benefits accruing from
the fund. Of course the resolution implies
that they are so liable now, as it is proposed
to exempt them from the obligation; in fact
they are liable for those dues as well as
other vessels.

Ma. KILLAM-Of course the resolution
implies that fishing vessels are now liable to
pay the dues, and nay participate in the
enefits of the fund; but what we wish to

discover is: does the hon. gentleman intend
to relieve these vessels of these payments,
and prevent their participation in the bene-
fits mentioned.

VoN. MR. MoLFLAN-It is proposed to
exempt both British and foreign fishing ves-
sels from the payment of these dues.

HON. MR. HOWLAN.

81 A. SMITH-That is wholly.
Hox. Ma. McLELAN-Yes.
M.. KILLAM-The fishermen object to

these payments because the fund is kept up
very largely by fishing vessels.

HoN. Ma. McLELAN-The payment per
vessel is very small, about $3 in the year,
and the expenditure has been very large.

HON. Ma. BLAKE-As I understood the
hon. gentleman, our coasting and fishing
vesselrs do not pay these dues at all?

HoN. MR. McLELAN-No.
HoN. Ma. BLAKE-And they do not

obtain any of the benefits either?
HoN. Ma. McLELAN-They do not obtain

any of the benefits.
HoN. Ma. BLAKE-They are not allowed

to enter the hospitals and they pay nothing?
HON. Ma. McLELAN-Yes.
Hos. Ma. BLAKE-And the hon. gentle-

man says that when they go on foreign
voyages and do pay, and are entitled to these
benefits, there are but very rare cases; and
the foreign fishing vessels pay the dues only
when they find a man sick on board, in order
toget the benefits which the find confers.

MR. KLLLAM-We must have further
exfplanations; although the hon.gentleman'5
Bill may exhibit his intentions much more
clearly. In case a fishing vessel makes twO
voyages to the banks in the summer, and
takes a cargo to Halifax in the fall, 'ill its
crew be entitled to participate in these
benefits? Whuen wili vessels have to pay?
At what time of the year? I think the hon.
gentleman is somewhat astray in his idea
that the fishermen do not participate in the
benefits of this fund. I believe they do.

Sia ALBERT SMITH-Where it is de-
cided that vessels are liable to pay, they
have to Y, and there is no exce tion in the
Act at al. Ail fishermen are liable to, and
all pay."

The point that was made with regard
to fishermen as differing from the mer-
cantile marine was, that the mercantile
marine paid three times a year to this
fund while the fishermen was only to paY
once. Again when the Bill came up for
final discussion, Mr. Blake took exception
to the measure again. At page 1131 of
the Commons Debates Mr. Killarn
says:-

"I suppose the hon. Minister can nOW
give us explanations regarding the Bill. I
am scarce y yet satisfied that there is anY
necessity for its introduction at all. le
ought to be able to inform the House hOw
much is spent upon the sick mariners of
foreign vessels, and whether the larger
amount of the fund is paid by the fishermienl
of our own vessels or the steamers that Col]
at our ports.

HON. Ma. McLELAN-Very little of the
Sick Mariners' Fund is paid by the fisher-
men of the Dominion. All the small Coast.
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ing vessels coasting from one part of the
Province to another, are exempt from the t
payment of these dues, or contribute very
little; and in any case they do not partici-
pate in the benefits of it unless they go be- t
yond the Province in which they pay the
dues which entitie them to that advantage.
Our own veesels which fish one part of the
year, and the other portions make voyages
beyond the limits of one Province, wil
therefore be called upon to pay those dues
and will be entitled to the benefits of the
fund. But foreign fishing vessels seldom
enter our ports and pay any dues unless
they have a sick mariner on board, in which
case they enter the port, psy a few cents or
dollars, and leave a sick seaman on our
hands causing large expense. In one or
two cases when that has not happened, but
when they have entered our ports for this
purpose, and been called upon to pay the
sick mariner's dues, their Government has
represented to this Government that it was
an infringement of the spirit of the fishing
treatv. It is thought, therefore, that it
would be simpler and better to abolish the
dues for vessels exclusively engaged in fish.
ing, or when upon a fishing voyage."

That closes my objection, as far as I
am concerned, if the Government of the
United States will be benefited by leav-
ing the Act as it is now on the Statute
Books. I would rather see the broader
ground taken, however, that our hos-
Pitals should be open to the fishermen of
all nations ; but. if the Government of
the United States has represented to the
Canadian Government through the Im-
Perial authorities that this law is an in-
fraction of the Fishery Treaty, I with-
draw my objection to the Bill.

HoN. MR. POWER-I call the atten-
tion of the hon. gentleman from Alberton
to the fact that the objection of the
Anerican Government that this tax is
COntrary to the spirit of the Fishery
Treaty, which was in existence at the
timle the representations of the American
Government were made, does not apply
now, because the Fishery Treaty is not
i existence.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Did I .un-
derstand you to say that this is a repeal-
iUg Bill ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No, it simply
corrects a mistake and leaves the law as
It was.

19

HON. MR. KAULBACH-As our
rade with the United States is so large,
t would seem to be a more humane
hing to allow the fishermen of that
:ountry the advantage and the benefits
of our hospitals.

HON. MR. CARVELL-They do not
give that advantage to our fishermen.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Well, we
should set them a pattern in that respect.
Many of our fishermen are employed
in the United States, and considering the
close relations existing between the two
countries, I think it would be very much
better to set them a good example and
allow their fishermen to have the benefit
of our hospitals. I do not think they
are overcrowded, and fishermen are not
a class who are very often seen in hos-
pitals. Sometimes they have a sore
finger from the prick of a fish hook, or
something like that to be attended to,
but seldom anything serious.

HON. MR. CARVELL-When I read
this Bill a few days ago, I must confess
that my feelings were similar to those
expressed by the hon. gentleman from
Lunenburg. I thought it hard that a
sick sailor landing anywhere in Canada,
should be refused the privilege of the
hospital. I thought then that it was a
new matter; but the explanation of the
leader of the Government puts it in an
entirely different light. If the law in
the United States is similar to ours,
and our fishermen have no privileges
in the hospitals there, we must remem-
ber that the United States Govern-
ment is represented in the seaports of
Canada by consuls or consular agents,
and no real hardship can occur to un-
fortunate or invalid fishermen. They
have only to apply to their consul or
his agent as corning from an American
vessel and they are taken charge of by
the consul and cared for, so that the
hospital privileges are not so necessary
for the United States fisherman as it
would seem. This Bill relieves him of
the privileges, and of the tax at the same
time, and my objection to the Bill is
removed.

HON. MR. MILLER-I would sug-
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gest to the hon. gentleman to have the
Bill read at the table at length the second
time and save the necessity of sending it
to the committee.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the second time at length
at the table.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-This law will
now apply to British fiehermen-New-
foundland fishprmen, for instance, and
other British subjects as welL It seems
to me that inasmuch as there are no
British consuls in our ports it ought to
apply only to foreign fishermen who have
representatives to look after their
interests

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I would just
remark to my hon. friend that charity
begins at home, and that this fund is
entirely insufficient to provide medical
assistance and comforts for our own
mariners, and it would be rather a large
order to take upon ourselves the admis-
sion of this class of persons to our hos-
pitals, whose expenses would have to be
paid out of the funds of this country.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-One of the
conditions of this Act under considera-
tion is that the Governor in Council,
under circumstances which may be deem-
ed necessary, may make an allowance in
cases of that kind. For instance if a
Newfoundland whaler or sealer was
driven ashore, or an American vessel
was driven ashore in distress and the
Captain lost overboard, this law provides
that the collector of the nearest port
can obtain for distressed mariners an
allowance from the Government in such
cases.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

PROCEDURE IN CRIMINAL
CASES BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a

Committee of the Whole on Bill (19)
" An Act to amend the Law respecting
Procedure in Criminal Cases."

On the first clause,

HON. MR. POWER-The leader of
the Government might explain the object
of the Eill.

HON. MR. ABBOTT--I thought I
had explained the object of the Bill
sufficiently on the second reading.
Everybody is aware that there has been
some attempt to obtain delays of execu-
tion in criminal matters by attempting
an appeal to the Privy Council, and there
must have been, I presume, some doub
amongst lawyers as to whether or not such
appeal existed. This Bill is simply for the
purpose of setting that question at rest.
Such an appeal has really been applied
for, but the Government as hon. mem-
bers know, were satisfied that no such
appeal existed, and they did on one oc-
casion, at all events, allow the execution
of the sentence to be postponed to wait
the decision of the Privy Council. It is
considered to be expedient that this
doubt should be set at rest formally by
the enactment of the first clause in the
Bill which is now before the House.

The clause was agreed to.

On Sub-section 5,

HON. MR. POWER said-I notice
that in the chapter of the Revised Stat-
utes from which this is taken, these
words follow: "saving any right which
Her Majesty may be graciously pleased
to exercise by virtue of her Royal pre-
rogative." I quite agree in thinking that
it is not desirable that there should be
interminable appeals in criminal cases.
I think the Supreme Court is far enough
and high enough to allow those appeals
to go, as a rule; I simply rose to ask the
Leader of the House whether he thiinks
we can take away Her Majesty's Royal
prerogative to allow an appeal-whether
any legislation of Parliament can dprive
the Sovereign of the right to grant an
appeal ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-On that point
I imagine that an Act of Parliament will

HON. MR. MILLER.
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bind all the courts and people within the
Dominion of Canada so as to prevent
any court in this country from tak-
ing notice of any proceedings of appeal
to the Privy Council; but I am not pre-
pared to go so far as to say that Her
Majesty and her Privy Council could not
grant permission to appeal if they
thought proper so to do. Beyond that,
I do not suppose we should go in this
country. We could not probably deptive
a subject of the right to go direct to the
foot of the Throne for a remedy, but so
far as we can do it we do it by this Act.

HON. MR. SCOTT-1 belive, as a
natter of history and practice, the
Privy Council have declined to ac-
cept appeals after they had gone
through the Supreme Court of Canada
except with the leave of the Supreme
Court itself I do not know of any
cases which they have entertained except
when the Supreme Court here has given
permission, so that practically appeals to
the Privy Council are destroyed.

HON. MR. MILLER, from the Com-
nittee, reported the Bill without amend-
Ment.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

CONVEYANCE OF LEGISLATORS
FREE OF CHARGE OVER

RAILWAYS BILL

WITHDRAWN.

The order of the day having been
called for the second reading of Bill (K),
"An Act to provide for the conveyance
Of legislators and judges free of charge
Over railways,"

HON. MR. McINNES said-Before
going on with the discussion of the Bill,
I nay say that if I am allowed to make
an explanation and put my views on this
subject on record, I shall withdraw the

ill for the present.

HoN. GENTLEMEN-Hear, hear !

HON. MR. McINNES-If not, I shall
contest my right to introduce a Bill of

this nature and the jurisdiction of this
House to deal with it as it thinks proper.
The reason why I wished the second
reading of this Bill postponed the other
day was that I was not sufficiently pre-
pared to give all the authorities to sub-
stantiate my view as to the scope or
jurisdiction of this House to deal with
measures involving the expenditure of
noney. Since that postponement took
place I have consulted several authorities,
and have come to the conclusion that it is
competent for the Senate to pass this Bill.
The reason why I do not propose to
proceed with the Bill now is that we
have a long list of measvres on the
order paper, and, unexpectedly, the.
Session is within a few days of proroga-
tion, I have no disposition to prolong it.
Besides, I am of opinion that quite a
number in this House require some time
to appreciate the real merits of the Bill.
In the first place, I thnk that such a
Bill as this ought to emanate from the
Government, but the Government not
having taken it up I thought it was well
that a private individual should do so,
and after it has been discussed I hope
the Government, in the near future, will
introduce a measure having the same
objects in view. I am credibly informed
that similar laws are in force in Italy,
France and Belgium, and I am also
credibly informed that it is one of the
unwritten laws of England-that all
legislators in those countries are con-
veyed free of charge over all the railways
within those different countries.
Such being the case I do not think that
this is an extraordinary bill as a number
-of those who have criticized it have
endeavored to make it appear. If it was
considered necessary to enact such a law
in the countries to which4I have referred
in order to prevent their 'egislators from
becoming contaminated by influential
railway companies confering favors on
them, I cannot see how it can reason-
ably be construed into a reflection or
indignity on the honor or integrity of
Parliament as was contended by some
in this House if this Bill should
becorne law. I view it in a totally differ-
ent light. It would redound to the credit
of the Senate. My contention is that
free conveyance over all railways ought
to be made one of the perquisites or

291



C2owvyance, etc., [SENATE] over Reailways.

privileges in connection with the position
of a member of this House and a mem-
ber of the House of Commons : that
members of both Houses should be con-
veyed, free of charge, over all railways
while travelling on public business in the
interest of the State, as provided for in
this Bill, and not place ourselves under
any compliment to any railway company.
We would thereby remove the possibility
of becoming biased in their favor when
they came before us asking for fresh
favors : that we should be in such a posi-
tion that no railway manager, whether of
a Government or private road, should
approach us and put us under any com-
pliment or obligation to the extent of
accepting a half-fare pass or a free pass
over a railway as is the custom at pre-
sent. In the Inter-State law passed a
tew months ago in the great country to
the south of us, it was found necessary
to insert a clause imposing a very heavy
penalty on any railway company that
would give a free pass to any legislator,
and though I. have not seen the Act my-
self I believe there is a heavy penalty
imposed upon a legislator who accepts
of any such free pass. If, therefore,
members of Congress in the great repub-
lic to t'he south of us, whose population
is twelve times as great as ours, who re-
ceive not one thousand dollars indem-
nity as we do, but five thousand dollars
a year, and an equally liberal travelling
allowance, if they found it necessary-in
order to protect the rights of the masses,
(the taxpayers of the country) against
huge, unscrupulous, railway monopolies,
and the political purity of their public
men and judiciary-to pass such a law,
I do not think that it is a reflection on
either House in Canada if we adopt a
similar law. My first intention was to
bring in a bill embodying the principles
of the American law on this subject, but
on reflection I came to the conclusion it
could be systematically violated and
therefore less effective than the one I
propose. For instance, although railway
companies would not be allowed to give
annual free passes, yet there would be
nothing to prevent them giving free
tickets through third parties, and thereby
defeat the law. Apart from the Govern-
ment railways we have practically only
two great railways in Canada-the

HON. MR. McINNES.

Canadian Pacific Railway and the Grand
Trunk Railway. All the other railways
have been or are being rapidly absorbed
by these two great corporations. I base
the justice of this measure upon the right
of the Government and the represent-
atives of the people of this country to
compel those corporations to grant this
small favor inasmuch as they have been
liberally subsidized by enormous grants
of money and of land. The Canadian
Pacific Railway Company according to
their own statement have received in
cash $71,5oo,ooo besides 25,000,000
acres of land. I believe the
Grand Trunk Railway Company owes to
the Dominion of Canada to-day some-
thing like $35,ooo,ooo. Yet some are
unreasonable enough to say we have
nothing to do with these companies.
They ower a great deal to the people of
Canada, and if they were compelled by
law to carry legislators whether of the
Federal Parliament or of the local legis-
latures and judges within their circuit
free of charge, it would certainly be a
very small tax upon them-it would be
a small recognition on their part for the
enormous sums the people of Canada
have given them and which they are cer-
tain never to pay. You are all aware
that it makes no difference in cost to a
Railway train whether it carries fifty pas-
sengers, or fifty-one or fifty-two, the trains
have to be run, and the wear and tear of
the road is the same. Any one who has
been in public life knows that members
of Parliament spend a great deal more
in travelling in the interest of their cons-
tituents and the public during recess
than during the sitting of Parliament. I
see no reason therefore why they should
be compelled to bear that expense. The
cost of a first-class ticket itself is not a
great matter, but when you take a Pull-
man and dining car, also cab hire and
hotel bills, it amounts to a considerable
sum. Another ground upon which I
think we might fairly ask that this Bill
should become law is that if members of
Parliament travelled more through this
wide-spread country than they do, they
would be in a better position tO
legislate on all subjects coming before
them. I venture the opinion that
there are very few in this Chamber
who have made trip over the Cana-
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dian Pacific Railway, and viewed the
immense domain that lies west of Lake
Superior and beyond the Rocky Moun-
tains who have not gained a vast amount
of valuable information which otherwise
they never could have gained and which
will prove valuable to to them in dealing
with any measures coming before them
and relating to that great western
country. This Bill is the outcome of a
resolution I brought before this House
last year, in which I showed that great
wrongs were done, or attempted to be
done, by granting members who are in
the habit of supporting the Government
free passes and denying the same privi-
lege to members opposed to the Can-
af in Pacific Railway monopoly and
tyr.inny and opposed to the Government.
I promised I would bring in a Bill this
session, and here it is. Another reason,
and-probably a stronger-certainly the
most direct and recent reason for it, has
corne within the knowledge of every
member of this House: namely, what
transpired in the Commons immediately
before the adjournment that took place
in that House a few weeks ago. A
member of that House called attention
to the fact that supporters of the Govern-
ment from the Maritime Provinces who
desired to visit their homes during the
recess received free passes over the
Intercolonial Railway from the Minister
of Railways, while those members op-
posed to the Government received none,
but had to pay their full fare the
same as any ordinary passenger. Ac-
cording to the published report, Sir
Charles Tupper replied that he would
see that the matter would be put right,
and that those who had paid full fare
should have their money returned to
them. Now I submit that is placing
mnembers of the House of Commons oi
mnembers of this House in a false position
Such conduct is manifestly unfair and
Unjust and unworthy of honorable men
As I said before the Opposition who ari
acting conscientiously in the interests o
the country and are entitled to just a
mtuch consideration in travelling on Gov
erfinent railways as supporters of th
Government, because they are equall
taxed for the construction and main
tenance of those roads.

HON. MR. ALMON-I rise to a
question of order. I think the hon. Mr.
Power, a steadfast opponent of the Gov-
ernment, and who has been such in this
House ever since he became a member
of it, has had a free pass over the Inter-
colonial Railway.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-That is
not a question of order.

HON. MR. McINNES-The junior
member from Halifax is a great stickler
for order. But if I may be allowed to
say so he is more frequently out of order
than any other member of this House.
I did not say that no Opposition mem-
ber had a free pass, but that the rule was
that the Opposition members did not get
passes at least from the great railway
corporations to which I have referred.
An observation was made when this
measure was last brought before the
House by the hon. member from Arn-
herst and repeated by the leader of the
House. It is repeated at page 151 of
the Senate Debates. The leader of the
House said " so far I do not think that
the postponements have been very ex-
traordinary. I do not think that we
ought to apply a very stringent rule to
hon. gentlemen who wish to have their
measures postponed for a few days, but
of course I do think there should be an
end to it especially as the terms of the
Bill, itself, perhaps somewhat reflect
upon the House."

HoN. MR. ALMON-Hear hear.

HoN. MR. McINNES-I desire to im-
press on this House that it is in order
to preserve the dignity and purity of this
House and the other branch of Parlia-
ment that I desire that this measure, or

*some similar measure,should become law.

HON. MR. ALMON-Hear hear.

f HON. MR. McINNES- The junior
smember from Halifax may say hear,
-hear, but I would remind the hon. gen-
tleman that he is one of the last men in

~this bouse who should attempt to attack
-or criticise any measure of this kind. I-
think those who live in glass houses
should not be casting stones.
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HON. MR. ALMON-State the glass
house, please.

HON. MR. McINNES-It was to do
away with the possibility of any member
of this House being influenced one way
or the other by railway companies that I
introduced this Bill, and I claim that the
honor and dignity of both branches of
Parliament demand the enactment of
some such law as I have imperfectly
sketched. If some such measure is not
adopted, we will all be open to the
charge that is frequently made through-
out the country-" There goes a dead-
head passenger. He travels on a free
pass-There goes a Government sup-
porter-he is a dead-head,"--that is
frequently said and it is too true. It is
high time that there should be a stop
put to these invidious distinctions and
the stigma removed. We should place
ourselves either in the position that we
are to have free conveyance or that no
railway company;should presume to offer
a free pass to a legislator. Let us go on
our merits and not allow ourselves to be
placed under a compliment to any rail-
way company let us be free and untram-
meled. That is the position I think we
should occupy-it is the true one and
the quicker this House asserts its rights
and the independence of parliament is
maintained the sooner will they
decide upon adopting some such
measure as the one I have proposed.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-What does the
hon. gentleman move?

HON. MR. McINNES-With the con-
sent of the House I ask permission to
withdraw the Bill.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Probably
my hon friend from British Columbia
made a mistake when he said that every
man should travel on his merits: every
man should travel on the Company's
ro'ds. If men are to be favored in pro-
portion to the benefit they confer upon
the country I do not know how some
members of Parliament might stand. It
would allow a great deal of room for dis-
cussion.

HON. MR McINNES-The benefit

some men confer on the country is to
obstruct progress and uphold monopo-
lies.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-So far as
the Government Railways are concerned
there should be no discrimination in
dealing with members of Parliament: all
should fare alike, and no preference
should be given to anyone because of
his political convictions. But when you,
come to a railway company it is another
matter. They must manage their busi-
ness to suit themselves. Even so far as
the Government Railways are concerned,
the hon. gentleman should bear in mind
that every member of Parliament is paid
the travelling allowance, which is much
larger than the amount he is obliged to
expend.

HON. MR. McINNES-Then do away
with the mileage altogether.

HoN. ML KAULBACH-The same
remark applies to judges. They are
allowed a mileage for travelling on cir-
cuit. If people are to be favored in pro-
portion to their merits and the benefit
they confer on the country, other classes
might with more propriety be considered,
such as clergymen, who are not granted
any travelling allowance as we are.
If the principle which the hon. member
suggests is to be adopted, the Govern-
ment would be obliged to buy up the
whole of the railways and throw them
open to the public-run them as public
highways.

HON. MR. McINNES-The sooner
the Government take over the railways
and run them in the interests of the
country, the better.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I do not
see how we can control private railway
companies in the exercise of their rights.
It would be monstrous to think of it. I
will not take up the time of the House
with further discussion on the subject.

HON. MR. ALMON-As the mover
of this resolution has alluded par-
ticularly to me I may be allowed to
say a few words. I am very glad indeed
that the' Bill has been withdrawn. It
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appears to me t4at it would be very
humiliating for members of Parliament
to approach the railway companies in
forma pauperis and beg for passes. The
suggestion comes with a very bad grace
from gentlemen who do not reside in the
place from which they are supposed to
come when they draw their mileage
allowance.

HON. MR. McINNES-I rise to a
question of order. The hon. gentleman
is stating what is not correct. I have
travelled to my home in British Colum-
bia and back here, and it is unworthy of
a member of this House to make such a
malicious and false statement. The hon.
gentleman himself, I understand, was a
deadhead over the Canadian Pacific
Railway last year when he visited British
Columbia, and probably all his relatives,
too, were equally favored.

HON. MR. ALMON-I am very glad
that the hon. member has withdrawn his
bill. I am glad that such a disgrace has
been removed from our books. As I
have said, such a measure comes with
very ill grace from any of us who live
Within a few hundred miles from this
Place and receive mileage allowance for
travelling across the continent. I do
not say that any member of this House
does so-the doing of such a thing
Would be such a disgrace that I am sure
nobody in this House would be guilty of
at, or certainly if he did do so he would
not venture to propose a measure of this
kind for the consideration of Parliament.
Uowever, if such a thing is done by
anybody it should be carefully looked
into and it should be the duty of the
Clerk of the House or somebody else
to ascertain whether those who draw
inileage allowances every session are
Obliged to travel the distance for which
the mileage is paid.

The motion was agreed to.

ONTARIO AND QU'APPELLE
LAND COMPANY'S BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. MILLER, in the absence
of Mr. Vidal, moved the second reading

of Bill (62) "An Act to reduce the stock
of the Ontario & Qu'Appelle Land Co.
(limited) and for other purposes."

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

BAY OF QUINTE BRIDGE COM
PANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. FLINT moved the second
reading of Bill (73) "An Act to incor-
porate the Bay of Quinte Bridge Com-
pany."

He said :-The object of this Bill is to
incorporate a company to construct a
bridge from the City of Belleville to the
shore of Prince Edward County. The
measure has been discussed in the
Private Bills Committee in the House of
Commons, and although it was met by a
good deal of opposition there a large
majority of the committee, about three-
fourths, were in favor of it and reported
it with only a few trifling amendments.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the second tim.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION BILL

SECOl1D READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (54) " An Act to
amend the Chinese Immigration Act."

He said :-This is a bill to amend the
Act as it appears in the Revised Statutes.
The first clause provides that any woman
of Chinese origin, who is the wife of a
person not of Chinese origin, shall be
admitted without paying duty. The
next clause provides conditions as to the
passage of Chinese through Canada.

HON. MR. MILLER-In bond.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The company
conveying them will be held responsible
for the safe-keeping of the passengers
ard their safe delivery beyond the coun -
try. Clause 3 repeals the section of the
Act which provides that persons of
Chinese origin may leave the country

295



Chinese [SENATE] inmigration Bill.

and, by getting certain papers, return to
it ; no limit of time was fixed for the
period of their stay outside the country.
It has been found that they can stay
aw ay so long that their identity is lost,
and frauds are possible under the Act.
It i s proposed by this clause to reduce
the time to three months, but on consid-
eration I have thought it better to ask the
House to extend the time to six months.
Three months is not long enough to
enable a person to travel to China,
except by the very fastest vessels, and
remain there for any time and return
within the limit of time. The last clause
repeals the 15th Section of the Act which
provides that all duties, pecuniary
penalties and revenue under the Act go
into the consolidated revenue of Canada,
except one-fourth of the entire amount
which is paid to the province. It is
proposed to make that amount which is
payable to the province one-fourth of the
net proceeds of all entry dues paid by
Chinese immigrants, because there is
sone expense connected with the collec-
tion of those dues, and it is but proper
that the amount of it should be deducted
from the gross revenue before giving the
Province its share.

HON. MR. McINNES-I would ask
the hon. leader of the Government if he
has brought down the balance of those
returns ordered by the House some time
ago ?

HoN. MR ABBOTT-For the pur-
pose of saving time and giving the hon.
member the information he wished, I
brought down a copy of a report made
to the House of Commons on a part of
the same subject as that involved in his
own motion ; but he points out to me
that there are one or two particulars in
which this return does not conform
to the Address which he obtained. I
have made inquiry about that, and I
have to inform my hon. friend that ir
order to obtain this report we must gel
it from the proper officers. They were
communicated with at once, but it wil
be quite impossible to get those return
within the next week or ten days. I
should, therefore, like to go on with thi
Bill now, particularly as I do not see tha
the matters referred to in my hon

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

friend's Address have 'reference to this
Bill.

HON. MR. McINNES-I am sur
prised at the statement of the hon. gen-
tleman, because the Chinese Immigration
Act provides for those returns, as can be
seen by referring to sections 13 and 15
The return that was laid on the table of
the House a few days is one made in
response to an address moved by Mr.
Gordon, one of the British Columbia
members of the House of Commons, and
does not extend to the period mentioned
in the address that I moved. It gives
only a limited amount of the information
I desire. I am sorry that it is not before
the House. I hope that the hon. Leader
of the Government will not insist upon
carrying the Bill in its present form. I
hope that he will expunge entirely the
third section, which limits the time of
return to three months.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is proposed
to extend it to six months.

HON. MR. McINNES-It would be
better to put no limit at all. The Act is
working very well. According to a news-
paper which has always been very much
opposed to Chinese immigration, over
5o,ooo Chinese have left the Pacific
Coast within the last few years, and there
are some 40,000 less Chinese there to-
day than there were five years ago. I
know from reports published from time
to time in the British Columbia news-
papers that large numbers of Chinese
are leaving there constantly-that there
are two or three leaving for every one
that comes into the country -and there-
fore I think it would be better to expunge
the clause altogether.

HON. MR. ALMON-I was very much
in hopes that the leader of the Govern-
ment would have brought forward this
measure at an earlier period of the ses-
sion, so that we might have had a long
discussion on the subject and tried to

I wipe off this disgraceful Act from our
Statutes. We are near the last decade
of the nineteenth century : the beginning
of the century did away with the slave

t trade; England abolished slavery in her
. colonies at an expense of -£2,oo0.000.
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The United States by the expenditure of
a million lives and billions of money wiped
away the blot of negro slavery from their
land, yet we have enacted a law that the
Chinese, because their skin is yellow and
their eyes almond shaped, shall not live
in this country. I appeal to this House
-I appeal to the public generally beyond
the walls of this House, whether this Act
is not a disgrace to our country and
wthether it ought to be on our Statute
books. It is against the feelings of
humanity and contrary to the law of God.
What is one of the first prophecies that
we find in the Bible? What do we find
in the ninth chapter of Genesis and the
27th verse-" God shall enlarge Japhet,
and he shall dwell in the tents of Shem."
It is commonly admitted that Japhet was
the father of the Caucasian race and Shern
of the Mongolian. If we permit this Act
to remain on our Statute books we pre-
vent the fulfilment of this prophecy. I
it remains on our Statute books, how can
the descendants of Shern and Japhet
dwell together? I was accused a few
moments ago of having travelled free over
the Canadian Pacific Railway. I did so,
but every member of this House had an
Opportunity of doing likewise, if he had
availed himself of it.

HON. MR. McINNES-Every mem-
ber had not.

HON. MR. ALMON-I went to British
Columbia, and I discovered that the
feeling against the Chinese there was
Confined to a portion of the popula-
tion. I had not been long there
before I was called upon by a
gentleman who said, "I have called upon
You, Doctor, to express the thanks of a
n'umber of gentlemen in this Province to
YOu for the stand you took in the Senate
On behalf of the Chinese in this country."
I said, "I am astonished at that, because
this legislation .was favored by your rep-
resentatives." He said, "Yes, but if you
Conservatives will pass laws which put
the voting power into the hands of the
laboring classes-if you lower the fran-
chise as you did the other day, you must
expect that the laboring classes will
have a preponderating influence in the
Country and sway our elections, and
therefore the men who are elected to the

House of Commons will vote, not in ac-
cordance with their own feelings, but in
accordance with the views of the labor-
ing classes. The Chinese are peaceful
and do not vote; whereas the English,
Irish and Scotch have votes. They may
be blackguards or drunkards but they
possess the franchise and exercise it,
and therefore they have more influence
than those quiet cleanly people you see
here." He said also : " If you go to the
houses of those members who voted to
exclude the Chinese from Canada, you
will see that they all have Chinese serv-
ants, if they have men servants at all." I
met others while in British Columbia, all
of whom expressed the same sentiments,
I dined at the house of one gentleman
where there were two Chinese servants
waiting upon the table. They were very
good gervants indeed, and I should be very
glad to have them in my house in Hali-
fax. I was also told by those connected
with the construction of railways that the
Chinese are as good laborers as you can
find.

It being six o'clock the Speaker left
the chair.

AFTER RECESS.

HON. MR. ALMON-I am very glad
to hear that I was not the means of
bringing the members back here this
evening to continue this debate. -The
remarks which I made were induced by
the feelings which have actuated me very
strongly that the legislation against Chi-
nese immigration was a blot on our Stat-
ute Book, and I felt it more especially,
being a Nova Scotian. It is possible,
though wrong in principle, that it nay
be for the interest of British Columbia,
or the apparent interest of that Province,
that this Bill should be passed ; but cer-
tainly with regard to Nova Scotia, to
which it also extends, it is not the slight-
est advantage whatever. A Chinaman
coming to a Nova Scotia harbor in a ves-
sel which has left China and may have
been under the British flag for six.
months-which is about the time it
would take him to come round by Cape
Horn-finds he has fifty dollars of a poll
tax to pay, and if he has not the money
to pay it he is taken out of the vessel and
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confined in jail while the vessel is in
port. That is a thing which can happen
under this law in Nova Scotia, the coun-
try which first liberated the slaves brought
there by the United Empire Loyalists
from the United States. Those slaves
were freed, not by Act of Parliament, ro
by any governrment, British or Colonial,
but by the judgment of the Court. They
had no law to guide them, and they
refused to recognize slavery, merely
because the public opinion
of Nova Scotia was against it. Nova
Scotia was the first country under the
British flag that gave to Roman Catholics
the right to sit in Parliament. Before the
Emancipation Bill had passed in the
British - Parliament, the Legislature of
Nova Scotia passed a law giving to Ro-
man Catholics the same right as Protes-
tants to sit in Parliament. I think it is
a disgrace and an indignity that because
a man has a yellow skin and an almond
eye he should be dragged into prison
because he has not $50 to pay to the
Government. It is a disgrace which
makes my blood boil when I think of it.
Therefore it is, although I am not accus-
tomed to much speaking and do not
care to occupy the time of the House, I
felt it my duty to rise and enter my pro-
test against this legislation. I did intend
to sit down, but my bon. friend from
Arichat rather captured me and obliged
me to make these remarks. I am a
Conservative born and bred, and I think
I shall die a Conservative ; therefore I
have to apologise for speaking against a
measure which is introduced by the
Conservative Government .which I sup-
port. But there is a limit to my
allegiance-in fact there are two limits.
In the first place, any measure introduc-
ed by the Government which is not
Conservative in its operation, I am
bound to oppose. For instance,
the Franchise Bill which we pass-
ed last year, and which increased the
franchise without giving it the limit
which it ought to have-education and
a stake in the country-I was opposed
to, and but. for my personal friendship
for Sir Alexander Campbell I would
have voted against it. In order not to
do so, I absented myself from the House.
There is another thing which I decline
to support the Government in, that is in

measures which do not seem to proceed
from themselves, but are initiated in
order to catch some vote. We all know
that principle has been sacrificed in
trying to catch the Irish vote, in trying
to catch the French vote, in trying to
catch the working man's vote and in try-
ing to catch the anti-Chinese vote, and
even to catch the Prince Edward Island
vote. Now I think the advantage of the
Senate is that we are above all :hat. We
have our duties to our conscience and
our country alone to guide us, without
the side issues which influence the mem-
bers of the lower House and through
them the Government; therefore I think
any measure which is forced on the Gov-
ernment by any one of those interests I
may oppose without violating my allegi-
ance to the party to which I helong.
Although this Chinese Bill was a Gov-
ernment measure I was opposed to it
from its first introduction, and am strong-
ly opposed to it now. From my little
experience in British Columbia, I have
come to the conclusion that a large min-
ority of the people there are strongly
opposed to the restriction of Chinese
immigration. I took a good deal of
trouble to inquire into this question, and
I ascertained there, as the result of my
inquiries, that the objection to the Chin-
ese came.from the laboring classes. I
think, however, that the Caucasian race
have got as good muscle as the Chinese,
and I think the Nova Scotian, English,
Irish or Scotchman can hold his own
with the pick and shovel, as well as with
his brains, against the Mongolian ; there-
fore I cannot see why the Mngolian
should be kept out of the country. I
would remind hon. gentlemen that at one
time there was a great jealousy in Nova
Scotia against Scotchmen being imported
into that Province, and there was a strong
political feeling aroused on that question.
I remrnember also a time when we did not
like the Irish to corne to Nova Scotia,
but those prejudices have passed away
and to-day they are arnong our best citi-
zens. Although many of them coq-
menced life in the new world with noth-
ing but a pick and shovel, I fancy that
their descendants are amongst the fore-
mcst of the blue-noses of Nova Scotia
to-day. I have no doubt that this prejU-
dice against the Chinese on the part of

HON. MR. ALMON.
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the laboring classes in British Columbia
will also pass away. But there is a nobler
duty we owe to ourselves, which is this :
we are told by Divine authority to go
amongst all nations of the earth and
Christianize them, but how can that be
done ? One missionary cannot go among
a million Chinamen and expect to do a
great deal of good; but let the Chinese
come amongst us ; let Shen and Japhet
live together in the same tent, and then
I think the beauty of the Christian reli-
gion not only from its precepts but its
example by those who profess it, will do
More to Christianize the Chinese than
anything we can do in the way of mis-
sionary work in their own country. They
tell . me that the Chinese learn more
Vices than virtues from the Caucasian. I
say it is not the case. I dare say that
In seaport towns, our seamen who are
Without the benefits of religious teaching
On board ship, and have no means of
keeping up their religious practices-
where Sunday is the same as any other
day of the week-are not a fair example
Of the Christian religion to Chinamen ;
but let these men come on shore and
live with us, and i think they will see
the beauty of the Christain religion as it
exists among the British people. But,
hon gentlemen let me say to you
that the Chinese religion is not
at all a bad religion. I think
that Budhism acknowledges one God
and perhaps a number of offshoots
from it; but I think it would not take
very much to convert the Chinese, under
favorable circumstances, to the Christian
religion. There is another reason why I
should like very much that the Chinese
should be introduced amongst us. We
aIl remember the old boast of Britain
that the shackles fell from the hands of
the slave the moment he landed on Brit-
iah soil; his labor from that out was his
?Wn, and the fruits of his labor he en-
Joyed. Such was the boast of England
When almost every other country in the

?or1d açknowledged slavery. How will
't be now if we pass an Act to say that
thete is a dividing line between Canada
atnd the United States. Of what does it
Consist? Is it a river? No, it is not a
iver. Is it mountains ? No, it is not
n4ountains; the dividing line is, that in
the United States a Mongolian is not

a free man. Can we any longer
point with pride to our flag and say
that under that emblem ail men, be
they Mongolian, Circassian or Cau-
casian, are equally free? We all know
that gigantic falsehood, the Declaration
of Independence, which states that all
men are born equal with equal rights and
privileges, while at the saine time the
Americans had their slaves to prove
the falsity of the declaration. That
Declaration of Independence is
supposed to have been written
by Jefferson and Franklin. Jefferson,
who was the third President of the
United States, not only had slaves, but
the report is-which I believe to be true
-that a number of the slaves were his
own children. Tom Moore, alluding to
Jefferson, in one of his poems said:
"Or wooes, perhaps, some black Aspasia's

charms,
And dresas of freedom in bis bondsmaid's

arme."
This was the man who wrote the Declar-
ation of Independence which declares
that all men are equal. I should like
very much that this House, if it were
possible, should do away with the whole
of this Chinese legislation and let us
boast that this in reality the land of free-
dom-that it is a land where no color
line divides the people. If those
observations have tired hon. gentlemen,
they have given me a great deal of
trouble to make them-therefore we are
equal in that respect. The amendment
I am going to propose, when this Bill
goes into Committee, is to the clause
which provides that the Chinese wife of
a white man shall be admitted into the
country free of duty. I shall move to
strike out the word "l white man," and
provide that the wife of any man coming
into this country shall be admitted with-
out paying that frightful tax imposed
upon her by law. My reason for this is
that there are i 5,oooChinese in this coun-
try, and how many of them are women ?

HoN. MR. MACDONALD-Very
few.

HON. MR. ALMON-I think I saw
but two Chinese women in Victoria when
I was there. Now, setting religion and
questions of labor and color aside, is that
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at all proper ? If these men are ad-
dicted to vices of an unpronouncable
nature, who is to blame for it ? Is not
the tax of $5o a head on Chintse wives
at the root of it ? Apologizing again for
having detained the House with these
desultory remarks, I shall make way for
other gentlemen who are better able to
express themselves on this subject than
I am.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I certainly
should not have been the first to speak
on this subject, but I have felt, without
saying anything about it, from the first
time I ever heard of this Chinese tax,
(and have not yet seen any reason to
change my mind), that it is a disagrace
to our Dominion. What is the objec-
tion to the Chinese ? What would the
people on the Pacific coast have done
without the Chinese ? I have heard my-
self ladies in San Francisco 3ay that if it
had not been for the Chinamen doing
their work they would have had to do it
all themselves, as it was impossible to
get assistance anywhere. I have heard
from British Columbia that the Chinese
make first-rate servants ; that they are
more honest than the average of
servants, and the only fault that is
found with them is that they come into
this country and work more cheaply than
others. If they do work for less money,
they do not do as much work as a white
man. But it is of little consequence
whether they do more or less; I rose
merely to express the conviction that I
have felt ever since this tax was imposed
on the Chinese, that it is a disgrace to our
Dominion, and I hope it will not be very
long until it is taken off, and Chinese are
allowed to come free into our country.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I am very
much pleased at the remarks of the hcn.
gentleman from Halifax, and I am sure
that what he has said must have struck
the right chord in the hearts of every
member in this House. If this law were
confined to British Columbia alone, we
in the rest of the provinces would not
feel it so badly: but it is a law applying
to the whole of Canada and I maintain
that it is a blot on our statute books.
When I look at British Columbia and
see the vast territory they have, teeming

HON. MR. ALMON.

with unbounded wealth which only
requires abundance of cheap labor to
develop it-when I look at their magnifi-
cent forests, and their rich mines, their
beautiful fields and their teeming
fisheries, and feel that it is only labor
that is wanting to make that country
rich and prosperous. I contend that
there is every objection to restricting
Chinese immigration. Where would
British Columbia be to-day if it had not
been for the cheap labor of the Chinese?
We would hardly have had communica-
tion opened up with that Province to-day
but for the Chinese laborer bringing the
construction of the Railway to a speedy
termination. I have seen those laborers
in their tents on the prairie, quiet and
peaceable, without immorality, as far as I
could see,simple in their habits, intelligent
and honest, performing their labor cheer-
fully and faithfully and with a degree Of
cleanliness about their tents and their
persons which was not found amongst
the other laborers in the same occupa-
tion. I say that the comparison is large-
ly in favor of the Chinese. When I ar-
rived in British Columbia I experienced
the same thing. I did not see much
drunkenness in British Columbia, but I
certainly did not see a Chinaman drunk
I saw them in the field, in the fisherieS
and in the mine, cheerful and happy,
and from what I heard of them they were
honest and faithful in the performance
of their duty. When I went into the
chief houses of the place, I found China-
men waiting on the table, cooking and
doing the general work of the house, and
the cleanliness and cheerfulness with
which they seemed to perform their work
struck me as being something uncomniOn
and someahing which 1 had not found
to that extent in Nova Scotia amongst
ordinary servants, and I expressed then,
as I do now, regret that we have not
more of them in my province. The
feature that struck me particularly was.
their cleanliness. I did not see a dirtY
Chinaman in British Columbia, and .1
went through the best and worst of their
settlements. When I inquired what was
the objection to the Chinese, the onlY
complaint that I could hear was that theY
interfered with the labor monopoly and
were reducing the rate of wages, and 15
a consequence they were obnoxious to
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the laboring classes. We do not desire
any monopoly of the labor market in this
country. If the Caucasian cannot com-
pete with the labor of the Chinamen, it
will be to me a matter of surprise. But
when we look upon this question from a
hurnanitarian point of view; when we
consider that we have gone into China
and have broken down the wall of exclu-
sion there, where they lived amongst
themselves a law-abiding, industrious,
happy people, and compelled thern to
open their ports and allow us to trade
with them freely and unrestrictedly, are
we not acting most inconsistently when
we tell them we shall not allow them to
come to our country and enjoy the
blessing of civilization and religious
instruction ? England has everywhere
Progressed through ber colonies, by forc-
ing herself amongst other nations in all
parts of the world, and though we look
upon the Chinese as an inferior race, if
we allow them to come amongst us and
see our mode of living, we in that way
shall do more to christianize and civilize
them than by any effort that can be
Made by missionary societies.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-I have no
desire to protract this debate, but I can-
Iot refrain from expressing my fullest
sYmpathy with many of the sentiments
expressed by the gentlemen who have
spoken upon this question since I came
here this evening. Ever since we passed
the first legislation to restrict Chinese
Amigration, I have felt that it was legis-
lating in the wrong direction, and it bas
always seemed to me a strange anomoly
that the Government of this country who
have been spending nearly half a million
dollars a year for the purpose of assisting
immigration into this country on one
band should be absolutely going to a
great expense on the other hand to pre-
vent immigrants from coming to our
western shores. Anyone who reads
carefully the history of that ancient and
interesting country, China, will discover
anongst the Chinese a great many
things which are highly commendable
and which will compare very favorably
with the most Christianized countries.
Onle thing which is noticeable is the
eeneral education of the people, the
freedom with which education can be

secured in that country, and the rewards
which invariably attend assiduous atten-
tion to literature. They have undoubt-
edly many peculiarities : they have been
a walled in nation, a nition without re-
lations, almost, you may say, excluded
from the rest of the world, with no free-
dom of intercourse with other nations.
It is astonishing, when one comes to
read closely the histqry of China, how
many things there are that commend
themselves to our favor and approval,
and considering that Great Britain, to
whom we are so proud to belong, bas at
the cannon's mouth almost broken down
the walls of that country and forced
them to engage in traffic in a drug of a
most pernicious nature-it does seem a
strange thing that one of the colonies of
England shall be the first to exclude
them from landing on its shores. It is
very true, that, so far as British Columbia
is concerned, those who gg there fron
China hardly come up to the average of
the Chinese people. Naturally this will be
the case when they are met with obstruc-
tive laws and the oppressive systen of leg-
islation which they find in this British
colony. It would be surprising if it were
otherwise. I was very much struck with
an observation made by the junior mem-
ber from Halifax with regard to that and
with regard to the immigration which
comes to us from China. There is one
thing which would remedy this evil-if
instead of meeting them with these
restrictions, and refusing to recognise
them as capable of exercising the fran-
chise, we were, on their landing on our
shores, to give them the franchise as we
do other people we would hear them
spoken of in a tone very different frdin
that adopted in another place. Instead
of being stigmatized, as they often are,
I believe we would hear more of their
good points and they would be spoken
of favorably oftener. I am very glad to
express my views perfectly in accord
with those of the hon. member from
Halifax. I trust before long this sort of
legislation will be, at all events, very
much modified from that which now
exists on the statute books of Canada.
In fact I see evidence already that lead-
ing Chinese statesmen are beginning to
take hold of this matter of the
treatment of their countrymen in

301



Chine8e [SENATE] Immigration Bill.

the colonies of Great Britain and
in other countries, and very soon
they will be able to make themselves felt
as a nation, to command the respect of
other nations and to force a recognition
of their rights in other countries with
which they have intercourse.

HON. MR. SCOTT-In common
with others who. have spoken on this
subject, I feel that it is a very great
reproach to the people of Canada that
there should be on our Statute Book an
Act'restricting Chinese immigration, when
we consider the history of China, in the
last century at all events, and the diffi
culties that were thrown in the way of
the British people effecting an entrance
into China and trading with the Chinese.
When it became evident that China
offered a rich harvest to British mer-
chants, great attempts were made year
after year to get the Chinese to open
their country and trade with the western
world. We all know the repugnance
which they felt to dealing with other
countries, but their objections were
overcome by what may be called the
Christianizing influences of shot and
shell. We burnt down some of
their cities; we penetrated to Pekin
and destroyed their palaces, and finally
got them to understand our peculiar
ways and to give us unrestricted trade
with them. We insist upon the right of
English peopk to travel all through
China. We insist upon léotection for
our missionaries. If a Chinese mob in
any part of the empire inflicts any per-
sonal injury on a British subject, imme-
diately a man-of-war is sent to the coast
arid the people of China are warned of
the consequences of treating outsiders in
that manner. No sooner had they been
taught our ways than they naturally
came to this country, and they were met
in the manner described by an hon. gen-
tleman who has already addressed the
House on this subject-met by a declar-
ation that they could not enter Canada
without in the first instance paying a fee
of $5o-that they could not pass through
this country unless they were taken
through in bond. The effect of that
clause, which debars them from passing
through the country except under such
regulations as may be made by the Min-

HON. MR. McLELAN.

ister of Customs, really means that it is
impossible for a Chinaman to travel
through Canada unless he chooses
to pay $50 for the privilege, because
that is practically what it means. If a
Chinaman enters the city of Montreal
and wishes to travel overland say to
Windsor or Si rnia, no railway company
will accept the responsibility that is im-
posed on them by this clause unless
there is a deposit made then and there.
It practically means the prohibition of
Chinamen passing through Canada. It
strikes me that it is a monstrous propo-
sition. However, it is in keeping with
the whole tenor of the Bill. The first
section provides that a Chinese woman
who is the wife of anyone not of Chinese
origin may be admitted to the country
free of duty. We single out the Chinese.:
we say that any person marrying a Chi-
nese woman, p; ovided he is not a China-
man, can bring bis wife into Canada free
of duty. That clause became necessary,
as we all know, from the fact that a Brit-
ish subject who, after long residence in
China had married a Chinese woman,
brought her and a family of four or five
children to British Columbia. Before
bis wife and family would be admitted
to the country he had to pay fifty dollars
on bis wife and a duty on each of bis
children. There was a great outcry at
the time about the impropriety and the
indecency of it, but still the duty had tO
be paid. I suppose it was in consequence
of that incident that this particular clause
had been introduced in the Bill. It is
quite clear that this is most objectionable
regislation, at all events, as far as this
Chamber is concerned. It is equally
clear that it is entirely in the interest of,
probably, not more than 15,000 people-
It is not creditable to this Parliament
that the 5,ooo,ooo of the people of Can-
ada are content to have this disgraceful
Act placed upon the Statute books of the
Dominion at the instance of 15,000
people, because I am told that the people
of British Columbia are not unanimous
in support of it. But suppose every
white man in British Columbia were
favorable to it. They do not number as
many people as there are in Wellington
ward, in this city, and are we, at the
instance of as many people as could be
put into one ward of this city, to impose
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such legislation on 5,000,000 people ?
If a poll could be taken of the people of
this country I do not believe you would
find outside of British Columbia one
person in every thousand in favor of this
legislation. It has been forced upon us
by the Province of British Columbia.
If that -province must have it,
then let ethem have it; but I
do say that we ought not at the
instance of a fragment of the people of
Canada, be made to enact laws which
are discreditable to the country. We
enter solemnly our protest every year
against the restriction of Chinese immi-
gration : we say that it is un-Christian,
that it is contrary to the spirit of the
19th century, and we know that it must
be a cause of very serious embarrassment
to the mother country. We know that
it has been a standing difficulty with the
Imperial authorities in all their diplo-
matic relations with China. We know
that it has been a constant course of
embarrassment, and it is for us to say
whether we shall be dictated to by a
portion of the people of British Columbia
in a matter of this kind, when it is so
manifestly done from a purely local and
selfish point of view. I do think it is
discreditable to us, as a people, that all
Our finer feelings, all our sense of what
is right and proper, shall be set at naught
in order that the people of British Colum-
bia shall have their way in reference to
this Chinese question. The feeling in this
Chamber, as expressed last year, is pretty
*unanimous and the Government are
aware of it. When an attempt was made
last session to add some obnoxious
clauses to the Chinese Immigration Act
we threw out the Bill by a large vote.
Therefore, I think the only way to look
at it is, if the British Columbians want
this legislation let us make it a local Act
to apply to British Columbir alone. We
of the other Provinces do not want it;
we all protest against it. There is a
Umversal feeling against it-a feeling
that it is discreditable to Canada and the
Sooner it is wiped off the statute book
the better. I give notice that at the
third reading of this Bill I will add a
rider to it that the law affecting Chinese
immigration in Canada shall be held to
aPply solely to the Province of British
Columbia, and I am quite sure that the

sense of this House will sustain that
amendment; I am quite sure that the
sense of this country will sustain it I
am sure that it is in accord with the view
of at least five millions of the people of
this country.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-I regret ex-
ceedingly that we have this Bill befoie
us this session, on account of the feeling
against it last session being so marked.
I am not one of those who believe that
we are far ahead of the Chinese in educa-
tion or literature : it is an open question.
So far as our actions are concerned, with
regard to the treatment of the Chinese
on this continent, I think we have very
little to congratulate ourselves upon. I
am not going into the history of this
question, as we did last year, but it is a
historical fact that the United States
sought the Chinese. In 1849 they
inaugurated the first emigration to the
United States from China. A committee
was appointed by the American Con-
gress, the chairman of which was the
Hon. Anson Burlinghame.. He went to
China with tull powers to arrange, for the
emigration of Chinese to the western
portion of the United States. He sub-
mitted statements to the Chinese Gov-
ernment, showing the great field there
was for the industry of their people, and
also led then to believe that they
would be received, not 'only on
the sane terms as other nationalities,
but with very marked consideration.
The Chinese Government listened to
those statements, but were not satisfied
to accept them as they were made, and
very properly sent a delegation composed
of seven of the most capable and best
educated men that they had to examine
into the trade arrangements of the United
States and into the every day life of the
mechanics and operatives of the United
States. These men, while travelling
through the United States, were dined
and wined from one end of the country
to the other. They were praised by the
press of the United States, and with the
whole country in their favor they returned
to their own land and reported to their
Government; but it was not until 1853,
four years afterwards, that the Chinese,
after protracted correspondence between
their own Government and that of the
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United States, finally consented to let
their people come to this continent. We
know that the result of their coming to
the United States has been the culture of
the silk-worm in California, and to a very
large extent the culture of the grape ; the
development of their great silver mines
and the reclaiming of thousands of tons
of gold quartz thrown away by the placer
miners in the early history of California.
Notwithstanding all that, there exists in
the United States at the present time a
strong antipathy to the Chinese -in
portions of the United States, but not in
all parts of the country. We had
quoted here last session by a
representative of British Columbia, the
views of bankers, merchants, managers
of large corporations and others, who
have dealings with the Chinese, and all
spoke of them mn the most kindly terms,
referring to their industry, their temper-
ance, their abstemiousness, their close-
ness in making bargains and their faithful
adherence to a bargain after it was made.
It is a historical fact, beyond a question
of doubt, and anyone who has paid at-
tention to the great agitation in the
United States up to 1863 will remember,
that it was a question whether a sufficient
number of men could be taken from the
industrial population of the United States
to build the great transcontinental rail-
way, and the economists of the day
sought Chinese labor and were able to
appreciate the result of it, as we have
been able to value it within the last few
years in the construction of our own
great transcontinental highway. A few
months ago I happened to be in
Washington, and met a very dis-
tinguished Chinaman there, who was
master of ail the principal European
languages. He being a wealthy man,
gave an entertainment in Washington,
and what was the result? Nearly every
man, woman and child in Washington
went to his house. It was a large, fine
structure, splendidly furnished. These
uninvited guests ate and drank all they
could and smashed his furniture. What
must have been the opinion, entertained
by that Chinese gentleman, of our
boasted civilization ? He not only spoke
the English language fluently, but was
familiar with French, German and Italian
and was equal in culture and refinement

HON. MR. HOWLAN.

to the highest graduates of our best
colleges. 0 What must have been his
opinion of Christian civilization alter his
experience in Washington? Certainly it
could not have been a higb one. But
while we are trying to exclude Chinese
from our country what are the Govern-
ments of Germany and France doing at
the present time ? They are getting fron
China many young men to enter their
colleges and are doing what they can to
teach the Chinese language. They are
also getting instructors from the various
classes of the population in China to
educate and instruct these young men
with regard to the industries of China,
with the view of entering into closer
relations with those people-with a view
to understanding the wants of thatcountrY
and to learning very much that we might
learn of the great industries of the Celes-
tial Empire. That is what the people of
France and Germany are doing, while
we, on the contrary, shut those people
out. I have never yet heard in any dis-
cussion of this question, on the floors of
this Parliament or elsewhere, a single in-
telligent reason advanced why this young
country should shut out these people but
the single one that they interfere with
white labor. How do they interfere with
white labor? We have been told here,
and it has not been disputed, that if yOU
were to organize a regiment composed of
English, Scotch, Irish, or Canadians, as
we are proud to call ourselves, that no
one will deny that they would be very
much superior to the Chinese in physique
and intelligence. We consider that we
are greatly the superior of those people;
then what are we afraid of ? Are we tO
find fault with the Chinaman because of
his industry, because of his frugality,
because of his sending his savings homne
to his own country ? Where is he goitlg
to send his savings? You will not alloW
him to invest them in this country.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-He cat-
not buy land.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-He is regard-
ed and treated as an alien from the daY
he comes into the country, yet you find
fault with him because he is not able to
stand up and defend himself in the halls
of Parliament, or take up the pen and
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defend himself in the press, as we can
do ourselves or get others to do for us.
That is the way we treat the Chinese,
and yet we boast of our great civilization.
I always feel very small, in my own
estimation at all events, when I reflect
on this disgraceful condition of affairs.
We impose a tax of $50 on every China-
man who enters this country: for $50
the most profligate man, the greatest
criminal in China may be landed on our
shores. The amount of the tax is the
great criterion. No matter what his
character may be, if the tax is paid he
is admitted to the country. On the
other hand a man may be a gentleman
of the highest education, the peer of any
mn in this Chamber in education and
ability, and still he is dassed with the
criminals-he must pay his $5o before
he is admitted into the Dominion. We
know that in China there are severàl
grades of men-there are as many
clames as you find in European countries
-but we do know this, that from the
highest to the lowest, throughout every
ch of the population of China, there
is a taste for education and a fitness for
it, showing that the population of that
great empire recognize and inculcate one
doctrine-that is, obedience to the laws
of the land. That is certainly not a bad
trait in the character of the people. A
gentleman who bas lived for some time
in the North-West, and who has had ex-
cellent opportunities of forming an opin-
ion on the subject, says that it is a ques-
tion, after his experience of the Indians
in that Great Lone Land,. whether we
have anything to boast of in our modern
civilization. He says, place 15oo white
People out on the open prairie, with no
laws to govern them, no force to call
Upon to quell riots and disorders, none
Of the restraints imposed upon the popu-
lation of civilized lands, and it is doubt-
ful if they would be as well-behaved as
the Indians are. The gentleman who
has expressed that opinion bas been a
great traveller, has been in nearly every
civilized country in the world, and
ha reached middle life, and he is
still doubtful whether, after all, we have
aytnhing to boast of in a comparison
"ih the life of the Indians. I think
tika testrictive law on our Statute Book

& very bad precedent. We know that
20

within a recent period a great step for-
ward bas been taken with regard to the
mannfacture of iron in Canada. We
must necessarily, in the development of
that industry, attract to our shores many
people who are not here now. They
must come from some other land ; we
have scarcely enough people here who
can be spared from the ordinary indus-
tries of the country to enter this new
field of labor. It is necessary, therefore,
that we should attract to the country
cheap industry, and where ca i we look
for it with such certainty as to China?
Where can we get people of more indus-
trious habite t*an the Chinese ? If you
enploy them and bargain to pay them so
much for their work, they do not band
together and force their employers to
give them more. In every country
where they are erployed they keep to
their engagements, whether they are good
or bad. We have endeavored to make
a great country of this Dominion by
building a transcontinental rond with its
western terminus almost at the door of
China. We are putting on hnes of
steanships to run between Brirish
Columbia and China and Japan with the
hope of attracting to our shores the
trade of the east. Those great countries
are without railways and are about to con-
struct then and must obtain the iron
somewhere. We are about to develop
the manufacture of iron in this country
and we are endeavoring to cultivate an
Asiatic trade in iro i. We know that
in all countries in which railroad con-
struction is about to commence, iron is
indispensable, not only for the building
of the railroads, but for creating the ma-
chinery with which to construct them,
and yet, while we are seeking to get a
subsidy to cultivate that trade with China
and Japan and endeavoring to attract to
our country people to develop our min-
ing industries, we put a tax upon an in-
dustrious people who seek our shores.
We say to the Chinaman, "If you are in
British Columbia and want to go to some
other part of Canada you must be sent
through in bond with a ticket on your
back." Why? Because he is industri-
ous,abstemious and honest in keeping his
engagements? Is that a good and suffi-
cient reason for discriminating against
these people ? Can we say that because
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twenty or thirty thousand Chinamen in
British Columbia have for two or three
years performed their duties with faith-
fulness and accuracy-because they have
been industrious, abstemious and frugal,
that we are going to refuse them permis-
sion to transfer the scene of their labors
from British Columbia to the eastern
provinces unless they are ticketed like a
package of goods and taken through in
bond. Then, again, if by their industry
they are able to save a certain amount
of money and wish to return to th-ir own
country, they must come back within
three months, or be treated as if they had
never been in the country and made to
pay the tax of $5o over again. We
know that there rnay be many legitimate
reasons why a Chinaman should be de-
tained in his own country on visiting it
so that.he would not be able to get back
within the limited period : is it fair,
under such circumstanccs, that he should
be taxed $50 because of circumstances
over which he bas no control ? Suppose
he bas become part and parcel of our-
selves: suppose he is in every way,
except by the accident of his birth, a
Christian citizen of the country, there is
no distinction made in his favor: if he
is out of the country for a longer period
than three months he bas to pay a tax of
$50 on his arrival on our shorts. I
regret, after the expression of opinion
that took place in this House last session,
that the Government have thought fit
to bring this bill before us again.
I regret it as a Canadian. I think it is
contrary to the interest of this young
country in every possible way. I regret
that we have such an Act upon our
Statute book, when it is notorious that
we are sending circulars broadcast over
Europe asking people to come to the
Dominion. We send them to Russia
and welcome the Menonites. We send
them to Germany and invite the Gerinans.
I find it stated in the press of the country
that some distinguished Germans have
made an offer to purchase the Intercol-
onial,: Railway and establish immense
iron works in Nova Scotia and to bring
a thousand Wrkmen from Germany to
engage in this new industry. If those
people come we will welcone them
beyond a doubt, but it is a question in
my mind whether those Germans would

HON. MR. HOWLAN.

be one whit better than the same number
of Chinese.

HON. MR. McINNES-They would
be better to the country.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I take issue
with my hon. friend on that. You take
the Germans and say to them " you shall
not be allowed to have any homestead
here."

. HON. ML McINNES-The China-
men can buy land in this country.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-No.

HON. MR. McINNES-I know a
number of them who own real estate.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-In the names
of others?

HoN. MR. McINNES-No, in their
own nanes.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-Supposing
they do own land, if they build houses
and live as other citizens of the country
do, why -exclude them ? They are not
drunkards or theives-why persecute
them ? There is no reason but the one,
and it bas been very well stated here in
this debate, that they have not the
franchise. If they had votes and were
able to send gentlemen to Parliament to
represent them, I question very much if
you would hear such unfavorable
comments made upon those people. I
hope to live long enough to see on the
floor of this Parliament Chinese gentle-
men who, by education and ability, are
fit to represent and ready to defend their
own people.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I have listened
with very great satisfaction to the senti-
ments which have been expressed by
every member who has spoken upon this
Bill. It was to me a source of very high
gratification last year when the Senate
expressed itself so decidedly and point-
edly against the proposition then made
by the Government, (of which, by the
way we are supposed to be very servile
followers,) that it was thrown out, but I
cannot agree with my hon. friend froi
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Alberton in his expression of regret that
the Bill bas been re-introduced to-day,
because it has given rise to this discus-
sion. I think it is a very great advantage
that we have had this discussion, and
have had the pleasure of hearing the
noble sentiments that have been express-
ed here to-night with respect to this blot
that is upon our statute boQks, and that
we have had such very emphatic and
distinct testimony as to the sobriety, the
industry and general good Iehavior of
those people whom by our law we would
exclude from the country. I think,
therefore, instead of it 'being a·matter of
regret we should be well satisfied. that
this discussion bas taken place. I very
fully concur in the sentiments which
have been expressed with reference to
the inconsistency of such a law being
found on the statute book of any part of
lier Majesty's dominions. It seems to
me utterly incongruous with our idea of
that -freedom and liberty which every
branch of the human family, no matter
what their creed or colôr, is supposed to
enjoy under the British flag, if they are
peaceable and law abiding citizens. I
think it is utterly inconsistent with the
profession that we make as Christians. I
can conceive of nothing more-derogatory
to our character as Christians than such
legislation as we have now before us.
The bon. member for Ottawa has express-
ed his determination that at a future
Stage of the Bill he will propose an
amnendment which will confine its opera-
tions to the Province of British Columbia.
I think the whole measure is so bad, so
Utterly wrong and utterly indefensible,
that I would not impose such a law upon
British Columbia even. I do not believe
that the majority of the intelligent re-
spectable people of British Columbia de-
sire such legislation. Whether they do
Or not it bas been shown very forcibly to
Us to-night that they have no right what-
ever to impose on other parts of the
Dominion such an obnoxious Statute.
Does any other Province really wish that
those Chinese should be excluded from
their section of the Dominion ? Would
they not be welcomed in all the other
Provinces? Why then should we have
a law which prevents the Chinese from
having the privileges which are so
freely offered to them by the other

Provinces ? Instead of confining the
operation of this Bill to the Provincç of
British Columbia, my idea would be,
recognizing the feeling in this House,
and believing that the feeling is strong
enoùgh to sustain the view that I hold,
why should we allow this law to remain
on our Statute Book any longer ? Let
the Senate, at all events, do its part to-
ward removing this foul blot on our
legislation ; let us in this Chamber at all
events pass a law repealing this Chinese
Immigration Act. It may not be accept-
able to the other House, but it will show
that we have proper views of British
freedom and the responsibilities that are
attached to our professions as Christians.
I would greatly prefer to introduce a
short bill simply repealing the Chinese
Immigration Act than to add on a. rider
or final clause restricting the operation
of the Act to British Columbia. I feel
satisfied that if.the bon. gentlernan who
now leads the Senate had been with us
last year, and had heard the debate on
this subject he would not have intro-
duced this Bill this session. He would
have ,so fully recognized and appre-
ciated the feeling of the House on
this subject that he would have at once
told his colleagues that there was no use
in introducing such a bill às this, that it
could. not be passed through the
Senate, and I have no doubt that
they would have been guided by
his opinion on the subject. He had not
the opportunity of being with us last
session, and very likely took no particu-
lar notice of the animated and intereting
discussion we had on this subject ; there-
fore I can readily understand that he was
not prepared to raise his voice against
the introduction of such a measure.
Why bas this Bill been introduced? I
was not present when the reasons were
given, but I believe they were briefly ex-
plained to the House. I know that
something bas been said about the
Chinese evading the law, and the diffi-
culty of maintaining the identification of
parties, &c. I attach so little importance
to these things, so bad do I conceive the
law to be, that I would not care how
often it is broken ; and so far from
removing any difficulty in the way of
enforcing the law I would rather increase
the difficulty. The Bill as it now stands
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contains some features which render it
almost equally objectionable to the Bill
which was before us last year. The
junior member for Halifax has with
great propriety called attention to a
defect in the first clause and has ex.
pressed his desire to make an alteration
in it. I concur in the view he expressed,
but would go a little further: if we want
to do the right thing, instead of putting
a tax of $50 on Chinese women, I would
give then a premium for coming. I
believe it would be for the interest
of this country to induce respectable
married Chinese women to come to
this country, instead of putting a tax on
them. The second clause is, to my
judgment, somewhat unnecessary, inas-
much as the old law provides that tourists
and scientific men can pass through the
country without a tax of this kind. I
would be quite unwilling to put the mat-
ter so entirely and exclusively under the
control of one individual as to say that
aUl the regulations as to the passage of
tourists aad scientific men through Cana-
da should be in accordance with and
under such regulations as may be made
by the Minister of Customs for such
purpose-putting it in the power of one
individual to make such regulations as
would affect the whole of this matter-
the entry, passing in and through our
country of every visitor or tourist from
China. I think it is entirely wrong and
entirely unnecessary. Then I notice in
the next clause, which provides for the
issuing of permits to depart and return,
that if the Chinaman does not return
within three months his original certifi-
cate may be cancelled, and, on returning
to Canada after that date, he is to be
subject to a payment of a fee of $5o as
in the case of a first arrival. I believe
the Minister has intimated his willingness
to extend ihe permit for a term of six
months. My hon. friend from Alberton
has shown that six months is scarcely
time enough to go from Canada to China
and return, if the Chinaman wishes to
stay a short time with his friends and
relatives. Further on I find that there
is a sub-clause which, it appears to me,
conflicts with clause 17 of the Act which
it professes to amend. It also changes
the penalty, and increases it very much.
Under the former law the penalty was

not to exceed $500. In this Bill it is
proposed that the penalty shall not be less
than $5oo, and a very serious addition to
it of imprisonment for a term of not less
than twelve months. A little further
down I notice another change in the
law, providing that certain portions of the
money shall be returned to the prQyince
where the immigrant has landed. I do
not like to treat this Bill with such disre-
spect as to move that it be read this day
three months, and I am disposed to let
it go to Committee, there to deal with
the clauses that are thought desirable
to amend : but I should certainly greatly
prefer, if I got any encouagement from
the House, to bring in a Bill to repeal
the Chinese Act of last year.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Move it and you
will be supported.,

HON. CARVELL-I do not agree
with the hon. gentleman from Alberton
in his opening remarks in which he ex-
pressed regret that this subject should be
again brought befoire the House. I think
it is a matter of congratulation not only to
the Senate but to the country at large that
there should be another and better
opportunity, such as bas been afforded
this evening, for hon. gentlemen to ex-
press theirdisapproval anddisapprobation
of the Chinese restriction legislation in
existence in this country. I have always
felt from the time the question first came
before the House that it was legislating
in the wrong direction, and is not credit-
able to us as Canadians and British
subjects. I would be very glad if every
hon. gentleman in this House would ex-
press his feeling against it, and that it
should go forth to the world that the
Senate of Canada has no sympathy with
this unjust treatment of the Chinese.

HON. MR. DEVER-I do not wish
to be considered as a great philanthro-
pist in this House, but I rise to say that
I wish to record my vote against the
principle of this Bill. It is one of those
measures that is completely hostile Io my
feelings as a liberty loving man. In this
Canada of ours, instead of showing to
the world that we are obstructionists,
that we are not desirous of mingling with
or having intercourse with the world, or

HON. MR. VIDAL.
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that we are coercionists, we ought, in the
early career of our young nationality, to
show-that we 'are willing to open our
arms to the people of the world and re-
ceive them hospitably,provided they show
a disposition to co-operate with us and
be industrious, law-abiding citizens. I
oppose the measure on other grounds. I
have some slight knowledge of the Chinese
as they stand at present as a nation. I
have some friends in China who have
been placed there by the operations of the
British family who made inroads into
that country and have taken possession
,of a portion of it and who are certainly
receiving great consideration from the
Chinese. While we who are receiving
those benefits from those people show a
,disposition to be unjust and unkind, I
certainly do not wish to be considered
as endorsing any such legislation. I
have had letters recently from very near
relatives of my own in China who are
-desirous of coming through Canada with
their servants, two or three of whom
'would be Chinese, and in writing to me
they expressed very great surprise that
Canada should be so exclusive as to
prevent the possibiity of English
speaking people cowimg through Canada
with Chinese servants by enacting
legislation of this kind. At thart trne I
was not quite sure myself that there was
such legislation on the Statute Book as
would exclude therm, bht o inquiry I
found it was to tree, that in consequence
of the restrictions on those people they
are likely to change their route, and go
to Europe via the Suez Canal instead of
crossing over by the Canadian Pacific
Railway. Seeing niatters in this light I
think it would be good policy on our part
show te those people and show to the
world that instead of shutting out cheap
labor and people who are wiHling to come
here and help to cultivate our soil and
develop the industries of the country we,
in this Senate, are not restricted and
hampered by small and selfish consider-
ations and that we are hostile to such
legislation.

HON. MI. POWER-I am gratified
at the discussion which has taken place
on this measure, because it shows, what
I had begun to fear was not the case,
that when a subject comes up in which

the members of this House take an inter-
est they are willing to discuss it for a
reasonable time without crying down the
speaker who happens to have the floor,
or without intimating very strongly that
they desire to finish the order paper.
That is the general rule in this House.
A desire to clear the order paper seems
to be the principal motive which actuates
members of the House ; but I am glad to
see that when a Bill comes up which in-
terests the House, hon. gentlemen seem
to think that our time was not intended
merely for the purpose of clearing the
order paper but may be profitably occu-
pied in giving expression to opinions cal-
culated to do credit to the Senate and to
Canadians generally. I do not think, if I
may be allowed to say so after
what has been stated by other hon.
gentlemen, that the Bill before
us deserves the condemnation with which
it has beer, received. The Bill on this
subject which came up last session did,
and I was happy to add my little mite of
condemnation to the general chorus of
disapproval with which that BiR was re-
cegved. The measure of last year was
framed in view of the approaching elec-
tions, and was introduced I presume at
the request of the representatives of
British Columbia in the other Chamber
to secure the votes of the labor element
in their own Province. This Bill is a
bill which, on the whole, rather tends to
lessen than to render more stringent the
provisions of the original Act.

HON. MIL SCOTT-No.

HoN. M&. POWER-If the hon.
gentleman will read the preamble, I
think he will admit that it ià so. It
provides :-

Whereas it is expedient to exempt the
wivee of persons who are nôt of Chinse
origin, from the payment of any duty im-
posed by " The Chimee hsWnigms*on AM."

That is relaxing the law as far as it
goes, thongh not very far. I think it is
suggested by my hon. colleague that the
provision inight go a little forther without
possibly doing much harm.. The clause
continues :

To make provision as to the transports.
tion through Canada by railway of persons
of Chinese origin, and to restriet the issuiag
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of tickets of leave to persons of Chinese
ori in who wieh to leave Canada with the
dec ared intention of returning thereto.

I do not think there is any provision
in the existing law for the transportation
of Chinese from one point in Canada to
another. That is a step in a liberal di-
rection in this Bill.

HON. MR. SCOTT-No, no.

HON. MR. POWER-If the hon.
gentleman will show me any provision
in the existing law under which the Chi-
nese can travel through Canada, I shall
be obliged to him. I do not myself see
any provision in the existing law for Chi-
nese to land in Canada and go across
the country.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No, there is
none.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I have no doubt
it will be iead by the Customs authori-
ties, who are not friendly to those people,
as placing the most stringent restrictions
on the Chinese, that it will control clause
8 of the Bill as being recent legislation.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-This extends
to everybody of Chinese origin.

HoN. MR.'POWER-We.?can accept
that provision as far as it' is libetal, and
strike out:.the remainder of it. Then-
the third clause is to restrict the sue of
tickets-of-leave. We need not accept
that portion of the Bill if we do, not
wish so to do, and inasmuch as there is
some good mn the measure we niight
allow:ite.ta go. to Committee, and there
deal with it, in detail. ,.

HQN,. MR. SCOTT--All the clauses
are:more stringent than in the old law.

HON. MR..POWER- -The third clause
is ehe ,only one which renders the law
more.stringent, and we can strike that out
if we please. , i think at this stage of the
session it would not. be wise ïo introduce
aýBill to repeal the original.Chinese Act,
because it would have no chanceý of
passing. the other louse, and would
involve a considerable .loss of time in
discussion.. Perhaps .next year we might

HON. MR. POWER.

take up that question in the early part of
the session instead of adjourning.

HON. MR. WARK-From the course
this debate has taken I think there is not
much probability of the Bill passing in its
present shape. The hon. gentleman
from Sarnia has proposed that a Bill
should be brought in to repeal the
present law. If we could acconplish
that I should most heartily support it,
but the result would be just to leave the
law as it stands if we throw this Bill out.
I think that instead of exempting from
this tax the Chinese wife of any other
nationality but a Chinaman we ought, if
a Chinaman brings his wife, to exempt
them both, because the probabilities are
they are going to settle in the country.
One great complaint against the Chinese
is . that they come here merely to
earn money, and- when they have
earned it they leave the country
and carry the money with then
If we would just alter the clause of this
Bill to provide that. when a Chinaman
comes in with his wife and children they
should be exempt from the tax ahtogether,
I think it would be a great improvement.
The hon. gentleman from Ottawa pro-
poses to confine this legislation to Brit-
ish Columbia. I should like to go a
little further and allow Chinamen to
land in British Columbia and to cross
over the mountains to where .they can
settle down on thç prairie and become
settlers, producing more than they can
consume and adding to.the wealth of the
country. Another great complaint against
the Chinese is that, they work for lower
wages than the white nan. . I think they
are not popular with the saloons; I do
not think they spend much money there;
but although a great number of our
people are, quite indifferent on the
Chinese question 'altogether, there are
two classes with whom it is a live ques-
tion, one who are violently opposed toc
their coming into the country at all, and
the uther class who believe that it is an
arrangement of Divine Providence tO
allow them to come in here and bring
them under Christian influences. Look-
ing at the amount of money which the
various Christian churches are spending
in sending missionaries all the way tO
China to christianize the Chinese, when
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they voluntarily come to our doors, as
Christians we ought to send missionaries
amongst them here. and when they do
leave the Dominion to return to their
own country they will go back as Chris-
tians to spread the blessings of Chris-
tianity in the land from which they come.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The discussion
has certainly assumed a very wide range,
and I do not now propose to make a
speech on the principle of the Bill ; but
I would suggest that as nearly all that
has been said turns on the details of the
measure, it might be as well to give it a
stage now and leave it to the tender
m :rcies of the Committee.

ION. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-I
think I can speak with a little authority,
coming as I do from the hotbed of this
agitation against the Chinese, and first of
all I may say that I fully agree with the
opinions expressed by the majority of
this House, and I wish to express my
satisfaction at the fact that a peopte who
have been treated so rigorously and un-
generously, who are unrepresented, and
who have been hunted to the death,
should have found representatives to
stand up on the floor of this House and
speak on their behalf. This Bill is a
great improvement on the Act of last
year, which was, to say the least, a dia-
bolical Bill. I would suggest amend-
ments, however, which might make
this Bill a very great improvement
on the law as it exists on the Statute
Book. It will be impossible, if
we repeal the Act in this House,
to repeal it in the Commons ; therefore,
there is no use in trying it. The House
last year passed on the Chinese Act, and
they have passed on this Bill, adopting
the principle of restriction in both
cases. I think-the first clause should be
amended to provide that children, as
well as their parents, should be exempt
from the duty. Then, in the thirteenth
section, if the time limit of the permit is
extended to one year instead of three
rnonths, as it is in this Bill, it would be
an improvement and it would be only
reasonable.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There is no
objection to that.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-
Then the fine and penalty are too
severe. Instead of making it not less
than $500 it should be not more than
$5oo, and leave it in the discretion of
the judge. If Chinamen have evaded
the revenue in some few cases-which
has not been proved, by the way-how
much do the white men evade the rev-
enue in every scale of social life ? I
think that those amendments to the Bill
would be a great improvement to the
Act as it now stands. We had a very
long discussion on this subject last
session. I then quoted a num-
ber of extracts from speeches
and reports of gentlemen in California
who had employed Chinese labor for
years, and I showed plainly that they
were an industrious, frugal and reliable
people. The laborers of British Colum-
bia object to the competition of Chinese
labor, and although the Government re-
sisted the demand for this legislation for
a long time they finally gave way and im-
posed a tax.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-That is an ex-
cuse not a reason.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-
My hon. friend from Ottawa spoke ývery
warmly on this matter ; if he had thought
for a moment he would have remembered
that it was the hon. gentleman from New
Westminster and myself who called at-
tention to this legislation last year wheh
the Chinese Bill was before this House.
When the first Bill passed in 1883, the
the hon. gentleman and myself were in
the same boat-we both agreed to that
Bill without a murmur, and the only
gentleman in this Honse who can claim
to have been a consistent opponent' of
this legislation is the junior member for
Halifax. He was the one who opposed
it when it first came before us; he op-
posed it again when the amending Bill
was before us last year, and he is now
opposing the Bill before the Hotise. In
contrast to what we are now doing, what
did we find done in China last year ? The
Governors of all the Chinese Provinces
issued edicts to their officials all over the
country that they should treat foreigners
with the greatest kindness and courtesy;
that they should treat them as their own
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guests, and that they should specially
treat missionaries with the greatest kind-
ness and respect. That was done in
China by Chinamen last year, yet in the
face of this we put an excessive tax on
Chinese coming into this country.
Legislation of this kind has not a shadow
of justice or right on its side. Dare we
tax Frenchmen or Germans or Russians
who have ships of war at their command
to send to our shores? We dare not do
it. Under the Treaty between England
and China, Chinanen have the same
privileges on British soil as the most
favored nations. When that Treaty was
made at the mouth of the cannon, those
conditions were given to China, that they
should be treated as the most favored
nation, yet because they are not strong
enough to protect themselves we break
through all those solemn agreements and
put a heavy tax upon them. This legis-
lation first taxing Chinamen I agreed to
against my conscience in deference to
the opinions of the representatives from
my province and in deference to the
wishes of some of the people amongst
whom I live. I must however
mention the f act that a great
change has come over the people
of British Columbia within the last year
on this subject. A few months ago there
was a general election for the local
bouse, at which every man over 2o years
of age had a vote. There were four or
five labor candidates, anti-Chinese can-
didates in the field, and I am happy to
say that every one of them was beaten,
and not only that but in every contract
given by the Local Government and in
every charter given by the Legislature a
clause used to be mnserted that no
Chinese were to be employed or the
charter would be forfeited. Last year
they were not able to impose conditions
of that kind in any contract or in any
charter. A manly sentiment prevailed
that I was glad to see, and I tuld the
members of the Legislature that I was
proud of it. 1 an. partiularly pleased
to see the feeling that is exhibited in
this House to-night in behalf of a people
who are being kicked and abused, and
hitherto have had no one to stand up in
their defence.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-There

is one remarkable incident connected
with this Bill which strikes me, that is
the strange unanimity which is exhibited
here this evening. Every member who
has addressed the House since recess
has done so in terms pretty nearly in-
dentical, and all opposed to the
principle of this Bill. Various amend-
ments have been suggested to it,
but it strikes me that it is a difficult
thing to amend a Bill based upon a
wrong principle, and the principle upon
which this Bill is based is a bad and
cruel one. I remember speaking against
the measure last year, and I based my
arguments on the fact that it was opposed
to all the principles on which the sources
of the wealth of the country is derived.
We know that no matter what the natural
resources of a country may be' they can-
not be utilized without labor to develop
them from their crude state. British
Columbia seems to teem with natural
resources, and what is chiefly required to
develop those riches and disperse them
across the Canadian Pacific Railway and
over the ocean, to conduce to comfort,
convenience and wealth in other regions,
is an ample supply of cheap labor. It is
true that similar objections have been
raised in the United States againt
Chinese immigration, and it is only
lately that the American Government
paid a very large sum of money by way
of indemnity to Chinese who had been
injured and their property destroyed by
an outbreak of white laborers. I do not
call them United States laborers, because
it is quite likely they were récent Euro-
pean immigrants; but it shows how
cruelly those people have been treated
in the adjoining Republic. when the
United States Government, notoriously
reluctant at aU times to own
themselves in the wrong, have found it
actually necessary to indemnify those
Chinese for the injury done them by
American citizens. I think one might
search far and wide in the early history
of the world for an incident similar to
this. The only thing that I know of
which approaches to it at all, is the way
the Jews have been treated at different
times in the early history of European
countries. It may be recollected that in
our own country, in free England, Jews
were cruelly treated in early days, and in

HON. MR. MACDONALD.
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almost every town and country in Europe
they were a tabooed nation, despised,
hunted and abused, and as the Chinese
have done in San Francisco, they were
obliged to live in certain poor quarters
and bind themselves together for protec-
tion. Even at the present day, in Rus-
sia, the Jews are under very great dis-
abilities, and are generally distrusted.
We, in England, are more generous of
late years. We could no longer shut
our eyes to the fact that here were a race
of men, remarkable for their accumula-
tion of wealth, for their integrity in every
walk in life, and for their industry, ex-
cluded from representation in Parlia-
ment. It was not until about the year
1847 that the Bill to relieve the Jews of
their disabilities was introduced in Par-
liament, and for eleven years after that,
year after year, the Jewish question came
up for discussion in the Legislature. I
think it must have been about 1867 that
Baron Rothschild was returned for the
City of London at the head of the poll
and that brought matters to a crisis. At
that time the oath which was taken by
fiembe of Parliament was on the true
faith of the Christian, an oath which no
Jew could take. He might be a thor-
oughly worthy man in every possible re-
lation ot life, but notoriously he was not
a Christian-he was a Jew, and therefore
Could not take that oath. A comprom-
Ise was agreed upon between the two
Rouses that they should frame an oath
for imembers returned to either House
Whlch could be taken by Jews as well as
by Christians. The Jews were entitled
to seats then, and have held seats in the
British Commons ever since. Now, we
are more cruel stWl to those Chinese, and
I think we ae standing in our own light

rnost seriously when we do so. I believe
that those disabilities which we impose
Upon the Chinese tend to the importa-
tion of a class of men far inferior to what
'e should get if we did not place those

difficulties in their road. If it were not
for the restrictions we impose on Chinese
1Intiigration the probabilities are that
retPectable families would corne over
and settle amongst us, and that would be
a thing to be desired instead of objected
t% where there is such a vast territory to
be settled, and so much to be done
which we have not hands or means to

perform. Another point is this : the
great Empire of China is very fast
letting loose its old prejudices. It is on
the high road now to civilization.
China is bent now upon the introduc-
tion of the railway system, and it is quite
likely that a vast amount of Chinese
labor will he required in their own
country, and we are not so likely to be
flooded in the future with sich immense
numbers of Chinese laborers as we were
threatened with in former years. We are
projecting and intending to establish
a line of fast steamships on the Pacific,
amongst other things, and are we to
.limit the traffic on those steamships
merely to carrying chests of tea ? If a
profitable passenger traffic shouid be
established, are we to burden it with all
sorts of difficulties by statute. It is
against our rules to attribute motives.
A gentleman while speaking has no
right to attribute motives to another who
precedes him ; but I know of no parlia-
mentary regulation which prohibits one
from attributing a motive to a member
of a government who attempts to intro-
duce a new system of legislation, and I
think it would be well to inquire into
the motives which influenced the gen-
tleman who brought a measure of this
kind into Parliament. I have no hesita-
tion in saying that in my opinion it
was a mistaken understanding of the
labor question. Labor is at the bottom
of all this anti-Chinese legislation. I
conceive myself that it will become
necessary before many years have
elapsed to legislate probably, or at ail
events very seriously to consider the
new phases which are constantly de-
veloping thenselves into this labor
question.

1, for one, profess to be a thorough Lib-
eral in that. I am for giving the great-
est latitude to laborers to express their
opinions, to combine for advancing their
interests, or any other legitimate purpose
but there is a limit to what a body of
laborers should be permitted to do in a
country like ours. They are free to
work or to be idle-free to strike if they
please, but we ought to say to them,
"stop there : you are free to do these
things yourself, but you shall not hinder
others from doing the work that you re-
ject, and if a Chinaman chooses to per-
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orm work which perhaps is necessary to
the last degree for the public conveni-
ence or comfort, he is not to be hinder-
ed in doing it because a body of white
men, acting in union and exercising in-
fluence upon members of Parliament,
wish to prevent him." They have no
right to say that any body of immigrants
shall not come into this country or work
for whatevtr wages they are willing to
take : it is an interference with natural
liberty, an interference with the liberty
of the whole country, and ought not to
be permitted for one moment. I am
willing to accord fully and freely to
all laboring men such rights
as are indefeasible, but I do not think
we should allow them to become tyrants,
whether the people over whom they
domineer are Chinese or white men.
We must stand up not merely for the
rights of the Chinese, but for the rights
of all who are willing to labor. I feel
that we should be doing ourselves great
injury by throwing unnecessary obstacles
in the way of the introduction of this
useful body of laboring men into the
country. Since the House resumed, I
have not heard from any one gentleman
any of the old subjects of declamation
against the Chinese; therefore, it is quite
unnecessary for me or anybody else to
defend them. If the Chinese are open
to any objections on the ground of im-
morality or dishonesty, or if they violate
our laws in any other way, I say by all
means place them under the most rigid

.police regulations, but that is a. very
different. thing frorn a prohibitory law,
and I think the distinction ought to be
quite clear between the two. Control
the Chinesei by all means, when you
have them here : if they do not behave
as they should, compel them to obey the
law, or banish them, but do not prohibit
their entering into the country because
of their nationality. I do not see how it
is at all consistent with the treaties that
Great Britain has made with China, for
one of her colonies to place on the
Statute book, and maintain there, such
a law as we are called upon to discuss
this evening. One other instance I
recall of a nation injuring itself by re-
fusing to grant religiou.s liberty to its
subjects, and another nation receiving
those subjects and being benefitted

largely by granting them an asylum : I
allude to France at the time of the revo-
cation of the Edict of Nantes. There
were in France, at that time, a people
who exercised their religion under a
charter derived, I think, from the great
Monarch. That charter was abrogated,
and the consequence was that this large
body of Protestants refused to remain in
their native country ; they exercised, in
my opinion, a sublime act of courage and
sincerity. They left their homes ; they
left whatever they could not carry with
them, and established themselves in
various parts of the United Kngdon-
Their descendants are there to this day.
They are to be traced by their names,
and in many instances by other indica-
tions as well. They have always been a
body of people remarkable for their high-
toned morality, their industry, their
taste and skill. To them England owes
her success in the silk manufactures. In
that particular branch they have always
been exceedingly 'successful. Anyone
who is well acquainted with the old
country recognizes particular spots where
these exiled Frenchmen have been
settled for several centuries. We ought
to look at these things and learn some-
thing from the lessons of history. It is
no use to. shut our eyes to facts. Here
is an industrious population and we walt
industrious. people in Canada. They
offer to come to us, and we say " yOu
cannot come except under certain con-
ditions" ; it seems to me that it would
be wise, not exactly to reject the Bill,
but to deprive it of its obnoxious fea-
tures.

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

INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

THE ORDER.DISCHARGED AND A NEW

BILL. INTRODUcED.

The. order of .the day .having been
balled-second reading of. Bill (L) "The
Indian Act Amendment Bill "-

HON. MR. ABBOTT said: This Bill
was handed to me without having had
proper revision by the Minister in.whose

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE.
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Department it was supposed to have
originated, and is so far from what it
should be that I think the shortest way
to dispose of it would be to ask the
House to discharge the order. I there-
fore move that the order of the day be
discharged and that leave be given to
withdraw the Bill.

The motion was agreed to.

HDN. MR. ABBOTT introduced a
Bill to amend the Indian Act.

The Bill was read the first time.

RIDDELL DIVORCE BILL.

THIRD, READING.

HoN. MR. GOWAN moved the adop-
tion of the report of the Select Committee
to whom was referred Bill (G) "An Act
for the relief of Fanny Margaret Riddell."

He said: As Chairman of this Com-
mittee I do not propose to dilate upon
the sad circumstances under which the
petitioner seeks relief-a husband leav-
ing his home, disgraced by his own act,
living in a state of sin and debauchery,
his wife endeavoring honestly and earn-
estly to support herself an: a little child.
I do not dilate upon these details, but I
simply confine myself to a statement of
the facts set forth in the Bill, which, were
abundantly proved by the clearest possi-
ble testimony that could be submitted to
any tribunal. It was proved that the
woman was niarried in December, 1871,
that she lived with her husband until
1875, that they had a child in 1873, that
he left Montreal in January, 1875, hav-
Ing fled from justice, and that. he was
nOt then heard of or known muç about
until be appeared in the North-West.

HoN. MR, POWER-I do not think
it is* élècessary tq go into the evidence,
because it has been printed, and that is
one of the public documents which hon.
Imembers generally read with a good
deal of care.

HON. MR. GQWAN-I do not pro-
pse to go into the evidençe. I was
about to state that in. July, 1876, the act
Was comnitted which is complained of

in the Bill, and the offender was caught
flagranti delicto. I will say no more,
but simply move the adoption of the
report.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I an with
my hon. friend who has presented this
report in everything that he has said in
favor of the petitioner. My sympathies
are strongly with her, and I hope that
she will get what she prays for. I be-
lieve she is entitled to a divorce, but I
do not wish this House to affirm that
certain facts have been proved when
there is no proof of them. If it was
essential to the passage of the Bill to
find as has been found by the Com-
mittee, I would hesitate about making
an objection-I would prefer to give a
silent vote against the Bill in the interest
of the petitioner, who desires to be free.
I would refer hon. gentlemen to the 19th
line of the Bill, and I propose to strike
out the words beginning with " an "
and ending on the 21st line with
" aforesaid"; then also in the 38th
line I propose to ,strike out the
letter " s " fro.m the .word "acts".
It may be supposed by some hon, gentle-
man that .this .arpendment is not import-
ant, but I think it is necessary that our
finding should be consistent with the
facts. If gentlemen will look .at the
evidence carefully they will find that the
words which I propose to strike out of
the Bill should be eliminated in order to
make it consistent with the facts as
proved. There is. no evidence of. more
than one act of adultery, and that act
was not proved as it should have been.
If a person commits larceny, it is not
suflicient for somebody to go into court
and swear. that larceny was committed:
the evidence must be more explicit, I
do not suppose that, any hon. gentleman
wishes to pry into those affairs from a
prurient taste, but it is the duty of mem-
bers of a divorce committee to ascertain
whether the charges made , by the
petitioner are sustained by the evidence
or not. It has been the uniform prac-
tice of the British Parliament, and it is
the. practice. of the courts now I think,
never to grant divorce a vinculo except
for adultery, and if for an act of adultery
by the husband, it had to le coupled
with such turpitude, as by itself, without
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adultery, would have entitled the wife
to divorce a mensa et thoro-"from
table and bed," or, as we say
in English, "frorn bed and board"-
and among other things desertion for
more than two years without reasonable
excuse was, of itself, in such cases,
deemed sufficient. *In this case, by
eliminating the words to which I object
from the Bill, the evidence sustains the
allegations of the petitioner : although
the one act of adultery is not proved as
I consider it should have been, I think,
coupled with the cruel desertion for ro
years, it is sufficient to entitle the woman
to a divorce. I have looked carefully
over the report, and I find evidence of
only one offense. This man is a doctor,
engaged in his practise in the hospital
and outside of it, and there is not one
title of evidence that he was guilty of
general immorality. I therefore ask the
House to eliminate these words from the
Bill in order to make it right.

HoN. MR. MILLER-That can come
up at the third reading: we are now con-
sidering the report of the committee.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-If the hon.
gentlemen who are promoting this Bill
say they will look into the matter at the
third reading I shail be satisfied to let
the report go. I am sure that the peti-
tioner in this case is not desirous of im-
puting to her husband anything more
than is absoutely necessary in order
to obtain this Bill. I was very
favorably impressed with her, and
if an amendment to this Bill
would in any way interfère with its pas-
sage I should prefer to say nothing on
the subject, but record my vote against
it in silence. If I have any intimation
that my suggestion will be taken into
consideration I will not discuss the mat-
ter any further, but if not I shall have to
deal with the evidence. I should like to
know if the hon. member from Barrie
will accept my suggestion?

HoN. MR. GOWAN-I wil answer
when the hon. gentleman is done speak-
ing.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Then I
shall have to analyze the evidence.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE-There is not
a member of the House who has seen
the evidence but is satisfied, except the
hon. gentleman.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-That is a
very wild assertion to make. Is there
any evidence at all, except vague report.
that he was a drunkard, and frequented
places of ill repute ? Only in one case
did he visit a place of the kind. He
was a doctor who had outside practice,
and I am sure doctors would not like,
when they have to attend sick and infirmT
persons in places of the kind, to be charg-
ed with immorality. If my objection is
not concurred in I shall be obliged, in
order to sustain the position I have tak-
en, to go over this evidence in order to
show that my contention is right and I
shall do it now.

HON. GENTLEMEN-Oh don't

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I shall
have to do it.

HON. MR. GOWAN-If the hon.
gentleman noticed, when I was going
into particulars I avoided these details.
I was prepared to show the very opposite
to what he has stated, but I felt a re-
straint, which perhaps he does not feel,
in speaking fully. I was prepared tO
prove to the satisfaction of the House
that every allegation of that Bill is fulY
sustained by the evidence.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-Then i
am obliged to go on. My hon. friend
says that his taste and ideas differ from
mine, and charges me with having a
prurient taste. I denounce the bon-
gentleman for saying so : it is not worthy
of him. Such a statement should nOt
be made on the floor of this House, and
I hurl it back with that indignation
which such a remark deserves.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-It was corfed
though.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am sure
the manner in which I stated my objec-
tion and my suggestion to make this B1 l1
conform to the evidence deser«d a
better reception.
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HON. MR. OGILVIE-You simply
want to oppose the Bill.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am de-
sirous that this Bill should pass, but in a
proper form, and I think I ought not to
have been treated by the hon. member
opposite with the insinuations he has cast
across the floor of the House. Now
what is the position of the respondent?
There is only one charge proved, and
that not in a manner that would be
satisfactory in a court of justice. The
question was put in a broad way, and no
one asked the witness what he saw. on
the one occasion on which he states that
the respondent, to his own personal
knowledge, was guilty of adultery. The
hon. member from Barrie may thinkthat
a person nust be possessed of pFurient
taste and a desire to pry into delicate
matters, if he manifested a desire te
elicit the truth, but there are cases in
which we ought to have no feeling of
delicacy when we aire exercising judicial
functions. The chairman of that com-
mittee was recreant to his duty when he
allowed that question to go without any
explañation of the circumstances. Who
is this man on whose evidence the case
rests ? He was a servant of the doctor,
a person under him, who comes over to
this part of Canada. Why he left the
North-West and came to Montreal we do
not know, but during the whole enquiry
it was evident that he was not possessed
of the friendliest feelings towards the
respondent. He came back here ten
years ago, and he is not able to say if
he made this statement on his return or
only a year ago. He is perfectly
oblivious as to when he made
this important statement against a
person who was his superior officer.
He left the North-West in 1877 and he
says that this doctor was a drunken char-
acter, and adds, " I am aware that this
was not the first time he had doings with
these persons." He does not know it of
his own knowledge, except what was
stated to him by other persons. Is that
sufficient evidence on which to charge
him with such offences? He speaks of
the doctor visiting a house which may
not have been of the very best character,
but is that sufficient evidence to justify a
charge of habitual offences against moral-

ity ? He is asked : " Did you ever see
the doctor go to that place ?" referring to
a place of evil repute, and his reply is,
"I did just once." That is all the evi-
dence. He does not say that when he
saw the doctor going there any people
were in the house. There is no evidence
to justify the general charge.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-Yes, there is.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-You can-
not draw inferences ; you must have
facts. There is only the one offence
proved, but, as I have shown, that one
case is sufficient, with the clear evidence
we have of cruel desertion of the wife for
ten years en the part of the husband, ta
entitle her to a divorce. The respondent
had no excuse for his absewce, because
he could have returned to his wife. The
BdH would pass if it were amended as I
have suggested, and I do not see why
my suggestion should be met in such a
hostile spirit. I am willing to have this
Bill passed-

HON. MR. OGILVIE-You are taking
a good way to do it.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I think I
am taking the proper way to do it.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I think so,
because any Bill that you oppose the
House will pass.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-That is
only the assertion of the hon. gentleman,
but this House I believe is governed by
principles.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-You think that
nobody understands the Bill but yourself.

HON. MR. KAULBACH - The
House is governed by principles and
will not oppose or support a measure
simply because of the stand I may take
with regard to it. My hon. friend may
think that this House can be led away
by prejudice, and induced to pass a Bill
because I, forsooth, oppose it. The
assertion of my hon. friend is not be-
coming to a member of this House. It
is a reflection on the members of this
body.
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HON. MR. OGILVE-I do not
require any lessons on what is becoming
from you.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-I would be
sorry if I did not set a better example in
this House and out of it than the hon.
gentleman, and when he has had as long
parliamentary experience in this House
as I have had, he will know how to
conducthimselfand make proper remarks
-remarks such as one gentleman makes
across the floor of the House to another.
It is evident that the hon. member has
only been a short time with gentlemen of
the character of members of this House,
otherwise he would have refrained from
the remarks he has made on this occa-
sion. I ask the leader of the House to
look at the Bill and examine the testi-
mony, and say whether there is a tittle of
evidence to justify the finding of the
Committee except the evidence as to one
offence. •As I -said before, there -is
sufficient evidence to pass this Bill, and
if there is anything that would prevent its
passage, it is the discourteous manner in
which I have been treated by -bon. gent-
lemen on the other side of this House.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I trust that the
House will bear with me, after the long
speech we have had from the hon. mem-
ber from Lunenburg, if I endeavor in a
few words to point out wherein I think
the Committee were fully justified in
assuming, as a jury might assume, that a
second act of adultery was committed by
this man. First I would say that it is
impossible to exaggerate the calm and
excellent manner in which this case was
presented to us. The counsel for the
petitioner had evidently taken extraordin-
ary care to frame his Bill in a correct
manner. The evidence was fairly
brought out, the case conducted
with great propriety, and I do
not thnk I exaggerate in saying
that every member of the Committee
believed that no similar bill this session
had been conducted with more propriety
or in a more becoming manner. It is
always an advantage to any Committee-
to any tribunal-to have a case well pre-
sented by the counsel conducting it.
My hon. friend says there was no evi-
dence to go to the Committee of the

second act of adultery and he says a
good deal of the man who gave his evi-
dence before the Conimittee on this
point and I must say without any exhibi-
tion of feeling. He left the matter in
his mind, he kept it to himself, for
several years, and it was only last year
he communicated the facts to a brother
of the petitioner. He did not himself
recollect the time when he communicat-
ed it and was uncertain about it, but
the brother recollected the time dis-
tinctly, and that he did not communi-
cate to his sister for some time after-
wards. With regard to the point which
my hon. friend endeavors to make, that
the evidence does not show the act of
adultery sworn to by the witness Elliott.
My hon. friend must be of a very unsus-
pecting nature if he supposes that the
respondent-who was kncwn to be a
dissolute character-took a squaw into
his bedroom for any good purpose ; but
the evidence is more explicit. Elliott
swears that the respondent, when he took
this woman to his room, asked him to
leave it for a while, and when the door
was opened he was caught in the very
act of adultery charged against him in
the Bill. It is also proved - that he
visited a shanty occupied by a half-breed
woman and her daughters, who were
known to be common prostitutes, and
whose place was resorted to by men for
the purpose of prostitution. The wit-
ness was asked the question, I think very
properly, which brought out the facts-
" Was it a tent or a wigwam ?"-to which
he replied it was a regular log-built but
occupied by a family of half-breeds;
"and." he adds, " this woman, when her
husband was away on the plains, the
men were in the habit of going there to
have connection with ber and her
daughters." Now, he was seen going
there.

HON. MR. KAULBACH - Once
only.

HON. MR. GOWAN-It was open to
the Committee to infer what his motives
were. If you saw a man who was living
a creditable life, a man who was not in-
dulging in drunkenness and debauchery,
going into a place like that, you might
attribute nothing to it, but where yOU
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know a man has lived as he lived-one
caught flagranti delicto with a squaw-
where you see him going into this House
you might infer that he went in for im-
moral purposes. That was all the Com-
mittee did. For myself, I could say-
upon my honor upon my oath, I think it
is amply sufficient to warrant a jury in
finding a verdict to that effect. Every
man has to value the testirnony accord-
ing to his own convictions; some under-
vate a fact, some persons exaggerate it,
but that was the impression left on my
tnind. I have not charge of the Bill,
and I simply move the adoption of the
report. If my hon. friend, the member
from Alma, wishes to withdraw it, I
have not the slightest objection ; I
an merely contending for this
tliat the Committee were perfectly
justified in all their findings, and if my
hön. friend opposite has the strong and
kindly feeling that he declares he has
towards the petitioner I am really sorry
that he should impede the action of the
flouse in dealing with the Bill. If there
is not proof to satisfy his mind I beg that
he will not assume that other minds will
not be satisfied with the testimony that is
put in. My hon. friend said a good deal
on a previous occasion about the import-
ance of having lawyers on a Committee
of this kind. Well I sat there, the only
lawyer amongst laymen on the Commit-
tee, and our relations were exceedingly
Pleasant indeed. I will quote to my hon.
Iriend if he will accept as authority a sort
Of rhyming exposition of a perfect proce-
dure, a little altered, and apply to this
,Case :

"Nine honest men have disposed of
the cause, who are judges alike of the
fact and the laws."

HON. MR. POWER-I do not want
to have anything to say about this Bill,
but at the suggestion of the hon. friend
from Lunenburg I have looked through
the evidence, looked pretty carefully as
to the point which he referred to, but I
-am obliged to confess the evidence
tO My mind at any rate does not sustain
the allegation as set forth in the preamble
Of the Bill and I do not think it is
Proper for this House to pass a Bill which
-alleges in the preamble something which
thas not been established to the satisfac-

tion of the House. The leader of the
House must feel that, as I presume he
must have looked through the evidence
himself and for my part I must concur
with the hon. gentleman on my left that
only one offence is proved. I may say
also that the preamble is erroneous in
another respect. It alleges that this
offence took place during the respond-
ent's residence at Edmonton. The proof
is that it took place at Fort Saskatchewan
which is some distance from Edmonton.

HON. MR. GOWAN-In 4 new coun-
try like that where boundaries are uncer-
tain, places five, fifteen or twenty miles
from a well known point are generally
known by the same name.

HON. MR. POWER-There is but one
offence proven, and, as the hon. gentle-
man from Lunenburg has said, that is
sufficient to sustain the Bill. I presume
this respondent is a worthless man but
there is no reason why this Hoùse should
by solemn statute declare that he has
been guilty of more crimes than have
been established, particularly as it is un-
necessary that the allegation should be
made, and I think the Committee might
very well amend their report by inserting
a few lines to the effect that the preamble
should be amended by striking out those
words.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-In reply to the
remarks of my hon. friend from Halifax,
I would state that picking up the evi-
dence in print and reading it, is very
different from being seated at the table
and listening to the evidence as it is given.
I do not for a moment doubt the correct-
ness of what the hon. member from
Halifax says, but I feel quite satisfied
that had he listened to the witnesses as
they spoke there, and to what was said
generally, his impressions of the case
would have been very different from what
they are from merely reading the evi-
dence. The offence is not often proven
in such cases, as men who go about that
kind of business do not generally take
witnesses with them, and sometimes it is
difficult to make the proof. The mem-
bers of the Committee were perfectly
unanimous in their opinion that they had
not seen or heard any case that was so
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perfectly clear as this one, and if those
allegations in the preamble of the Bill
are not proven as to " acts," I do not
think there was a doubt in the mind
of a single member of that Committee
but what the statements contained in
the preamble was true every word of
it. One word as to what the hon. gentle-
man fron Barrie said about having only
one lawyer upon that committee. It was
not my fault there were not three. I
tried to get the hon. gentleman from
Amherst to act upon it but he assured
me that his railway bills took up all his
time. I alào tried the leader of the
House and he would not act upon it,
and I thought when I. was naming the
committee it was quite unnecessary to
appoint the hon. gentleman from Lunen-
burg on it, as he religiously sat at and
watched everything that was done on the
committee, so I thought, he being in
attendance, it would make a larger com-
mittee without having the trouble of
appointing one.

HON. MR KAULBACH-That is not
correct.

HoN. MR. OGILVIE - The hon.
gentleman has told many things that are
not interesting to. the House. He has
made some statements about myself that
are not very complimentary to me. He
has informed the House that he has no
idea of opposing the Bill; he wants
solely to put it right. But there is not
a member of this House who cannot
see that his criticisms are made trom
a pure desire to oppose this Bill
simply because he has not charge
of it. When he has not charge
of bills of this kind he wants to oppose
them all the way through. I have not the
slightest doubt about it in my own mind.
I have seen several of those divorce cases
since I have been in this House and I
never saw a case that was so clear as this.
The lady petitioning for this divorce was
advised to do so by her husband's mother
and sisters and brothers, though I may
be told, as I was told the other day by
the hon. gentleman from Lunenburg, that
is not in the evidence, as much as to say,
" You are not telling the truth." Even
though the hon. gentlemar from Lunen-
burg does not believe me, there are a few

members in the House who will believe
that I do not intentionally try to mis-
represent anything. The Bill is before
you ; the Committee were satisfied that
the preamble was proven. I have to bow
to the decision of the House whatever it
may be, but I do not choose to eliminate
one word from the Bill or from the pre-
amble.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I would
ask the Leader of the House who is cer-
tainly supposed to take some cognizance
of these matters as they pass through,
whether in his opinion the evidence
supports the alkegations of the preamble
of the BilL

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I nst confess
that in such matters as this, where the
House refers the questions of fact for
trial to a Committee, the Committee
hearing the evidence, and personally see-
ing and hearing the witnesses before, can
judge of their credibility and capacity to
describe a matter better than we can by
merely reading the printed account of
what they said. I should therefore be
disposed to give as full faith and credence
to the finding of the Committee as I
would to the finding of a jury, provided
there is evidence upon which they can
find. It cannot possibly be denied that
what the hon. gentleman from Barrie
describes as the ground on which the
Committee were satisfied that the other
acts of adultery were committed, was
evidence that a jury would appreciate if
the question came before it, and in this
instance it seems to have been so appre-
ciated by this Committee, and they have
come to the conclusion, seeing the
witnesses, hearing them speak and
judging of their credibility as men
can do under such circumstances,
that there were other acts of
adultery committed by the respondent.
It is expedient I think that all subjects
for discussion in a case ilke this should
be got rid of, and seeing by the manner in
which this Bill is framed that the omission
of the letter " s " would remove the whole
objection of my hon. friends on the other
side to this Bill and enable us to concur
in it amicably I would propose the
amendment. The recital is in a general
way that there were various acts of

HoN. MR. OGILVIE
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:dultery committed :by the tespondent,
ad .then »ne particular circumstanoe .is,
described in the title. Then the Bill
goe on to.say " Whereas the said Fanny
Margaret Riddell has pro-ved the allega
tiens of her said petition, and has
established the acts of -adultery above
mentioned." etc. There is really only
one "act » established by the evidence ;
therefore if the hon. gentleman who has,
charge of the Bill would consent to .say
" the act of adultery above mentioned"
it would reconcile this one and the Bill
could pass without dissent from anybody.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I have no,
objection to the hon. gentleman's amend-
ment.

The amendmen't was made by
clerk at the table by striking out
letter "s" from the word " acts."

the
the

, HoN. MR. OGILVIE moved the
third reading of the Bill as amended.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the third time and passed
on a division.

CONVEYANCE OF LIQUORS ON
HER MAJESTY'S SHIPS BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (122) An Act
respecting the conveyance of liquors on
board Her Majesty's Ships in Canadian
waters."

He said :-This is a Bill for the pur-
Pose of providing for the maintenance of
discipline on board Her Majesty's ves-
sels within the jurisdiction of this Dom-
inion. It is a copy in substance and
almost the same in words as the Act on
the same subject in England, passed in
1853. One of the most important objects
in attempting to preserve discipline on
board ships is to prevent the sale of
intoxicating liquors to sailors, and the
clause in the Imperial Bill was framed
for that purpose and has been found to
answer admirably wherever it has been in
OPeration in British waters. But it ceases

21

to have effect in Canade watetswhich
are under our own :jurisdiction. The
subject was brought to the notice of this
Government by a letter from Lord Gran-
ville pointing out that it was necessary
to have similar ruies here if possible to
those which prevailed in British waters.
The Bill has been framed on the English
Act, which has worked well. The
effect of it is to impose a penalty
upon anybody who cSweys or at-
tempts to couvey any spirituous or fer-
mented liquors on board any of Her
Majesty's ships or vessels. Power is
given to the officers, commissioned and
non-commissioned as well as to peace
officers, to apprehend any persons found
committing any offence against the pro-
visions of the Act and bring him before
a Justice of Peace.

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

DOMINION CONTROVERTED
ELECTIONS ACT.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the
secÔnd reading of Bill (126) "An Act
to amend the Dominion Controverted
Elections Act."

He said : This is a Bill making
provision for two matters only.
One is to remedy a difficulty which has
occurred because one of the courts com-
petent to try these matters has no
registrar.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-There is a clerk
of the court.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-But no Regis-
trar for the High Court of Justice for
Ontario. The second object is to pro-
vide for a mode of selecting the judges
who shall try the case, in such a way as to
create a sort of rotation amongst all the
judges and give every judge of the Supe-
rior Courts his share of this work. I
fancy in every way it is a suitable and
proper Bill.

The motion was agreed to, -and the
Bill was read the second ime.
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NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES

BILL

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (127) "An Act to
amend the North-West Territories Act."

He said :-This is a very simple Bill.
The first clause is for the purpose of cor-
recting some verbal inaccuracies in sec-
tion 9 of the North-West Territories Act.
The second clause is for the purpose
of reviving the appeal which was given
by the former Act from the
decision of a stipendiary magis-
trate, which appeal was taken away
absolutely by the Revised Statutes.
It appears that there are some cases that
were disposed of by the stipendiary
magistrate, in which the right of appeal
under the former Act had expired
naturally ; and therefore by the
passing of the Revised Statutes those
persons were cut out of their right of
appeal, as they have no appeal under
those statutes, because an entirely differ-
ent Court is constituted to try those
cases and before which an appeal from the
stipendiary iragistrate would not lie.
This clause is simply to give those people
the right of appeal which they had under
the law when the judgment was rendered
and which, the House will agree with me,
they ought not to be deprived of by
subsequent legislation.

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

DEFACING OF COUNTERFEIT
NOTES AND THE USE OF

IMITATIONS BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the sec-
ond reading of Bill (123) "An Act re-
specting the defacing of counterfeit notes
and the use of imitations of notes."

He said :-This Bill also has two ob-
jects only. The first is to remedy a
circumstance, or to prevent the bad effects
of a circumstance, which frequently
occurs. A counterfeit or defaced note

is presented to a bank clerk or a public
officer concerned in the management of
finances who is an expert iu. such mat-
ters. He discovers that it is a counter-
feit or a defaced note, and he returns it
to the person who tendered it, by whom
it may be passed over to somebody else
who is less familiar with such matters.
The American law compels the officer or
clerk who receives such a counterfeit or
defaced note, to stamp it immediately as
bad, so that no innocent person can be
imposed upon by it. The first clause
which is inserted in the Act is practically
a copy of the provision of the United
States law applicable to the subject, which
has been found to work very well in that
country. The second clause is intended
to prevent the practice by which ignorant
people are often defraÙded in the country
-the issuing by traders of a sort of adver-
tisement in the form of a bank bill, which
people sometimes succeed in passing off
on credulous individuals, some of whom
perhaps cannot read, as an actual bank
note. It is made to appear as a bank
note in all respects and those people are
cheated and deceived by it. This Bill
provides a penalty of $ioo, for :-

Every person who designs, engraveF½
prints or in any manner makes, executes,
utters, issues, distributes, circulates or uses
any business or proiessional card, notice,
placard, circular, hand-bill or advertisernellt
in the likeness or similitude of any Dominion
or bank note, or any obligation or security
of any Governiment or any bank, or who
writes, printe or otherwise impresses upon
any such note, obligation or security, any
business or professional card, notice or ad-
vertisement, or anv notice or advertisement
of any matter or thing whatever.

HON. MR. POWER-This is a meas-
ure as to the desirability of which there
can be no difference of opinion. I rise
simply for the purpose of calling atten-
tion to an amendment which I thinik the
hon. gentleman might have prepared
befoie the Bill goes into committee. It
will be noticed that the first clause
declares at the end of it that "if such a
person wrongfully stamps any genuine
note he shall upon presentation re;
deem it at the face value thereof."
That is right and proper, but there
is no penalty imposed on the
officer for refusing to stamp the note,

land the officer in many cases would
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rather try and shirk the duty and fnot
stamp it, unless a penalty is imposed for
not doing so.

HON. MR. GOWAN-It is made a
statutory duty.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-1 will bring it
to the notice of the Minister of Justice,
and see if the amendment the hon.
gentleman suggests is acceptable, before
the Bill goes to Committee.

CANNED GOODS. BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (i 21) " An Act
to amend the Act respecting Canned
Goods."

He said:-This is a very slight amend-
ment of the Revised Statutes on the sub-
ject of Canned Goods, for the purpose
of preventing frauds. The sub-section,
which is as follows, explains the object
of the Bill :

" 2. Every such package containing goods
prepared froni products which have been
dried previously to being so prepared, shall,
in addition, be labelled or stamped with the
word " soaked," which word shall be plainly
printed diagonally across the face of the
label in large legible ty pe at least half an
inch in height and three eighths of an inch
in width."

The difficulty has been that although
the law required the word "soaked " to
be stamped on the packages, it was done
in such a way by being put in a remote
corner and in small letters, that it was
not observable without close investiga-
tion, and in this way goods that had
been dried and soaked were passed off
as fresh.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read at length at the table.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed under a suspension of the
41st rule.

ATLANTIC AND NORTH-WEST
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

ION. MR. McKINDSEY moved the
second reading of Bill (44) "An Act

respecting the AtlaÈtie and ,4orth.West
Railway Compaby."

HON. MR. POWER-Lam not gding
to oppose the.second reading of this BilL
I.had some conversation with, the hon.
gentleman who has charge of it and told
him that I wished*to say something about
it when it came before the .Louse. He
asked me not ta say anytRing at the
second reading of the Bill as he was
anxious to get it before the Committee.
I did not wish to delay the progréss of
the Bill, but it was understood that I
reserved to myself the right to discuss it
at a subsequent stage.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY- The hon.
gentleman has correctly stated the under-
standing between us.

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

MASSAWIPPI JUNCTION RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. STEVENS, in the absence
of Hon. Mr. Cochrane, moved the second
reading of Bill (67), "An Act to incor-
porate the Massawippi Junction Railway
Company."

HON. MR. POWER--I do not propose
to detain the House at this hour by any
lengthened observations on this Bill, but
I wish to call attention to its nature. It
will be remembered by hon. gentlemen
that we have had at different times dis-
cussions on the Short Line Railway and
the connection that was to be made be-
tween the railway system in the neigh-
borhood of Montreal and the railway
system of the Lower Provinces. Hon.
gentlemen will remember that the great
object that Parliament and the Govern-
ment had, or professed to have, in view
some years ago when granting large sub-
sidies to the Short Line Railway, so-
called, was to bring the trade of the
west to a Dominion port in the east.
Now, this Bill is comparatively an insig-
nificant one, but it provides for a very
important step in connection with
that Short Line Railway. The ob-

823,-
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jeet .of this -Bill is to provide the
meams of constructing a railway from the
Short Line,-so-called, to g railway rdn-
ngg 4n;mitO Boston. T'he Canadian

Ptif c Raiqway Company have taken
qver the hort LineRailway and have
spent. now a large portion of the money,
wbich was.given for the construction of
a road to #e Lower Provinces, in build-
ing a road from Caughnawaga to the
neighborhood of Sherbrooke. The
road, the construction of which is pro-
vided for by this Bill, is to give a
connection between that Short Line
Railway and a road running down to
Boston. It just comes to this, that the
money which the country has voted for
the construction of a railway to the
Maritime Provinces has been used, and
is being used, for the purpose of giving
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
a connection with Boston and enabling
them to make their Atlantic terminus at
Boston. I am not going to dilate on
that any further at present, but I
say, it it is such an iniquitous thing that
the traffic of this Canadian Pacific Rail-
way should be diverted to American
channels west of Lake Superior, I cannot
see how it is such a desirable thing that
it should be diverted to American chan-
nels east of Montreal.

HON. MR. STEVENS-I think it
will be shown, when this Bill comes
to be discussed before the Railway
Committee, that there is no good
or valid ground for opposing it, and I
think it will be shown that the hon.
gentleman's ideas are entirely erroneous
with regard to the promoters of this Bill.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I hope
that what my hon. friend has just stated
will be proved, because, if not, the state-
ment of my hon. friend from Halifax that
the trade will be directed to American
lines by this railway, is a very serious one.
I am very glad that he has brought the
matter to the attention of the House.

HON. MR. DEVER-If the intention
of this Bill is to prevent the construction
of the short line railway that we in the
Lower Provinces have been waiting so
long for, it behooves every member from
the Maritime Provinces to stand up here

HoN. MR. POWER.

and oppose the tneasure. -1 cannot say
that it is, but -if it is the case, so far as
the Maritime Provinces are concerned,
it will be one of the most unpopular
bills that could be introduced in Parlia-
ment.

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

KINGSTON, SMITH'S FALLS
AND OTTAWA RAILWAY

COMPANY'S WILL

SECOND READING.

Hoy. M.a. CLEMOW moved the
second reading of Bill (63) " An Act to
incorporate the Kingston, Smith's Falls
and Ottawa Railway Company."

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

EASTERN CANADA SAVINGS .
AND LOAN COMPANY'S

BILL

SECOND ,READING.

HoN. MR. MACFARLANE moved
the second reading of Bill (55) "An Act
to incorporate the Eastern Canada
Savings and Loan Company, limited."

He said: This is one of the ordinary
bills extending to the Maritime Provinces
the operations of a Company that has
been in existence for some time in the
Upper Provinces.

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

The Senate adjourned at eleven p. n.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Mfonday, June 13th, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.



An Irregular [JUNE 1-8, 1687] Petition.

AN IRREGULAR PETITION.

THE SPEAKER having called for the
reading of petitions,

The petition of Daniel Shanks and
others of the Division of De Salaberry,
Province of Quebec, praying the Senate
to hear and determine upon the qualifi-
cation of the Hon. F. X. A. Trudel was
taken up.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE
said :-I object to the receiving of this
petition on account of its irregularity. I
am ready to show that it is irregular, un-
less hon. members think it better to put
off until a future day the discussion on
this question.

HON. MR. PELLETIER-This is a
very important matter, in which I believe
all the members of the Senate are inter-
ested. The seat of a member of this
House is in question. I only learned a
few moments ago that an objection was
to be raised, and as very few members of
this House have had an opportunity to
see the petition, I ask to have the con-
sideration of it postponed until Wednes-
day or Thurrday next.

HON. MEz. ABBOTT-This is a mat-
which interests every man in the Senate.
Anyone one of us might be assailed in a
similar way, and every one would desire,
no matter against whom the petition may
be (especially when it is against an old
member like the hon. gentleman from
De Salaberry) to have it disposed of at
once. I do not see exactly the necessity
of postponing the matter : I understand
the point is one of order. If it is, I
daresay it could be disposed of in a few
moments, and while of course we must
consider the position of tbe hon. member
against whom the petition is presented,
on the other hand we must consider the
poçition of anyone who wishes to petition
against him. We are so near the end of
the session that the postponement of this
matter until Thursday would be prac-
tically postponing it until next session.
If there is a point of order raised, I would
suggest that it is better to take it up now,
and probably we can dispose of it in a
few moments.

HoN. Ma. PELLETIER-Perhaps it
would be better to postpone it until the
hon. gentlemen have an opportunity to
see the petition.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The point of
order appears to me to be a sound one
and well taken, and, if so, why should
we postpone the consideration of the
matter at this stage of the session ?

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-
In support of my objection to the recep-
tion of the petition, I will refer to May,
edition of 1863, page 507 :-

" It must be free from interlineations or
erasures; it must be signed; it muet have
original signatures or marks, and not copies
froi the original, nor signatures of agents
on behalf of others, except in case of incapa-
city by sickness; and it must not have let-
ters, affidavits, appendices or other docu-
ments annexed."

If hon. gentlemen will look at the
petition they will see that there are many
documents annexed to it, and therefore
I think it is out of order.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I have exam-
ined this petition, and from the opinion
expressed by May, which is endorsed by
Bourinot, I think the petition out of
order.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-I
move that the petition be not received.

THE SPEAKER-I have no doubt
that the point of order is property taken.
The conditions upon which petitions can
be presented to this House are particu-
larly clear and explicit. A petition, ac-
cording to May and Bourinot,

" May be printed, but it muet be free
from erasures or interlineations, and the
signature muet be written, not printed,
pasted upon, or otherwise transferred. It
must not have ap ndices attached thereto,
whether in the he of letters, affidavits,
certificates, statisticals, statements or docu-
ments of any character."

I am informed that this petition has
every one of those objections. I think
it has an appendix: it has affidavits,
certificates and statistical statements, any
one of which is sufficient to prevent the
reception of the petition under our rules.
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Under these circumstances the House
cannot receive the petition.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Under the
ruling of the Speaker, no motion is
necessary.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-
Then, with the permission of the House,
I will withdraw my motion.

THIRD READINGS.

The following bills reported from the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors without amendment, were read
the third tine and passed without
debate

Bill (43) "An Act to incorporate the
Niagara Falls Bridge Conpany." (Mr.
McCallum.)

Bill (57) "An Act to incoporate the
Prescott County Railway Company."
(Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (75) "An Act respecting the
Midland Railway Company of Canada."
(Mr. Ferrier.)

Bill (74) " An Act respecting the
Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay and Lake
Erie Railway Company." (Mr. Ferrier.)

Bill (82) "An Act to incorporate the
Oshawa Railway and Navigation Com-
pany." (Mr. Read.)

Bill (49) " An Act to incorporate the
Upper Columbia Railway Company."
(Mr. Macdonald B. C.)

Bill (63) "An Act to incorporate the
Kingston, Smiths Falls and Ottawa Rail-
way Company." (Mr. Clemow.)

Bill (67) " An Act to incorporate the
Massawippi Junction Railway Company."
(Mr. Stevens.)

SOUTH NORFOLK RAILWAY
COMPANY.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
*mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (66) " An Act to
incorporate the South Norfolk Railway
Company," with an amendment.

THE SPEAKER.

He said: i might explain, with regard
to this amendment, that it is to strike
out two lines of the latter part of the
third section, which gives to provisional
directors all the powers of directors. As
we have always eliminated such pro-
visions as that, these words were struck
out so as to leave them with the power
of provisional directors only.

The amendment was concurred in.

HON. MR. McCALLUM moved the
third reading of the Bill.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the third time as amended
and passed.

TEMISCOUATA RAILWAY COM-
PANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (81) "An Act to
confirm and amend the charter of in-
corporation of the Temiscouata Railway
Company."

He said:-This amendment is intended
to correct a serious mistake in the
description of the route of the railway.
It occurred in this way: The Bill em-
powers the Company to build a branch
from Edmonton, in the Province
of New Brunswick, to a point
at the mouth of the St. Francis river.
There are two St. Francis rivers, one in
New Brunswick, emptying into the river
St. John, and the other in Quebec
emptying into the river St. Lawrence:
The Bill as it came before us gave the
impression that both were in the Province
of Quebec, and was worded in such a
way that the branch was to be made at
the mouth of St. Francis river Quebec ;
but it was found, on examining the map,
and from the local knowledge brought to
bear on it by the Committee, that it was
intended to be the St. Francis, emptying
into the St. John river near Edmonton,
and the Bill was amended in that way, so
as not to require the company to build a
branch from Edmonton back again tO
the mouth of the St. Francis which
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empties into the St. Lawrence. The
promotors of the Bill agreed to the
amendment at once when their attention
was called to it.

The amendment was concurred in.

HoN. MR. BOLDUC moved the third
reading of the Bill as amended.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the third time as amended and
passed.

BERLIN & CANADIAN PACIFIC
JUNCTION RAILWAY COM-

PANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (35) " An Act to
incorporate the Berlin and Canada Paci-
fic Junction Railway Company."

He said : The first amendment was
found necessary in order to make clear
the point of junction between these rail-
ways. When it was mentioned to the
promoters they at once saw the necessity
for the transposition of words, and the
anendments were made without any
objection. The second amendment re-
lates to the same clause as in the former
Bill, which refers to the powers of pro-
visional directors and this amendment
was to strike out the words which gave
them all powers of directors.

The amendment was concurred in.

HON. MR. MERNER moved the
third reading of the Bill as amended.

The motion was agreed to and the
]Bill was read the third time and passed.

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills, reported from the
Cormittee on Banking and Commerce
without amendment, were read the third
tile and passed without debate :-

Bill (78) " An Act to incorporate the

Canada Accident Insurance Company."
(Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (85) "An Act to authorize and
provide for the winding up of the Pictou
Bank." (Mr. Grant.)

Bill (48) "An Act to incorporate the
Guarantee & Pension Fund Society of
the Dominion Bank." (Mr. McCallum).

Bill (6o) " An Act further to amend
the Act incorporating the Western As-
surance Company and other Acts affect-
ing the same." (Mr. Gowan.)

Bill (71) "An Act to enable the Free-
hold Loan & Savings Company to extend
to their business and for other purposes."
(Mr. McMaster.)

Bill (88) "An Act to incorporate the
Cariadian Horse Insurance Company."
(Mr. Gowan.)

Bill (39) "An Act to authorize the
Grange Trust (limited) to wind up its
affairs." (Mr. Read.)

Bill (iol) "An Act respecting the
Richelieu & Ontario Navigation Com-
pany." (Mr. Guevremont.)

Bill (69) "An Act to incorporate the
Equity Insurance Company." (Mr. Ogil-
vie.)

Bill (72) "An Act to incorporate the
Halifax & West India Steamship Com-
pany," (Limited.) (Mr. Almon.)

Bill (83) "An Act to incorporate the
Londonderry IronCompany." (Mr. Read)

EASTERN CANADA SAVINGS
COMPANY BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Com-
mittee on Banking and Commerce, re-
ported Bill (55) " An Act to incorporate
the Eastern Canada Savings & Loan
Company" (himited), with amendments.

He said :-There are three amend-
ments to this Bill. The first is hardly
more than a verbal one. The other two
amendments were to correct an error
which, in some unaccountable way, crept
into one of the clauses of the Bill. By
the first paragraphs of the Bill the Com-
pany were to be allowed to be organized
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and go into business when they paid up
$5o,ooo upon the subscribed capital of
$ioo,ooo. In this clause the words
" one hundred thousand dollars " were
put by some strange blunder in the place
of " fifty thousand dollars," so that one
clause of the Bill contradicted the other,
and prevented the Company from going
into business until $1oo,ooo was paid up.
These two amendments are to correct
those errors.

HON. MR. McFARLANE moved that
the amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

THIRD READINGS.

Ihe following Bills reported from the
Committee on Standing Orders and
Private Bills without amendment, were
read the third time and passed without
debate :-

Bill (84), "An Act respecting the Ed-
monton and Saskatchewan Land Com-
pany (limited)-(Mr. Carvell).

Bill (4), "An Act to incorporate the
Collingwood General and Marine Hos-
pital "-(Mr. Vidal).

Bill (73), "An Act to incorporate the
Bay of Quinte Bridge Company "-(Mr.
Flint).

Bill (22), "An Act to incorporate the
Canadian Society of Civil Engineers "-
(Mr. McCallum).

Bill (106), "An Act to incorporate the
Empire Printing and Publishing Com-
pany "-(Mr. Vidal).

LAND SCRIP IN MANITOBA.

MOTION.

HON. MR. SCHULTZ moved-
"That an humble Address be presented

to Ris Excellency the Governor-General ;
praying that Bis txcfllency will.cause to be
laid before this House a Return of all Scrip
issued by the Department of the Interior, in
lieu of the outer two miles of, or in connec-
tion with, the River Lot Survey of the Red,
Assiniboine, Salé and Seine Rivers, in the
Province of Manitoba; together with the

HON. MR. ALLAN,

date ot issue, quantity of each issue, cause
of issue, to whom issued, how, wheu and
where issued, and the names of parties
applying for the said 8crip."

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There is no
objection to the address, but I regret to
say I cannot promise my hon. friend that
there will be any return to it for some
little time, as it will take five or six
weeks to prepare it.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (O) "An Act to repeal the Chinese
Immigration Act." (Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (93) "An Act to amend the Act
respecting the Department of Finance
and the Treasury Board." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (138) "An Act to provide for the
payment of a yearly allowance to
Godefroi Laviolette, late Warden of the
Penitentiary of the St. Vincent de Paul."
(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (07) "An Act respecting the
Department of Trade and Commerce.'
(Mr. Abbott.)

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

A Message was received from the
House of Commons with Bill (96) " An
Act to incorporate the Dominion Oil
Pipe Line and Manufacturing Coin-
pany."

The Bill was read the first time.

HoN. MR. VIDAL moved that the
4rst Rule of the House be suspended,
and that the said Bill be read the second
time presently.

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

SOUTH ONTARIO PACIFIC RAIL-
WAY COMPANY.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. SANDFORD moved the
third reading of Bill (89) "An Act to in-
corporate the Niagara & WoodstOck
Railway Company."
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HoN. MR. POWER-I understand
the Leader of the Government has pre-
pared an amendment to this Bill.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-No.

HON. MR. POWER-There is one
point in this Bill to which I would wish
to direct the hon. gentleman's attention.
I noticed that there are provisions in this
measure which properly come under the
criminal law, and when the Statutes of
Canada were being consolidated these
provisions were, as far as possible,
consolidated also, and one can read-
ily see that it is a most un-
desirable thing that provisions imposing
severe penalties and constituting crimes
should be embodied in private acts. No
one would dream for a moment to look
for a provision constituting a crime in a
Bill incorporating this Railway. I think
it is the duty of the hon. leader of the
House to look into this Bill in that re-
spect.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I was not
aware that the hon. gentleman had before
alluded to this matter. He is quite right
in his criticism of the 27th clause, but
when the Bill was before the Committee,
it was found that a similar clause was in
many other Acts of the same kind, and
therefore it was allowed to be passed
over. On looking at it, however, I think
it is better to strike it out as the matter
is already provided for in the criminal
law.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I should object
to this amendment and for this reason.
There have been introduced into several
private bills clauses of this kind for the
Purpose of calling public attention to the
subject provided for. This a clause
which provides for a particular subject
matter connected with this Bill,
and I maintain that the public
ought to be acquainted with the
criminal law, and will have a better op-
Portunity of becoming familiar with this
Particular part of it when it is incorpor-
Porated in a Bill of this kind. It ought
to be like the laws of King Alfred, made
as public as possible. I think, in the
Public interest, and in the interest ot all
concerned, it would be infinitely better

if a single clause, even if it be taken
from the criminal law, should be allowed
to be put into those bills as notice to the
public when it is particularly connected
with the enterprise for which the Bill is
introduced.

HON. MR. POWER-I fail to see the
force of the hon. gentleman's reasoning.
According to the theory of the hon.
gentleman each railway corporation
should have a criminal law for itself.

HON. MR. SCOTT-No. This does
not come under the general railway act,
though the generai criminal law would
apply to it.

HON. MR. POWER -The clause
provides

If any person forces or attempts to force
any gate or guard ot the said bridge, or the
approaches thereto, or if any persan wilfully
does or causee to be done any act or acte
whatsoever, whereby the said bridge, its
lights, 8tationary works, machinery, ûx-
tures or other appurtenances thereto are ob-
structed, impaired, weakened, destroyed or
injured, the person so offending.

Now if any person forces or attempts
to force a gate on one railway the penalty
should be the same as if he attempts to
force or forces it on another railway. As
it is now the criminal law makes a general
provision which applies to all those cases,
and I think it would be a most unwise
thing to incorporate it in this private Bill.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Thereis provision
made in the general Railway Act for
offences to which this particular clause is
not applicable for the reason that there
are very few railways crossing rivers of
this character. We have already on
record the terrible accident which oc-
curred at the crossing of the canal a few
years ago. It is necessary that at the
crossing of a deep chasm like the Niagara
River, ample provision should be made
to protect the public on both sides, and
the public would have more satisfactory
notification by having this clause in the
charter giving the bridge company special
powers. If you look at the General
Railway Act you will find there is a clause
for misdemeanors that apply to all rail-
ways. The clause under discussion
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should not be in the General Railway
Act, because it only applies to railways
having bridges of this character and I
think it would be a great mistake to
emasculate the Bill by leaving it out of
this Bill.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-To make this
discussion regular I move that the Bill
be not read now the third time, but that
the 27th section be amended by striking
out the word " and " in the 13 th line
and the three last lines of the clause.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Making it a
misdemeanor.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-These are the
lines to which my hon. friend from Hali-
fax has referred as making it a criminal
offence which is already defined as a
crime by the criniinal law. The Minister
of Justice has a stiong opinion as to the
impropriety of encumbering private bills
with these criminal clauses. The sub-
ject has received a great deal of consider-
ation and it is thought better that the
definition of crime should be confined to
the general law and made applicable to all
crimes of a similar character rather than
be put into an act authorizing a private
work. The argument which the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa urges in favor of
it does not seem to justify the encumber-
ing of private bills with a definition of a
crime. If it was necessary in the con-
struction of a bridge to put in a crimes
clause appropriate to that subject, it
would be equally appropriate to insert in
a bill respecting promissory notes a
provision respecting forgery, and so on
with every subject matter on which we
legislate. The criminal law should
contain, as it appears to me a definition
of crimes of all kinds, and it is to the
criminal law that everyone would look
for the knowledge of what constitutes a
crime and not to a private bill in-
corporating a private company.
It appears to me that the public would
be more likely, if there were a choice of
two modes of deflning this crime, to be
aware of the nature of it, and the pun-
ishment provided, if it were inserted in
the criminal law only than if it were in-
serted in this Bill : and I cannot
see, therefore, any reason for inserting it

HoN. MR. SCOTT.

in this Bill where it obtains less publi-
city than by inserting it in the criminal
law. I think, as a matter of order, and
in the interest of good legislation we
should not put these definitions of crime
into private bills.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I cannot at the
moment refer to them, but I know that
in a number of Acts clauses of that kind
are provided for special crimes, peculiar
to the subject matter referred to in the
Act. I find in the General Railway Act
a provision for the punishment of per-
sons wilfully obstructing an engineer.
Now there, in that instance, is a part of
the criminal law in the Act relating to
railways. I do not know that the crim-
inal law provides for the punishment of
persons injuring bridges : perhaps it does.
Has my hon. friend looked into it ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-1 have not ex-
amined it, but the Minister of Justice
informs me that the criminal law pro-
vides a penalty for the offence. If it
does not I shall take care that it does,
because the propriety and necessity of it
is strongly felt by the Minister of Justice,
and if my hon. friend will show me that
there is no provision for it in the criminal
law, I shall see that the defect is
remedied.

HON. MR. DICKEY-As Chairman
of the Committee, I may be expected to
say a word on this subject. My attention
has been called not for the first time to-
day, to the provision to which objection
is taken. I was thé first to invite the
notice of the Committee to the clause as
unusual, and, as it appeared to me, an
incongruous thing to be found in a sec-
tion of a Railway Act. I was answered
in this way, and the answer appeared tO
me a very fair one, that this was not
merely a Railway Bill, but it was a Bill
for constructing bridges, and that this
provision was intended to apply accord-
ingly. The suggestion was made that
there was no existing legislation which
would apply to it, and therefore it was
necessary that this clause should be in
the Bill. It was further stated that in
other Bills a similar provision was incor-
porated, as could be seen by reference.to
our Statute Book. I was satisfied with
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that explanation and let the Bill pass.
The discussion is narrowed down now
to a very fine point ; if there is
a provision in the criminal law
applicable to this case, perhaps it
would be, as the minister says, not very
good legislation, because it might be
drawn into a precedent hereafter, but if
the minister is not ready to point out
existing legislation which applies to this
case, then the clause should be there,
because it is certainly necessary to pro-
tect valuable property like railway
bridges. Without giving an opinion on
the matter, I simply confine it to this-
if there is no existing legislation on the
subject it ought to be in the Bill; if it is
already provided for by legislation it
need not be in the Bill.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-To meet
that, the leader of the House says that if
the Criminal Act does not provide for it
caae will be taken that some such pro-
vision shall be made. I think, rather
than establish this precedent, we had
better see that it is within the scope of
the criminal law.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The general
Criminal Act provides rather more
aMply, I think, than this law does for
this offence-at all events sufficiently.
Clause 35 is as follows:-

Everyone who unlawfully and malicious-
IY pulle or throws down, or in anywise

estroys any bridge,whether overany stream
0f Water or not, or any viaduct or aqueduct
Over or under which bridge, viaduct or aque-
duct any highway, railway or canal passes,
or does any injury with intent and so as
thereby to render such bridge, viaduct or
aqueduct, or the highway, railway or canal
Passing over or under the same, or any part
thereof, dangerous or impassable, is guilty
ifeflony and liable for imprisonnient for

That applies particularly to this case.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-Is there anything
about the lights ?

*ION. MR. ABBOTT-Clause 27 pro-
Vides

"Everyone who unlawfully and malicious-
cuts, reaks, throws down, or in anywise

e8troys any fence of any description what-soever, or any wall, stile, or gate, or any
part thereof respectively, shall on summary

conviction bè liable to a penalty not exceed-
ing five dollars over and above the amount
of the injury done."

There are provisions respecting injury
to machinery and to almost every kind
of stationery work by name. I think the
Company would be quite sufficiently pro-
tected by the law as it stands, but if, upon
examination of the law, there is any way
in which it can be amended, if it requires
amendment, then that provision ought
to apply to all bridges. We have heard
no complaint, and there has been no case
that I know of where the law as it stands
has been found insufficient. As I say,
if there is any particular in which the law
requires to be made perfect, or as nearly
so as possible, then, of course, the gen-
eral criminal Act should be amended so
as to make it applicable to all similar
structures.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. SANFORD moved the
third reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-This is an
application for legislation by the Cana-
dian Pacific Railway Company. That is
is admitted, although apparently the
Company here is under another name.
It seems to me that this application of
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
needs from us considerable attention, for
this reason : A private company ob-
tained a charter some years ago to con-
struct a road in the very locality through
which a part of this road was intended to
run. Already there is in existence there
the old Great Western Railway, now
part of the Grand Trunk Railway. A
charter was granted by the Ontario Gov-
ernment to the Niagara Central Railway
Company to construct this road, and
that company has obtained bonuses to a
considerable extent. The town of St.
Catherines aided the project to the
extent of $16,ooo, and the Company
have expended upon the work a large
amount. The Company have also pro-
cured from the Dominion Government a
charter, making the line of Dominion
importance. When in that position,
before proceeding with the work, they
negotiated with the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company to transfer to them
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the works. The Canadian Pacidic Rail-
way Company made certain propositions
which will be best understood when I
read the following letter from Mr. Van
Iorne to the President of this St.

Catherines Company :-
CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY

COMPANY.
OFFICE OF THE VICE-PRESIDENT,

MONTREAL, September 24th, 1885.

Lucius S. Oille, Esq.,
President St. Catharines & Nagara

tral Ry. Co., St. Catharines, Ont.
Cen-

DEAR Sia,

I have only now been able to lay your
letter of the 8Lh instant before our Directors.
The matter has been discussed informally,
and our Directors have expressed a willing-
ness to niake an arrangement for operating
your line in case it should be built in a
substantial nanner-simiiar in general
character to the Ontario & Quebec Railway,
located 8o as to reach the principal interests
on the Welland Canal as you have indicated
your intention of doing and extending con-
tinuously from a point on our line at or
near Cooksville to the Niagara frontier,
paying for the use thereof 35 per ceDt. of the
gross earnings, the Canadian Pacifie Com-
pany furnishing the rolling stock.

Our Directors are inclined to the opinion
that if they have all the rolling stock to
furnish the payment of 35 per cent. of the
gross earnings will be very liberal, and all
that the Company could afford. In this
connection I would again urge upon you the
importance of making an arrangement, if
possible, with the Hamilton & Northwestern
Company.

Yours truly, t

W. C. VAN BORNE,
Fice.President.

The reference to the Hamilton and
North-Western Railway Company was
simply for the purpose of passing near
Hamilton over the beach there. Upon
the strength of this letter froin Mr. Van
Horne this company expended its
money. It has expended $5o,ooo
already in cash and constructed eight
miles of the road-bed, ready to receive
the rails, the most difficult part of the
line, and has upon the ground rails, and
through the cost of the rails and other
expenditure they have laid out in all
$25o,ooo. They have incurred obliga-
tions to a very large extent, and on the
strength of his letter have gone on with
the work. Hon. gentlemen will see that
if the Canadian Pacific Railway Company

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE.

be allowed to run the new line that they
ask leave to construct along the same
route contiguous to this railway, two
being there already (that is the contem-
plated one and the Grand Trunk
Railway) you will have three railways
running there, and the point is this, that
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
on whose credit the money has been
expended, if they go on under this Bill
will entirely destroy the value of the
stock. It is true the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company say " we will give you
what money you have disbursed." I
submit that a great corporation like the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company must
not be permitted to deal in this way with
a private and weak company. Of all the
companies that come into this
House to ask for powers, not one
has such influences as are be-
hind the Canadian Pacific Railway.
There are four citi:s, many of whose re-
presentatives have places in this House,
(and I do not say that their influence is
undue or improper,) but their influences
are joined with the Canadian Pacifnc
Railway Company in destroying this
private enterprise. I do not behieve, if
the influences were as powerful again,
that this House will permit any inter-
ference of that kind without at all events
saying to the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company. " If you want this road and
if the Parliament of Canada think it is in
the public interest that you should get it,
then before you take it you must indeml-
nify those men not only for their dis-
bursements in connection with their en-
terprise but you must relieve then Of
their obligations. That is a fair propo-
sition, and I have the utmost confidence
in the character of this hon. House tO
believe that no weak company can be
driven to the wall through its vote on
occasions like this. My proposal if yoU
are satisfied that in the public interest
this route is demanded, is -to protect the
vested interest of the local company by
saying to this vast corporation that they
not only get their works, but theY
must assume their liabilities alsO*
For that equitable purpose
have drawn up an amendiment
which it will be difficult for anY
reasonable man, or judge, if it came
fore him, to resist. There is promn 1
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to this line, I may say, from the Domin- Railway it would be ete$y powerless,
ion Government, a subsidy of $S;.2oo per 4iut I call yourattention.4gajin tQ the iet-
mile : that, as well as the other assets, ter upon the fèith of which they have
will be handed over in case of an agree- gone on, and expended their anoney and
ment between the two Companies. I incurred other liabilities, and I think
move that there be added to the end of that this House, a judicial and not a
the third clause the following words :- political body, will look at the right.of

«Provided alway8, that iEfore availing the matter and do what it .should to pro-"~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~~ý Prvddawyta eoeaahgtect the weak against the strong. I ttustthemselves ot the powers hereby granted i .h
respect of that part of the line betwèen St. there will be little difficulty in carrying
Catharines and the Niagara River, the Com- this amendment to the Bill.
pany shall pay to the St. Catharines and
Niagçra Central Railway Company their HON. MR. SCOTT-The hon. mem-
actual penditure and respest ofthe ber from Toronto has assumed a number
railway undertaking between the St. Cath- of circumstances of which there is no
arines and Niagara River, and shall also evidence before the House, and, certain-
assume ail the liabilities under ail the bona ly, there was none before the committee.
ide contracte of the St. Catharines and In the first place the charter that we.Niagara Central Ilailwav Company nowhaetd
existing, and in case o ispute as to the under consideration is a charter for
amount of such expenditure and liabilities a through railway line which practically
to be assunied by the Company, the extends from Windsor, opposite Detroit,
question as to such amount shail be sub- through London, Woodstock, Brantford
nitted to the ,rbitration of two persons, and Hamilton to the bridge over theone to be cho-en by the Company and N . .
the other by t"e St. Catharines and Niagara Niagara River. Not a word is said
Central Railway Company, and a third to about St. Catharines. One of the
be appointed by the persons so named; gentlemen who appeared before that
and such reference, including the ap- committee was extremely sensitive lest
pointment of arbitrators, and the third the company should avoid goingarbitrator or umpire shall be subject to
the provisions of the ' Common Law Pro- to St. Catharines. He said be was
cedure Act of the Province of Ontario' and extremely anxious that the Canadian
the 'Judicature Act of Ontario,' and upon Pacific Railway should run through St.
such payment and assumption of liabilities, Catherines. I believe it is to be a partor in the event of dispute as aforeeaid, upon or the lne but there is no reference
gi ving security to be approved by a J udge of
any otthe Divisions of the High Court of whatever to St. Catherines in this Bill,
Justice for the Province of Ontario, or if the and there certainly was no evidence of
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Railway it given before the Cornmittee, nor would
Compary shall refuse to accept such pay- it matter, for it does necessarily followment or securitv the Company shall be en-
titled to take 'posssession of and use any that the line which this Company will
work done by the St. Catharines and Nia- occcupy encroaches on any other line
gara Central Railway Company or said between St. Catherines and the Niagara
portion of the Railway, and the said Con- River. I say the question of vested
pany are hereby authorized to and shall rights is not a difficulty which arises inat the tinie of making such payment there-
upon hand over to the Company in so far this particular case. The St. Catherines
as they can lawfully do so ail the plans, & Niagara Central Railway Company
moneys, rights, claims and bonuses was incorporated under a charter of the
acquired or held by them in connection with Provincial Legislature, granted as far
said ortion of said railway : Provided that back as the 4th of March, 1881. It wasthe C ompany shall, within sixty days from
the passing of the Act, declare its intention chartered to construct a line from St.
to take over the said work and the St. Catherines to some point at or near the
Catharines and Niagara Central Railway village of Bismark, thence to a point
Company shall not during the said sixtY near the village of Smithsville, both indays enter into any new contract. the County of Lincoln, to Caledonia or

Now the proposition which I have read a point at or near the Canfield station of
is one that I consider eqitable and fair. the Grand Trunk Railway, where it was
The reason it is proposed is this, that to intersect the Hamilton & North-
this private company feels that against western Railway near Hamilton, and was
the vast influence of the Canadian Pacific to have a branch of the said line to the
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,village of Queenston in the County of
Lincoln, It appears that the portion of
the line. which· the South Ontario &
Pacific may encroach upon was
really the last thought of the pro-
moters of the St. Catherines & Niag-
ara Central Railway. The objective
point of that railway seemed to be Smiths-
ville. The Committee were not aware
that the South Ontario & Pacific Road
would really be intruding on the charter
of the St. Catharines & Niagara Central
Railway if Smithsville was one of their
objective points. Five years elapsed
and nothing was done by the latter
Company. They several times applied
to the Local Legislature to have their
charter amended, and they got a charter
to run from Hamilton to Toronto on
ground which was already occupied by
another company. They also obtained
a charter to approach the city of Hamil-
ton by a spur, and the Company had
power to do almost anything they pleased
in the counties of Haldimand and Lin-
coln, and it would be almost im-
possible for any other company to
get through those counties under
the rights this Company seemed to
hold under their charter. They were
getting some financial assistance from
St. Catharines, and it was quite evident
it was essentially a line the promotion of
which struck at vested interests, and
which I maintain were- interests that
were not respected either by the Provin-
cial Legislature or by the Federal Parlia-
ment, more particularly in that narrow
gut between the head of Lake Erie and
the end of Lake Ontario, where the
objective point of so many of our rail-
ways is the Niagara River. But this
railway is a through line from Windsor
through the cities we have named to
Niagara River. Its objective point is
different from the Niagara & St. Cathar-
ines Central Railway, inasmuch as they,
the South Ontario & Pacific, have author-
ity to construct a bridge below the Falls.
It was evidently intended that theyshould
approach the Niagara River somewhere
about the Cantilever Bridge or Suspen-
sion Bridge of the Grand Trunk RailWay.
In 1884 they obtained a bridge charter
and the objective point was in the neigh-
borhood of Queenston, and it will be
seen that in the present Bill before us

HON. MR. SCOTT.

St. Catharines is not alluded to as .the
point which they may even touch and
the gap becomes much wi<er as they
approach the Niagara River, one objec-
tive point being Queenston and the
other below the Falls. It is assumed
that the money expended by the St.
Catharines and Niagara Central Railway
Company will be of some benefit to the
South Ontario and Pacific Railway, but
that can be established in no sense unless
they touch St. Catharines and run over
the same country between St. Catharines
and the Niagara River. There is really
no evidence of that being the case, but
there is the fact that the objective points
at the Niagara River are different, one
being below the Falls and the other be-
ing in the vicinity of Queenston. Gen-
tlemen who know the lo"ality can practi-
cally appreciate the fact. But there is
this to be said, that the promoters of the
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Rail-
way have now had six years to build this
road and they do not appear to have
expended as yet more than $5o,ooo in
the project. It cannot be said to be
in the interests of the people of this
country that a railway charter
granted by the Provincial Legislature
should stand in the way of a through
line, because a portion of the through
line traverses a section of the country
which locally another railway has a char-
ter over. I do not think for a moment
that can be seriously argued. The hon.
gentleman from Toronto says that in
1885, Mr. Van Horne wrote a letter to
this Company. I think he did write
that letter, and the question was asked
before the Committee whether the offer
contained in that letter had been accept-
ed by the St. Catharines & Niagara Cen-
tral Railway Company, and the promoters
of the road were not able to say that it
was. It was quite apparent that nothing
had been done on the strength of that
letter, at all events within a year, and it
was thought to be rather too preposter-
ous to assume that persons had advanced
money on a letter written a year before
wirhout making enquiry whether the let-
ter was still in force or whether the prop-
osition was one which Mr. Van Horne
would carry out in 1886 or 1887. But
there is this fact which must, of course,
satisfy the House more than any other,
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andithat is the matter was thoroughly
discussed in the Lower House, and it was
there referred to a sub-committee of the
Railway Cornmittee to report on all the
facts. That sub-committee reported to
the general Committee that they had
passed the Bill as it stands. The subject
was thoroughly discussed in the Railway
Committee of this House, and the
rnembers of the Committee seemed
to be fully' satisfied that there was
no reason why the Bill should
be staid in its progress. But the
attention of the Committee was not drawn
to a number of points, a substantial one
being that which I have drawn the atten-
tion of the House to to-day, that the
charter of the St. Catherines and Niagara
contract was granted as far back as 1 881,
and to-day it was shown that they had
only partially constructed or thrown up
,a road bed over eight miles with an
actual expenditure in that long term of
only $5o,ooo. I do not think the
Federal Parliament would be justified in
obstructing the construction of a through
line across those counties because it
happened to enter on a territory which
was occupied hy a local railway. That
local railway was a provincial one, and
it has not yet acquired a vested right,
before the Federal Parliament certainly,
because it only comes in before us the
present year for a Federal charter, and
therefore it can have no priority over the
«Bill which is now before the House.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-During
the present session an Act has been
passed declaring the St. Catharines and
Niagara Central to be a railway for the
general interest of Canada.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Yes, it has gone
through Parliament this session, pari
Passu with this Bill, and therefore it can-
not be contended that it has acquired
any vested interest, because the two Bills
are being considersed in the one session
of the same Parliament. It is only over
a certain section of the line that the St.
Catharines and Niagara Central has this
charter, obtained in 1881, which it prac.
tically forfeited because it had not begun
construction for five years. It would
'have lo3t its charter but for the fact that
it was revived at its termination, very

properly, by the Local Legislature, but
the Company ought not to be allowed to
keep in perpetuity a statute of that kind
in force against other corporations that
are ready to expend money and build
this railway. It is quite clear as the
objective points of the two roads are dif-
ferent that they are not running over the
same ground more particularly as St.
Catharines is not mentioned in the Bill.
It was pointed out forcibly that Smiths-
ville is the point through which the road
might run. If they run through Smiths-
ville the Company would say this is our
special property because it is on our line.
The main line to St. Catharines is
through Smithsville so that Smithsville
really belongs to the St. Catharines and
Niagara Railway Company. I make
this explanation as showing to the House
that the subject was thcroughly dis-
cussed before the committee and ad-
judicated upon, and my hon. friend, per-
haps, is not aware that at the third read-
ing of a private Bill, if he proposes to
place on record an amendment, it is due
to the House that notice of it shall be
given on the order paper. This he has
not done, and, therefore, his amendment
cannot be entertained.

HON. MR. OGILVIE--Before the
Railway Committee, and the day pre-
vious to the meeting of the Committee
I saw the pronoters of this railway, and
the hon. gentleman frorm Erie in stating
his case, said that $26o,ooo had been
expended and various large liabilities be-
sides that had been incurred by the
Company. Now, certainly two of the
gentlemen who are at the head of this
railway told me themselves, in this build-
ing, that they had expended only be-
tween $5o,ooo and $6o,ooo, and had
incurred liabilities altogether which
might come to $15o,ooo. So it makes
a vast difference as to the question of
fact when the hon. gentleman from Erie
speaks of this large Company over-riding
this small Company. The hon. gentle-
man spoke as if this matter had not been
looked into, and as if the House were
passing this measure without due con-
sideration. But I can assure gentlemen
who were not on that Committee or in
that room, that it was all carefully dis-
cussed and looked into, and that was the
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place to have brought forward necessary
amendments, if any were needed, instead
of now bringing in an amendment which
is nearly as long as the Bi-l itself. :Ger-
tainly hon. gentlemen should not be led
away under the impression that this is .a
big railway company that is trying to
over-ride a smaller one. It was all
thoroughly discussed in the Committee,
and instead of $e6o,ooo being expended,
besides large liabilities as stated by the
hon. gentleman from Brie-

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-I beg the
hon. gentleman's pardon. 1 stated that
$6o,ooo was the disbursement, but that
the liabilities incurred amounted to
$26o,ooo.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-My hearing is
as good as that of any hon. gentleman in
this House, and the statement certainly
was $26o,ooo. Very little complaint
was made against this Bill in the Com-
mittee Room, and all seemed to be thor-
oughly satisfied with what had been done
that day. I do not think any injustice
is being done to any company or any
individual, as this company is quite
willing to take over the works of the St.
Catharines & Niagara Central Company,
if they are prepared to give them up, and
pay them all the money they have
expended.

HON. MR. POWER-Why not put
that in the Bill ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-I rise to a point
of order. I ask the Speaker whether
this amendment is in order without no-
tice on the third reading of the Bill.

THE SPEAKER-It is provided and
laid down as a rule that-

" Upon the third reading, in the case of a
private Bill, no amendnent may be made
except of a verbal nature, and if it is wished
to make any material change the Bill must
be referred back to Committee of the Whole.
Under the rule previously cited, a day's no-
tice must be given of any important aniend-
ment at this stage. A Bill may, however,
be aniended on the third reading after notice.
Sometimes on a motion for third reading a
Bill will be agin referred to the Select
Committee for the purpose of further con-
sidering it."

HON. MR. OGILVIE

This will be govened by the tule
requiring notice. Therefore, the amend-
ment is not -in oder.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gentle-
man may move, if he pleases, that the
Bill be committed to a Conmittee of the
Whole House to be amended.

HoN. MR. SCOTT - Not without
notice.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-I move
that the Bill be referred to a Committee
of the Whole House for the purpose of
amending it in the direction of my
motion.

THE SPEAKER - The Bill can-
not be amended without notice. The
question before the House is on the third
reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-As I understand
the authority read by the Speaker it is to
the effect that an amendment cannot be
moved to a private Bill on a third read-
ing, and that we cannot refer it to a
Committee of the Whole for the purpose
of being amended?

THE SPEAKER - Unless notice
is given ; you cannot do it without
notice.

HON. MR. POWER-I should like to
see the authority for a moment.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The Speaker
has already decided the question.

HON. MR. POWER-The authority
of the Speaker in this House is not ex-
actly the same as the authority of the
Speaker in the other House, and it is
customary to discuss here points of
order. This very bill has been already
amended at the instance of the Leader of
the Government and at my suggestion.

THE SPEAKER-No objection was
made. I was asked to give my author-
ity. If the hon. gentleman will allow
me I will again read the authority.

HON. MR. MILLIER-! do not think
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there is any doubt about the point of
order at al. t

HON. MR. POWER-I call the atten-
tion of the Speaker to the 4 4 th Rule of t
this House, which says :-

" A Senator may, at any time before a bill
bas passed, move for the re-consideration of
any clause thereof already passed."

HON. MR. MILLER-Notice is un-
derstood. A substantial amendment of
this kind cannot be made without notice.

HoN. MR. POWER-I have known
the hon. gentleman from Richmond
himself to allow amendment to private
bills under similar circumstances.

HON. MR. MILLER-The hon. gen-
tleman is mistaken : he is reading from
rule 44 under the heading of "Public
Bills."

HON. MR. POWER-I did not pro-
pose to say anything with regard to this
Bill ; because I haa not any particular
objection to the third reading ; but I
think the course taken with respect to it
both in the Committee and in the House
renders it necessary that a little attention
should be paid to it.

THE SPEAKER-It being six o'clock
I leave the Chair.

AFTER RECESS.

HON. MR. POWER-I rather regret
that I have been, through the force of
circumstances, obliged to say anything
about this Bill. I do not wish my
Position in connection with it to be
risunderstood. I was not oppQsed to
the Bill. On the contrary I was in favor
Of it because I think on the whole it is
beneficial measure. But it happens that
the promoters of the Bill were numerous
and powerful, and the people who were
seeking to have the Bill amended so as
to protect rights which they felt they had,
were not very powerful and not very
n1unerous, and it seemed to me that in
the committee there was a disposition on
the part of those who had a giant's power
to use it like a giant and not give the
sialler party a reasonable hearing. It

22

was a case of the weaker vessel going to
he wall, and it was because I thought
hat it was the disposition in the com-
miittee. where this Bill was discussed, not
o give a fair and reasonable hearing to
certain amendments which were proposed,
that my sympathies were naturally influ-
enced in favor of the weaker party. As
I understand, the Bill is not now in such
a position that it can be amended without
the common consent of the House, and
that consent it is clear cannot be had.
I wish to say that, in addition to the
general principle of giving a weak party
fair play and a fair hearing, there is an-
other feature in connection with this Bill
which deserved some consideration, and
that is, we are establishing a bad preced-
ent, by legislation of this kind. The
St. Catharines and Niagara Central Rail-
way Company had got a charter from the
Local Legislature of Ontario. The char-
ter was secured some years ago, and the
Company not being very strong did not
do anything under their charter for some
considerable time. That charter was
continued by the Ontario Legislature and
a bill declaring it to be a work for the
general advantage of Canada and con-
firming its local charter has passed both
Houses of this Parliament. The pro-
moters of that Bill, the Niagara Central
Railway Company, have spent a consid-
erable sum of money in the construction
of their Railway. That money has been
spent between St. Catharines and Niagara
Falls. The Canadian Pacific Railway
Company come in and take a charter
which overlaps the charter of the Niagara
& St. Catharines Railway Company.
The line upon which the smaller com-
pany propose to build their road will be
a portion of the line which the Canadian
Pacific Railway propose to build nnder
the charter which is now before us. The
Canadian Pacific Railway Company as
a matter of course cannot be competed
with by this local company and it must
go to the wall. They have done a
certain amount of work, and for that
work, I think they ought to be
compensated. The principle of granting
a charter to cover just the same ground
which is covered by an existing charter,
where the people who hold the existing
charter have commenced to work, is a
very dangerous one. I fancy if it is
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understood in England and the United
States that the holding of a charter from
the Canadian Parliament is no guarantee
that another charter will not be granted
to cover the same ground in the same
session or the session after, it will be
very difficult for promoters of railways in
Canada to secure money in the money
markets of the world. The precedent
is a very dangerous one in that way.
But supposing the ground taken by the
hon. gentleman from Ottawa is correct,
and that this Compary is not in a posi-
tion to build this road which they have
undertaken to build which may be the
case ; it seems to me it was the duty of
the Railway Committee to have inserted
a provision in this Bill that the people
who had built a few miles of the road
should be reimbursed for their expendi-
ture, and I regret very much 4hat there
is no provision in this Bill for that reim-
bursement. It may be that the demands
of the promoters of the existing Com-
pany were greater than they ought to
>e, but poss;bly if a little time had

been given-if the matter had been
discussed more deliberately and tem-
perately befor the Railway Committee, a
reasonable agreement might have been
arrived at, and the Bill would not go
through in the shape in which it is now.
There is no provision made that the men
who have spent money in this under-
taking will be reimbursed for their outlay.
The new road may go just over the line
that they have built, and then they will
be that much money out of pocket.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-Anything
that I may say, I do not suppose it will
change the opinion of members of this
House, as far as this Bill is concerned,
but as a member of the Senate I consi-
der it my duty to make a few remarks
on this question. If I am to take for
granted what the member for Ottawa
says, that this road is intended for a
through line, I am satisfied that the
Canadian Pacific Railway themselves if
they consider which is the best route,
will never go under the mountain. I am
not afraid of the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way. I have been their friend when they
wanted friends, but I think they should
take warning by what has occurred in
this counry before. The Great Western

HON. MR. POWER.

Railway was built as a through line from
the Niagara to the Detroit River. The
influence of Hamilton got that road to
run through Hamilton-down into the
basin, and had the effect of destroying
the railway as a through line.
It could not compete with other lines
that were built on the level flat above the
mountain. The loop line was built and
the result was to embarrass the company
in the money markets of the world, and
I consider that the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company is to-day committing the
same blunder. If what the hon. member
from Ottawa says is true, that they intend
this as a through line, they are making a
great mistake. If it were intended as a
local line it would be right enough.
Does any one suppose that if it were
intended as a through line it could com-
pete with a line where a locomotive of
the same power wili haul one third more
on that level flat back of the mountain
than they can going under the mountain ?
They have to go ten or fifteen miles out
of the way to go under the mountain. I
am not opposing this Bill. The village
cf Smithsville has about 1200 inhabitants.
I am not advocating the interests of
Smithsville, but I am advocating the
interests of a certain locality for several
miles back of the mountain that has no
railway facilities, although it has been
taxed for the construction of the Pacific
railway and other lines in this country.
As far as the Niagara Central is concerned,
I have not very much to say. I suppose
the Niagara Central Company went tO
work and built that railway tO
benefit their people, and probably
as a matter of speculation, but .I
consider that the action of this House is
doing away with vested rights. This
Company got a local charter, and Parlia-
ment fias just passed a bill confirmTling
that charter ; it only awaits the sanction
of the Governor-General, and yet we are
here sacrificing their property by this
Bill. I do not like to speak of what
took place in the Railway Comrnittee
other day. Why, this Bill was passed
with levity and laughter over the interests
of this Company being sacrificed ! By
enacting this Bill you give the Company
the right to build another line under the
mountain, making three lines of railway
in a stretch of country only two miles
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wide, whereas there is no railway for
thirty miles on that flat country back
of the mountain. You may say that is
none of our business-let the Company
build a railway where they think proper,
but the more the railway costs and the
more expense is involved in running it
the more will have to be taken out of the
people to make it pay. The only
amendment I would offer to the Bill-I
am satisfied it would not carry, because
I offered the same amendment in
the Committee on Railways and Canals
-is to omit the word "Hamilton"
and let the company build the road from
Brantford to the Niagara River, taking
the best line they think proper. If that
were done I am satisfied they would
take the line I advocate.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am a
member of the Committee on Railways,
and I do not think what was done would
justify the hon. member in sayng that
there was any approach to levity or what
the hon. member from Halifax said about
the weaker party not having an oppor-
tunity to have their views fairly consid-
ered. I am sure the Committee consid-
ered every statement that was made to
them patiently and considered the
question carefully. So far as the vested
rights of railway companies are concern-
ed I do not think the weak company
should have the right to block the way
any of railway enterprise. If you look at
that portion of Canada where this railway
goes, I believe you will have not merely
two or three hnes there, but half-a-dozen
in a few years, and to say that a weak
company shall get an Act of incorpora-
tion and hold it for years without per-
forming any work, in order to speculate
on the charter is absurd. I do not say
it is the case in this instance, but I
believe that companies holding charters
which they cannot use are causing great
injury to the country. In this railway
business I believe in the survival of the
fittest. If this company cannot compete
With the stronger one let it go to the
Wall.

HON. MR. POWER-If your money
were in the weaker company you would
tot think so.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I should
be careful not to invest my money in
weak stock. If this Company have spent
money in any works which will be of
value, I believe the South Ontario Paci-
fic Railway Company will be likely to
take it off their hands ; but they can
hardly ask this Flouse to compel that
Company to pay for what would be of
no value at all, and it would not be in
the public interest to do so.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY moved the
third reading of Bill (45) " An Act fur-
ther to amend the Act respecting the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company."

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-When
this Bill came before this House on Friday
last there was an unusual conversation,
not a debate, going on over one of those
notorious divorce cases that had occu-
pied the attention of the House for
several days previously and this Bill was
read the second time without my knowl-
edge and I think without the knowledge
of my hon. friend to my right, in whose
charge it was. However, I immediately
drew the attention of the House to the
fact that I wished to offer an amendment
and also to the fact that the Bill was not
printed in Senate form but was only be-
fore the House as it came from the
House of Commons. Now, there has
been no sitting of the House since Friday
until to-day and I had no opportunity of
giving notice of amendment until now.
I have given notice that I will move an
amendment, a very short and not very
important one, to this Bill on Wednesday,
and I ask my hon. friend to let the Bill
stand over until then. If he does not I
shall be compelled to go on now to give
some of the reasons why I ask to make
the small amendment that I propose,
and I am certain that as soon as the

r House is in possession of the facts which
I am prepared to give them, there will be
only one conclusion and that is that the
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amendment ought to be carried. Does
my hon. friend consent to postpone the
third reading of the Bill until Wednesday?

HON. MR. McKINDSEY-No.

HoN. GENTLEMEN-Go or.

HON. MR. McINNES-The reason
why I propose to make this amendment
is this :-You will find in the i9 th line
of the preamble of the bill the following:
" That under the powers already pos-
sessed by the Company it has construct-
ed branch lines to the City of Vancouver
ar*i to the City of New Vestminster."
I desire to strike out the words, " to
the City of Vancouver," and for the
following reason : A little over one year
ago the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany undertook to extend their line-
not to build a branch-but to extend the
main line from Port Moodie to Van-
couver. They pass.ed through private
property and took possession of the
whole foreshore of Burrard Inlet for a
distance of twelve miles. They passed
through property that a few months be-
fore realized at the rate of two or three
thousand dollars per acre, and ail the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company of-
fered those property-holders wasfrom $20

to $30 per acre. The consequence was
that the property owners applied to one
of the Supreme Court Judges of British
Columbia to restrain the Railway Com-
pany. The application was granted.
The Canadian Pacific Railway Company
then applied to another British Columbia
Supreme Court Judge, who gave a
different decision altogether. The
result of these conflicting decisions
was that the case was brought
before the full bench in British Columbia
and four out of the five judges decided
that the company had no right whatever
under their charter to extend their road
from Port Moody to Vancouver. The
consequence was, an injunction was
placed on the company and the work
was stopped, and not until some three
or four months afterwards did the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company
attempt to do anything in the matter.
Finally the company succeeded in getting
a man who owned fifty acres of land in
Vancouver, through which the company's

road passed taking about one-fifth of an
acre altogether for railway purposes, to
allow his name to be used and to appeal
the case from the Supreme Court of
British Columbia to the Dominion
Supreme Court. The case was brought
to Ottawa and it was to al] intents and
purposes the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company vs. the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way Company. Instead of bringing out
the strong points or the arguments in
favor of sustaining the decision rendered
by the British Columbia Court they were
suppressed. The decision of the full
bench of the British Columbia Court was
reversed and the injunction was dissolved.
Almost immediately after the adverse
decision of the Supreme Court of the
Dominion-the real parties aggrieved-
those who had been wronged by their
property being taken away from them-
some twelve of thern in number-applied
to the British Columbia Bench for an
appeal to the Supreme Court here. That
application was granted, and I may say
further that the necessary funds to carry
it from the Supreme Court of Canada
here, if they give a similar judgment to
what they did before-are on deposit tO
carry the case to the Privy Council of
England, and I have the word myself
of two Supreme Court Judges of Ilritish
Columbia that if the case is brought be-
fore the Privy Council it will be reversed
in less than five niinutes. We are asked
in the 5th section of this Bill to enact
that " the location of the branch line of
the Company between Port Moody and
the city of Vancouver is hereby ratified
and confirmed." Now, hon. gentlemen,
why should they come here to this Par-
liament and ask for a ratification of their
illegal and unwarranted and unauthor-
ized acts ? Because they know and feel
that it was an illegal act, otherwise there
would be no necessity for them to be
here asking us to legalize their wrong-
doing. I have no fault to find with the
other portions of the Bill. The exten-
sion to New Westminster and other
places is ail right as far as I know, but I
do ask in the name of Justice that these
poor people, whose property has been
taken away from them, should have
their rights protected. I have no interest
whatever myself in the property in ques-
tion and am perfectly disinterested, but

HoN. MR. McINNES.
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I ask in the interest of those poor wrong-
ed people that that portion of the Bill I1
mentioned be expunged. It cannot in-
jure the Canadian Pacific Railway Com- 1
pany. The road is built and run into
Vancouver and I only ask to have this
portion of the Bill expunged so that it
will not prejudice the case that is now
pending in the courts. I think it is only
reasonable and just and I hope that the
House will take that favorable and con-
sistent view of it. If the decision of the
Suprerne Court of Canada is confirmed
by the Privy Council then the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company have only to
ask to have this extension confirmed and
I an sure that I for one will not object
to it, but in the meantime I do ask that
that portion be expunged.

HON. \1R. KAULBACH-Will they
not be obliged to pay for the land they
go through even if this Act is passed.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The hon. sena-
tor has made rather a grave charge
against the highest court of Canada in
stating that they have become parties-
I could scarcely believe my ears that -he
intended to convey the full meaning his
words imply-that they have become
parties to a fraud.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-l said
nothing of the kind. What I said was
this : that the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company got a certain individual in
British Columbia to allow them to use
his name to make an appeal here.

HON. MR. SCOTT-And that the
Canadian Pacific Railway paid the ex-
Penses ; that the case was not argued
and the facts were not brought out before
the Courts.

HON. MR. McINNES (B. C.)-Yes,
I said the trial was a sham and I say so
still.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I understood
the hon. gentleman correctly ; it is a re-
flection on the Court and if the hon.
gentleman would read the judgment he
Would withdraw his words which reflect
on the highest Court in Canada. The
case was ably argued before the full

Court. It was not only argued on be-
ialf of the Respondent, Major, by his
counsel but it was also argued by no
ess a gentleman than Mr. Albert
Ritchards, Q. C., who happened to be
in Ottawi and asked to be allowed to
be added to the list of counsel on be-
half of the Respondent. If I were to
read the points he took my hon. friend
would say that he took the strongest
points that possibly could be made.
They necessarily were few. They simply
were limited to the interpretation of the
statute which gives extraordinary power to
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
to build what other railways were not
allowed to build-branches in all direc-
tions. Thev could build branches 500
miles in length. They are to-day build-
ing a branch line from Sudbury to Sault
Ste. Marie.

HON. MR. McINNES-This is not a
branch ; it is an extension of the main
line.

qON. MR. SCOTT-This other that
I speak of is a line running almost everv-
where with the main line to Sault Ste.
Marie. If the hon. gentleman has read
the decision of the Supreme Court he
will see that each one of the judges says
in his own language that it would be a
very extraordinary thing to say that this
company could not build a railway some
12 or 14 miles in a particular direction
where it was authorized to build in every
other direction for 5oo or a iooo miles.
As one of the Judges put it, Judge
Gwynne, he says on the argument of the
respondent himself, he could not con-
tend that there was not ample power
under the law for the Pacific Railway to
have gone eight or ten miles on their
own line and by a devious course to
have gone down to the harbor so that
they would not then have been extend-
ing the terminal line from Port Moody.
The Court considered it altogether too
ludicrous an explanation to give to the
law, and they very properly considered
that there was ample power. The
curious part of the judgment is that the
learned Chief Justice in British Colum-
bia, who felt himself bound to differ
from the judge before whom it came in
the first instance-that is Mr. Justice
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Grey, a gentleman who is probably
known to many of our Senators as hav-
ing occupied a seat in Parliament some
years ago, and who now occupies a high
position in British Columbia-decided
that the Company had ample power un-
der their charter. In the appeal from
his judgment, Chief Justice Begbie uses
those extraordinary words. He says
with reference to the conclusion that he
had arrived at after reading the language
of the statute strictly :-

" I do so necessarily, with regret, because
I think the decision contrary to the inter-
ests of everybody in the Province, including
the plaintiffs themselves."

In the face of that one would scarcely
contend that there were any merits. The
learned Chief Justice, commenting upon
that paragraph of Mr. Justice Begbie's
decision says :-

"IIt will, therefore, no doubt, give pleasure
to the Chief Justice, as it is most satisfac-
tory to me, to feel that this Court has been
enabled to arrive at a conclusion which must
be gratifying to everybodv within the prov-
ince (It is evident the hon. gentleman from
New Westminster is alone excluded froin
the gratification) and it ought to be equally
so to the Plaintiffs. It is not often in contro-
versial litigation that it is made apparent
that the interests of all parties, the public
included, are identical and are secure by the
judicial determination of the controversy."

Justice Strong concurred ; Justice
Fournier, who had been Minister of
Justice, says -

"I think the point is very clear. The
Canadian Pacifie Railway Act says that the
consolidated Railway Act of 1879 shall be
applicable to the Company in so far
as it is possible and as far as its
provisions are not rep gnant." The ques-
tion is whether we find authority in the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Act to extend
their line of railway, and this seems to me to
be given in such plain words that I cannot
see how the contrary eau be suggested.

I think there is very little room for inter-
pretation. The reasoning of Mr. Justice
Gray is so convincing that I cannot but
adopt his conclusions. Mr. Justice Tasche-
reau says:-" I am of opinion that this Bill
should be allowed for the reasons given by
the Chief Justice."

Justice Gwynne says
"It is I think of no importance whether

the work proposed to be constructed by the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company be called
a branch 'or an 'extension.' I can see no
difficulty in a branch line of railway being
constructed from the extremity of the main

HON. MR. SCOTT.

line. But whatever may be its most appro-
priate designation I concur in the opinion
that the Governmedt have power under their
Act of incorporation to construct it subject
to the provisions of the Consolidated Rail-
way Act as to acquiring right of way."

Now we ourselves have provided in the
general railway Act, which is applicable
to the Pacific Railway Company that they
cannot take a foot of this ground without
first paying for it.

HON. MR. McINNES-But they have
taken it without leave or license.

HON. MR. SCOTT-They cannot do
so without first depositing with the Court
a sum equivalent to double the value of
the land. Therefore, no possible injury
could be inflicted upon dissentient
parties, but it would foil them in the at-
tempt to squeeze a large sum of money
out of the corporation, because if it were
held that the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company were proceeding in violation
of their charter, it must be apparent to
everybody that every acre of land which
they traverse, and every acre on either
side of the line down to Vancouver is
largely increased in value, and that the
owners of the land must have received a
large increase, and must be receiving a
larger sum than they could possibly have
reason to expect under another condition
of thins.

HON. MR. McINNES-The lands in
question have very materially depreciated
in value.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Will the hon.
gentleman tell this House that befere it
was contemplated to build the Pacific
Railway the land was sold for within
three or four hundred per cent. of what
it will sell for to-day ? I ask any sensi-
ble man if the effect of constructing a
railway in a country like that must
necessarily depreciate the value of land
along the interval of fourteen miles
traversed by the road ?

HON. MR. McINNES-I say in this
instance the land intervening between
Part Moody and Vancouver has been
depreciated between two and three hun-
dred per cent. in value. It is true that
at Vancouver itself the land has gone up
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probably ten thousand per cent. in value,
but the value of the land along the fore-
shore especially in the neighborhood of
Port Moody has been rendered valueless
by the action of the Company.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is absurd to
tell anybody vho is at all conveisant
with the effect of the building of railways
in this country that the construction of
the Pacific Railway introducing a traffic
of the character of the Pacific Railway
traffic, is going to depreciate the value
of property. Supposing it were, and if
there were anything in the reasoning or
arguments of my hon. friend, which I
ani somewhat incredulous to believe-
ie Canadian Pacific Railway Company
vould pay the depreciation. They have
to submit themselves to the law of the
country in expropriating property and if
they have gone on and taken this property
without paying for it they can be forced
into the courts and made to pay its value.
The Company are bound to name their
arbitrator; the land owner names his
arbitrator and they two agree upon the
third. Can any injury be done under
such circumstances ? We had this
discussion up incidentally before the
Committee, but it did not appear that
under our system of granting compensa-
tion to land owners that any single
instance could be quoted where in
Canada in the 12,ooo miles of railway
that have now been built a land owner
has been specially injured by the
Construction of a railway over or in the
vicinity of his property because such
ample provision is made under our law
to give compensation. It is a notorious
fact that the award is always given
against the railway company and there-
fore no special harm can arise to those
Parties owning property between
Vancouver and Port Moody.

HON. MR. McINNES-Injury has
been done.

. HON. MR. SCOTT-No doubt it
mfjured property at Port Moody, when
the company carried the railway on to
Vancouver. Take the City of Pembroke
for inst'ance. When the railway ran up
to Pembroke property had a boom
there. When the railway was con-

tinued on to the west the Pembroke
property did not go up to the same ex-
tent and so it is with every town and
village in Canada. Once you cease to
limit a railway to a particular point, pro-
perty will not continue to rise as it does
at terminal points.

HON. MR. McINNES-You were a
member of the Government that did
limit the terminus to Port Moody.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I assume that
the Company paid for their property at
Port Moody and if they have not paid
for it they are still liable for payment.
Supposing it to be possible that they
have not paid for it, the Pacific Railway
Company would be liable as a trespasser,
not merely for the value of the land, but
for the trespass that they had committed
in building their line illegally. The hon.
gentleman says that this case ought to
be appealed. This Parliament is not
going to favor any appeal unless a case
of hardship can be shown. I do not
think the Privy Council would take up
this appeal. It depends entirely on the
construction of our own statute law and
I do not think that the Privy Council
would differ from the construction put
upon the statute by the five judges whom
I have named because they all give their
reasons, and my hon. friend has really
no ground for saying that this case was
not fairly argued, because as I have al-
ready shown him not only was the coun-
sel for the Respondent present, but-

HON. MR. McINNES-L-Were the five
judges here unanimous ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-No; Judge
Henry dissented; but I will read you a
part of the argument of Mr. Richards,
Q.C., who was present and argued the
case, showing that it was not a sham.

HON. MR. McINNES-It was a sham.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The plaintiffs'
contention was that Port Moody was
made a terminus under the charter. Mr.
Richards was counsel in a similar case
pending against the Company, and asked
leave to be heard as amnicus curie. By
consent of counsel for appellants such
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leave was granted. It did not seem that
the appellants' counsel were very much
alarmed at anything that could be
brought out in an argument against their
case. Mr. Richards said :-

" The Company are seeking to exercise
the right of eminent domain, and must have
express authority to do so. Section 25 of
the charter shows what extension means.
See Pierce on Railways (1), Morawitz on
Private Corporations (2). The Company
can build the road to Port Moody
and build branches, but there is no author-
ity to extend the road beyond Port Moody.
Large sums of money have been expended
by property owners at Port Moody on the
strength of it being the terminus of the
road.'

The learned counsel here referred to
several authorities, so that it is really not
fair to the Supreme Court of Canada to
say that they did not give the matter
due consideration. If the hon. gentle-
man will only take the trouble
of reading the long judgment in
my hands, I think he will discharge
them of being particijs criminis in any
attempt of the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company to do an injustice to the
people of Port Moody. I hope the hon.
gentleman is not serious in pressing his
amendment. It is not one which the
House can now consider, particularly in
a case where our courts have held that
they have authority to deal with the sub-
ject, and the effect of the amendment
would simply be to endeavor to throw
confusion into the work already con-
structed and in operation, and to weaken
the securities on which moneys have been
advanced in consequence of the con-
struction of that line.

HON. MR. McINNES moved that the
Bill be not now read the third time, but
that it be amended by expunging the first
six words in the i 9 th line of the preamble
and also the first eight words in the 17th
line of the fifth section. He said :-I do
not know after the special pleading of the
hon. gentleman from Ottawa that he has
convinced the House that there is any
urgent necessity why this Bill should be
passed in its present form. I have here
sufficient information to occupy two or
three hours of the time of the House to
quote portion after portion of the judg-
ments rendered by the different judges

HoN. MR. SCOTT.

of British Columbia and of Judge Henry
of the Supreme Court-but I consider it
would be only a waste of time.

HON. MR. SCOTT-There were five
judges to one.

HoN. MR.McINNES (B.C.)-I should
say that there are good and sufficient
reasons for believing that the Act was an
illegal Act. What I want to impress
upon the House is this; that the Can-
adian Pacific Railway Company can
suffer no injury whatever by not confirm-
ing this particular action of the company,
and the Bill had better lie over for
another session, and until such time as
this appeal is decided. The hon. gent-
leman insinuates that he is not sure
whether an appeal has been taken. I
have stated that the appeal has been
taken. I think that ought to be quite
sufficient. The appeal was granted last
March.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Have the Privy
Council consented to it?

HON. MR. McINNES--It was only a
few days too late to have it up before the
sitting of the Supreme Court here that
closed only a few days ago. I think it
:s wrong to force this measure through,
because it will be actually forcing. it
through, by not giving me an opportunity
to move the amendment of which I gave
notice to-day if the third reading is post-
poned until Wednesday.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY-I submit
that the amiendment is out of order
under the 7oth rule of the House.

THE SPEAKER-It is urged by the
hon. Senator for Halton that the amend-
ment comes within the rule of order
which was decided during the afternoon
session of the House. I have no doubt
of the fact that this amendment also
comes within the same rule. It is an
important amendment on the third read-
ing, and is therefore out of order, without
a day's notice. The question is now on
the third reading of the Bill.

HON, MR. POWER-I wish to call
the attention of the leader of the
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Government in this House to the
fact that in passing this Bill in
its present shape we are establishing
another dangerous precedent. It ap-
pears that there is important litigation
going on now in connection with the
subject matter of the 5th clause of this
bill, and by passing the 5 th clause we
are deciding litigation in favor of one
of the parties, and I think it would be
only proper and becoming that a rider
should be added to the Bill, that nothing
in this bill shall affect pending legisla-
tion.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-If the litiga-
tion were of a serious character, un-
doubtedly I should feel it my duty to
protect the litigants if they needed pro-
tection ; but the Supreme Court appears
to me to be the final tribunal of this
country. This case has been argued
there and decided there by the Supreme
Court. The Government have no
doubt upon the subject themselves, and
the country is largely interested in the
securities of this road not being kept in
a state of vacillation as to their value by
constant attempts at litigation-and
they conceive that this would be nothing
more than an attempt at litigation. The
Government hold over $2o,ooo,ooo of
bonds secured on this road, and the
question whether those bonds extend
over the road and extensions of the road
should be set at rest, and for these
reasons I do not think I should be called
upon to interfere.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C )-I have
another motion to make in amendment.
I move that the Bill be not read the
third time, but that it be read a third
time on Wednesday next. It appears
that the force of the argument used by
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa and the
leader of the Government is that the
Supreme Court here have decided
against the property owners.

ION. MR. SCOTT-No, not against
the property owners.

HoN. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-Yes,
against the property owners.

HON. MR. SCOTT-No,, they have

decided in favor of the Company's right
to extend the line ; the private owners
have their remedy under the law.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-But
supposing that the judgment of the
Supreme Courst in this case is reversed
by the Privy Council, in what position
will the property owners be then ? Does
any hon. gentleman tell me that their
case will not be prejudiced by the action
of this House? This is, I contend,
legalising a wrong Act. The Company
go to wcrk and do certain things without
a shadow of authority, because they are
powerful, and then months afterwards
they come here and ask Parliament to
legalize what they have done. If their
act was legal, what necessity was there for
them to come here and ask for this
legislation ? They knew that they were
doing wrong when they undertook to
extend the line to Vancouver ; they know
now that they are wrong in asking for
this legislation and I contend that if we
do not check them at the present time,
and give an opportunity to those persons
who have given liberally of their limited
means to test the legalty of the action of
the company in this matter, it is doing
thein a wrong and we are helping the
strong and powerful and bppressing the
weak and powerless who cannot help
thenselves.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY-I oppose
the hon. gentleman's amendments for
two or three reasons: one is that the
hon. gentleman from New Westminster
had an opportunity of giving notice of
his amendments two or three days ago,
and did not take advantage of it.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-I beg
the hon. gentleman's pardon.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY-The hon.
gentleman had his resolutions prepared
a couple of days ago and discovered then
they were out of order, and he is taking
this occasion to move for the purpose of
throwing this Bill over and delaying it
in this House.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.) I call
the hon. gentleman to order. He is
imputing motives.
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THE SPEAKER-State your point of
order.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-The
hon. gentleman from Halton is putting
words in my mouth and attributing mo-
tives to me that are not correct. The
amendments I move I drafted here to-
day. I had not an opportunity to move
in this matter and give notice two or
three days ago as the hon. gentleman
states, for the very good reason that there
has been no sitting since the second
reading of the Bill, so that he is not cor-
rect in stating what he does.

HoN. MR. McKINDSEY-The hon.
gentleman knew on Friday last that this
Bill was to be read the third time to-day.
I saw those resolutions myself, and when
the hon. gentleman saw this afternoon
that he could not move them in the
House to-day successfully, he asked me
to put off the third reading until to-
morrow so as to give him time to give
notice. I told him I could not do so,
and notwithstanding this he has moved
resolutions which are entirely out of
order, and I am satisfied that the one he
has now moved is simply for the purpose
of throwing us over.

HON. MR. McINNES (B.C.)-That
is not correct, and you have no right to
say so. It is an ungentlemanly act to
make the statement after I have de-
nied it.

THE SPEAKER-The motion is now
on the amendment of Mr. McInnes
that the Bill be not now read the
third time, but that it be read
the third time on Wednesday next.
The motion appears to be lost.
The question is now on the main motion
that the Bill be read the third time as
amended.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

REAL PROPERTY IN THE
NORTH WEST TERRI-

TORIES BILL.

SECOND READING

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the

second reading of Bill (N) " An Act to
amend the Revised Statutes, Chapter 51
respecting Real Property in the North-
West Territories."

He said :-This is a Bill for the
purpose of changing the. registration
districts of two of the territories. As the
Territories Act in the Revised Statutes is
drawn, it has been found that there is
some irregularity in the description
contained in it, of the division for regis-
tration purposes of the Provisional District
of Alberta and of the Provisional District
of Saskatchewan. The greater part
of this Act is devoted to the re-division
of these two districts. I do not under-
stand that there is any very material
alteration of their boundaries. It is
rather a correction of the original boun-
dary than a change of boundary. The
first five clauses of the Bill are devoted
to that purpose and to validating the re-
gistration which may be made in accord-
ance with this correction of the dividing
line. The 6th section repeals the section
of the Territories Real Property Act
which provided for an appeal composed
partly of stipendiary magistrates and
partly of judges. Tbere are no longer
any stipendiary magistrates in the Terri-
tories and this clause adjusts the court
so that the appeal now lies to the judges
of the Supreme Court instead of com-
posite court composed partly of judges
and partly of stipendiary magistrates.
That is the change made in section 138,
and the only one. There is a slight
change in form "F." There was a re-
dundance in the certificate, which re-
peated a section contained in the Act.
That was considered unnecessary, and it
is left out of the Bill.

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

THE CHINESE IMMIGRATION
BILL.

IN COMMITTEE

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
House go into Committee of the Whole
on Bill (54) "An Act to amend 'The
Chinese Immigration Immigration Act,"
He said :-I•feel myself in rather a pe-
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culiar position in the House with respect
to this Bill. In the first place, I am
afraid if I were obliged to speak candid-
ly. 1 might concur in a good many of
the sentiments I heard so eloquently
urged last night. If it were a matter to
be decided by my own personal feeling
and the feelings of this House, it seems
probable that a large majority of the
members of this House would not only
not send this Bill to Committee, but
would reject it altogether, and my hon.
friend from Sarnia (Mr. Vidal) has intro-
duced a bill to repeal the Act ; but I do
not know that we can altogether be guid-
ed by our opinions in the abstract as to
the propriety of the law, or as to the ad-
vantage of retaining it. I presume the
law was really passed in deference to
what appeared to be the almost universal
opinion of the inhabitants of one of the
Provinces of which this Confederation is
composed. In order to maintain the har-
mony which ought to prevail in a Confed-
eration of this description, it seems to me
that very frequently concessions must be
made by the mijority to the minority,
and I presunie that this Chinese Act was
a concession bill, probably, from the
majority to the minority. At this
moment, although in this House I think
opinion is about equally divided as to
the Bill,-

HON. GENTLEMEN-No. no!

limitation of time whatever. In making
those penalties absolute instead of fixing
a maximum, the law is made more strin-
gent than it was before, but in allowing
the Chinese to travel through a portion
of Canada without requiring them to pay
the entrance fee, and in admitting
the Chinese wife of a European
without paying any fee, the Bill
relaxes the severity of the law. So, it
appears to me to-night that the question
is this: shall this Bill, now before the
House, be taken up and passed ? I do-
not ask that it shall be passed as it is,
because I propose myself to offer some
amendments; but the question is, shall
this Bill be passed in so far as it relaxes
the stringency of the existing law ? It is
for the House, if they desire to make
amendments of more importance, per-
haps, than I suggest, to do so : of course,
the only question then will be, if they
make amendments so extensive as to
impair the law itself, whether the Bill
would be proceeded with. I just throw
out this suggestion-which if I were at
liberty to act as I choose myself, I would
probably adopt as my guide-that we
should put this Bill before the Commit-
tee and amend it in some respects, thus
bettering, by so much, the position of the
Chinese, and approaching, by so much,
the consummation which, I daresay, a
good many members of the Senate de-
sire, the entire repeal of the law itself
when the proper time arrives. I propose

HON. MR. ABBOTT-At this mo- to make the time limit twelve months
ment I fancy a very large majority of the instead of three.
People of British Columbia would feel
themselves outraged, their wishes de- HON. MR. KAULBACH-Strike it
spised and treated with contempt, if we out altogether.
were summarily to repeal the Chinese
Act and leave them without this protec- HtN. MR. ABBOTT-I would fot
tion which they are so thoroughly con- greatlv object to putting it out altogether.
Vinced, it appears, is necessary for the I do flot think it is Iikely to be of any
welfare of their province. However, to- great advantage. Then of course if that
right the question of repeal does not clause be struck out, the two sub-sec-
really come up. This Bill, as the House tions which make this fine of $500 abso-
knows, was introduced, in a large degree, lute would disappear, and the law would
for the purpose of softening the rigor of remain in that respect as it was before.
the existing law. I admit that in one or The fourth clause is, I think, perfectly
two cases it does not do that ; it makes just and proper if the law is to remain
the law more severe than it is at present. in force-that in dividing up the fées
For instance, in fixing the limit of three collected under the Act the expenses of
months for the return of visitors to China ollecting it should first be deducted.
from Canada, it is making it more strin- That of course the Ilouse will concur in
gent than the Act, in which there is no thinking a reasonable propositio. With
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reference to the first clause, some hon. HON. MR. KAULBACH-We can do
gentlemen remarked when this Bill was both: we can amend the Act in the way
under discussion last week, that the proposed by this Bil, in the interest of
children of a Chinese vwoman by a the Chinese. The Leader of the Gov-
European husband, should be admitted ernment in this House has been very
free, but on reflection no doubt the conciliatory, The suggestion that I
House will preceive that the children made to omit altogether the clause limit-
follow the nationality of their father, and ing the time in which a Chinese may
not of their mother ; so the object return to the country was acceptedbyhim.
sought by describing the children in the We can niodify this Bil and yet fot be
Act is attained without it. prevented from passing our opinion upon

the Bill introduced by the hon. member
HON. MR. DICKEY-I have a strong from Sarnia. If we can improve this

opinion as to the course we ought to Bil in the interest of liberty and freedom,
adopt in all common prudence. We and make the Chinese in this country fot
have here a Bill which in some measure what they are now, mere serfs and slaves
relaxes these restrictions, and in some 1-if we can improve their conditione we
particulars tightens them still more. We
have now an opportunity, with this Bill
before us, if we were serious in our ex-
pression of opinion last year, to nullify
the provisions of the Act. I think it
would be most unwise of us to lose the
opportunity of doing so, and to run
against the popular sentiment on the
Pacific slope, however unreasonable we
may cons der it to be. By amending
and passing this Bill, we will escape the
appearance of trying to suddenly remove
from our statute books an Act which
was demanded by the almost unanimous
feeling of the people in British Columbia,
therefore I think the prudent course
would be, instead of trying to repeal the
Act of which this is an amendment, to
take the opportunity that this Bill affords
us to improve the existing law ; especially
after the intimation that has already been
given to us by the Leader of the House.
If we are to have legislation on this point
we had better see how we can improve
the Act on the Statute book, making it
as good as we can, instead of tryirig to
strike down a measure whose object is to
make it less objectionable. If it would
have no other advantage, it would show
the people there what the opinion of the
Senate is. That feeling has already been
sufficiently expressed against the Act
itself, and it will be a warning that unless
some legislation is introduced to mollify
the operation of that Act, the next move-
ment will be. at a future session, to repeal
it altogether. Already a Bill has been
introduced for that purpose, and that will
be sufficient notice of the course the
Senate is likely to take in the future.

HAN. MR. ABBOTT.

should do so, and it seems to me that
we would not thereby deprive ourselves
of the opportunity of expressing our en-
tire disapproval of the Chinese Act.

HON. MR. VIDAL-The Act which
this Bill proposes to amend is so incur-
ably bad that I think there should be no
time or effort expended upon trying to
make slight improvements upon it. If I
interpret rightly the feeling of this House,
I think they would be more disposed to
wipe this frightful blot from our Statute
Book than to make a very trifling amend-
ment, slightly removing difficulties en-
countered in enforcing the Act, and at
the same time by some of its clauses
making it more obnoxious to us. If the
hon. leader would consent to let the ex-
pression of the Senate be taken upon
the Bill which I had the honor of intro-
ducing, which perhaps could be read
the second time to-morrow, there would
be no time lost. We could get
the expression of the House upon
that muin question-will they unite
by a good majority to expung this
objectionable statute from our books?
If they will not, then the way will be
open to make this Bill as unobjectionable
as possible; but the House will observe
that if we now go into committee and
try to improve this Bill, it is quite obvious
that the Bill which I have introduced
will be out of place. We could scarcely,
after making these amendments to the
Act, vote for a bill to repeal the Act
altogether. It does not give the IHouse
an opportunity to express an opinion onl
the essence of the question, and that is,
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should such a law at all be on our Statute
Books. My opinion is the sooner it can
be got rid of the better. As to the
circumstances under which the Act was
passed, they have been accurately stated.
The argument. has been urged here very
properly that one province has no right
to ask the other provinces to make such
a concession as that. It is not a conces-
sion of some unimportant matter. It is
a concession df the fundarnental princi-
ple of the British Constitution. It is the
enormity of the concession I object to.
I would go a great way to rneet the views
of any of the provinces, but I am not
prepared to go the length of abrogating
the principle which makes Britain the
glorious Empire it is. I think therefore
if the hon. Minister would but consent
simply to postpone this Bill until
to-morrow, and let the House have an
opportunity of expressing its opinion
upon the Bill I have introduced, it will
facilitate matters. Otherwise those who
wish to have the law repealed must vote
against everything in this Bill and make
it as difficult as possible to enforce the
Act, with a view to showing their deter-
mination to have it expunged. It is not
a very pleasant position to be in. Speak-
ing for myself, if I could not carry my
own views, I should give my best efforts
to make this bill as unobjectionable as
possible. If the Minister would do this
it would facilitate matters and save a
great deal of time to-night. I know
from the feeling manifested in this
House that every clause will be a sub-
ject tor discussion.

HON. MR. SCOTT-After the debate
on this Bill which took place last week,
I will merely point out the compromising
character of the proposition to go into
Committee on a bill of which we all
disapprove. It is not merely the details
of the law that we object to : it is a bad
law in principle, and cannot be improved
or made acceptable by alterations or
changes. If the Senate is really sincere
and earnest in the announcement that
hon. gentleman made the other evening,
then we ought to give effect to our in-
dividual opinions. Certainly the senti-
Ment of the Senate seemed to be that
the Act should be wiped off the Statute
Book. I think, therefore, that the

proposition made by the hon. member
from Sarnia is a very proper one-that
before going into Committee on this Bill
an opportunity should be given the
House to say whether this Act should be
allowed to continue any lornger. I am
pretty well advised that public opinion
has changed materially in British Colum-
bia since the Chinese law was first enact-
ed. We have found, to my surprise, two
Senators from British Columbia, not
certainly advocating this law, but rather
regretting its existence on the Statute
Book. At the time the Act was passed
the Chinese population in British Colum-
bia was, I believe, treble what it is
to-day. Chinamen find that the Cana-
dians are not such a charming class of
people that they care to remain among
them. We know that serious riots have
taken place on several occasions, when
the poor Chinamen have been badly
abused, and the consequence has been
that their numbers have seriously dimin-
ished. Unless it would occasion great
inconvenience, I do think it would be
better that this law should be wiped off
the Statute Book altogether. It certainly
does not affect other provinces of the
Dominion, and they ought not to have it
apply to any province but British Col-
umbia. Under this Act they cannot
enter the country at one port and leave
it at another without paying $50. A
Chinaman landing at Boston and wishing
to pass through Canada to Detroit cannot
do so without paying $5o, and he has to
wait a week or so at Detroit before he
can get it back.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Not at all.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The clause, as I
understand it, renders the railway com-
pany liable and is any railway company
going to be responsible for that $5o un-
less the amount is deposited ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There are
many ways of securing the railway com-
pany without putting up the $50.

HON. MR. SCOTT-The Chinese
cannot pass through Canada except un-
der certain regulations. Section 8 of
the Chinese Immigration Act provides
that if a railway company should fail to
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comply with the regulations made by the
Minister of Customs and take the
Chinese passenger out ot Canada at the
designated port of exit within the
time specified in the undertaking,
they shall, in addition to the entry
dues payable, be liable to a penalty.
Now they have got not only to pay the
$5o but a good deal more if the Depart-
ment chooses to exact it. ' We know
very well of late years that the Customs
Department has been accustomed to
doing all they can to squeeze out of the
unfortunate Chinese and I do not care
to trust the poor Chinamen to the ten-
der mercies of the Department.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-If we put off
this Bill and wait for the passage of the
Bill repealing the Chinese Act, which I
think it likely, if the House determines
to vote on its merits, will probable re-
ceive the votes of the majority in this
House, what will be the consequence ?
he Bill will go down to the Lower

House and be rejected there, or more
probably it will never come to a vote;
it will be put on the orders of the day,
and there it will reman, so that we will
not know until the end of the session
whether the Bill sent down by us will be
passed or not. In the meantime a bill
which will afford some kind of relaxation
to the stringency of the existing law will
lapse here, and the benefits, if there
are any, which might be derived from
amending that law will all disappear.
It seems to me that a good deal of the
argument on this subject is rather in
favor of amending the law and allowing
it to die a natural death, which it is most
likely.to do. My hon. friend from Ot-
tawa says that public opinion is changing
in British Columbia. It is changing in
British Columbia, but I am satisfied that
it is not changed to such an extent, that
the repeal of this law would not be a very
severe shock to public opinion in that
Province, and would not be regarded by
a very large number of people in British
Columbia as an outrage. It is quite
true that we have a right to vote accord-
ing to our individual opinions, and it is
quite true that possibly we ought not to
have this disability thrown in the way of
immigration. But as to what is said of
its being a violation of the British con-

stitution, it is not long since the British
constitution was tainted with slavery,
which is a much worse thing than is to
be found in the Chinese Immigration
Act, and the British constitution was
none the worse for it in the end.
The fact is that the British Constitution
is nothing but a compromise. The work-
ing of the Government of England under
its constitution, during the whole of its
existence has been nothing but a com-
promise, and is nothing but a compro-
mise now, and it has been preserved in
its position by yielding, here a little and
there a little, now and then, to the exi-
gencies of the occasion in order to avoid
violent convulsions perilous difficulties
and violent strains upon the constitution.
By that means it has been preserved
intact, and improved from time to time,
until it is in the position we find it to-
day. Here, we are a young country with
a provir.ce a long distance fron us, and
these distant provinces are not very slow
in taking offence at many things ; and
although we might think here that this
statute should be repealed, British Col-
umbia might take offence if a law, which
they have so vehemently demanded, and
which we passed only two years ago,
should be suddenly struck from the
statute book. As I said a moment ago,
in my opinion the necessity for the meas-
ure, and the spirit which sustains the
measure, are both dying out. The
Chinamen, as my hon. friend from New
Westminster has stated, are leaving
British Columbia in large numbers.
That is the reason he gave for
not extending the three months
permit system-that they are not coming
in as large numbers, and that the Chinese
population is diminishing. As they
diminish, the competition with native
labor, which the influx of a large numi-
ber of those people induced, will be
relaxed, and in a short time public opin-
ion will have so far changed in the pro-
cess which the hon. gentleman fromn
Ottawa referred to a moment ago, that
the demand for the Chinese Act Will
cease and those of us who think this is a
Bill which we cannot altogether apprOve
of, finding that the necessity for it has
ceased, shall be in a position to repea-1
it altogether. In the meantime we have
an opportunity of amending it. I do

HON. MR. SCOTT.
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not mean to say that I am throwing this
Bill down on the table in order that any
member may deal with it as he pleases,
but I do say that its clauses may be
intelligently discussed and improved, as
far as the principle of the Bill will admit.
I am prepared to relax or altogether ex-
punge anything in this Bill which may
be considered as making it more strin-
gent than the law as it stands, and
there will certainly be some advantage
to be found in this Bill in favor of
Chinese immigration. We have there-
fore this alternative before .us. If we
amend this Bill, we shall to some extent
soften the severity of the Chine.se immi-
gration law. If we drop it now, or put
it over, and pass a bill repealing the Chi-
nese law, I think we may safely believe
that that bill will not become law, and
the remedial bill will die as well as the
bill which is introduced for the purpose
of killing the Chinese Act altogether. I
think, therefore, that I am acting in the
interest of the country and of this House,
in suggesting that we should endeavor to
amend this Bill as far as we reasonably
can, and that we should not at this mo-
ment pass any act repealing the Chinese
law. Being of that opinion, I do not
feel like agreeing to my hon. friend's
suggestion that we ought to put over this
Bill, and give him an opportunity of car-
rying his own, which will, of course,
render it impossible to proceed with this
Bill during this Session.

HON. MR. MILLER-I do not think
anything more can be said than the
leader of the House has already said on
this subject. There is on the Statute
Book a law which is obnoxious to
members of this House. A bill is
submitted to Parliament which relaxes
-some of the provisions of that law, and
the question is, no matter what our
private opinions may be with regard to
the Act itself, whether we should not
avail ourselves of the opportunity of
passing those remedial clauses which the
Bill on the table contains. I think the
best thing to do under the circumstances
Would be to allow the House to go into
committe on this Bill and get through
those clauses which, may not elicit a
great deal of discussion, and then report
Progress and ask leave for the committee

to sit another day. In the meantime a
division might take place on the Bill of
the hon. gentleman from Sarnia. In
that way we could get a decision on his
Bill before this measure would be reported
from committee. It would save time if
that course were pursued and the object
in view could be served.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I concur in the
opinion expressed as to this Bill. When
the Chinese Immigration Act was passed,
it was with a certain amount of
regret that I saw it placed on our
Statute Book ; at the same time
once it became law I accepted the
provisions of the law and now that it is
being amended I cannot see how we can
refuse to accept those amendments which
are for the purpose of relaxing its severity.
If the amending Bill which is now before
the House were rejected, the law would
remain as it stands and the Chinese
whom we want to relieve would be the
sufferers. I have grave doubts as to the
propriety of introducing a Bill to repeal
the Chinese Act at this stage of the
sessian. The Bill before us will have
the effect of increasing the Dominion
revenue and under these circumstances
it seems to me it is not the duty of any
member, except he is a member of the
Government, to introduce a bill which
will have the effect of diminishing in
any direct or indirect way the public
revenue. My intention is to oppose the
Bill introduced by the hon. member
from Sarnia upon that ground, while at
the same time I shall take the oppor-
tunity to express my feelings in favor of
the end which that hon. gentleman has
in view. I want to find a way to relieve
the Chinese in British Columbia of the
disabilities under which they labor ; at
the same time we must await the proper
time, as it is now too late in the session
to properly consider so important a
measure. ii my opinion it would be
better to have such a bill eminate from
the Government.

HON. MR. WARK-I wish to make a
suggestion with regard to this measure.
There is a mode of meeting such a diffi-
cuty, which has not been adopted in this
Senate, but which was frequently adopted
in both branches of the Legislature in
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1
New Brunswick for twenty-five years;
that is, to attach a limitation clause to
the Bill, and then if it is desirable at the
end of the term that the law should be
re-enacted it was done by a Bill of one
section. On the other hand, if public
opinion was such that the law ought to
expire, it was allowed to expire. The
proposition I would make is this: that
we attach a clause to this Bill to the
effect that this Act .and the Act of which
it is an amendment shall continue in
force until the first day of January of
next year, and from then until the close
of the next session of Parliament. That
would give the Legislature an opportun-
ity of continuing it or allowing it to die
out.

THE SPEAKER-Those of us who
remember the exciting discussion which
took place on the Bill of last year will
hear in mind that the greatest stress was
laid on certain clauses of the Bill which
are affected by the Bill now under dis-
cussion. The leader of the Government
having signified his intention to make
this Bill as far as possible an amelior-
ating Bill, it seems to me that those
who wish well to the Chinese in the
Dominion and who desire to aid them
in the position in which the legislation
passed last year has placed them, would
stand in the way of the Chinese by jeo-
pardizing this Bill in the manner it is
proposed to deal with it. It is not likely
that any sweeping amendments made by
this House to the Act would pass through
the other House this session, and the
consequence would be that the Chinese
would be wounded in the house of their
friends. It seems to me that the best
way will be to accept this Bill and deal
with it in the kindly spirit suggested by
the Leader of the House, and as urged
by my hon. friend from Arichat and my
hon. friend from Manitoba. The question
of repealing the Bill, undoubtedly may
carry in this House but it cannot pass
the other House, and to defeat the
measure now before us would leave some
of the provisions which were strenuously
objected to last session in the position
they now are, and injure those whose
condition we desire to ameliorate. The
first clause is one which changes the
provision which was most strenuously

HON. MR. WARK.

objected to in the House last session-
the one in regard to the passage of
Chinese immigrants through the country
-as it were passing through in bond-
which is here modified and ameliorated.
As to the other provisions in the Bill
which are objected to the Leader of the
Government has signified his desire as
far as possible to meet the wishes o
the House, and I am of the opinion that
we should allow the Bill to go to Com-
mittee and see how far the Government
are prepared to go. If we undertake to
attach a rider to this bill which will limit
the operations of the Act, it will probably
be defeated in the other House, and to
postpone this measure until a bill is
brought in to repeal the Act would have
the effect of suspending this measure so
that it could not pass this Session.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I very fully con-
cur with the sentiments expressed by the
hon. gentleman from Richmond. The
object I had in making the suggestion I
did was to save time. If we go into the
Bill a large amount of time will be occu-
pied. If it is a fact that a large najority
in this Chamber, holding the same sen-
timents that I do, are determined to
repeal the Act, I wish to seule that ques-
tion first. Are we determined to repeal
the Act, or shall we consent to make an
amendment to it which may in some
slight respect be an improvement in the
law as it stands ? I do not think my-
self that the improvements to be made
to the Act by this Bill will change my
opinion at all about the losing of the
Bill. I would just as soon lose the Bill
itself so that if we should adopt the re-
pealing bill and it is not reached in the
other House, or is lost in the other
House, I do not think this amending
bill would be a very great loss, if by that
means it did not reach its final stage
this Session.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-It
is not possible to repeal the original Act.
If the repealing Bill passes this House,
it would not pass through the Commons.
On Friday I said I would accept this Bill
with three amendments, which the Gov-
ernment have agreed to accept, and the
Bill will then be an improvement on'
what we now have. I think that the
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wisest thing for the friends of the Chinese
to do is to accept this Bill with the pro-
posed amendments-to extend the per-
mit time, and to strike out the punish-
ment clause. It would be a great shock
to the laboring men of British Columbia,
as the leader of the Government has said,
to repeal the Act without notice, and the
wisest course we can adopt now is to
accept these amendments, and during
the next session of Parliament repeal the
Act if necessary.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I think
some good would result if the leader of
the Government would accept the sug-
gestion fróm this side of the House to
defer the committee on this Bill until to-
morrow, because it will give him an
apportunity, knowing as he does now
what the sense of the House is on this.
measure, of meeting the committee to-
morrow with amendments to the different
clauses which would likely meet the sense
of the whole House, and in that light it
will be an advantage to postpone until to-
morrow the referring of the Bill to the
Committee. It seems to me to be more
desirable that a measure of this sort
should emanate from the Government
than from a private member. If it goes
before committee now, I think from the
feelitig of the House it is pretty clear
that it will almost cease to be a Govern-
ment measure.

On the preamble,

HON. MR. AB'BOTT moved that the
preatmble be amended so is to read,
«whereas it is expedient to amend the
Chinese Immigration Att, etc."

The amendment was agreed to.

On the first clause,

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I propose to
ask the Committee to pass this clause as
it stands.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-
Is the hon. gentlemran aware that ialf-
bieed Chinese children are taxed when
they côme into British Columbia

liON. MR. ABBOTT--I was not
23

aware of that. If so, it is clearly
illegal.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-
They do so now in the Custom House.
Would it not be better to decide the
thing by amending this clause ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-If the hon.
gentleman is aware of it, of his own
knowledge, I will inquire into it.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.)-
There were three half-breed Chinese
children who had to pay the tax.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-There is a possi-
bility of a Chinese woman marrying a
European, and her children being sub-
ject to this tax.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not
understand how it is. There is no better,
understood principle than the one that
the son of a British father is a British,
subject.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-
There was -a great fight here with the
Government in a case I referred to to
get back the money paid as a tax upon
these three children.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-If the Govern-
ment ordered the money to be paid back
again the hon. gentleman will see that
they considered that it was an illegal tax,
and it is not likely to occur again.

HON. MR. ALMON-I beg leave to
move an amnendment to Une 13: Aftek
"who is the wife of " insert " the peridôi
who accoamparies her arid tvho can pro-
duice a certificate to that effect from the
British Consul of the- port frm whidh
thy einbark.»' The abject of my ameid-
mentis, that any Chinese wôman,whçther
the wife of an Eriglishman or a China-
nian, on próducing a certificate frorh the
British Consul that·she is narried -to the
man she accompanies, shall be' admnitted
free of duty. We all know the difficulty-
about the Chinese in this country is that
they do'not settle here, and the reason
is. that they .àre toQ poor to bring itheir
wives and -faniilies with. them. I think
it is much more necessary that the Chir
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nese woman who has a Chinese husband
should be allowed to be admitteci free
than when her husband belongs to any
other nationality.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I had myself,
without any concert with hon. friend,
prepared an amendment in the same di-
rection, because it did seem to me that
under this law a Turk or a Japanese
marrying a Chinese woman could
bring her into this country free, but
a Chinaman could not bring his
wife with him if she belonged to
his own nationality. We have been
eharging the Chinese with profligacy and
at the sarne time we say to the. " You
cannot bring your wives and families
.into the coyntry with you unless you
pay $50 of a tax." It is an outrage. I
think it is a mistake and contrary to the
first principles of morality. The amend-
ment which I would propose is "No
duty shall be payable under the Chinese
Immigration Act upon any woman who
is of Chinese origin who accompanies
her husband, and no duty shall be pay-
able on children under 12 years."

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Perhaps my
hon. friend will say how many wives a
Chinaman should be permitted to bring
into this country ?

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I shoulT limit
him to one. There would be no difli-
culy ir; that : the Chinese pass through
the Custon Hôuse like bales of goods :
there.has got to be an invoice with them
aid there, is a correct account kept.
They are tolled off in such a way that
the Custom. House officers can lay their
hands on thern. . Therefore I think the
Government should be prepared to
accept . that proposition, which is
only reasonable on the face of
it. We have no right to discriminate
against the Chinese especially. A man
of any other. natiònality marrying a
Chinese woman can bring his wife in
free, but a Chinaman cannot.

HON. MR. ALMON-I shall be very
willing to accept that amendment. I
merely put in my amendment the words
about a certificate, because I thought we
might he met with the argument that the
woman might not be married.

HON. MR. ALMON.

HON. MR. DICK EY-I must say this
is a peculiar mode of ameliorating the
condition of the Chinese. Here is a
Bill that proposes a very easy test-that
a woman can corne in by paying $50.
What does my hon. friend propose ? He
proposes to increase the difficulty by
obliging the woman to bring a Consular
certificate with her that she is married to
the man she accompanies.

HON. MR. ALMON-That she is a
married woman ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-I agree that
the provision of the clause ought to be
extended to all married women. I would
suggest the following words: "No duty
shall be payable under the Chinese
Immigration Act in respect of any mar-
ried woman of Chinese origin." That is
comprehensive: it is simplicity itself. I
am perfectly willing to add the rider that
the member for Ottiwa puts upon it and
to admit her children under 12 years. I
hope the leader of the Government will
not make any objection to that.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT - My hon.
friends will perceive that this provision
would be practically setting at naught the
Act altogether, so far as Chinese women
are concerned. I do not know, and I
do not think that any hon. gentleman
here knows exactly what effect or dura-
tion the marriage ceremony has amongst
the Chinese, or what that marriage cere-
mony is. I suppose the knowledge can
be acquired, but certainly we ought to
have it before we legislate on the subject.
If it is, as I understand it to be, in the
first place, that they are not restricted by
their own laws to one wife, and in the
next place that there are different tribes
governed by diffetent marriage laws,
which we should have to find out in
order to deal with them-then in fact we
would, by allowing any woman to cone
in who is married, be admitting as many
Chinese women as wish to enter the Dom-
inion. My hon. friend may say that it is
right and logical to admit as many as
wish to come. That is the principle
which he advocates which guides him in
supporting the Bill for the repeal of the
Chinese Act, but the effect of this aniend-
ment would simply be to admit as many
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Chinese women into British Columbia
as choose to come. There is no possi-
bility of disputing it. Both my hon.
friends have more desire to throw ridicule
and cast an air of absurdity on this Bill
than they have hope of carrying this
particular clause, but nothing they can
say to those who believe that the Bill is
improper and a violation of the constitu-
tion will make that part of it any worse.
We have to deal with the Bill on the
principle on which it is constructed;
that principle is that there shall be cer-
tain restrictions on the admission of
Chinese into British Columbia-namely
every man, woman and child of Chinese
origin who comes into British Columbia
shall pay $5o. The wife of a European
can come into British Columbia by this
clause : are my hon. friends to take the
position of saying that in fact the Chinese
wife of a European shall not corne in
without paying $50? It is quite evident
that the majority in the House of
Commons will not sanction the
principle ot admitting as many
Chinese women and children as
choose to cone. If my hon.
friends conceide that position that the
addition of this amendment would prac-
tically open the door to thern all, are
they prepared to insist upon that amend-
ment with the absolutely certain result
that they would not obtain what they
Profess to desire to obtain-the right of
a Chinese .woman, married to a Euro-
Pean, to come in without paying the
duty? The Government in their, .Bill
Offer them that : they say it is complain-
ed of that a Chinese woman married ta
an Englishman cannot come into the
country without paying a duty of fifty
dollars. The Government say, "vety
Well; let that woman corne in." My hon.
friends say "No, that woman shall not
Come in unless every Chinese woman is
allowed to corne in on the same terms."

. HON. MR. ALMON-My amendment
is "accompanied by her husband."

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Can my hon.
friend tell me what the law of marriage
IS in China or whether the marriage lasts
for one hour, 24 hours, or 24 days ? I
do not suppose any member of this
lofuse can say what the law is in the

hundreds of tribes that constitute the
Chinese nation. How are we to find out
whether the woman is the wife of the
Chinaman she accompanies or not?

HON. MR. ALMON-Get a consular's
certificate.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There is no
means of devising any system by which
we can confine the admission of Chinese
women to those who are lawfully and
permanently married to those men they
happen to be with when they come to
the country. It is not within the bounds
of àny possible organization that we can
establish in British Columbia. I offer
my hon. friends an amendment which will
enable a woman who is married to a
European to come in free, and I have
just to ask them whether they will accept
that. Of course I am not in a position
to say that this House shall not amend
the Bill in the direction suggested ; I
would not presurne to hint at such a
possibility, but it is quite plain that it is
impossible to expect that the other House
at this moment, unless they are willing to
repeal the whole Act, will pass a law
which admits as many Chinese women
into British Columbia as wish to come.
I would ask my hon. friend therefore to
give them this measure of relaxation of
the law as it stands, and allow the Chinese
wife of a European to come in free and
not insist upon admitting ail Chinese
*women free.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I should think
that the hon. gentleman's argument
applies against his own Bill, because
under its provisions a Chinese woman
claiming to be the wife of a Burmese or
Japanese is admitted free. It seems to
me that the objection he has urged would
be equally strong as applied to such
cases. The more you look at the matter
the clearer it becomes that it would be
better to throw out the Act altogether.

HON. MR. DICKEY-There is a
principle in this clause, which is to admit
the Chinese wife of a European. We
simply propose to extend that proposition
to Chinamen so that they can bring their
own wives with therm. I put it to my
hon. friend if there is any question of
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pohcy-ormoatity-that isgatntthat
amendment? Is it not desirable, in the
interests of morality, that the Chinaman
should bring his wife with him to thisi
country instead of resorting to those
communities that hover around those
men who are away from their wives.
The hon. gentleman says that we would
be admitting a host of wives. We are
offering no words that convey a stronger
meaning than the clause itself, because
my amendment is in respect to any
married woman of Chinese origin.
What does the Bill provide, - for
the admission of a Chinese woman
who is the wife of a person not of
Chinese origin-a married woman of
Chinese origin. If we are. to have any
relaxation at all in that direction, I do
not see what objection there could be to
extending it in the manner I have indi-
cated. Would it not be better to allow
a man to bring his wife free of charge to
live with him than to admit him without
his wife-or to impose a tax of $5o upon
his wife ? I think we ought to go further
even than that : I think.we should admit
admit a woman if she is married or a
widow.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think
we ought to embody any. more " sweet-
ness and light " in this Bill than the
House of Commons is likely to stand.
If we make the amendment suggested
by the hon, member fromxi Amherst the
Hoase of Commons will not stand it. If
the House of Commons is educated up
to accepting that amendment, it will
accept the bill of the hon, member from
Sarnia to repeal the Act altogether. We
will.send that bill down the same day
clause is about as fmuch . we
that we send this, and they can have
their chgice ; 1 think :that is the, better
way. i think that, as.it stands,. his first
can expect the House qf Cmmons, as
far-as-we know their views, to take, and
I .think we had better pass it, as it
stands.

HON. MR. MILLER-If I thought
there was any chance whatpver of the
House of Commons acceding to.such an
amien4ment, Iwould be prepared te vote
for it, -but -i am satisfied, even without
the assurance, that we have frowm the

-eader of the-Government in this House,
that there is no proability that the House
of Commons under the guidance of the
Government, will agree to so sweeping
an amendment as that proposed by my
hon. friend from Amherst. As the hon.
member from Halifax (Mr. Power) says,
if they are prepared to go that far they
will be prepared to repeal the Act alto-
gether. I think the difficulty raised by
the hon. leader of the House is insuper-
able: it is based upon our ignorance of
the marriage laws of China. We do not
know what constitutes marriage in
China.

HON. MR. DEVER-If my hon.
friend will allow me, I will tell him.

HON. MR. MILLER-I shall be
happy to learn when I resume my seat.
This amendment would open the door
to admit any number of Chinese women
into the Dominion, and I do not believe
that the Government, or the House of
Commons, will be prepared to accept so
sweeping an amendment. Are we going
to risk what is.certainly an amelioration
of the law by seeking to get what we are
not likely to obtain ? There is no pro-
bability of such an amendment as that
which has been proposed and advocated
by the hon. member from Halifax
(Mr. Almon) and the hon. mem-
ber from Ottawa (Mr. Scott) got
ing. through the House of Commons;
therefore I think the sensible, pruden-
course fer us to ado'pt is to take the little
good we-can get in this Bill and on some
future occasion look for a more sweeping
amelioration of the hareher provisions, if
not for the repeal of the Act altogether.

HON. MR. DEVER-I happen to
hold in my hand a work which I think
will give some information; on the cou-
tract ofCmarriage in China. It is a book
written by a traveller who speaks of the
laws, religion, learning, etc., of the Chi-
nese. -Referring to matrimony, he.says:

" Great respect is paid to old age, and par-
ents exercise much power over tbeir cril-
dren. The family tie is far stronger than iv
ay part of Europe."

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-That is
not relating to marriage.

HON. MR. DICKEY.
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HoN. MR. DEVER-I think it is.
The writer continues :

"Polygamy, and personal-not hereditary
-- slavery, are authorized by law, but are
not extensively practised "

HON. MR. SCOTT-I cannot recog-
nize that there is any amelioration of the
law as it stands by taking that paragraph.
The Leader of the Government when
first bringing this under our notice, was
sceptical about a case such as that re-
ferred to by the hon. member from Brit-
ish Columbia-that a Chinese woman
accompanied by a foreigner (an English.
man I believe he was) should be subjected
to this penalty.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-That is not
what I said.

HON. MR. SCOTT -The hon. gentle-
man spoke of the children more particu-
larly.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The children
I said could not be : in that case the
money was refunded.

HON MR. SCOTT-It was refunded
only after the matter had been discussed
in the press throughout Canada. I say
there is no amelioration in this clause.
As to the marriage law in China, the
same argument would apply in the case
of a Japanese or a Turk, yet under this
Bill a man belonging to either of these
nationalities could bring in a Chinese
woman as his wife. It surely could be
no more difficult to prove the marriage
of a Chinese woman than to prove the
mTarriage of a Japanese. Then there is
another point showing our inconsistency
in this matter : we allow Chinese women
of the worst character to enter the coun-
try on payment of a fee of $5o a head.
You apply the same rule to the Chinese
Wornan of evil repute as you apply to the
respectable wife of a Chinese citizen.
Now I think that is utterly repugnant
to every principle of right or pro-
Priety. As to the opinions of the
House of Commons, I think we
are unnecessarily sensitive on that
Point. We should at least give the
Rouse of Commons an opportunity to
express an opinion on this subject. If

they knew that our views on this subject
were so strong, I think the House of
Commons would be found to be in Une
with us. However, if the Bill comes
back to us, we can amend it, but it is not
fair to say to this House, "If you do not
pass this Bill, you can get no improve-
ment in the law." If there is any honor
in holding the opinions we have expres-
sed on this subject, then let us adhere
to them. To say that because the
House of Commons entertain different
opinions from ours, and therefore we
must back down, is not a proper or valid
reason for asking us to accept this Bill
in its present shape. Since last year I
think the opinion of the House of Com-
mons on this Chinese Act has undergone
a very marked change, and if we amend
this Bill in the manner proposed, it is
probable that they will accept it.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-If I felt
convinced that this amendment would
be a benefit I would accept it, but it will
do more harm than good. A Chinaman
goes to China and buys his wives, brings
them out to this country and sells them
to the highest bidder. The hon. mem-
ber from St. John (Mr. Dever) has told
us that polygamy is practised in China,
and therefore if you adopt this amend-
ment you admit a dangerous precedent.
Let us take the amelioration that this
Bill grants so far and let us try to get
more next time.

The Committee divided on the
amendment of Senator Almon which was
adopted ; contents r6, non-centents 14.

HrON. MR. GIRARD, from the Com-
mittee, reported that they had made
some progress with the Bill and asked
leave to sit again.

INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

SECOND READING.

HÔN. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (O) " An Act to
amend the Indian Act."

He said :-This is a Bill which is
practically an amendment of the proce-
dure under the Indian Act. It does not
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touch any principle, but improves the
machinery andworking of the Indian Act.
The first clause provides in what way the
claim of a person who is entitled to be a
member of the band of Indians shall be
investigated and provides the mode of
doing it. The second clause gives the
power of forcing witnesses to come for-
ward to be examined so as to enable the
superintendent to decide that question.
The first, third and fourth clauses refer
to the license for cutting timber on Indi-
an lands. At present, for instance, under
section 27 of the Act, the Indians are in
the habit of cutting valuable timber-

'timber which is really too valuable for
fuel, and this is to regulate that, and to
prevent them from using any pine or
large valuable timber for fuel purposes
alone. So also with the 35 th section of
the Act, which deals with another ques-
tion. The object of this Bill is to pre-
vent railway companies claiming and
taking under the expropriation clauses of
the Act more land than is necessary for
the purposes of the railway. The 66th
clause enables the officer to seize timber
illegally cut on an Indian reserve. The
spirit of this is to be found in the 62nd
clause of the Act as it stands, but it
relates to cases where the timber is
cut in violation of the license, it
does not give the power to seize where
timber is cut on land where no
license has been granted, and it is to
obviate that difficulty that this clause is
provided. So also the 63rd clause is a
mere extension of the principle as to the
protection of timber. Lt gives the same
power with respect to tiniber cut on
reserves, as to timber cut on Indian lands.
I need not go through the Bill, clause by
clause ; the whole measure is simply an
improvement and correction of the revised
statutes, and an expansion of the principle
where it needs expansion with the ex-
ception of the last clause which provides
for cases of intoxication and prostitu-
tion.

HON. MR. MACDONALD-There
are some matters in connection with
some land troubles in British Columbia
which I wish to discuss in connection
with this Bill. It is now too late in the
evening, and as I would rather have an
opportunity of -doing so to-morrow, I

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

would ask that the next stage of the Bill
be allowed to stand until then.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I have not a
copy of the Indian Act about me, but I
notice the only important clause of this
Bill is the fifth which reads in this way :-

The thirty-fifth section of the said Act is
hereby amended by striking out the words
" If any " in the first line thereot and by
substituting therefor the words following,
that is to say:.-" No portion of any reserve
shall be taken for the purposes of any rail-
way, road or public work without the con-
sent of the Governor in Council, and if
any."

At present, as I understand the law,
the Provincial Legislatures have it in
their power to grant charters to Com-
panies to cross Indian reserves. That
they can do by authority of the Indian
Act. I have not been able to examine
the Act. Perhaps my hon. friend would
be able to say whether it is intended to
take away that power and to make this
matter subject to Order in Council ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My impression
is that it has that effect ; but the expla-
nation given to me by the Minister is
that the intention is not to prevent the
taking of land necessary for right of way
for railways, but to prevent taking more
land than is necessary for right of way.
I propose when the Bill goes into Com-
mittee to amend it as suggested by a
memorandum given to me by the Minis-
ter.

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

LIQUOR ON BOARD HER MAJES-
TY'S SHIPS IN CANADIAN

WATERS BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (122) " An
Act respecting the conveyance of liquors
on board Her Majesty's Ships in Cana-
dian waters.''

In the Committee, on Sub-Section b of
Clause i,

HON. MR. POWER-In the second
sub-section the expression every person
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who " approaches " is used. Should the
intention not.be described ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The intention
is there : any person who approaches for
the purpose of conveying liquors on
board any of Her Majesty's ships or
vessels.

On Sub-Section 3-
HoN. MR, POWER-I do not rise

for the purpose of moving any amend-
ment to this sub section, but I think
this Bill is intended chiefly to apply to
the harbor of Halifax. It is not an un-
uual recreation for the people of Hali-
fax to row out in boats and to approach
Her Majesty's ships in the harbor and
listen to the bands playing and other
amusements of that sort. Under this
clause any petty officer could come down
on a boat which happened to come near
those ships and search the boat. I think
that is a power which should hardly be
given to a petty officer.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-This power
has been given under the Imperial Act,
and has been in operation for about
thirty years, and has been found to work
well. It would be difficult to make any
distinction. It is hardly credible to
suppose that any petty officer of Her
Majesty's ship would be allowed to make
a wanton or offensive search of a boat
in which there were respectable citizens.
Of course the object is to prevent liquor
from being surreptitiously brought on
board ship.

HON. Mi. MILLER-It is possible
the inconvenience might arise to which
the hon. gentleman from Halifax alludes,
but I think it is highly improbable, and
it is so utterlv impossible to make a dis-
tinction that I do not think it is advis-
able to amend the clause. It is not to
be conceived that an officer wearing Her
Majesty's uniform would wantonly or
Improperly interfere with persons of the
Class indicated by my hon. friend.

Hon. Mr. DICKEY, from the Com-
mitte, reported the Bill without an
arnendment.

The report was adopted and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

THIR-D -READINGS;

The following Bills were reported from
the Committee of the whole, read the
third time and passed without debate.

Bill (126) "An Act to amend the
Dominion Controverted Elections Act."
(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (127) "An Act to amend the
North-West Territories Act." (Mr.
Abbott.)

DEFACING OF COUNTERFEIT
NOTES AND'THE USE OF

IMITATION NOTES
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the whole, on Bill (123) " An
Act respecting the defacing of counter-
feit notes and the use of immitation
notes."

In the Comittee on the first clause.

HON. MR. POWER-The hon.
leader of the Government will remember
that when this Bill was at its second
reading I called attention to the fact
that there was nothing which rendered
it compulsory upon thé bank
officer to stamp a counterfeit note in the
way in which the Bill provides, whereas
there is a penalty if he wrongfully stamps
it. I think under the circumstances the
officer would shirk his duty and would
not stamp it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I suppose the
general practice would apply that where
a party neglects a duty imposed upon
him by a statutehe is liable to punishment.
There is really no penalty required.
The whole clause is far from being a
stringent one, still it is a move in the
direction to prevent bills from getting
into circulation when found to be
counterfeit. This clause is taken from
one of the laws of the United States upon
this subject, where it is said to work very
well.

HON. MR. POWER-Perhaps the
hon. gentleman would be good enough
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to point out the enactment which pro-
vides that every officer who neglects his
duty is guilty of a misdemeanor.

HON. MR. ABOTT-I think there
is no question that under the common
law an individual who neglects to per-
form a duty imposed upon him by statute
is guilty of misdemeanor.

HON. MR. HOWLAN, from the com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.

The Bill was ordered for third reading
to-morrow.

The Senate adjourned at 10.45 p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, June 14th, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at 3
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

THE SPEAKER-Before proceeding
with the business of the day I have to
inform the House that I have given
leave of absence to the second clerk of
proceedings, Mr. Boucher, on account
of affliction in his tamily. I presume
the House will have no objection.

BRANTFORD, WATERLOO AND
LAKE ERIE RAILWAY COM-

PANY'S BILL

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (25) "An Act to
amend the Act to incorporate the Brant-
ford, Waterloo & Lake Erie Railway
Company" with certain amendments.
He said:-Those amendments are rather

of an important character; at the same
time we considered them necessary in
the interest of good legislation, and they
were accepted by the promoters of the
Bill. The first amendment is to strike
out the first clause, which gave unlimited
borrowing powers to the Company in
addition to the power which they already
possessed under the Act of which
this Bill is an amendment. One
of the clauses of the original Act
of incorporation gave the company the
power to issue bonds and mortgages to
secure their borrowing to the extent of
$15,ooo a mile. The Bill itself increases
the borrowing power to the sum of
$2o,ooo a mile. They had that, and
that being considered the limit, it was
not thought wise to extend it by another
clause to an unlimited power of borrow-
ing. In the sub-section of the clause
which legislates upon the mortgage part
of it, there was an omission of the usual
requirement that this mortgage should be
deposited in the office of the Secretary
of State and notice given to the public
through the Canada Offcial Gazette of
such mortgage. That has been added to
the Bill to make it conformable to our
legislation. The third amendment
occurs in the fifth clause by striking out
sub-section two in the Bill which gave
unlimited powers to the provisional
directors to do all acts which the directors
of the company when they were chosen
could do, including the amalgamation of
the company and those borrow-
ing powers I have just referred
to. These amendments, although
important and absolutely neeessary, are
still not of such a character as to in-
terfere with the passage of the Bill; and
at this stage ôf the session I apprehend
there will be no objection to the amend-
ments being concurred in.

HON. MR. MAcCALLUM moved
that the amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. MAcCALLUM moved the
third reading of the Bill as amended.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

HON. MR. POWER.
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THE GLASIER & TIBBETS CLAIM.

MOTION.

HON. MR. GLASIER moved-
That the reference to the Select Committee

of this Honorable louse to whom was re-
ferred the case of Tibbets, Beveridge and
others-on which a preliminary report was
made on the lst instant-be extended to in-
quire into and report upon any facts dEemed
necessary to bring the case fairly before the
House, and the grounds upon which it is
claimed that interest should be paid upon
the amount which the said Committee re-
affirme to have been due since the 12th day
of November, 1856, which report is as fol-
lows

COMMITTEE Room No. 2,
WEDINESDAY, 1st June, 1887.

The Select Committee appointed by order
of your Honorable House on Friday, the
twenty-second day of April last. to inquire
into the action taken by the Government
and payments made or recommended, since
the report ofa former Select Committee pre-
sented to this Honorable House on the 17th
March, 1881, by the Honorable Mr. Read,
Chairman,and adopted by concurrance of the
W hole Hfouse on the following day,in relation
to " the circumstances of a debt alleged to
"devolve upon the Dominion Government
" by the british North A merica Act,and said
4to be now due to the Honorable Benjamin
"Beveridge, James Tibbets and othere, but
« the payment of which is withheld for
"some cause unknown," beg leave to make
their First Report, as follows:-

That your Committee having heard the
statements of the Auditor General and of the
Deputy Minister of Justice, in reference to
the matter referred to, vour Committee find
it appears that the Oovernment of New
Brunswick agreed to the payment of twenty
thousand two hundred and sixty-three dol-
lars and thirty one cents($20,263, 31), of the
amotnt of twenty-one thousand six hundred
and eighteen dollars and twenty-five cents
(.21,618.25), which the former Select Com-
riittee of your Honorable House reported on
the 17th March, 1881, was due by New
Brunswick to Canada on the 12th Novem-
ber, 1856, and which vour Committee also
fIlnd to have been so due at the last-men-
tioied date.

The whole question now appears to your
Committee to be as to the rightof theclaim-
ants to interest upon the said amount of
twenty-one thousand six hundred and
eighteen dollars and twenty-five cents (S21,-
618,25), from the tine at which payment
thereof wae due. Your Committee is of
Opinion that the Order of Reference does not
give then power to consider this question,
and they beg leave to ask further instruc-

tions from your Honorable House thereon.
Al which is respectfully submitted.

ROBERT READ,
Chairman.

He said :-I shall have to make some
little explanation of this motion to the
House. This committee has been al-
ready appointed and the claim has been
of long standing. I suppose I might
write a book on it. The committee have
taken up the matter referred to them and
made a report and they now ask for
further powers to make up the interest
on the amount which they have reported.
I find that when this question came up a
great many years ago, the Province of
New Brunswick, where I was born and
lived, at the time received a very large
sum of money out of this country for
timber dues. They had collected some
$6o,ooo from 1843 to 1851, and when
the matter came up for settlement in
1856 they settled with the claimants
partly and in doing so awarded me a cer-
tain amount of money. That award
hung along for two years, from 1856 to
1858, on which they gave something-a
kind of scrip or promise that they would
get their money sometime. The people
had to use this paper immediately and
lost their interest. In 1878 a Commis-
sion was appointed in New Brunswick
to enquire into the matter and they
paid over that difference in inter-
est. I want to show you the way
they used to treat people in those days.
I know several people who got from two
hundred to four hundred dollars on their
claims up to 1858 on what was settled in
1856, and the Government had in their
hands at that date some $34,ooo after
paying some of the claims. Not satisfied
with that, the Government put on an
export duty on this timber by which they
collected some $18,ooo more into their
hands. Finally the claims on this fund
were transferred to Canada, and the
Federal Government were to indemnify
us for our loss. A commission was ap-
pointed to fix the balance due to the
claimants, and they reported the amount
as being $21,618, on which the Govern-
ment paid some $20,000, which left a
balance still. In 1877 the first amount
was paid. When the Mackenzie Govern-
ment was in power they took up the
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matter and fixed the balance on the 3 oth
August, 1877, which left to the claimants
a considerable sum of money unpaid on
that amount. In 1878 I was promised
my pay in full by two Ministers of the
Cabinet, with the interest granted by
the Order-in-Council. Then the matter
stood until the next Government came
in, when I was promised again by a
Cabinet Minister that I should be paid.
However, it was referred in 1881 to a
Committee, of this honorable House
and that Committee reported that
there was $21,618 due. The Com-
mittee to which the matter was referred
this session re-affirmed that report. They
show what has been paid and what has
yet to be paid, leaving a balance of so
much. What I now ask the House is to
instruct the Committee to make a report,
in addition to what it has already made,
on the interest on the unpaid claim al-
ready proven up to the present day. 1
have been annoyed and tormented about
this some twenty or thirty years, and
have got no satisfaction out of all the
promises that have been made to me.
The whole question before the House
now is whether this Committee is to have
power to make up the interest on the
amount that is due. The New Bruns-
wick Government are up here now ask-
ing for interest on money that is due to
themselves, and I do not see why they
should refuse to pay interest on money
that is due by themselves.

HON. MR. ALMON-What year did
the claim first commence ?

HON. MR. GLASIER-In 1843.

HON. My. ABBOTT-I regret very
much to have to object to the granting
of this motion, but my principal ground
is one which really does not bear upon
the merits of the question at all. It is
more especially to save time and trouble,
and to try to bring about a speedy con-
clusion to the claim which my hon.friend
makes. I dare say many members of
the House are aware of the nature of
this claim, but I think it is necessary to
say a word or two about that in order
to make clear what I have to state to the
House. It appears that there was a dis-
pute between 30 and 40 years ago be-

tween the old Province of Canada and
the Province of New Brunswick as to
their boundary. A joint survey was had
the expense of which was to be paid
equally by the two disputing parties.
Canada spent more in the. survey than
New Brunswick did, and an inquiry was
made as to how much New Brunswick
would owe to Canada. The report made
by the Committee appointed to mnquire
into it was that New Brunswick owed
Canada $21,618.25. New Brunswick
took up the question and considered the
amount that ought to be paid, and they
decided that they were indebted in the
sum of $20,263.31. That is the amount
which New Brunswick was willing to
pay. My hon. friend and others obtained
a sort of assignment or order from the
Government of Canada-

HON. MR. GALSIER-Excuse me, I
was not in the assignment.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-What I mean
to convey is that the money which
Canada was to receive from New
Brunswicw was to be paid to these gentle-
men of whom my hon. friend was one,
in consideration of a claim he had in
respect to some timber licenses. There
is no question about all thesf facts I
believe. They are all quite plain: This
amount of $20,263.31 was to' be paid by
New Brunswick to Canada, and it was
agreed that instead of going to Canada
it should be paid to these claimants.
They have received all that sum with
the exception of three or four hundred
dollars which the Government is willing
to pay, but which the party entitled to it
is not willing to take. That is the
position in which the matter stands.
There is no -dispute about it. I have
read over the journals containing the
report of the committee, with the various
reports and correspondence subnitted
to them, and I have read the evidence
taken before the committee this session,
and I see no possible shadow of a doubt
about any one of the facts in
the case, or any necessity for evidence,
or any point on which evidence can be
taken, and my hon. friend has not stated
any point on which evidence could be
taken. I think it cannot be disputed
that on the 12th November, 1856, there

HON. MR. GLASIER.
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was a sum due by New Brunswick to
Canada of $2o,263 31 ; that Canada was
to pay this sum, when it got it from New
Brunswick, to these gentlemen ; that
Canada has got that sum froni New
Brunswick and paid it to these gentle-
men, or tendered them the small balance
remaining in their hands, and they have
refused it, and there th_ matter stands.
The claim which they now make is for
interest from the 12th November, 1856,
to the present day. Canada has no ob-
jection to their receiving that interest if
New Brunswick will pay it, but Canada
obviously is not indebted in any interest
to these gentlemen, because Canada has
not received the money. Canada paid
the muoney over pretty much as it re.
ceived t : it has no money, and it owed
no money on which interest can be de-
manded. Of course it is a well-known
and undisputed principle of law that the
Crown is not liable for interest except
under a contract or Statute : that the
mere fact of owing money does not im-
pose any obligation on the Crown to pay
interest. In this particular case the debt
is due really by New Brunswick. My
hon. friend says that the debts of New
Brunswick were assumed by the Do-
minion at Confederation. That also
is very true ; but it has been, as
I am informed, and I believe I
arn correctly informed, the universal
practice for Canada not to pay a pre-
confederation debt unless the province
which was alleged to owe it admitted its
liability, or unless a judgment of some
court pronounced it liable. New Bruns-
positively refuses to pay any more, and
there is no judgment of any court order-
ing Canada to pay any more. In point
of fact, an action has been taken for the
Purpose of compelling Canada to pay it,
and this action has been dismissed on
demurrer, with leave, as I understand, to
amend. The suit was principally based
Upon an Order-in-Council, in which it
was contended that there was a recogni-
tion of the right of the parties to interest.
I do not find that recognition very clearly
shown in that Order-in-Council.

HON. MR. GALSIER-It is there.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-At all events,
the Supreme Court here refused to recog-

nize what was contained in the Order-in-
Council as a basis for a judgment, and
dismissed the action. It could not be
an absolute dismissal, but they made
some order which prevented the action
going any further on that basis, and gave
leave to the parties to amend the suit
and state any other ground of action they
had against the Dominion. As respects
that suit, it was brought by one of the
claimants to this fund, the largest
claimant.

HoN. MR. GLASIER-The assignet.

HON MR. ABBOTT-I dare say it
was the assignee, but he became a claim-
ant by having the debt assigned to him.
My hon. friend, lest too much time
should expire before putting his claim in,
wrote this letter to the Minister of Justice
in 1883:-

OTTAWÂ, 20th April, 1883.
SIR,-The Government having determined

to grant ilie fiat for the trial, in the Ex-
chequer Court, of the Petition of Right,
claiing the balance of that portion of the
New Brunswick debt-n the basis of the
Order in Council of 31th August, 1877-
standin« in the naine of James Tibbittd. and
assigna by him to William Dunn, I have
the honor to enquire wvhether this will be
a test case and the other amounts, as well
as the Tibbitts claim be settled on the basis
of such decision as may be arrived at
therein.

Should this not be so, I would of course
have now also to proceed by Petition of
Right Eo as not to have to begin only when,
the other trial bas been completed ; but if
the one, as a test case, -will govern the
whole it is needless to incur the additional
expense. I should like in that case, how-
ever, to have the fact fully stated in writing,
so that in case of accident or death it may
be of record.

I have, &c.,
(Signed) JOHN GLASIER.

The Bon. Sir Alexander Campbell, Minister
of Justice, &c., &c., &c.

This letter was answered as follows

DEPARTMENT JUsTIcE, Ottawa,
2nd May, 1883.

SIR,-With reference to yotr letter of the
20th April I am directed by the Minister to
say that so far as your case depends upon
any legal principle involved in the Dunn
case, any final decision of the Courts in
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respect of such principle will be accepted as
applicable to your case.

I am, &c.,
(Signed) GEo. W. BURBRIDGE, D.M.J.

The Hon. Judge Glazier.

Now the position of the affair is just
this, as I have said : here was a claim
against the Province of New Brunswick
practically owned by these gentlemen :
the Dominion undertook to pay this
claim as they collected it : New Bruns-
wick paid it, and the Dominion have
given it to the claimants : New Bruns-
wick denies that anything more is due :
the Dominion says we cannot tax On-
tario, Quebec and all the other Provinces
to pay a claim against New Brunswick
which that Province denies, unless some
court orders us to do so. My hon. friend
and his claimants brought suit to get an
order to compel them to pay it, and that
suit is still pending. The first stage of
that suit has been unfortunate. The
Government could do no more than
issue a fiat to enable them to go before
the court, and the suit was brought. My
hon. friend comes forward and claims
the benefit of this suit and the Govern-
ment gladly accord it to him. If the
claimants can obtain a judgment of the
Exchequer Court holding the Govern-
ment responsible for the money it will
be paid : but it would be a violation of
the rights of the other Provinces if a
pre-confederation debt, disputed by a
Province, is to be paid out of the funds
belonging to the whole of the Provinces,
without some.constraint, some decision
of a court holding that the amount was
due. Now, that is a very accurate and
exact statement of the affair as it stands.
My hon. friend wishes this Committee
to take further evidence.

HoN. MR. GLASIER-No, we do not
ask that as regards the debt. All we
ask is, that they be empowered to en-
quire why it should bear interest and
make up the amount.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will see that a previous committee re-
ported, and this Committee confirms that
report, that this debt was due on the
12th November, 1856. There have been
various payments made since that date,
and any clerk, cr anybody, could make

HoN. MR. ABBOTT.

up the amount of interest that is due, if
any is payable on this claim. If it is
contended that this Government is bound
to pay six per cent. interest on a claim
against a province which that province
cannot be made to acknowledge, then
any clerk can make up the calculation ;
there is no necessity for appointing a
committee of this House or giving in-
structions to a committee to meet for the
sole purpose of making up the amount
of interest due on the money paid. The
fact is, the question is one of law, in the
first place, whether the interest is due by
the Province of New Brunswick. If in-
terest is due, this Government will have
to pay it, because the Government of
Canada assumed the debt of New Bruns-
wick at Confederation. But the Gov-
ernment refuse, and the judgments of
courts seem to indicate that the Govern-
ment was right, in point of law, in refus-
ing to pay interest. There is a judgment
of Jessel, Master of the Rolls, deciding
that no interest is claimable from the
Crown except under Statute or contract.
That principle has been adopted by the
Supreme Court here in the Queen vs Mc-
Lean where the judgment is made to
turn on the same point. The question
is before the courts ; let them decide it.
I cannot see that anything more can be
said on the matter.

HON. MR. GLASIER-What are the
other claimants, who are not before the
courts, to do ? After the case came into
the court, I wrote that letter to know
how I would be treated. That is still in
the court; New Brunswick never con-
sented to pay one dollar. This Govern-
ment has paid money without the con-
sent of New- Brunswick at al]. They
paid over $ 18,ooo, and then they stopped
until New Brunswick consented to make
further payments, and then the balance
was paid. Now I wrote that letter which
has been quoted, knowing that this case
was before the court, and we were led to
believe that the matter would be speedily
disposed of, I wanted to know whether
I had to look further or not. That is
not the difficulty, but there is this tech-
nical hitch on it, as there the case lies
with costs on it to the amount of $8oo,
New Brunswick has paid interest on part
of that money and she is now seeking
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interest ; I know where all this difficulty
comes in. Ali I ask is that this Crm-
mittee make up the interest. It is a
simple thing to do ; let it go for what it
is worth, and the Government can decide
whether they will pay it or not.

HON. MR. READ-The hon. leader
of the Government has stated the case
pretty fairly and very clearly. There
are, however, sorne circumstances that
he has not brought out out exactly, and
it is well to begin at the beginning of this
matter. The Dominion of Canada
granted licenses in 1842-43 to certain
parties to eut timber on territory belong-
ing to Canada as it was supposed and as
it turned out to be. When that timber
was cut it had to go down the River St.
John. It was seized in New Brunswick
and held there for costs and charges
which these people had to pay, and
which formed the subject matter of this
dispute. They paid the money, and
subsequently, this territory being in dis-
pute, the British Government issued a
Royal Commission to have a survey
made. Each province took portions of
the survey that was made, the cost of it
to be taken out, as far as it went, of what
had been collected for timber. When
the account came to be adjusted, it was
found that New Brunswick owed Canada
in March, 1856, over $2 ,ooo., Of that
anount, over $2o,ooo they have agreed
to pay. Now the whole matter comes.
down to a question of interest. If they
owed the debt did they in justice or
honesty owe interest upon it, It, is a
question of the strong against the weak
It seems to me. It is ail very well
to talk about.. getting the decision
of a court, but. law means money. , I am
told, now -that before they .can- move
agai over $700 or $Soo has to be paidi
NewBrunswick admits thatthe Province
owed $io,ooo at ai eertain time : thenin
all- justice the parties who have been
loking. for that money from year to
Year are entitled to interest. I.mav not
be4awyer enough to read the Order-in-
COuncil, but, as far as I understand it, in
1877 Canada passed an Order-in-Coun-
Cilisetting out in the schedule how much
eaçd of these people were to receive, and
mTade up interest on. the atnount. - One
claunant wanted sorne money and found

a man who was willing to ptiiéliase-his
claim. That purchase was made with
the consent and knowledge of the Gov-
ernment, and he took every means in
his power to find out whether the claim
would be paid by the Government with-
out trouble. His claim is $2 2,ooo, I
believe, and he was paid $ro,ooo upon
it once. This is the man who brings
the suit. Under ail those circumstances,
if New Brunswick owed the money at
ail, certainly one would think they ought
to vay it ; that is my own view of the
matter. There are many other things in
connection with the subject which I
would like to state, but I know that
the House is not inclined to hear much
about it : it is purely a question
whether or not, in all honesty and justice,
New Brunswick has a right to pay inter-
est on the debt which she admits she
owes. If the Government are not liable
for interest on their debts when they pay
them they should be made liable.

HON. MR. CARVELL-" The Queen
can do no wrong " is ai axiom I have
listened to for many years, and for one
I would be very glad to believe it, but I
cannot help feeling that if the Queen,
through the Privy Council of Canada,
should take the course of repudiating a
debt honestly due, she would be guilty of
a very great wrong. If I understand
this question at all, as it has been ·stated
by the hon. gentleman from Quinte, and
I think the Leader of the House has also
admitted it, there is no questioning the
fact that there is an amount due those
parties who are represented by my hon.
friend at a certain time long past, and the
Governments of New Brunswick: and.
Canada.have had theuse of thatmioneye
at four, fue or six per cent., according as
they have been paying interest for mdney.,
Leaving out the legal technicalities of the
question and letting equity come in,- if
thisimoney isdue, the Governmenthare
had the-benefit of it, and surely they are-,
not disposed to be enriched at the ese
pense of. a comparatively weak, or. the,
.really weak suppliant in this case. I will.
go further : not only is the GoTernment..
in equity bound to pay the interest at*
four, five or six per cent.,on this.amount,.
but it is only fair to say that the interest at
the bank rate which the unfortunate sup-.
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pliant has been obliged to pay-say seven
per cent.-is equitably, if not legally due.
But I cannot at all understand how the
Government, and more especially the
Parliament of Canada, could be a party
to using funds for their own benefit to
the disadvantage of the suppliants in this
case. If this money has been due from
1856, I should go still further. If it is
a matter that is undisputed that this
money was due as long back as 1856, I
should say that all expenses which have
necessarily been thrown upon the mover
of this resolution and his associates
should be reimbursed by the Government
of Canada in addition to the interest at
the larger rate I have named. I do not
think that any gentleman in this House,
acting as an arbitrator between two
individuals, could possibly take any other
view. The Dominion of Canada, as has
just been stated by the leader of the
Government, assumed the debt of New
Brunswick: I cannot remember the
time when the Government of New
Brunswick, as if exists to-day, or any
other Government would hesitate for a
moment to acknowledge the claim of my
hon. friend. There was a time when his
influence in the country was such that no
Government who hesitate for a moment
in paying any fair claim that he would
make. I feel warmly on this matter. I
feel that my hon. friend ought to be re-
imbursed to; the uttermost cent every
dollar that he is out of pocket. I have
an idea that he has spent nearly half the
amount of his claim in his numerous trips
to Ottawa from his remote home, over a
thousand miles from here, to look after
this money. These expenses he cannot
put in his claim, but I do think that
interest at the rate money has cost him,
and the costs which he has incurred in
trying to get what is manifestly due io
him, should, without hesitation be paid.
I say if the law is against him in such a
flagrant case as this, the House ought to
step in, and the Government ought to
step in if necessary, and take charge of
New Brunswick and see that the amount
is paid. It is a case of the strong against
the weak, in which the weak has no
show; but I think. if this House expresses
its opinion it will help and stand by my
hon. friend.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I happened to
be, some years ago, a member of the
committee which reported on this ques-
tion. Unfortunately I did not follow up
the details of the case so as to be able at
present to discuss the particulars; but it
seems to me that there are two questions
in this matter, and while I take for
granted all that has been so clearly
stated by the leader of the Government,
I do not think it would be proper or fair
to refuse to accede to the recommenda-
tion of the committee. The leader of
the Government has stated the merits
of the case, and I am afraid that
in case a vote should be taken
or a decision should be arrived at
in the sense indicated by the leader
of the House, it would practically amount
to a decision of the merits of the case.
This is not the question which is before
the House. The question is shall the
Committee receive further instructions
to inquire about this matter of interest.
The Committee found that they had not
the authority to inquire into that branch
of the question, and they have come to
the House to ask for further instructions,
and further authority to look into other
details of the matter. It is well. known
that the power of Parliament is supreme
in those matters, and I would go so far
as to say that supposing there has been
a.judgment of the highest tribupal on
the question it would not follow that
Parliament would not have the right to
appoint a Committee and instruct that
Committee to inquire into the equity of
the case. Parliament might come to the
conclusion that though the claimant was
debarred from asking for justice on ac-
count of the fact that costs would be
proscribed, it does not follow that Parlia-
ment would not in the interest of equity
say that the claim should be inquired
into and payments made.. I do not
think it would be fair to refuse the re-
commendation of the Committee and
prevent further inquiry that would put
on record the whole case in order
that the claimants may have. every
possible chance of obtaining justice.
This is one of those peculiar
cases that sometimes arise, and although
theLeaderoftheGovernment has observed
that the Province of New Brunswick
has refused to pay any further sumi, it

HoN. MR. CARVELL.
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might happen that the case should be
presented in such a way, and such proof
should be put on record that the Gov-
ernment of New Brunswick themselves
would be brought to consent to the pay-
ment on account of the equity which
exists in favor of the claimants. I ex-
pressed my humble opinion as a member
of this House that al] possible power
should be given to this Committee, and
it will be time enough for the House and
for the administration to say whether
they will pay any further sum or not,
after the Committee report. I happened
to be in the Committee the other day
and I heard that the Deputy Minister of
Justice had introduced into the question
some further evidence in the shape of
documents which ought to be explained,
and I think it would not be fair to refuse
to the interested parties an opportunity
to put in evidence on those new docu-
ments to counteract the effect of such
testimony.

HoN. MR. DEVE R-I take the liberty,
as one of the members of the Committee,
to say a few words on this matter. I
fully concur with the Leader of the Gov-
ernment in this House that this question
will have to be solved in a court of justice.
I do not think that anything which we can
possibly do here will enforce payment of
the amount, but it is our duty, as honest
men who wish to do justice between man
and man, to get at the bottom of this
matter and see if this claim is a just one.
With reference to one remark that the
Leader of the House made (and he
seemed to dwell upon it particularly),
that New Brunswick has throughout re-
fused to pay the amount of this claim,
and that therefore Canada should not be
called upon.to make the amount good, I
might ask the House a question : Did
they ever yet know a culprit who would
admit his crime, or did they ever know
of a debtor who did not care to pay, ad-
Mit his indebtedness ? I should think
the best judges in this 'matter would be
the parties who investigated it, and the
Opinion of the former committee was
that the amount claimed was honestly
due. Oui: opinion on this question was
not based so much on the evidence on
behalf of those parties or on behalf of
New Brunswick as on the evidence of

the officers of this Government and of
the Government of Old Canada-men
high in position and trust in this coun-
try, such as the Auditor-General and the
Finance Minister of Canada. Those
gentlemen came before us and solemnly
declared by word of mouth, and by
documents taken from the public ar-
chives, that such and such amounts
were honestly due by New Brunswick,
not as her own money, but as
the money of Canada paid over to
New Brunswick under an arrangement
between those claimants here and the
Government of old Canada, that the
amount after the most severe investiga-
tion was found to be by those officers in
our presence $21,618.25 due by New
Brunswick to Canada on the i2th day of
November 1856. It has been said that
this claim has been danied. As a mem-
ber of the Committee I find on the con-
trary that the principal amount was paid or
nearly paid, and that the whole question
rests in a simple denial of the liability to
pay interest on this amount. After a
solemn investigation of this matter six or
seven hon. members of this House, with
the best evidence before them, came to
the conclusion that the amount of $21,-
618.25 was due by New Brunswick on
the 12th November 1856 as cash. I ask
any commercial man-I ask any banker
or any gentleman who has ever dealt in
finance, if that amount of simple cash
due at that time should not bear interest
until the time the debt was liquidated
and paid ? This is the question before
the House. This is the question
that the committee found they
had not power to pronounce upon,
and it is why they come back to this
House for further powër. There is no
question as to the amount due; the
only question is if this was cash should it
bear interest and what interest should it
bear from the date it was due. We
could not go further. We simply pre-
sented*the case to you and it is not a
matter of the slightest importance to me
except simply that it is a duty which I
have to acquit myself of and it is for you
to decide whether you will send us back
again to pronounce on this matter or not.

HON. MR. ALMON-I think after
what we have all heard from the leader
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of the House there is no doubt that
legally he is correct; but the question of
the equity of the case arises in the mind
of this assembly and that is the question
for us. We are certainly not judges or
Jurors ; but the case stands thus: in 1843,
before a number of us in this House were
born, the hon. gentleman from Sunbury
had a claim against the Governor-General
of Canada and the Government of New
Brunswick for a sun of money that he
had paid them. It is said Quebec is not
liable for that. Legally not, but morally
is she not bound to see that New Bruns-
wick pays that money? He paid Que-
bec money that he ought not to have
paid.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The ground of
the claim is this: that in the survey of
the boundaries between the old Province
of Canada-that was the Province of
Quebec' which lay alongside of New
Brunswick-which was to be made at
joint expense, Canada paid a sum of
money which entitled her to claim back
from New Brunswick about $2o,ooo, and
that sum of money Canada agreed should
be paid to these claimants.when received
from New Brunswick.

HoN. MR. ALMON-I do not at all
understand the argument of the hon.
Leader of the House. .1 do not see if
New Brunswick and Quebec owe a cer-
tain sum of money why they should-say,
",We are going, to pay the claim out.e
money appropriated to settle the bound-
ary-paid out. from a different source
altogether." I do not at all see the force
of the contentionof.the hon. member on
that point. -. ,was going on to say that I
think the Leader of the House put it
from the .legal- point of:view, and if we
are here.to exact thepound of flesh and
take no blood. -with it, 1. agree with his
contention; but I. do not thing, we; axe
Shylocks here.. I think we are to judge
of.te .equity :of the case. We have aUl
read, or !ought to have. read " Bleak
House" which Dickenas published and
which il think had the eect of sweeping
away the Court ofChancey, You wopld
ask an old man, who is many years past
the allotted span of life, which the
Psalmist gave, to go to a court of law.
He bas been in law nowlor- nearly forty

HON. MR. ALMON.

years and you tell him " It is true you
have anequitable claim-New Brunswick
owes you this money and we feel that it
does ; but go back-go to law again. If
the small span of life that God bas given
you should be prolonged perhaps in ten
or twenty years the whole thing will be
settled." Is not that enough to disgust
us all with law? How was the Court of
Chancery done away with but by pointing
out the delays and ruin and starvation
of families waiting until the Court of
Chancery could decide their cases. It
'has been admitted by high authority that
not only bas my hon. friend a just claim
but that he bas a legal claim, though
owing to his lawyers not having been as
astute as the lawyers opposed to him his
case had fallen to the ground and he bas
been put aside not that he had not
justice on his side. Now he is told
that he must go all over the case again.
Would it not be more generous to have
the case sifted to the bottom, and if the
money was due in 1843 certainly the
interest is due now. It is all very well
to say that we have not the power to
make New Brunswick pay, but I am
certain if you put the question before
anybody in Nova Scotia that we owed
money, no matter how, they would settle
it to the. utmost farthing, and I am sure
Nova Scotia and New Brunswiçk are so
nearly allied that their feeling-is the same
as ours in that respect. As long as we
shilly shally and tell the hon. gentleman
that as long as he can drag his legs îup
here-and there are just as good bury-
ing, grounds in the vicinity of Ottawa se
on the banks of the St. John-and carry
this thmg on until he dies, you cannot
expect that New Brunswick will say no;
YouAeave. him to Cusar and to Cpsar
shall heigo ;. you leave him. tô the Sen-
ateý,of the Dominion and the Senate
has told bm he must go to law to bave
this matter settled. Supposing the
money >is, due ,by New Brunswick and
we decide soù,New Brunswick must pay
it. The Dominion bas the money in its
bands. New Brunswick comes every
year for a portion. of-its subsidy ; why
,shall not the Dominion deduct for the
bone. gentleman the interest that is due
and giveNew Brunswick the balance,?
I think. from what I know of New Bruns-
wick, and I judge from what I know of
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Nova Scotia, they will. not quarrel with t
you for doing so. 1

HON. MR. GLASIER-The Leader
of the Government has made a statement s
to-day that I never heard of before.
Take the amount of this claim which I
have against New Brunswick. They said t
" We give you that as compensation for
losses you sustained." There was no
understanding of any kind which the
Leader of the Government states to me
to-day. It is a new phase that comes up
to-day. There is no book to show it and
I disputed the thing altogether.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not know
that I have the right to speak again on
the matter, but I do not think the hon.
gentleman (Mr.Almon) is dealing fairly
with the Government in attributing to it
any desire to oppress any one or to take
advantage of its position to commit any
injustice. It is a very good reason
perhaps for going as far as possible,
where it is a case of the weak against the
strong, but I do not recognize that that
principle should go so far as to say that
because the weak make a claim, the strong
nust pa y it whether it is a good and valid
claim or not. It is a great misfortuhe to
My hon. friend if he has a good claim
that he should have to fight for
it for 40 years, but it cannot be denied
that for 24 years, at the period when he
deservedly possessed such great influence
in the country, this claim was due, and
the claim for this interest was only made
recently. I do not think that it was
spoken of till 1881.

HON. MR. GLASIER-Will the hon.
gentleman excuse me. If he turns to the
Order-in-Council of 1877 he will see
where it all comes in.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes I mean
!877. But he says the claim originated
ln 1843, and confederation did not
take place until 1867, there was a con-
siderable interval there. I am not in-
clined to deal with this matter on any
such grounds exactly as have been taken.
I do not think it is fair to require the
Government to depart from the rule
Which they have laid down, and the pro-
Priety of which I never heard disputed

24

before, that when called upon to pay a
preconfederation debt of any province,
hey should be satisfied that it is
lue and that the province shall
sanction it ; or if the province
disputes the propriety of paying it, as
NIew Brunswick does in this instance,
the Dominion should have some other
kind of sanction for taking the money of
the people to pay the debt of the pro-
vince. That is precisely the course that
the Government have followed in similar
cases up to this time. That is precisely
the course which the Government is fol-
lowing in this case. They are told by
New Brunswick that the debt is not due;
that they are not bound to pay this, and
they say "Very well, in this case we do
as we do in every other case. We will
pay it if New Brunswick admits that it is
due; or we will pay it if New Brunswick
disputes it, if we are oidered to pay it by
the Courts ; and we will facilitate pro-
ceedings in court in order to get judg-
ment." On that account they gave the
fiat, and there the case stands which
the hon. gentleman asks shall be
applicable to him, when it is de-
cided. And that practically makes my
hon. friend a party to the case.
That is the exact position of the thing.
Does this House think proper to hold
that the practice of the Government as
to paying pre-Confederation debts is
wrong, and that it ought to pay those
debts when there is no means of ascer-
taining their legality, or even if they
consider them totally illegal, as they do
in this case, because there are distinct
decisions of the courts which are to the
effect that this claim is unfounded in
law, and there is no legal claim on the
Government for this interest ? My hon.
friend stated that the Government had
had the benefit of this money : they
never had-they never had the money.
They are not in the position of owing a
debt of which they had the benefit, and
retaining that money and refusing to pay
interest. They are just in this position,
that there was an agreement to settle the
claim out of the funds tobe obtained from
New Brunswick. I can read the evi-
dence in no other way, and my hon.
friend (Mr. Scott) in his report of 1877,
takes exactly the same position that I
take to-day: he recognizes that out of
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the funds to be obtained from New
Brunswick on this debt are to be paid
those claims to the extent to which they
were admitted by New Brunswick. He
recognized nothing more. He recom-
mended that the claim be made on New
Brunswick for the whole amount, in-
terest and all, in order that it might
be got for this claimant, but there is
no recommendation that I know
of that intérest shall be paid
these gentlemen whether it is col-
lected or not. My hon. friend (Mr.
Trudel) talks about making more
researches, and sifting this to the bottom.
What more evidence is required-what
is there to sift ? Everyone will admit-
everyone would have admitted in 1881,
-that the sum of money was due on the
12th November, 1856. Now the
question whether there is interest due on
this money or not is a legal question, and
therefore to be decided by the courts.
If it is a question which Parliament
thinks proper to settle by Act, ordering
the Government to pay it whether it is
due or not, that is another consideration
altogether: of course it is in the power
of Parlianent to do so.

Hox. MR. DICKEY-It could not
originate here.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-If in point of
fact that sum of money was due on that
day, and the circumstances are before
the House, every member of the Senate
is just as competent as the Committee
to decide whether interest is payable or
not. If the members of this Committee
desire to re-assemble, and conclude
whether interest should be paid on what
they might consider to be an equitable
ground, I do not see that there could be
any great objection to that, but of what
advantage would it be to anybody ? The
Committee comes before the House and
says (what I assume it may say, what some
hon. gentlemen have already said) that
inasmuch as this money was due on a
certain day, the Government ought to
pay interest upon it. I do not know
that that would justify the Government
in paying interest. How could the
Government appropriate money to pay
a debt which they are satisfied is not
due, merely because of my hon. friend's

HON. MR. ABBOT T.

position, age, &c. My hon. friends will
see it is a serious matter to take the
financial administration out of the hands
of the Government on considerations
like those.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I think that
the Committee is not going so far as the
hon. gentleman seems to believe. The
Committee ask only to be allowed to
make the case as good as possible, even
for the Government to re-consider the
matter. If there are documents and
points of fact which have not been put
before the Committee, and there is rea-
son that they should be put before the
Committee without deciding anything
as to the merits of the case, would not
the hon. leader of the Government think
it fair to give an opportunity to the
Committee to put them on record ?

HON. MR. DEVER-The leader of
the Government seemngly is under a
misapprehension that i or somebody
else said that the Govern ment of Canada
is responsible for this debt and should
pay the interest upon it. I did not say
that. My position is that if New Bruns-
wick owed the principal, which I believe
New Brunswick did, then if anybody is
to pay the interest that Provinçe should
pay it, and by our report here, if youl
will read it, you will see that we express
that opinion.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I was about tO
read the report in answer to what my
hon. friend has said. The Committee
do not ask to take any more evidence on
this subject. No more evidence is neces-
sary.

HON. Mk GLASIER-We do not
want any more evidence of the debt.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-There is no
demand to siit this matter further. This
is what they say :-

" Your Committee find it appears that tbe
Government of New Brunswick agreed tO
the pay ment of twenty thousand two hundred
and sixty-three dollars and thirty-one cents
($20,263.31), of the amount of 'twenty-one
thousand six hundred and eighteen dollars.
and twenty-five cents ($21,618.25),which the
former Select Committee of your genor"
blouse reported on the 17th Mrolh, 1881,
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was due by New Brunswick to Canada on
the 12th November, 1856, and which your
Committee also find to have been so due at
the last-mentioned date."

There is no question about that at all.
New Brunswick owed that money on the
12th November, 1856. Now, what
does the Committee say :-

" The whole ouestion now appears to your
Committee to be as to the right of the
claimants to interest upon the said amount
of twenty-one thousand six hundred and
eighteen doilars and twenty-five cents
($21,618.25) from the tinie at which payment
thereof was due. Your Committee is of
opinion that the Order of Reference does not
give them power to consider this question,
and they beg leave to ask further instruc-
tions from your Honorable House."

What they want is simply to be per-
mitted to form their opinion from the
premises laid down by themselves and
concurred in by everybody, whether or
no under those circumstances, consider-
ing the fact that the money was due at
that date, the Government should pay
interest on that sum from that date.
There are the facts for this House to
form an opinion on if it thinks proper,
Everything is there, and there is no
more. sifting to be done-the facts are
there, and no one disputes them. My
hon. friend correctly says the only thing
to be done is to calculate the interest to
this date. I understand, of course, that
the hon. gentleman wishes to obtain an
expression of opinion from the Com-
mittee that the Government of Canada
ought to pay this interest due by New
Brunswick, but I do not know whether
the Committee would commit themselves
to an expression of opinion of that sort.
Of course it will be entirely within their
Own discretion if they re-assemble, but it
does not appear to me that it would be
furthering my hon. friend's cause in any
way. He is in a position to go to the
Goverriment and say " here is the finding
of the Committee that this sum is due;
it has not been paid ; it has been lying
there so many years : the Government
are not obliged to pay it, but I ask them
to take it into consideration." The only

ther course is to go before the Exche-
q9er Court.

HDx. Ma. GI 4ASIER-That, will take
three years.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No, a judgment
could be obtained much sooner. The
claimants can get a judgment to say
whether the Government should pay in-
terest or not, but it is not fair to attempt
to take the financial administration of
the country out of the hands of the Gov-
ernment and compel them to violate a
principle on which they have been acting
for 21 years. If a province admits a debt
is due, the Dominion Government will
pay it : if not, they await a judicial deci-
sion before making a payment. That is
exactly the position of the Government
in this matter. My hon. friend says he
wants the Committee to be permitted to
make up the amount of interest. I do
not see that that is a function of a Com-
mittee of this Hon. House. My hon.
friend opposite (Mr. Scott) concurred in
the repDrt of the Deputy Minister of Jus-
tice in 1877, a paragraph of which is as
follows :-

"There is much to be said in favor of this
view, but as, in my opinion, Canada is :ttot
legally liable for the losses in question, I
think that without the consent of Ontario
and Quebec, the distribution asked fer can-
not be made."

Further on he says
"That. the monevs to be received frQm

New Brunswick in respect of the disputed
territory above referred to, be paid to the
respective claimante pro rata, according to
the amounts of their respective claims; sub-
ect in the cases of Mr. Glasier and Mr.
Tibbets to the special conditions mentioned
below."

Then he recommends that an account
be sent to the Lieutenant-Governor of
New Brunswick bearing interest at 6 per
cent., claiming interest in order that it
may be paid to these gentlemen. That
shows that the view of hon. gentlemen
then was exactly the view of the Gov-
ernment now, that whatever properly
goes to these gentlemen should be paid,
but that this Government should not be
called upon to pay interest on the debt
unless it is admitted by New Brunswick
or payment is sanctioned by a decision
of the court. I do not know that the
matter is of such importance as to take
up much time of this House, 1 db not
know that there is any grave or substan-
tial reason of state to prevent the com-
mittee. re-assembling and reporting
whether they consider this interest s die
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or not, but I think it is more in accord-
ance with our views, that when the facts
are presented to the House by a com-
mittee, we are quite as competent to
form an opinion on them as the com-
mittee.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I wish to call
the attention of the Minister to a feature
of this case which removes it from the
category of ordinary claims against the
Crown. It rests upon a license granted
by the Province of Quebec to cut timber.
That license carried with it a covenant
on the part of the Crown to protect the
licenses against all comers and goers.
I venture to say that in no Province of
the Dominion would the Crown feel
itself exempted from relieving a person
from all damages in consequence of his
being led into financial embarrassment
on the representations of the Crown.
The representatives of the Crown in New
Brunswick seized timber improperly and
compelled parties to pay fines and costs
which were improperly put into the ex-
chequer of the Province and used to pay
the debts of the Province. I say, there-
fore, the position is entirely different
from that of an ordinary claimant against
the Crown. Certainly the Crown, as
represented by the Government of Old
Canada, was bound by every principle of
honor to protect the licensees from the
consequences of such acts. I lay that
down as a principle which cannot be
controverted.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
is not disputing my argument at all. I
do not dispute anything he is saying.
I simply say that this Government
does not propose to discuss, and it
has not been its practice to discuss,
the legality or the validity of a pre-confe-
deration debt with regard to any province;
it takes the ground with regard to that
debt that unless the province admits it.
or it is held to be good by a decision of
the court it cannot be paid.

HON. MR. SCOTT-My hon. friend
will find, if he will look at the records
since 1867, that when a province has
endeavored to repudiate a debt it has
been forced to pay it, and if a province
attempts to evade payment. of an honest

debt for which in point of honor and
point of. law the two older provinces
Ontario and Quebec were liable by every
principle of law and equity, it became in
some degree the duty of the Federal
Government to insist upon the payment
of the debt by New Brunswick. I find
in the communication to the Lieutenant
Governor of New Brunswick dated the
11th February, 1878, page 251 of the
journal of the Senate, that I wrote the
following :-

" I enclose statement of account showing
how this balance has been arrived at and
also a copy of the Report of the Canadian
ex-Commissioner of August 1863."

" Interest at the legal rate prevailing in
New Brunswick has accrued upon this sun,
but only froin the date of the adjudications
of the I2th Novem ber 1856, although it ap-
pears that New Brunswick had the use of
the money for a 1eriod of 12 years before
then.

The Minister is correct to the letter in
what he says, but I do not say that there
are elements about this claim that take
it out of the ordinary category, and
because the honor of the Crown, as
represented by Ontario and Quebec at
all events, and the Crown as represented
by New Brunswick is involved, it warrants
the Federal Government in taking more
than the ordinary line they would fellow
in dealing with cases that arise from time
to time as to the liabilities of the various
provinces to individuals. The peculiar
features of the case take it out of that
category and imposes a higher moral
obligation on the Government to see that
this claim is paid. New Brunswick had
the use of the moneys of certain persons
for a period of twelve years. SurelY
nobody would say that these parties
should not be entitled to recover the
interest on that money from NeW
Brunswick; but no charge is made for
that; the interest does not begin until
twelve years after New Brunswick had
the use of this money. I draw attention
to these particulars points and while the
Minister is right in the abstract it is not
certainly the way in which a Government
should talk to the subject. Here is the
Crown as represented in New Brunswick,
Ontario and Quebec and by the Federal
Government. The Federal Government
is the strong body, and I think it is their
duty to see when, any of the snaller

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

3T 2



The Gla8ier [JUNE 14, 1887] and Tibbes Claim.

provinces attempt to evade payment of a
debt that is essentially so honest
as this one, that the money is taken from
any belonging to that province that the
Federal Government happens to have
on hand, has to pay the debt. Since
that time New Brunswick has made and
been paid claims that had not one-tenth
the merit of this. New Brunswick has
had many claims since Confederation and
I say on these various opportunities it
became the duty of the Federal Govern-
ment, as the trustee for the whole peo-
ple, to see that New Brunswick paid and
discharged a debt that has so just and
honest a basis as this particular one.

to enter into the case at all, settle it in
that way : give my hon. friend what he
claims, and what every member in this
Chaniber believes to be his just dues.

HoN. MR. POWER-When this
matter was brought before the House by
my hon. friend this Session, I did not
think it had any business here, and I am
very much of the same opinion still.
When the matter was brought up in
187 7,the Government of that day decided
that in their opinion the moneywas due to
the claimants and that it should be paid
in a particular way. A change of Gov-
ernment took place and after the lapse of
some years my hon. friend complained

HON. MR. CARVELL-I do not al- that the money had fot been paid as he
ways succeed in making myself under- thought it should have been under the
stood, but I have no hesitation in saying decision of the previous Government,
that the statement given by the Minister and he asked for a Committee of this
is perfectly plain to me, as it is to him. House to inquire into the question as to
When the hon. Minister said that they whether he and bis friends should have
never had the money and therefore are got more than they had received, and
flot iiable to pay interest on it, I tcom- whether he was entitled to a further sum
Menced by saying that the Queen could from the Government. That Committee
do no wrong-that the Crown, at that investigated the matter thoroughIy and
time represented by the Province of oid made a report which settied the whole
Canada, had granted certain piviHeges question. Thy stated that a certain
to the cwaimants here. There came a ahount was due up to a certain time,
time, after the boundary gne was agreed how much had been paid up to 88 , and
ppon, when the Crown was represented how muc h was then due. That was the
by the Province of New Brunswick. whole case. What is the use of sending
Subsequently, and at the present day, a Committee out to find whether the
the Crown bas been represented by the interest bas been paid or should be paid?
Privy Council of Canada. If these That is a matter that this House cannot
Parties suifer they suifer at the seule. The report of the Committee
hands of the Crown, and, therefore, I canno affect that at al. The Committee
Say if that dlaim was just-and there have made a report recognizing my hon.
Seerns to be no difference of opinion fiend's daim as far as they can, but they
Or it-the amount bas been agreed upon are not in a position to settle the question
and the claimants are entited to be paid of interest. The members of the Com-
the whole of it with interest. It is for mittee have their opinions about the
the Government of Canada to see that payment of interest and the embers of
justice is done. I doi not hesitate to the House have theirs, but an expression
express my opinion that the Government of that opinion wicl not assist my hon.
Of Canada should see this interest paid friend in the slightest degree. It is a
aqd then let the question as to whether tter to be settied between my hon.

at is the Government of Canada or the friend and the Governent, and we have
Giovernment of New Brunswick that nothing to do with it. I think it is an
shouId stand the shot be decided by the undesirable thing to have the time of
god not by the unfortu- this House anWa its committees taken up

ate petitioner through thae courts, fight- with matters of that kind where our
M9g first the Governaent of New Bruns- action could be of ro possible good.
sick and then the Government of
Canada. He has been doing that forr eN. MR. O'DONOHOE-I desire
thirty Or forty years. If you allow equity to know fro the hon, leader if the
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amount of money found to be due was
paid by the Government of Canada, be-
cause it has not appeared to me, from
what has been said, nor in anything I
have heard or read, who paid the amount
that has been paid on this claim.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The amount
was paid by New Brunswick to Canada
and by Canada to the claimants, with
the exception of some $340 which one of
the claimants declines to accept.

HoN. MR. O'DONOHOE-Was the
amount paid to the Government of Canada
just as an amount per se to apply to this
particular debt, or was it an amount that
came in an account between the two
provinces ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No; they paid
it on account of this debt. They ad-
mitted a debt to the extent of $2o,263.31
and that amount 'was paid to this Gov-
ernment'and by this Government paid to
the claimants.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I think my
hon. friend, who has taken an active part
in this matter, must be satisfied with the
discussion that h-is taken place-a dis-
cussioi which I have no doubt must
have a very strong effect in his favor
upon the Government of the country, and
I think it would be hardly wise to dimin-
ish that effect in any way by forcing a
division on this question. I think it
would be just as well to let the matter
drop, and I am sure my hon. friend in
that way will have all the good effect
that could be obtained.

HON. MR. READ-The claimants
feel that they are placed at a disadvan-
tage. Evidence has been produced that
they did not expect, and they have not
had an opportunity to rebut it. I wish
to mention this to the hon. leader of the
House, because I know that it is a point
on which they feel more anxiety than
anything else-to have an opportunity
to rebut the evidence that.has been fur-
nished to the Committee.

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE-The sug-
gestion dropped by the hon. the leader
of the House, it seems to me, in favor of

the applicant might be well adopted
without further trouble-that is, that the
Committee should re-assemble and go as
far into the matter as they please, and
niake a further report.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No, I oppose
that.

HON. MR. DEVER-When the Com-
mittee were delegated to ascertain why
this amount was not paid, new evidence
was brought in to find out why this
amount was not paid since a former
Committee of this House had recom-
mended its payment. The evidence
brought in recently was rather opposed
to the claimants here and we did not
feel disposed to allow any further
evidence to be taken in the matter
though we knew that fresh evidence,
hostile to the interests of these men had
been introduced, until we came back to
this Ilouse to ask your permission to
further investigate this matter and allow
these men to bring in evidence that would
clear away the effect of the recent testi-
mony submitted. That would be the
object of the Committee in reassembling
again-to allow the parties to bring in
rebutting evidence against the new evi-
dence that was introduced the other
day.

HON. MR. GLASIER-That is what
has been done. I could have rebutted
that evidence had I been given an oppor-
tunity to do so.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I hope ny
hon. friend will be satisfied with the dis-
cussion which has taken place. It must
have occurred to him that even if this
Committee-should reassemble and report
that a certain sum is due him it is doubt-
ful if it will better his position at all
The Government are not bound by the
recommendation of that Committee. It
is well known that the initiation of moneY
votes necessarily belongs to another
branch of Parliament, and therefore I do
not see any good that is going to be
served in this matter. I think my hon.
friend should see that the impression o
the House is favorable to a kindly cOn-
sideration of the claim, and under the
circumstances I must concur in the posl-
tion taken by the Leader of the Govern-

HON. MR. O'DONOHOE.
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ment, that until the claim is established
by a legal tribunal the Government are
not in a position to stop this money
from the New Brunswick Government.
As I understand it, the New Brunswick
Government absolutely refuse to pay
the claim. Then what position is the
Fedral Government in to stop this money
from any sums in their hands payable to
the Government of the Province ? They
cannot do it, because the local Govern-
ment would say at once, " We are not
legally bound to pay this money and
until we are legally bound to do so we
will not pay it." I hope my hon. friend
will see that the spirit of the House is
kindly and friendly to him under all the
rircumstances, and I hope that this will
lead to an amicable seulement of the
case by the Government.

HoN. MR. GLASIER-I would re-
quest permission to withdraw the
motion.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-1 shall certain-
ly communicate to my hon. colleagues
the strong opinions expressed ii this
House on the subject.

The motion was withdrawn.

A QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE.

HoN. MR' ALMON-Before the
orders of the day are called I wish to
direct the attention of this House to the
way in which the Debates of the Senate
are reported in the newspapers. You
are all aware that when the first reports
of the proceedings of the House of
Commons in England were published by
Dr. Samuel Johnson, he headed them
" The Reports of the Assembly at Lilli-
put," and then under that heading he
gave reports of the debates and proceed-
ings of the House in his own peculiar
phraseology. The reports which appear
in the morning Citizen are headed "The
Debates of the Senate," but the speeches
there reported might have been made
in Lilliput ; they certainly were not de-
hivered in this Chamber. I thought that
on this Chinese question I had spoken
With no uncertain voice. I will read
the resolution which I moved last even-
ifg.

" No duty shall be payable under the
Chinese Immigration Act in respect of any
woman of Chinese origin who is the wife of
the person who accompanies her, and who
can produce a certificate to that effect from
the British Consul of the port from which
they embark"

It is very plain, that the object of that
resolution was to free Chinese women
from taxation on landing in British
Columbia and to encourage the immi-
gration of decent Chinese women into
this country. Now let us see what our
friend of the Daily Citizen reports me
as saying-God forbid that I should give
the credit to any newspaper but to the
one which deserves it.

HoN. MR. ALMON moved an amendment
to the effect that a Chinese wornan coming
into Canada do produce a certificate of ber
marriage from the British Consul at the
port at which she embarks.

I certainly thought I had stated my
views clearly-in fact had reiterated the
thing until the House was tired of hearing
me ; still my remarks were reported in
that way. That is only one instance.
Now we will see how I was reported on
a previous occasion in speaking on the
Chinese question:-

" The Hon. Dr. Alnonsaid that England
bas done away with the slave trade in her
colonies.at the expense of twenty millione.of
nioney."

Now if Dr. Almon had spoken such
arrant nonsense I think he would have
been jeered at, and many of his hon.
friends would have been very apt to trip
him up. I never said that England had
spent $2o,ooo,ooo to do away with the
slave trade in her colonies; I said that
she had spent a good deal of money to
do away with the slave trade throughout
the world by attacking ships that were
carrying slaves to Brazil and other
countries.

HON. MR. MILLER-She bought
out the slave trade of her own colonies
for £20,ooo,ooo sterling.

HON. MR. ALMON-I am further
reported as saying :-

"The feeling against the Chinese was
confined to a emall portion of British
Columbia."

Dr. Almon said nothing of the kind;
he said there was a large minority that
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was opposed to i. I am sorry that my
sight is so bad that I cannot read in this
light, or 1 should point out more inac-
curacies. If these young Samuel John-
sons who sit down there at the reporters'
desk did that of their own will and
accord I would not blame them ; but for
these newspaper reports of our debates
we are paying $200 or $3oo a year.
Would you b-elieve it gentlemen ? Are
they worth it ? I will say no more on
this subject, and if the reporters on this
very illustrious paper, the Citizen, will
promise not to mention my name in any
respect in the paper I shall forgive him ;
but if I see my name published again in
connection with anything that I notice
in this House I shall certainly bring up
the question of stopping the money that
is paid for falsifying our speeches.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I think the
hon. gentleman is very fortnnate, because
he found a word of what he did say in
the report of his remarks. The Free
Press of Friday evening last reported the
proceedings-they made out a report of
their own, published it in the paper and
stated that the House had adjourned
about two hours before the House
actually did adjourn. They made state-
ments in the report that never were made
in this House at ail. I have said out of
this House what I now say inside of it,
that you cannot possibly rely on one
word being correct that is published
either in the Citizen or the .Free Press,
and if the Senate of Canada have got
any money to spend to have themselves
reported in the newspapers here it is
time they should make a change, or had
better keep the money, because the
reports, two-thirds of the time, have not
a shadow of resemblance of what takes
place in the Senate.

HON. MR. ALMON-Is the other
paper, the Fiee Press, paid for the report
also ?

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I believe so.

HON. MR. DICKEY-While I sympa-
thize with the hon. member from Halifax
I certainly cannot complain that I have
been misreported, for I am bound to
acknowledge that the reporter of the

HON. MR. ALMON.

Citizen most consistently and severely
ignores any remark that I make.

HON. MR. ALMON-It is also report-
ed that I objected to the Chinese coming
into Canada because they have " almon
eyes.', Well, the "Almon eyes " are not
quite as good as they used to be some
years ago, but I would not object to that
if the Almon words were not misre-
ported.

IMPERIAL TRUSTS COMPANY OF
CANADA BILL.

REPORTED FROM COMMITTEE.

HON. MR. ALLEN, from the Select
Committee on Banking and Commerce,
reported Bill (15), "An Act to incorpor-
ate the Imperial Trusts Company of
Canada," with certain amendments.

He said :-I desire to explain very
briefly to the House the nature of those
amendments. This Bill from the House
of Commons is to incorporate a Com-
pany having for its object the executing
of trusts and administering estates, and
as a safe deposit company and for the
transaction of ail business in connection
herewith. When the Bill first came be-

fore the Committee it was objected that
in certain respects it was ultra vires-
that the Company asked for power to
transact their business throughout ail
Canada, and the powers asked for in
certain paragraphs of the Bill were
clearly in conflict with the laws
of some of the Provinces in which they
seek to do business. In paragraph 3,
the Company ask for power to " accept
and hold the office of trustee, receiver
trustee, assigr:ee (other than under an
Act relating to insolvency) executor and
administrator, guardian of any minor or
committee of any lunatic." Now, by the
laws of the Province of Quebec corn-
panies are forbidden to act in that capaci-
ty, and the whole clause conflicted in
that way with the laws of one of the
Provinces in which they sought to carrY
on business. The matter was referred
for the opinion of the Minister of Justice
and the Leader of the Hodse, who con-
ferred upon the subject together, and the
result was the striking out of the greater
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part of clause 2, and the whole of clause
4-the clauses which were objected to-
and putting in this amendment which, I
think the House will see, makes the
whole matter perfectly proper and does
not in any way infringe upon the civil
rights of any Province. The amend-
ment is that the Company shall only be
authorized to exercise those powers if
appointed thereto in accordance with the
law of any Province in which they
may do business and in so far as under
such law they may legally do so.
I presume the House will not object to
give concurrence to the amendments
presently as there is very little time to
get them through the Commons.

HON. MR DICKEY-It is very diffi-
cult to follow amendments in such an
important Bill as that, with so far reach-
ing provisions, and it will be just as well
that we should have an opportunity of
considering them before reading the Bill
the third time.

The amendments were concurred in
and the Bill was ordered for third read-
irg to-morrow.

QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE

HON. MR. McINNES-Before the or-
ders of the day are called I would like
to ask the leader of the Government if
he can state when he will be prepared to
inform the House as to what action will
be taken to vindicate the honor and dig-
nity of this House against the attack that
bas been made on it by some person in
the report of the Inspector of Peniten-
tiaries ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-As I stated the
other day I would do, I have conferred
with my colleagues. I brought the mat-
ter more especially under the notice of
the Minister of Justice in whose Depart-
ment this oflicer is, and I can assure the
louse that my colleagues feel as warmly
as this House can do, the gross impropri-
ety that has been committed by the
official inserting this note in the report
Without the authority of his superior
officer, and in contempt of this House.
I May say that he has received a very
severe reprimand, and steps have been

taken to mark the sense of the Govern-
ment in another way, and it is now under
consideration what further steps will be
taken on the subject.

NEWSPAPER REPORTS OF THE
SENATE DEBATES.

THE SPEAKER-I am rather an old
stager in public life, and I am not in the
habit very often of taking notice of news-
paper reports of my remarks. I was
about, however when the hon. gentleman
from Halifax rose, to call the attention
of the House to the report of the pro-
ceedings of the House yesterday, as pub-
lished in the newspapers and to say that
while I am perfectly willing that every-
thing I say in this House shall be re-
ported, I object entirely to having lan-
guage put in my mouth which I never
used at all. There is a sentence reported
with regard to some remarks which I
made on the Chinese Bill. I never said
one single word which is published in
that short report. It places me in a false
position, and while I have never in
my life before, that I know of, paid
any attention to such reports,
I can assure hon. gentlemen that the
remarks I made on that occasion were
not made either in the spirit or the sense
or the language in which they appear in
this eight or ten line paragraph. It is
erroneous from beginning to end, as will
beseen byanyone whochooses to compare
it with the reports of the official sh rthar. d
writers employed by this House.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I seldom
look at the summary of our debates pub-
lished in the newspapers ; but I think the
Speaker of this House has scarcely any
ground of complaint, because the speech
which he gave on the divorce case the
other day was published in full, while the
remarks made by other members of the
House on that question were entirely
ignored.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-It never
was my opinion that the House would
receive any satisfaction from the summary
of the debates which is made to appear
in two of the daily newspapers. My
reasons for thinking so are these ; it takes
a peculiar skill to condense a debate on
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the one hand, and at the same time do
justice to the remarks of the speakers,
and on the other hand to convev a com-
plete description of the debate to the
public ; and 1 was of opinion myself when
the scheme was adopted that it would be
just about so much money thrown away. 1
I am of that opinion still, and it would
seem to me to be a judicious thing on
the part of the House, as so many gen-
tlemen have been aggrieved by the
erroneous statements attributed to them
in the newspaper reports, to officially
call the attention of the Debates Com-
mittee to the subject. I have no doubt
if that is done the Committee can soon
be called together and they will take such
action as they may deem necessary.

THE SPEAKER-I only complain of
the report of my speech evolved out of
the inner consciousness of the reporters
-a speech which I did not make at all.

IMMIGRATION ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I beg leave to
introduce Bill (2) "An Act to amend
the Immigration Act," and if the House
agrees with me in the view I have of
this Bill it may be possible to take more
rapid steps in passing it than is usual.
By the 24th section of this statute it is
enacted that the Governor-General may
by proclamation, whenever he deems it
necessary, forbid the landing in Canada
of any criminals, and to order them to
be transportel back to the port in
Europe whence they came with
the least possible delay. Now,
information has reached the Government
from various sources, not of an official
character as yet, still of a character that
is indisputable, that there is a probability
of a consignment of surplus criminals
from the penal station of New Caledonia
to the Pacific coast. The authorities there
have found it necessary to get rid of them,
and it is currently reported and believed
by the Government here that those
criminals will be shortly shipped to the
Pacific coast of America. Orders have
already been issued by the Secretary of
the Treasury, prohibiting the landing

HON. MR HAYTHORNE.

of those criminals in San Francisco-
which is understood to be their intended
destination, and immediate and energetic
steps have been taken to put the custom
house officers at that port on their guard
to prevent those prisoners from being
landed on the shores of the United States.
If thîat is done, there seems to be some
probability of our being favored with a
visit from them in British Columbia, and
it is important that we should be put in
a position to prevent their landing in
that province, or at all events only upon
such conditions as will insure their being
sent elsewhere. The clause is defective
in this respect, that it only contemplates
the landing of criminals fron Europe,
and not any from the Pacific, and I would
propose to add after the words " whence
they came " the words " or elsewhere,"
because it may not be possible to send
them back to New Caledonia. I have
an amending Bill in my hand which will
strike out those two words " from Eu-
rope," and add those two words " or
elsewhere " to the clause of the Bill.

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

The Bill was then read the second and
thiid times, under suspension of the
rules, and passed.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (îoo) "An Act respecting the
Waterloo & Magog Railway Co." (Mr.
Stevens.)

Bill ( 111) "An Act to amend the
Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act and
to make bette provision for the trial of
claims against the Crown." (Mr. Abbott.)

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (103) "An Act to incorporate the
Cobourg, Blairton & Marmora Iron and
Railway Co." (Mr. Read.)

LAVELL DIVORCE CASE.

THIRD READING.

The order of the day having been
called-consideration of the Report of
the Select Committee to whom was re-
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ferred Bill (H) for the relief of William
Arthur Lavell-

HON. MR. KAULBACH said-I am
very desirous of taking up as little time
as possible in the discussion of this ques-
tion, especially as I believe that a large
number of the members of this House
have read the evidence. I anticipate
there may be some debate upon
it, and I feel that I would not be
doing justice to the case and the
report of the Committee if I did not say
something now. The Bill, as hon.
gentlemen will see, has been changed in
the Committee. The only substantial
alteration is that we have struck out the
portion which charges the respondent
with bigamy and also with continuing to
live in adultery. The marriage between
the parties is proved and the adultery is
charged as a consequence. The Com-
mittee considered in this case that it was
not desirable to place anything more in
the Bill than was absolutely necessary to
its finding. I do not consider that there
was any question of law at all in this
matter. My hon. friend opposite (Mr.
Gowan) who was associated with me,
unless he has received new light on the
matter, fully agrees with me as to the
validity of the marnage. I do not, there-
fore, wish to discuss, until I hear him,
the case from the legal point of view.
The questions before you are: did these
patties know each other, did they consent
to marry each other, and did they marry
each other? In order to make this case
as plain as possible I have made a brief
of the facts, as shown in the evidence
reported by the Committee. As the
evidence is not of a character which
would be displeasing to anybody to read,
but is rather interesting, I will read the
facts as stated to the Committee :-

The petitioner, Doctor William Arthur
Laveli, aged 22 years, resided in Mer-
rickville in 1882. The respondent, Ada
Marie Caton, aged 20 years, resided in
Newburgh witl her parents. On the 28th
Septeniber of that year she was staving with
ber uncle, Rev. W. Brethour, at Milton, and
on the evening of that day met petitioner, by
appointment, at the railway station, and he
went with lier from the train to ber uncle's.
They lad known each other for eight years,
and some six months previously they were
engaged to be married. by and with the con-
sent of ber parents. No date was fixed for

the wedding. Her parents knew lie was
keeping company with ber with intent to
their marriage. He loved the girl and de-
sired to miake ber his wife. They both
agreed to be married under assumed nanes.
They had talked it over and it was a mutual
understanding, and for that purpose the fol-
lowing morning (29th September) they went
together to Hamilton and secured a room at
the Royal Hotel. He then went to a license
issuer and obtained a marriage license. He
then went to Rev. Mr. Sutherland and ep-
pointed a certain hour that day for their
marriage, and at that hour, two o'clock,
the petitioner and respondent drove to St.
Mark's Church in Hamilton and were there
married by the Rev. Robert Borden Suther.
land, Rector of said parish. They then duly
entered their nanies in the parish registry
chianged io and as Arth.ur Vane and Marie
Herbert. The two witnesses present at the
ceremony signed their names in the register,
and so also did the officiating Rector, who
gave evidence before the Committee that
there was nothing unusual about the mar-
riage-that the license was in the usual
form, signed by the Lieutenant-Governor,
and Pealed, and that they were Married ac-
cording to the rites and cerenionies of the
Church of England. They then went back
to lier unele's, where they stayed a few days.
Then they went to lier brother's and stayed
with bini a few days. Then they went to ber
parents'and stayed with them a few days. The
petitioner then went back to hi@ practice in
M.rrickville. She then recognized him as
ber husband in her letters to him. He
swears that they would have lived together
had he been financially able to support ber
as bis wite; that lie frequently atter-their
narriagre ient to see her at ber paents'
house, and in Novemnber or December fol-
lowing the told him that somebody had
proposed to marry ber. He positively ob-
jected, giving the reason that she was bis
wife. She did not tell him who had proposed
to lier, but on the 6th February he received
a telegram from W. G. Fralick to meet him
that day, and they met accordingly that
afternoon in Napanee in the Standard oflice,
when Fralick told him lie was going tO
marry Miss Caton on the 15th of that month.
Petitioner replied, "I have something to
say in the niatter." Fralick then asked
him if lie referred to the escapade ceremony
between petitioner and Miss Caton, and said
that he lad legal advice.that it was utterly
void. The petitionier refused to admit it
was void and said lie would go and see lier
about it, and Fralick said he would also go
to Newburgh. The petitioner imnedia'ely
went to see his wite about what Fralick hail
told him, and objected strenuously to ber
being engaged to Fralick. She said legal
advice had been sought and their marriage
was not vahd. The petitioner told ber that
be believed it was valid, that he could not see
how it could be otherwise. She then showed
him a letter purporting to be signed by Sir
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Alexander Campbell, which letter caused
him to ce.ase further opposition until the
afternoon of the day that Fralick wae to
marry her, when lie got a telegram from
Fralick, asking petitioner to neet bim,
Fralick, imnmediately, when things would
be arranged to petitioner's satisfaction. They
met at Westbrook. Petitioner then asked
Fralick what he wanted. The following ie
the sworn statemeit of petitioner of what
was then said, arranged and agreed vpon
between petitioner and Fralick :-

"1 e said lie had received a letter from
Janpes Bethiune the night before stating iliat
the marriage between myself and Miss Caton
was legal and binding, and in the face of
that tact lie could not go to Newburgh and
marry lier. I asked him if she was aware
of this fact, and lie said no. He was on his
way to New York. Finally, after bon versa-
tion-I do not know what we were talking
about-I decided to go to Newburgli an
see ber, and if necessary bave a second mar-
riage performed-make a clean breast of the
thing to lier parents and have a second mar-
riage performed if necessary, but in the
meantime I asked him to send a telegram
to ber stating that lie could not be tiere.
She was in ignorance of the fact that he
was going away.

" Q. Was the telegram sent ? A. Yes. Be
wrote out a telegran stating that he could
not fulfil his engagement in Newburgh that
niglit, but a friend would be there to explain
it. There was no telegraph office at West-
brook, so I took the telegramn with nie. He
started from Kingston, and I went on to
Newburgb. I went to Odessaà, and on the
v-ay there I-decided that instead of going to
ber bouse I should telegraph her brother,
and ask him to meet me at a place two miles
on the one side of Newburgh, and*explain
matters to him, and have him dQ: the ex-
planation. I sent both telegrame off from
the Odessa office to Newburgh. I then drove
to this point, it is called Clarke's Mille, and*
tried to find ber brother, but he was not
there. I then drove to Newburgh. I went
to the hotel, and sent word over to her
father's bouse to her brother that I was
there, and asked him to come over and see
nie. Word came back that lie was not there.
I thenr sent a note over telling ber that I
was at the hotel, and asking if I could go
over. She sent back word 'No ' I decided
then that I would wait until morning."

On the ver> day that the marriage took
place, he told the petitioner that he was
going to the United States and sent a
telegram to the respondent that Lavell
would explain the cause of his absence.
The petitioner arrived at Newburgh that
night, and in the morning learned that
the marriage had taken place at three
o'clock in the morning. The evidence
of that second marriage is clear and in-

HoN. MR. KAULBACH.

disputable. Then, we have the evidence
of Dr. Leonard that Fralick and the res-
pondent lived together as man and wife
at a hotel in Napanee, that he (Dr.
Leonard) recognized them as a married
couple, and was employed by Fralick to
attend her as a physician.

I think we have here a clear case, and
I will wait now, having the facts before
us, to hear the views of hon. members.
The facts are so logical and forcible that
anything I might say might dissipate their
effect rather than simplify and bring them
intelligently before you. I wait sim[ly
to hear what new light, if any, has appeared
to my hon. friend for whose accommoda-
tion I have deferred the consideration of
this report until to-day.

At 6 o'clock the Speaker left the Chair.

AFTER RECESS.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I rejoice that I
had not to enter upon this case close to
the dinner hour. I am afraid I would
have found hon. gentlemen very im-
patient if they were obliged to wait for
their dinners. I think it is Bulwer who
says that a good dinner always lubricates
business and I trust hon. gentlemen
have dined well and are prepared to
listen patiently to the few remarks which
I propose to make. I must first thank
my hon. friend opposite (Mr. Kaulbach)
for the courtesy he has shown in post-
poning the debate at the time he did to
enable me to be present when he intro-
duced the report. I am very much
obliged to him, as otherwise it would
have prevented me from going to a place
to which I desired to go, or it would
have compelle.d me to bring up questions
which I proposed to enter upon
at another time. I might also, before I
enter upon this case, make some refer-
ence to words which passed between my
lion. friend and myself in the previous
debate. If the House understood me to
say anything that was unkind or unfair
towards my hon. friend, or if he so under-
stood it himself, I wish him to understand
it was not in my mind-it was very far
from my intention. My hon. friend was
speaking upon the partially presented
case that I offered, and I think I replied
across the floor that I had a delicacy
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which my hon. friend did not have in
presentng the case. I meant nothing by
that remark beyond this, that my hon.
friend might view the presence of stran-
gers outside the bar in this way : he might
say, well " if they choose to be here I do
not hesitate to say what I think neces-
sary to say in their presence," but I really
had in my mind this more especially: I
knew my hon. friend's ability for going
very close to subjects without actually
treading upon what was unpleasant, and
dealing with matters very much in the
way that a person walking through a
quagmire, accustomed to it, and skilful
in finding his path, would be able to do
with perfect safety to himself, while a
less expert person would not be able to
do it. He might walk quite close to the
quagmire, and yet feel perfect
confidence in himself, and feel
perfectly safe in doing so, while a less
expert person than himself would be
utterly unable to accomplish the feat. I
felt that I was perfectly unable in that
particular to do as my hon. friend had
done, and therefore I replied across the
floor that I had a delicacy which perhaps
he did not feel. I cerainly never meant
to convey an offensive meaning. It was
not in my mind, and found no utterance
on my lips,but my hon. friend seems to have
taken it up in a sense that I never intend-
ed, and possibly some other member of
the House may have taken it up in the
same sense, therefore I feel it due to my-
self, to the House, and to my hon. friend
to make this explanation. I propose
now to deal with the Report and the Bill
before the House. I have not the facul-
ty that some hon. gentlemen possess of
presenting their views in a condensed
form. I am not able to think as well as
some hon. gentlemen can upon my feet,
and I desire to make up in labor and ap-
plication what I am wanting in ability.
I have therefore endeavored to place this
case in as brief a form as possible that I
may not weary the House.

I was a member of tbe Committee
from which this report comes. I regret
I cannet assent to it as it stands. The
case is beset with difficulties legal and
rnoral-and in some of the conclusions
arrived at by a majority of the Committee
I cannot agree. Having regard to these
considerations I must say I do not think

the case was disposed of in that full and
exhaustive way its importance demanded.
This was due partly to the natural anx-
iety to get the Bill as rapidly advanced
as possible, coming in as it did late in
the session, and partly to the fact that
there is incompleteness in procedure and
no very definite rules laid down for deal-
ing with cases of the kind.

I would ask the House to bear with
me while I offer a few remarks.

I do not wish that the petitioner
should be shut out from all relief from
the unfortunate position in which he
placed himself-nor do I desire that the
respondent " the weaker vessel " should
suffer in her feeling an i rtputation even
if she did join with the petitioner
in the wrong comrr itted in connection
with her first marriage. Mydesireis simply
that equal, even-handed justice should be
done to the parties concerned, while
preserving to this Hcuie and to Parlia-
ment its character as custodian, if I
may so put it, of morals and the well-
being of society ; and I am sure that every
member of this Hcuse will rejoice with
me if we can find a solution of the diffi-
culty the position presents in a way that
will be just towards those immediately
concerned, and consistent with the prin-
ciples that should guide and govern the
highest tribunal in the land-the High
Court of Parliament. Parliament is no
doubt supreme, and in its legitimate
sphere of operation is not subject to
control or review by any Court in or out
of the Dominion--the ordinary Courts
expound the law Parliament makes and
enacts. Considerations of moral effect
or of expediency may well be allowed to
influence in any measure before Parlia-
ment, for the supreme law is the welfare
of the people-individuals m'ay suffer, in-
dividualrightsbe diminished or abrogated
that the greatest possible good may be
wrought for the greatest possible number
for salus populi suprema est lex. I hope
and believe the Parliament of Canada
will ever be animated by the highest con-
siderations and will act in a wise and
temperate spirit-so that its doings will
always commend themselves to all tem-
perate and thinking men who never
judge rashly and hastily. But should
it be made to appear that the well
being of society may be compromised by
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a particular line of action, right and truth
and the welfare of the people cannot be
conceded even to amiable sympathies.
Poets may be allowed to enhance by
metaphors and similies the loveliness of
mercy-they may tell us that it droppeth
like the gentle dew from heaven, but
reason never dethroned justice to put
meicy in her seat. The whole law respect-
ing marriage and divorce, and especially
divorce proceedings before Parliament,
urgently demands a full consideration
and new statutory provisions to make the
law intelligible and uniform, and the
remedial proceedings effective - and
especially the rules of this House need a
thorough revision, for they are indefinite
and imperfect, and in some respects con-
tradictory. They are embarrassing to
the practitioner, t.o officers, and to all
engaged in the administration of the
law, and do not effectually guard against
imposition upon the House, and doubts
and difficulties re constantly cropping
up causing embarassment and loss of
valuable tine, Perhaps I should add
that wild license of evep enlightened
discretion needs perhaps, to be wisely
restrained by statutory limits. I do hope
the Government may take up this sub-
ject and deal fully and effectually with it
at an early date, not that.I would desire
to see a divorce court established. I
would rather leave, the law as it is.
But to return to the matter in hand :
The Report now before the House
adopts and recommends a bill introduced
for the relief of William Arthur Lavelle
seeking to dissolve his marriage with Ada
Mary, his wife-so far as the ceremony
of marriage can make her such-on the
ground of adultery. The petitioner does
not come before us as an ordinary sup-
pliant for justice, seeking relief because
of acts of sin and crime committed by
another : he comes to us with unclean
hands asking Parliament to loose him
from bonds which he himself tied,
accompanied by falsehood and fraud,
and I need only to read from his own
eviderce before the Committee to show
that such is the case.

The Petitioner when under examina-
tion was asked several questions. I was
exceedingly anxious to. inform myself
upon the subject and; I desired to afford
hin thet fullest opportunity. of answering

HON MR. GOWAN.

if he could and show to the Committee
an excuse, if he really had one, for his
improper act. He was asked:-

Q. You stated that you were married
under a false name; eau you offer an ex-
planation to this Committee how it was that
you deceived the authorit=es, deceived the
minister, and were married under a wrong
name ? A. No, I really cannot. I cannot
offer any explanation.

Q. What motive had you for assuming a
false name ? A. That is something I do not
know.

Q. Had you any talk with her on the
subject that vou would be married under a
false name ? A. Yes.

Q. What was that? A. Just an agree-
nient to that effect.

Q. But why ? A. I do not know.
Q. It seems a strange thing that you, a

man 22 years of age, should deliberately go
to an issuer of licenses, give a false naie,
then afterwards appear betore a minister of
a church, and go through the ceremony ot
niarriage under a false name, and sign a
false name in the book. Can you offer no
explanstion or excuse whatever for that
cooduct? A. I cannot offer any explana-
tion or excuse.

Q. Then the position vou assume is this:
You come and ask Parliament to relieve
you from the consequences of an act of your
own, voluntarily eutered into, and based
upon fraud and talsehood, and yet you offer
no explanation whatever ef the circurn-
stances under which you assnmed this talee
naine? A. You speak of fraud ; I do not
know exactly what you nean by it.

Q. Is it true or false to give a name that
did not belong to you? It strikes me as a
proceeding in its inception based on fraud
giving a taise name and allnwing the woman
to whom youî were married to give a false
name. A. The only excuse I can offer if
the tact that I did not consider that this was
a marriage between two naines; I consider-
ed it a marriage between two persons.

It might seem that he was somewhat
flippant in that reply, but it did not occur
to me that he meant to be flippant. In
reply to that I said to him:-

"You may be right in law; can you
give any reason that would apreal tO
our moral sense for the course you
took ?"

His answer was "I cannot do it."
He admits-appearing before the issuer

of marriage licenses and making the
affidavit required by law. He is asked
by the Hon. Mr. Vidal :-

Q. In obtaining the license, did you make
any solemn declaratioD, as has bee sur
geSted is required,? A. 1 made an iavlt.

Q. Çan you give auy reason for not doa0
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it in your own name? A. That was not
necessary, I understood, in the affidavit.
Of course, I did not tell the is8uer of the
license that I was asuning the name. The
affidavit that I made, if I remember it cor-
rectly, was to the effect that the consent of
the parents had been obtained, on account of
her being under age.

He admits that he made it under a
name not his own and arranged with the
woman he married that she also should
assume a name that was not hers. He
admits that he gave in these false names
to the minister who performed the cere-
mony, and standing in the House of God
he listened to the solemn words of the
ritual and with the falsehood in name at
least on his lips he went through the cere-
mony to its close-with what grace does
such a man come before us for relief ? It
nay be said the woman was also an

assenting party-we know only from his
statements that she assented to and
participated in the fraud. We had
not her version of the facts and
she did not participate in the
fraudulent procurenent of the license-
but admitting both to be equally guilty
to the extent named, she was a woman,
and much younger than he was, and it
is not unnatural to suppose that his will
dominated hers. Fortunately the mar-
riage'was never consummated, for what-
could a man expect from a woman united
to him under such circumstances ? What
could the woman expect ? how could she
bring herself to honor and obey the man
who had joined with her in outraging a
sacred rite ? The House will easily
understand that the question of the va-
lidity of the marriage under the circum-
stances was anxiously considered by the
Comniittee, ar.d my hon. friend from
Sarnia was, I believe, the only one enter-
taining insuperable doubts whether
the marriage was good in law
-and he expressed himself as desiring to
have some decision of the courts setting
the point of difficulty at rest. I now feel
his was a wise and reasonable suggestion.
I had myself doubts, but in the brief op-
Portunity I had for looking into the
question and without the advantages of
having the particular point argued, I did
not feel myself justified in going against
the strong expression of the Chairman
and other members of the Committee on
the question of the validity of the mar-

riage, notwithstanding the use of false
names. • I thought that the principle in-
volved was the intention of the parties,and
I was ultimately led to think the evidence
before might warrant a conclusion
in the affirmative. Not without hesitation
in my own mind, I yielded on that point.
There was certainly some evidence to
go to us in the petitioner's statement that
the parents consented-the point was not
I think as fully considered as it ought to
have been, either as a question of fact or
as respects the effect of non-consent of
parents, the respondent being an infant.
It is true, a minority of the Committee
anxiously desired to have before them
the mother, who is yet living and not far
off and to take her evidence on the point,
but the Committee declined to assent.
Perhaps if it had been more strongly
pressed they might have assented. In
thinking over the niatter since I have
asked myself, ought we to have relied
on the broad and general statement of
the petitioner, for he was not closely
cross-examined on the point-we were
not bound to accept his evidence as
establishing this important fact. I asked
myself-why, if the parents consent, all
this secrecy and deception-why go a
distance from her home to be married,
-why obtain a license in fraud of the law
-why assume and be married under
false nanes, and falsely sign the Church
Register. The petitioner himself says
on page eight of the evidence :-

" I do not mention any date when the
consent of her parents was obtained," and
in reply to the chairman afterwards he
said " it must have been six months
before the marriage," and to other ques-
tions his replies were:

A. It is a fact that the consent of her
parents had been obtained to our marriage.
I do not mention any date.
By the Chairman:

Q. How long before your marriage was
that ? A. It inust have been six months, I
think.

Q. Did thev recognize you as keeping
oompany with'their daughter with the inten-
tion of taarrying ber? A. Yee.

Q. Did the parents consent to the cere-
mony being performed ? A. No, not at that
time.
By the Honorable Mr. Clemow:

Q. The parents knew nothing of it at that
time, I suppose ? A. No.
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Your understanding was thatyour parents
or ber parents would not have agreed to the
marriage ? A. I suppose they would, but I
was not able to support a wife.

Then he is asked by Mr. Clemow

Q. You swo-e you had the consent of her
parents to the ceremony ? A. No, not to
the ceremony, to our marriage.

Q. Then the affidavits ot Mr. and Mrs.
Caton, the father and mother of Mrs.
Fralick, to the effect that they never gave
their consent to the marriage, are false ?
A. I give my own evidence.

Q. Did you not agree to break off her
engagement with Fralick and marry ber
then at once, notwithstanding your financial
condition? A. I did.

Q What was your object in asking ber to
break off the engagement if von were sure
that your marriage with her vas good ? A.
I do not know except for the satisfaction of
ber own people.

Q. They were dissatisfied ? A. No.
Q. They were dissatisfied, in that they

supposed it was not binding? A. They
uight have been if 1 was willing to go
through another ceremony.

Why, if he had the consent of the
parents to the marriage, did he not speak
of it when he knew Fralick's intention,
and that he was at her parent's house for
the purpose of being married. He dates
the consent six months before his marriage
actually took place, and it certainly is
quite consistent with the evidence that
the parents may have changed their
minds. Such was the evidence respect-
ing the parents consent, and the Com-
mittee might well say, "we do not accept
the fact of consent as proved," but
they did in effect do so. What the
Committee would have done had the
consideration to which I have adverted
been urged before us I cannot say.
I venture to think the House will not
accept the consent of the parents as
proved-on the contrary, will think
the facts and circumstances go to show
there was no consent to the marriage
that took place. The parents may have
sanctioned the attentions of the peti-
tioner to their daughter, but that is quite
a different thing. The House is asked
to declare the marriage a good one. Is
it prepared to do so ? It may be good
or it may be void. That particular point
of consent was not argued before us,
and if the question of the consent of the
parents is an essential-one wotld nat-
urally desire, as my hon. friend from

Sarnia suggested, that all the evidence
available should he exhausted. . It may
be suggested that the respondent should
have secured the attendance of her
mother ; but it may be said also, with
perhaps equal force, why did not
the petitioner obtain her evidence and
thus, if he could, thereby confound his
own statement that he had the parents'
consent. At all events counsel for the
respondent declared that he thought
certain documentary evidence he had,
showing as he stated the absence of con-
sent, would be received in evidence, but
the Committee rightly, I think, were
unable to accept them as evidence. I
am not prepared to say that the law is
quite settled in the Province of Ontario
as to validity of marriage, without
consent and not consummated, with
a niinor. Had the petitioner been
able to show that his marriage
had been pronounced upon before the
ordinary courts, even in a collateral mat-
ter, it would have freed the question from
some of its difficulties. This was done
in another case before Parliament some
years ago. As to the question of the
validity of the marriage of a minor with-
out consent, under the adoption of the
laws of England by Upper Canada Act
32, George. III, as the rule for the deci-
sion of all controversies relative to prop-
erty and civil rights by a clause in the
Statute of George II, the marriage
wanting consent would be absolutely
void, but there is a decision not appar-
ently fully argued or brought out on this
point and not very express or strong in
terms going to show that the particular
section, by reason of inapplicability,
would not extend to Canada.
that decision was put in evidence before
Parliament in 1869 in the case of John
Horace Stevenson, and certainly does
not appear to have been accepted as law.
At all events, an Act which was passed
for his -elief, in the first clause declares :
" The said marriage between the said
John Horace Stevenson and the said.
Maria Elizabeth Foote is and shall be
henceforth null and void to all intents
and purposes whatsover." The evidence
in the Stevenson case shows that the
marriage took place by license, the parties
were married under their proper nanes,
but the license was obtained under a

HON. MR. GOWAN.
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statement false in fact that Stevenson heard of or believed it to be a valid one;
was of the full age of 21 and that and if that marriage is a good one-and
the consent of parents was obtained. who will venture to assert positivelyit is or
I daresay some hon. gentleman who is fot ?-the allegation in the Bil that
come from that neighborhood will she had comritted adultery with Mr.
remember the distressing circumstances Fralick would be a cruel falsehood be-
of that case. The father of the young fore God and man, and an Act for di-
man was well known : he had been vorce following would be bottomed on a
Speaker in the Ontario Legislature in wicked injustice.
the time of Sandfield Macdonald's Gov- In every view of the case the House
ernment and occupied a very good posi- will not (ail to bear in mmd the marriage
tion in society. The opinion of the court was neyer consumated and may be des-
was elicted in an action in the name of cribed as an inchoate marriage.
the Crowr, at the instance of the Attor- I make no objection to giving the
ney-General, upon the bond, and judg. petitioner rIief if it can be granted.with-
ment given for the Crown, and an exe.n- out casting an untair stigma upor the
plification of the judgment was put in. respondent-and to speak of the moral

The Stevenson Bill was not for divorce aspect of her conduct-the petitioner
but to declare the marriage void under himself admits she had legal advice that
the circumstances and to enable him to the first marriage vas void and no im-
marry again-a very wide and important pedirent to her rarriige with Fralick
distinction between the two, the Bill now and this came out in Zhe exarination by
before the House being for divorce. her own counsel.

I am not aware what the law on the It may be said that the respondent
subject of marriage is in the other pro- has been married and is the petitioner
vinces or whether consent in the case of to be condemned to perpetual celibacy.
minors is essential. I an told it is so in The question before the House is upon
Lower Canada-and I recollect a case the case he presents in his Bil, narely,
very similar to the present appearing in that he was married, and that his wife
the public press, but I have been unable com fitted adultery. I think the louse
to aay my hand upon the report. The would hesitate oa the evidence before it
facts were in some )articulars sirilar- to afirv either proposition without a
there was a fraud on the law in obtaining fuler exanination or the decBsion of one
a license-the girl being under age-her of the ordinary tribunals on the question
parents or guardians not consenting, but if the validity of the first marnage in
the licenses was iv the narnes of the sore way (r other obtained. My hon.
parties and they were married by their friend, the junior hember (rom Harilton
true naines, and according to wy recol- in Coinittee, put the question to mie-
lection the full court in Lower Canada "Notwihstanding the improper conduct
pronounced the marriage void. I do not of the petitioner, still did I not think
care to give the uame of one of the that withholding action on that account
Parties but it will be in the recollection woud be a very severe punishiment-put
Of every one that an unprincipled in that way h admitted and stil freely
scoundrel, who called hinself Lord admit I think the punishment would be
Kintyre, or sorne such naine-a most greater than the offence. But let us look
accomplished and de-signing vagabond- at the other side, the part of the respond-
inveigled this .young woman into a ent, if she married on the strength of
Ixiarriage which was neyer consumrnated- opinions froin professional men that the
In that case the single elernent wanting first marriage was void-and the petition
Was consent, and the court held the admitted such was her contention and
flarriage to be absolutely void. The that she showed hum an opinion and ex-

harriage of the respondent in this case, pressed her deternination to act upon it
which subsequently took place in her before her second marriage, then would
Parents presence under ber fathers roof it not be a terribly severe punishment to
-we cannot suppose that would have brand ber with adultery especiaHly
suffared to take place if their parents when it may turn out that the
kiew of the first marriage nr if they opinion she acted on was well founded.

25
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-I feel strongly the case of the petitioner,
as presented, has not been sufficiently
considered, is not ripe for a decision. :If
the matter coukl, as befoçe the House of
Lords in England, in certain cases, be
conpleted next session I would
urge its postponement till then, but
this could not be done without the
authority of an Act of Parliament.
I have tried to show the difficulty of the
position on this Bill, and how unjust it
would be to pass an Act in the form
reported by the Committee. I have
anxiously, most anxiously, considered
the subject and now submit for the
consideration of the House what I think
would be a just solution of the difficulty,
and one perhaps not unsatisfactory to
the petitioner or respondent. I approach
it with diffidence, for I have not made
the law and practice of Parliament a
study, and have had small time for
examination into the matter since the
solution occurred to me-but I hope my
hon. friend the leader of this House, will
in this case also exercise the same spirit
of courtesy and love of fair dealing he
has abundantly shown forth since his
first appearance amongst us and, if
what I have to suggest commands itself
to him, bring his ripe knowledge
of Parliamentary law and procedure
to our aid in shaping the proceedings in
the direction that occurs to me as
offering a just solution. The Bill in its
present shape ought not in my judgment
to be allowed to pass, but I would not
desire to shut out the petitioner from
relief. I think that if the report was
sent back to the Committee for recon-
sideration, or sent back with directions
to shape the Bill simply declaring that
the marriage-if the House so thought,
was void-it would leave the petitioner
free to marry and leave no stigma upon
the respondent seeing that the marriage
was an inchoate one-never havirg been
consumated. If this or something to the
same effect could not be done I think it
would be proper and right that the House
should hear argument on the question of
the validity of the marriage, or refer it
to the Committee to do so with power
to hear further evidence on
any matter-of-fact respecting which
they desired further proof. Per-
haps it may be suggested this might

HON. MR. GOWAN.

throw the petitioner over to another Ses-
sion-.possibly, but not probable, I think.
But he has waited some time already,
and even the delay of another year would
not be a very serious matter. But there
is yet time to take the courte I have
suggested, if it can be done, and avoid
making a grave mistake possibly and
working a serious wrong. There has
not been, I repeat, sufficient time for a
through examination of this case. The
legislation asked is not of the ordinary
character, and a hurried determination
if wrong, would be irreparable. There
may or may not be a feeling in this mat-
ter--or the means and form of proceed.
ing may possibly be thought non-essen-
tial, if the man is set free. I am unable
to reconcile such a course with the
Rules of Ethics--it would seem a jus-
tification of the means by the end.
I shall bow respectfully to the decision
of the House, whatever it may be. I
wish I had longer time and more ability
to present my views. I do earnestly
appeal to every member of the House
for a full and candid consideration of
this case and what I have feebly pre-
sented. Little may be due to my indi-
vidual expression, but hon. gentlemen
will feel that by whomsoever uttered the
principles of truth and justice are eternal
and demand respect.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Could the hon.
gentleman suggest any alteration of a few
words in the Bill ?

HON. MR. GOWAN-Not of a few
words. I think that the Bill might with
care be framed on the basis of the Steph-
enson Bill. The first clause enacts that
the marriage of John Horace Stephenson
and Mary Elizabeth Foote is and shall
be henceforth null and void to all intents
and purposes whatever. The second
clause enacts that he may marry agai,
and the third clause enacts in the usual
form that the issue of said marriage is
declared legitirnate. Now speaking of
the judgment given on the bond, the
effect is to declare that such marriage
was not illegal and void notwithstanding
the infancy of the petitioner and the ab-
sence of consent. The preamble recites
a judgment declaring "that the marriage
was not void" in the particular case and
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under the particular circumstances,and yet
in the first clause, over-rulingthat decision
Parliament enacts that the said marriage
bctween the said John Horace Stephen-
son and the said Mary Elizabeth Foote
"is and shall be henceforth be null and
void to all intents and purposes." If my
hon. friend opposite chooses to take the
course of referring it back to the Com-
mittee and recasting the measure so as
to make it a bill of that kind, so that it
shall not injure the respondent nor as-
sume that to be law which I think is not
law, this would bé a good model to fol-
low, and I should be happy to give any
assistance I could to make that change
in the Bill.

THE SPEAKER-Does the hon. gen-
tleman make any motion ?

HON. MR. GOWAN-At present the
ground I take is that the report should
not be received in its present shape. The
question I believe is on the adoption of
the report, and I have been trying to
show that the report in its present condi-
tion, and with what it asks, and the Bill it
reports ought not to be adopted for the
reasons I have given. These reasons I
supposed would have suggested .o my
hon. friend opposite, or some other hon.
gentleman, that it would be better to
refer the Bill back if it is to be preserved
I have no objection to a vote being
taken on the report as it stands, but I
shall certainly vote against it in its pre-
sent shape. If the Bill was brought in
in a form similar to that of the Stephen-
son case I would be prepared to support
it, but I cannot vote for that which as-
sumes to be law that which is not law,
and which interferes with rights of a very
serious character, and above all brands
the woman with adultery when it may
turn out that the first marriage was abso-
lutely void, and that consequently there
has been no adultery.

HON. MR. FLINT-I have been ac-
quainted with the Caton family, from the
grandfather down, for about 5o years,
and a more respectable family is not to
be found in Ontario. They have always
borne a good character, and with regard
to the Fralick family, I have been ac-
quainted with them nearly as long, and

I have never heard a word against their
moral character in any way. I 'therefore
feel an Interest in this case, from the fact
that I do not like to see a lady brandéd
with adultery, when I do ,not believe
there is any such crime in the case.
Having looked over the evidence care-
fully, I find that in the first place this
marriage was under false names ; that
the issuer of marriage licenses and the
minister of the Church of England were
imposed upon to perform a ceremony
which I consider should never have taken
place. It appears from the evidence
given by this man Lavelle that both him-
self and the respondent were consenting
parties to the fraud, but it should be
taken into consideration that Lavelle was
of age and that he had been liberally
educated. He was a medical man, aind
at the time practicing his profession. This
young lady, on the other hand, had been
living in her father's house, except when
she was visiting her relatives and had not
that opportunity of knowing what might
be right or wrong with reference to the
marriage tie that he had. This being
the case, I think that he was altogether
to blame in inducing her to go with him
to be married under a false name. Un-
der such circumstances, morally, whether
the law would bear them out in it or not,
I consider it was no marriage at all.
That is the ground I take in reference to
that part of the question. The second
marriage was performed by a Methodist
minister at her father's house. That
marriage, I consider, was legal according
to the laws of Ontario. It is quite evi-
dent from Lavelle's evidence that he was
rather reticent-that at times he knew a
good deal and at other times very little.
When it was necessary that he should
know something he did not know it.
Can any hon. gentleman believe that a
young man who had received a liberal
education did not know what he was
doing and what he was talking about ?
I cannot, and consequently I think his
whole evidence was given with a view to
try to deceive the committee, as far as
possible, and to get a bill of divorce
against this yoùng woman whom
he had led into the scerape him-
self, and who will be a sufferer
all h-er life if she is to be
branded with a charge if adultery. Not
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only will the stigma be attached to her-
self, but also to her widowed mother and
all the rest of her relatives. The father
is beyond the possibility of being injured
by slander The late Allan Caton was a
man of first rate standing : he had been
ill for quite a length of time, and I be-
lieve that the course which was taken by
this man who had frequented Allan
Caton's house from time to time, and
made it his home under false pretences,
was one of the means of hastening Allan
Caton's death. Consequently I can have
no compassion for the young man what-
ever. The evidence shows just what
kind of a character he is. He states in
his deposition, in the most positive man-
ner, that he had the consent of the pa-
rents to this marriage with their daughter.
I do not believe a word of it. I hold in
my hand here the affidavit of Allan Caton
who is now dead, and the affidavit of his
widow both of them declaring that they
nevzr gave their consent to anything of
the kind. As a further proof that he did
not,why did not Lavelle, after this bogus
marriage had taken place, go to the pa-
rents when he found that this man
Fralick wanted to marry the girl and tell
them what had taken place ? He knew
well enough that she was to be
married to Fralick, yet he kept
the first marriage in the dark and advised
her to do so.

Now, three years and a-half after her
marriage, he comes here and asks to be
relieved from the consequences of his
own act by obtaining a bill charging
Mrs. Fralick with adultery. I think that
it is most unfair on the part of the young
man. I do not think he is deserving of
the least consideration. Is this House
to be dealt with in that way ? If we are
to give this young man relief and the
poor woman is to be branded with adul-
tery, how many cases are we going to
have of young men getting married
clandestinely and then coming to us for
divorce ? I think this Bill should have
been thrown out at once when it was
introduced and never brought before the
Committee.

With regard to the lady herself, in the
exemplification which I have here she
swears positively the opposite to what
Lavelle has stated, but unfortunately she
was living in the United States and knew

nothing about our laws and her attorney
was not familiar with them either and
was not able, consequently, to present
her evidence in a form which would be
received by the Committee. It seems to
me that it is very hard indeed to brand
this lady with adultery. I for one carnot
consent to it and I am a little surprised
at the course taken by my hon. friend
who has charge of this measure. I fear
that he his rather a wonan hater-if he
will excuse me for saying so-because in
many divorce cases which have come
before this House his sympathy has been
against the weaker sex and I am led to
the conclusion that he is inchned to favor
the male gender rather than the female.
However, whether that is the case or not,
1 can see no good reason, in view of all
the evidence that we have before us, why
we should brand this lady with an offence
of which I do not believe she was guilty,
and I do hope that if the hon. gentleman
cannot see his way to amend the Bill so
as to leave out that part of it, that the
good sense of this House will reject it
altogether.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I think my hon.
friend from Barrie has left this matter in
a very incomplete shape and in order to
supplement his action and give it
effect I move that the report be not
now adopted but that it be referred back
to the Committee for further considera-
tion. The hon. gentleman having alluded
to my action in the Committee, I think
it is necessary in my own defence that I
should explain it. I cannot go the full
length of my hon. friend from Belleville.
I almost wonder, knowing him as well
as I do, that he should seem to show
such a hard unforgiving spirit, and be so
ready to punish. While I entertain very
much the same view that he has express-
ed with reference to the conduct of this
young man, I am not disposed to visit
his offence with that very severe penalty
which has been justly characterized by
the hon. member from Barrie as being
out of proportion to the offence which
has been committed. I do think, how-
ever, that he has very little cliim for
consideration from this House in the
way of appealing to its sense of justice.
I think rather that in dealing with hin'
in the way I propose to do we are

HoN. MR. FLINT.
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extending very great clemency to him
and not dealing with him according to
his deserts. My idea is that coming to
this House as he does with a case
originating in falsehood and deception
that he has very little claim to our con-
sideration. I would have been disposed
almost to vote for the rejection of
his Bill on that ground alone, that
having by his own fault and decep-
tion got himself into a very improper and
false position he had no right to corne to
the supreme Court of Parliament and
seek relief from the consequences of his
folly. I would have been disposed to
throw out the Bill on that ground alone,
but having a feeling of the necessity of
extending forgiveness to others, as I hope
t'o be forgiven myself for many and great
offences, I am disposed not to insist upon
that, but rather to extend relief to this
young man if it can be done consistent-
ly with justice to others. That there
is very great injustice done to Mrs.
Fralick by this Bill I believe; and
I fully concur in the sentiments ex-
pressed by the hon. member from
Barrie as to the wickedness, injustice and
wrong that would be done to this wonan
by placing on our statute book a Bill
charging her with adultery. I never can
give my consent to such a law going on
the statute book in that shape. If the
relief can be afforded-and it seems to
me, by the precedent quoted by my hon.
friend from Barrie, that it can be-to the
young man without making this gross
charge against an innocent woman then
I am perfectly willing to join in assisting
the passage of that Bill, and I believe
there will be no objection to it anywhere.
If my hon. friend would consent at once
to the reference of the report back to the
committee with a view to so recasting the
Bill, that that end can be attained, it
is all that he could desire and it
would be carried then without any
dissentient voice in the House at all.
It niay be asked why I consider this
Woman is inn-cent. I will tell you why,
and I think from the evidence given be-
fore us that my position can be very
fully sustained. The young man can
give no reason or explanation that can
satisfy any man as to why fictitious nanes
were used-why this deception was
Practised. He gives no reason whatever

for it. It is quite true that the statement
of the respondent (as she is sometimes
called) Mrs. Fralick was not before us
in evidence and here, perhaps, I have an
advantage in not being a lawyer. I can
quite understand how gentlemen trained
in the courts and accustomed to the
usages and rules of law cannot see any-
thing that is not strictly legal evidence
-- certain rules must be adhered to which
prevent them from receiving what is
clearly testimony, if it does not corne in
the right shape. Of course 1, as a iay-
man, am free from any feeling of restraint
of that kind. Why is it that we have
not the testimony before us of Mrs.
Fralick, conclusive and distinct, that she
did not understand the ceremony to be
a marriage ? That she did not give her
consent to it as a marriage ? Why is it
not before us ? The lawyers say it is
not evidence, but still it is a fact all the
sarne. Her counsel, not very familiar
with the p;oceedings of our courts,
brought what he thought was quite
enough to justify him in not having the
respondent before the Committee. He
brought with him a document under the
official seal and signature of his own
court. He thought surely the practice
in his own court would suffice, and he
himself swore to the authenticity of the
document. He naturally thought that
that document would be received for
what it was worth by the Committee, but
the Committee would not look at the
paper at all, yet that document contains
the woman's statement upon oath of the
whole transaction, contradicting in rnany
essential points the statement made by
the petitioner, and yet it is not to be con-
sidered,and why ? Because it did not corne
before us in the right way. If the re-
spondent were brought here, and I be-
lieve that she would have corne had she
known it was necessary, she would es-
tablish the fact conclusively that accord-
ing to the legal authority cited, that mar-
riage ceremony was not a valid marriage
-that there were essential features to its
validity which were wanting in that con-
tract. Apart from that legal point,
what do we find her doing? We find
when she was made aware that this
difficulty was in the way, which she had
intended only as a kind of confirmation
of her engagement, what did she do?
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She took the advice of four eminent
jurists in Ontario, three of them Q. C's.,
who all agreed in giving her the dpinion
that the marriage was not valid. With
such-a document in her possession, with
her own knowledge that she did not
intend that ceremony to be a marriage,
and there was wanting the essential
feature to make it valid, knowing these
facts she married another, and is anyone
going to say under those circumstances
that she has committed adultery with this
man? I say- it would be a shame to
charge her with such a crime under the
circumstances. It would affect, of course,
her cbaracter, and would be cast up most
likely also against her children by this
genuine marriage. Does it not strike
hon. gentlemen as a fact corroborating
this woman's view that when this cere-
mony took place, and they came back
to her uncle's house immediately alter
the ceremony was performed in Hamilton,
they did not appear as man and wife-
but as Mr. Lavelle and Miss Caton, and
they never came together as man and
wife ! Is it at all a likely thing that ta
young man twenty-two years of
age, having gone through that
ceremony, and both of them
considering it a valid marriage-
that they would never have come together
as man and wife ? Is it at all likely that
he would have made no remonstrance
when he understood afterwards that she
was going to be married to another man;
yet he never appeared to make any
claim that she is his lawful wife ? All
these things prove to my mind that while
consenting to the ceremony she did not
consent to the marriage, and that she
did not expose herself to be charged
with the crime of adultery. If the Bill
can be framed, as it evidently can, in
such a way as to declare that this was no
marriage at all, and the petitioner is left
at liberty to contract matrimony with
some one else without casting any slur
on the character of the respondent, why
does the hon. gentleman not consent to
it, and allow the Bill to be so amended
and passed through the House ?

HoN. MR. WARK-What was the
respondent's age?,

HON. MR. VIDAL-She was under

age-i9 or twenty-and the affidavits of
both her parents, not admissable as evi-
dence in law courts, are to the effect
that the ceremony took place without the
consent of her parents. When I asked
that the mother of the respondent be
brought before the Committee to give
evidence on that point, the Comminttee
voted it down. Under the circumstances
it will be my bounden duty to resist the
passage of the Bill, when I see that there
is a way open by which the relief can
be afforded without doing this gross
injustice to this innocent woman.

HON. MR. GOWAN-In seconding
this resolution I desire to say a word or
two upon the evidence that was offered
by the counsel for the respondent, and
in excuse for him, as I think he is en-
titled to be excused. He proposed to
submit this evidence de bene esse. Under
the Act in England it could be done, but
they have powers there that we do not
possess here, and the remarks I made
would apply here as to the necessity of
improving the law respecting marriage
and divorce, so as to include the author-
izing of taking depositions in other
countries by commission, and continuing
a case from session to session, as is the
case in England. In England a divorce
court has been established, which takes
up all the cases in England. India
divorce cases are still tried before the
House of Lords, and are referred to a
committee of the whole to determne the
facts. I am not surprised that the
gentleman who appeared for the respon-
dent here was not acquainted with our
law with regard to divorce, nor with the
procedure. I confess I do not under-
stand it myself after applying myself dili-
gently for two sessions to it, it is so full
of contradictions, and so much bas to be
collected from precedents scattered all
over the books. Our statute law in re-
gard to these trials is exceedingly defec-
tive, so I am not surprised that the gentle-
man who represented the respondent
in this case should fail to apprehend the
fact that we could not use the deposition
of a deceased witness-an ante morte?
deposition made in another case, and in
another country. I am exceedingly
happy to second this resolution, because
I am anxious to find a solution which

HON. MR. VIDAL.
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would not punish too severely the peti-
tioner in this case, but [·never can con-
sent to the passing of any Bill which will
cast a stigma upon- this woman and her
family, and may be a reproach for ail
time to corne to her children.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-I have lis-
tened to the long arguments of the
gentlemen who have spoken, a couple of
them lawyers well versed in law, and
therefore I may appear at a disadvantage
as a layman in the few remarks which I
may make. But having been on that
Committee and having taken part in the
prnceedings, I may say that I think the
str ctures which the hon. member from
'lent bas tried to pass upon the Chair-
man of the Committee are perfectly
uncalled for. I think that the Commit-
tee evinced every disposition to mete out
substantial justice to ail parties. The
merbers of the Committee were just as!
anxious to protect the rights of the wo-
man in this case, as any hon. gentleman
in this House. For my part I took
special care that ail the legal phases of
this case should be decided by the pro-
fessional gentlemen of the Committee.
The hon. gentleman from Barrie assented
to the first proposition that the marriage,
ceremony as conducted upon that occa-
sion was perfectly legal. That question
being disposed of, I then applied the
best judgment I had to decide upon the
facts- as they were reported in evidence,
and I came to the conclusion that both
of those parties upon that occasion were
consenting to this ceremony. I find
that upon the evening of the 28th this
Young lady met this man at the train and
accompanied him to the house. Next
rnorning she accompanied him also to
the train and proceeded to Hamilton,
and there proceeded to a church, went
through the ceremony of marriage-and
the marriage ceremony of the Church of
England is a very impressive one. When
the question was asked " do you take
this man to be your wedded husband ?"
she said "yes:" That dispelled from
my mind at any rate, any doubt that she
was a fully consenting party :o the ar-
rangement. She knew what she was
doing. It was not done in haste. There
*as lots of time, and lots of opportunity.
and after the -ceremiony she signed in her

own hand the register that was kept by
the Minister of the Church. I think
ail the circumstances go to show that
she was a consenting party, and that she
knew very well what she was doing.
There was no haste ; she was not a
young, giddy girl eloping with her lover ;
she was a girl of 19 or 20 years of age,
and knew just as well what she was do-
ing on that occasion as the man himself ;
therefore I think it is very wrong to say
that any undue advantage was taken of
the respondent in that marriage. It is
true it was a foolish act, and the petition-
er himself cannot account for it ; but I
can account for it in one way. He was
determined to get that girl. He was
not then able to support her. He knew,
as we ail know, that delays are dangerous,
and therefore he thought that by taking
this course he was secure in the future.
He says- he was financially unable to
maintain a wife, and aIl the facts, to my
mind, prove that such was the real feel-
ing that actuated him at that timei They
left the church together, and he passed
a considerable time in company with the
girl, amongst her own relatives ? Does
any horr. gentleman believe that the
parents or guardians of that girl, seeing
him in company with her for a long
time, did not know she was engaged te
him ? If that is not the case, it is beyond
my comprehension. I believe that they
well understood that the petitioner was
engaged te the girl, and that sometime
they would be married. It is unfortunate
perhaps that more evidence was not ad-
duced, but that is the fault of the parties
undertaking this case. They might have
brought the respondent and her mother
before the Committee and taken their
evidence. It is stated that there were
affidavits from them, but this evidence
was not produced, and I cannot judge of
a document that was not in my posses-
sion. I judged by the evidence before
me, which is convincing and conclusive,
and I have no doubt, according to that
evidence, that the marriage was legal,
and if that was theý case, I think this
Senate bas no alternative but to grant a
decree of divorce to the petitioner. It is
true that ,it may be a hardship to the'
woman, but there will always be hard-
ship in such cases on one side or the-
cther. This respondent afterwards took

391



3he Lavell [SENATE] Divorce Bill.

advantage of this man. It is said that he
had no opportunity of arguing the ques-
tion with ber ; but I think he swore posi-
tively that on many occasions he did tell
her that he would not agree to her being
married to another man, because he con-
sidered that the marriage in Hamilton
was valid, and that it had been carried
out in good faith. Fralick had made up
his mind to abandon the idea of marry-
ing her after receiving another legal
opinion from Mr. James Bethune. There-
fore you will see that he also was not
exactly certain that she was free ; but
by some means or other he changed his
mind and married the girl at an un-
seasonable hour, two or three o'clock in
the morning, when the petitioner had
actually gone to her father's house with
the intention of making all the reparation
that a man could make and of showing
this girl that he was so anxious to make
her his wife that he would have another
ceremony performed for the purpose of
confirming the first one. A man could
not do more than he tried to do
under the circumstances. He tried
to make all the reparation in his
power, but this man Fralick inveigled
the girl and secured her affections so
that she could not get out of the diffi-
culty. I contend that the first marriage
was perfectly legal, that she was a con-
senting party as much as be was, and
that they had a perfect understanding
before hand that they should secure
themselves in that way against the future.
Of course it is unfortunate that it is
necessary for the purpose of this divorce
to insert in the Bill that it is for the cause
of adultery. As I understood, in a pre-
vious case, the very gentleman who now
urges the House to expunge that word
from this Eill was the very gentleman
who then contended that it was utterly
impossible for this Senate to grant
a divorce except on the ground of
adultery. That being the case I do not
see how the hon. gentleman can blow
bot and blow cold for the purpose of
making his own particular point.

HON. MR. GOWAN-The hon. gent-
leman is wrong. I have proposed a
solution which will free this petitioner
from the disability under which he labors ;
but I still hold the opinion that no divorce

HON. MR. CLEMOW.

should be granted by Parliament except
for cause of adultery, and what the bon.
gentleman from Sarnia has proposed, and
I have seconded, is a resolution to refer
the Bill back to the Committee that it
may be divested of objectionable matter
and to have it declare that no marriage
existed, and thus enable this petitioner
to marry again if he wishes.

HON. MR. VIDAL-If the House will
kindly permit, and my seconder will
consent, I would ask leave to withdraw
my motion in order that the amendment
may be made in the Bill, and that it be
read at the table and the whole matter
may thus be disposed of at once.

THE SPEAKER-With the consent
of the House the hon. gentleman can
withdraw his amendment.

HON. MR. CLEMOW-I am anxious
and desirous to do anything that can
possibly be done in a legal way to dispose
of this question satisfactorily. I certainly
cannot dissent from the hon. gentleman's
proposal if it is'legal and right. I have
acted on that assumption through-
out. I have taken the best advice
I could get legally, and I have
satisfied my mind, taking the law from
the legal gentlemen, and I think I am as
competent under such circumstances to
decide on the facts as any gentleman of
the legal profession in this House. I
have not a legal training, but I do say
that I have some common sense, and I
can judge of tacts as they come before
me. I am acting as a juror in this case,
and I have given my opinion according
to the best of my judgment. I know
neither of the parties. I have no feeling
one way or the other. If I had any
feeling on one side it would be on the
side of the lady, but I divest myself of
sympathy and consider myself in the
position, of a judge and I am discharging
my duty in that capacity according tO
the light I have of what is right and true,
and that is the principle by which I
shall be guided in any matter that
comes before this House. We have a
very unpleasant duty to perform as men'-
bers of a divorce committee, but so long
as the law remains on our statute book
as it is, we have got to take it as it stands
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and carry it out conscientiously. I have the Committee, and whatever decision
always understood that the fundamental is arrived at, of course I must yield to the
principle of divorce in this country is will of the majority; at the same time I
adultery, and no divorce can be think it is but fair to mysef and fair to
granted by Parliament under any the petitioner that the case should be
cther circumstances. I should like put clearly before the House. I ar
if it is possible to exounge that word, surprised at the new light that bas dawn-
" adultery," from the Bill, but acting on ed on the hon, gentleman frorn Barrie.
what I believe to be the law and the fact Certainly after having the case fully be-
I consider it impossible. The Commit- foie us, and after adjourning to consider
tee tried to make the Bill as easy as the facts and the law, the hon. gentleman
possible, because they did not consider came back and said that he had no doubt
that any undue severity should be exer- on bis mmd that this was a valid mar-
cised towards the lady. However, she nage, that the parties had consented to
has placed this man in a very unfavorable it-that they had signed the register, and
position, because if this marriage is a that it was binding in law. I have got
legal marriage and he should contract bis words before me. After full consid-
another marriage in this country he eration that was the consensus of opinion
would be considered a bigamist in the of a large majority in the Committee. I
eye of the law, and I question very much do not think it is fair now to introduce
if he could get any honest woman to into tbis argument evidence whicb is fot
marry hitn under the circumstances. before us. I arnot in the position of
While we are ready to mete out justice ry hon. friend from Trent,
to one party, we should be equally ready of knowing sometbing about those
to do justice to the other in the discharge people. I do fot know them, and
of what I consider a very unpleasant and do not want to know tber in judging
onerous duty-a duty which 1 am sure their case. I look at the facts, and the
none of us would voluntarily take upon evidence as far as we can get it, and de-
ourselves. cide upon that, apant fror ail personal

feeling, and it is fortunate for the House
HON. MR. CARVELL-The hon. that we are fot ail in tbe same position

gentleman will remember that we have it as the hon. gentleman otberwise we
on high authority that where there is no migbt be canried away by those feelings
law there Is no transgression. I think 1 wbich be endeavored to impress upon
am safe in saying that in the opinion of the House. h is fot fair ina case of
a very large majority of the members of this kind that illegal evidence should be
this House there was in this case no admitted, or that reference sbould be
marriage. If the House so decides, of made to it in order to prejudice the case.
course there could be no adultery. If The respondent had counsel. She could
the House decides that there was no bave core here personally, and if she
marriage, of course the petitioner will by wanted to deny those allegations that it
that means get the relief he asks for. was fot by violence or fraud she was

(inveigled into this manriage, she could
HON. GENTLEMEN-No, no, no. bave core before the Comrittee and

said so. We must therefore admit that
HON. MR. DEVER-Not before a thz evidence given by this young man

Court of Justice. was honestly and fairly given, in the
absence of ail contradiction. The case

HON. MR. CARVELL-The petition- was fully considered in every respect by
er will get the relief he asks for and there the counsel who conducted the defence
will be no charge of adultery against the on behaîf of the respondent, and we
respondent, and no one will be injured bave a case whicb is penfectly. clear.
by the action of the House. The petitioner hirself adritted that he

had courted this girl for eight years, that
HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am quite he was engaged to ber for six months

willing that this case shall be decided before the rarriage, that the parents wene
in the House without referring it back to consenting parties tothis engagement-of
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course not knowing about the date of
the marriage for it was kept a secret-
that the girl consented to go with him,
met him at a station, took hirn to her
uncle's house, next day went to Hamilton
with him, put up at a hotel there, and
they then took witnesses with them and
went through the solemn ceremony of
the Church of England, signed the regis-
ter and had everything done in the most
formal manner, the respondent being a
lady of 20 years of age. The petitioner
swears positively that the parents were
consenting parties to the marriage, and
that he was keeping company with her,
up to the time of the marriage, with the
approbation and consent of the parents. If
she wanted to make a defence she could
have shown that she had been deceived
and that the marriage was illegal. She
could have produced the letter which it
is alleged she got from the lawyers. I
believe that letter, said to have been
written by Sir Alexander Campbell, was
a spurious letter, that it was never written
by Sir Alexander Campbell at all, and
that he never gave as his opinion that
the marriage was illegal and that if she
had the letter it would have been put in
as evidence. I do not wish to be hard
on the respondent ; it is possible that
she was imposed upon, and that the
letter was obtained by Fralick himself
before he went to New York and agreed
to given her up. After telling the
petitioner that he was going to surrender
all claims that he had-that he (the
petitioner), was legally married to her
and saying that he would go to the United
States, and write her a letter that would
exdlain everything to her parents. What
does he do, he marries her that very
night. The next morning, to the aston-
ishment of every one, it is announced
that this woman is married. The minister
who performed the ceremony says· that
he was very much surprised that he
should be called upon at three o'clock in
the morning to marry a couple, but the
parents explained that it was an emer-
gency. It shows clearly that there was
something wrong-that they were fearful
that this petitioner might turn up and
stop the marriage, and therefore this
ceremony was performed at that unusual
hour. If these people were as honorable
in character as my hon. friend frorn

HON. MR. KAULBACH.

Trent represents them to be, I am sure
they would not consent to their daughter
being married in such a manner. I am
willing, if the House thinks this can be
settled here, to have the change made. I
believe that this man is entitled to a
divorce. I believe that adultery has been
clearly proved. We have the clearest
evidence that the marriage cerernony
was performed in a proper manner, but
if the House thinks proper to eliminate
from the Bill the charge against the
woman, I have no objection. I am not
such a woman-hater as my hon. friend
would represent me to be I say that but
for the society of woman I would not
be the man I am ; they are the guardian
angels of men, and they keep us from
many wrongs and evils. When my hon.
friend thinks I am opposed to the sex he
makes a statement which is contrary *to
the record of my life; but, much as I
respect the sex, I am not one of those
who will be led away by their wiles or
fascinations, when they come to this
House asking for divorce, to do an
injustice. I must treat them then as a
judge would treat any litigant coming
before him, and deal with them regardless
of my personal sympathies, in the light
of the evidence submitted. In this case,
in my opinion, the fault was more with
the young woman than with the man.
The petitioner swears that he loved the
girl and tried to secure her as his wife ;
the evidence shows that he did every-
thing honestly and fairly, that he was
willing to recognize her as his wife, and
the only reason why they did not live
together was that he was not in a
position to maintain her properly. I
think instead of that showing a bad
disposition .on the part of the young man,
it is worthy of commendation. If the
House recognized that first cere-
mony was a solemn marriage,
entered into without fraud or
deception between the parties, and are
disposed to relieve this man from the
marriage which, from no fault of his
own, he has not consummated in the
proper way, I believe we can so recast
this Bill as not to throw any unnecessarY
reflection on the respondent, and I am
willing that the change shall be made.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I think the honm
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gentleman has misconceived what I said
before the Committee, for I am quite
sure he would not desire to misrepresent
what I said. When the question came
up before the Committee the great point
that was pressed upon us was that the
mirriage took place under faise names,
and what I said was in reference to that.
The question with regard to consent
was not debated at the time, but
even if I had taken a particular ground
and my opinion changed, I would
not hesitate to express the changed opin-
ion. My remark was that the marriage
was perfectly good as far as the false
names and false residence were concern-
ed, but the question of consent was not
argued by counsel or in Committee at
all.

HON. MR. KAULBACH moved the
adoption of the report.

The motion was agreed to on a
division.

HON. MR. KAULBACH moved that
the Bill be now read the third time.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved in amend-
ment that the Bill be referred to a Com-
nittee of the Whole House presently to
make certain amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE, from the
Committee, reported the Bill with certain
amendments, which were concurred in.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed on a division.

THIRD READING.

Bill (123) "An Act respecting the
defacing of counterfeit notes and the use
of imitations of notes." (Mr. Abbott.)

THE PRINTING OF PARLIA-
MENT.

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ADOPTED.

HON. MR. READ moved the adoption
Of the third report of the Joint Commit-
tee of both Houses on the printing of

Parliament. He said :-This report
recommends that certain documents
be printed and certain others be
not printed. It also recommends
that Mr. Mortimer be allowed an addi-
tional 5c per volume for binding, as the
volume is much larger than his contract
specifies. It also recommends that the
furnishing of stationery for Parliament
shall remain under the control of each
House, as at present, and that the Act
respecting public printing and stationery
be amended to that effect. It also
recommends that $2oo be given to Mr.
Botterall and Mr. Boule as an increase of
salary.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-This second
resolution of the Committee conflicts
with the provision which Parliament has
made for the Department of Public
Printing and Stationery, and 'n the other
House, in the corresponding report, this
resolution has been struck out. I move
that the second clause be struck out of
this report.

HON. MR. POWER-If that second
resolution expresses the opinion. of the
Joint Committee, as I understand it does,
and if the opinion of this House is the
same as that of the Joint Committee,
then it does not follow that it shouid be
struck out, but that we should leave i
there as the expression of our opinion.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The difficulty,
is that those reports are supposed to cor-
respond with each other in both Houses,
and my hon. friend from Quinte can
explain, better than I can why this pro-
vision has been struck out in the -other
House. It bas been struck out, and we
have no right to say that we shall adopt
the report with that resolution in it.

HON. MR. READ-It was expected
that the House might possibly have been
divided upon this question, but from
what I can understand from the Chair-
man of the Committee it has been struck
out in the other House, and I suppose,
I do not say positively, the Government
resisted. The report has been held over
from day to day on account of the Gov-
ernment resisting this portion of it, and 1
suppose there will have to be an Act of
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Parliament passed this session to carry
out the object of the report if it is adopted.

The motion was agreed to. The
report was then adopted.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION RE-
PEAL BILL.

WITHDRAWN.

HON. MR. VIDAL moved the second
reading of Bill (P) "An Act to repeal the
Chinese Immigration Act."

He said--I do not propose to occupy
the time of the House by speaking on
this Bill as I should do if the subject
was only now for the first time introduc-
ed to you. The question has been so
fully discussed in another form, that I
really embody in this Bill what I think
to be the prevailing sentiment of the
House.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I am sorry to
take any formal objection to my hon.
friend's bill, but I presume if it were pas-
sed it would not make such difference in
the state of the law this session. The
Chinese Immigration Act is a measure
which imposes a tax and creates a rev-
enue in favor of the Crown, and I do not
think it is within our jurisdiction to pass
a bill repealing it. I take exception to
the hon. gentleman's motion by stating
that it is out of order.

THE SPEAKER--I think the Bill is
clearly out of order as it appropriates or
takes away from the Government a cer-
tain portion of the public revenue.
Section 53 of the British North America
Act provides as follows :-

" Bille for appropriating any part of the
public revenue, or for imposing any tax or
impost shall originate in the Ilouse of
Commons."

Bourinot, p.p. 471 and 472 says
" The Senate will not proceed upon a Bill

appropriating public wrong that shall not
within the knowledge of the Senate have
recoinmended by the Queen's Representa-
tives."

This Bill affects the public revenue
and it is perfectly clear that we cannot
deal with it in this House.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I bow to the
Speaker's decision, but if the Chinese
Immigration Act is considered to be a
revenue measure why are we asked to
amend it ?

HON. MR. MILLER-We have made
an amendment which is clearly out of
order, to the other Bill.

HON. MR. VIDAL-It strikes me that
the same rule must apply to this Bill that
applies to the Chinese Immigration Act.
We cannot therefore amend the Chinese
Immigration Bill ; we have either to take
it as it is or reject it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-That question
will have to come up, no doubt.

HON. MR. VIDA L-It does appear-to
me as extraordinary that this should be
the rule. I can easily understand that
if we found the word " Chinese " any-
where between cheese and cigars in the
tariff bill that we could not touch it, but
it is an extraordinary thing that we can-
not amend a public Bill simply because
there is a penalty attached from which
the Government derive a revenue.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There is also a
tax of $50 a head on every Chinaman
coming into the country, from which the
Government obtait a revenue, and you
might as well strike at any other portion
of the revenue of the Dominion in the
same way.

HON. MR. MILLER - I have no
doubt when a Bill comes before Parlia-
ment in which there is a taxation clause
incidental.to the subject of the Bill it can
be amended if the amendment does not
interfere with the taxation ; but by this
Bil you strike out the taxation clause as
well as all the other clauses.

The Bill was withdrawn.

FINANCE AND TREASURY
BOARD BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (98) "An Act tO

HON. MR. REAI?.
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amend the Act respecting the Depart-
ment of Finance and Treasury Board."

He said :--This is a Bill merely to
change the constitution of the Treasury
Board. By the law as it stands the
Treasury Board is composed of five of
the Ministers belonging to the Queen's
Privy Council of Canada whose offices
are described by Statute. By this Bill
it is proposed that the Governor-in-
Council shall have the right of selecting
the Ministers who shall form the Treas-
ury Board. Of the five Ministers named
by the Statute perhaps there would be
some who might not be familiar with
matters of trade and commerce, and it is
thought better that the Government
should have the privilege of selecting as
a Treasury Board five of the Ministers
who are the most conversant with thcse
subjects.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the second time at length
at the table.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
Bill be read the third time under the
suspension of the 43rd rule.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

GODEFROI LAVIOLETI'E
PENSION BILL.

SECOND READING.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (138) "An Act
to provide for the payment of a yearly
allowance to Godefroi Laviolette, late
warden of the Penitentiary at St.Vincent
de Paul."

He said : The preamble stu tes the
cause of this Bill, that Godfroi Laviolette
on the occasion of a serious outbreak in
the St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary in
April, 1886, rendered valuable services
which largely contributed to the quelling
of the outbreak, and in the performance
of his duty on that occasion he received
injuries resulting in permanent infirmity
and incapacity to continue the perform-
ance of the duties of warden. It is pro-

posed as a special case that he shall re-
ceive the allowance mentioned in the
Bill, that is to say the sum of $2,6oo a
year, and a further sum of $1,ooo to
cover expenses entailed by his removal
from St. Vincent de Paul.

HON. MR. POWER--Another hon.gen-
tleman has given notice of an important
amendment to this Bill, and as I gather
that prorogation is not likely to take
place until Thursday of next week, I do
not see any reason why we should depart
from the usual custom of discussing this
Bill on the second reading.

HON. MR. MILLER-It is clearly a
money Bill, and we have not the power
to amend it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The receipt of
this pension does not disqualify Mr. La-
violette from becoming a candidate for
the House of Commons or for an ap-
pointment to the Senate. I rather think
we have in the Senate now gentlemen
who are in receipt of pensions. This is
not an office of emolument under the
Crown. Perhaps under the circumstances
the Bill might be read at length at the
table.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-It was my
intention to move an amendment to this
Bill, but I have spoken to the Leader of
the House and I find that my objection
to the Bill has been removed.

HON. MR. POWER-Then I with-
draw my objection. The minister might
tell us what the warden's salary has
bzen. ?

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-It was
$2,6oo a year, and fuel, light and resid-
ence, etc., in addition.

HON. MR. POWER-Then I under-
stand the officer has been superanuated
on full salary ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No; he now
receives only $2,6oo a year, but as
warden he had his dwelling, light and
other requisites which amounted to a
considerable sum over and above his
salary.
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The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the second time at length
at the table.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
Bill be read the third time presently
under the suspension of the rule.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE - I will
not take the time of the House at
this late hour of the evening to make
any remarks on the question of the
Ste. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, but I
feel bound in justice to myself and in
justice to Mr. Laviolette and other par-
ties to say that I completely contradict
part of the statements which are found
in the supplementary report of the in-
spector and statements made in a speech
in the debate on thissubject in the House
of Commons. No doubt the Minister
of Justice bas been deceived, as he
has been in another instance, with
respect to the report referred to
by the hon. gentleman from New
Westminster. As I said the other
day I will wait until the Depart-
ment of Justice bas determined
what they shall do in the important
matter brought to our notice the other
day by a member of this House.
Probably I will have an opportunity at
another time to show where the difficulty
lies, and to put before the Senate the
true condition of affairs at St. Vincent de
Paul.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

REAL PROPERTY IN THE
NORTH-WEST TERRITORIES

BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the whole on Bill (N) " An Act
to amend the revised statutes, Chap. 51,
respecting real estate in the Territories."

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE
from the Committee reported the Bill
with one amendment.

The amendment was concurred in and
the Bill was read the third time and
passed.

THE INDIAN ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (O) "An Act
to amend the Indian Act."

In the Committee on the second sec-
tion,

HON. MR. POWER-This clause pro-
poses to give very unusual and extensive
power to the officer of the Government.
It says that the Superintendent-General
(one might not object so much to him)
but his deputy or other person specially
authorized by the Governor-in-Council,
"shall have power, by subpena issued by
him, to summon any person before him and
to examine such person under oath in re-
spect to any matter affecting Indians, and
to compel the production of papers and
writings before him relating to such matters;
and if any person duly summoned neglects
or refuses te appear at the time and place
specified in the subpena upon such person
duly served, or refuses to give evidence or
to produce the papers or writings denanded
of him, may, by warrant under his hand and
seal, cause such person, so refusing or neg-
lecting, to be taken into custody and to be
imprisoned in the nearest common gaol, as
for contempt of court, for a period not ex-
ceeding fourteen days."

The authorizing of this efficer, who may
not be a very superior kind of man, by a
mere warrant under his hand, to cause a
British subject to be cast into jail for a
period of two weeks, is a very excessive
power to place in the hands of such a per-
son. I think that the proper thing to do is
to provide that any person who refuses tO
produce shall be hable to a fine and iff-
prisonment upon conviction, but I don't
think that the officer who is holding the
enquiry should be allowed on his own
motion to send a man to gaol. He is
given all the powers apparently that a
Court is given in case of contempt. No
one knows better than the leader of the
House with how much jealousy the
power of the Court to imprison for con-
tempt is regarded by the people at large.
It is a power that is necessary in the case
of a Court, perhaps, in order to prevent
disorderly conduct in the presence ofthe
Court, and to prevent in that way the
business from being impeded. But to
provide a person, who may be appointed
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by the Superintendent General to con-
duct an enquiry of this kind, shall have
power to issue subpœnas and by a war-
rant under his hand send a man to gaol,
is going too far. I think some less sum-
mary process of punishment should be
provided than that.

HON. MR. KA ULBAC H-Thisclause
seems to be giving extraordinary powers,
and certainly the Minister must have
some good reason for granting it. I
would ask the leader of the House
whether the agrarian troubles in British
Columbia have not prompted the framing
of this clause ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-TLi; clause, as
stated in the note handed to me by the
Mipister, contains exactly similar powers'
to those given to the Minister of Interior,
his deputy or other persons specially
authorized by Order-in-Council to
investigate and settle disputes as to land ;
and as it has worked well there, and
there has been no difficulty of any kind
in connection with it, it would be properly
applicable to cases of this kind. Of
course it is absolutely necessary that if
there should be a dispute of this
character as to whether a claimant
is a member of a band of Indians, or as
any other matter affecting the Indians,
somebody must enquire into it ; but it is
not supposed that the Superintendent
General or his deputy can proceed a
great distance to make such enquiries,
and the person who is appointed to make
it must have the right to compel
witnesses to attend and to obtain papers
or anything else necessary to form a
decision in the matter. It is clearly to
be presumed that where enquiries of
importanceare to be madeproper persons
will be appointed to make them. There
has been no complaint uader the other
Act, and there can be no reason why the
same power should not be given in relation
to the Indians where the questions to
arise would probably not be as important
as the questions arising relating to lands.

HON. MR. POWER-Supposing that
the leader of the House were engaged in
important and professional business in
the city of Montreal, and supposing that
some comparatively inferior officer of the

Interior Department were investigating
a question concerning the Oka Indians,
and supposing my hon. friend received a
subpœna from this inferior officer sum-
moning him to leave his important busi-
ness and to go down to this little tribunal
at Oka, would my hon. friend thep think
it a very admirable and reasonable pro-
vision that if he did not forthwith respond
to this subpena he was liable by warrant
of this inferior officer to be summarily
incarcerated in jail?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am subject
precisely to that sort of jurisdiction now.
Any person trying a case at Oka could
summon me now and send me to jail if
I did not come.

HON. MR. MILLER-No matter how
inferior the jurisdiction might be.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-This person
would just have the powers of a judge of
the lowest class court of record.

HON. MR. POWER-As I understand
it our subpœnas do not run in that way.
The witness who does not attend is liable
to a penalty but lie is not liable to be
immured in jail.

The clause was agreed to.

On the third clause,

HON. MR. POWER-Will the hon.
gentleman say why sub-section 5 of Sec-
tion 26 is repealed ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is repealed
because the Superintendent-General has
already the power to grant licenses in

i reserves under another section of the
Act. There is a repetition in the Act
which is unnecessary. If my hon. rriend
will refer to Section 54 and Section 27
he will find this authority repeated.

HON. MR. POWER-Perhaps the
Minister will tell us what the difference
is between this new clause and the old
one.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It is a repeti-
tion )f the former clause with an addi-
tion of two or three lines. It is for the
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purpose of preventing Indians from cut-
ting valuable timber for fuel. It is found
that those Indians are reckless and that
they destroy any amount of timber to,
burn it.

The clause was agreed to.

On the 5th clause,

HON. MR. ABBOTT said:- The
amendment proposed is to place at the
commencement of the clause these
words :-No portion of any reserve shall
be taken &c. without the consent of the
Governor in Council.' It was the im-
pression of my hon. friend from Ottawa,
and my own also, that this clause was in
the Railway Act, and that it was impro.
per to put it here. The note that was
given to me by the Deputy Minister
stated that it was for the purpose cf pre-
venting the railway from expropriating
more land than was necessary. That is
not the object. The object is that when
the Railway Company want to obtain
land belonging to the Crown, they must
obtain the consent of the Governor in
Council. It puts Indian lands which
are held under the control of the Dom.
inion Government on exactly the same
footing as Government lands, so that, so
far as the Indian lands are concerned,
they must obtain the consent of the Gov-
ernor in Council. When that consent is
obtained the valuation goes on just the
same as in the case of Dominion lands.

The clause was adopted.

On the 6th clause,

HON. MR. POWER said :-The ori-
ginal section 62 says "that when the
Superintendent General or any officer
acting under him receives satisfactory
information, supported by affidavit made
before a Justice of the Peace or any
other competent authority " the timber
may be seized. These important words
" supported by affidavit " etc., are omit-
ted from the clause that we are now
asked to pass and the officer or agent of
the Superintendent General may seize
any timber, etc., cut without authority on
any Indian lands or reserves wherever
found. Perhaps it has been found

necessary to confer this arbitrary power
upon the officers of the Department, but
I do not think the requiring of an affida-
vit to enable the officers to seize was a
very objectionable thing.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The 5 8th
clause, which deals with timber cut
under license, requires that the dues
shall be paid wherever the timber may
be found. The object of this clause is
to put timber cut in trespass in exactly
the same position as timber cut where
there is a license. It has often been
found that the necessity of obtaining an
affidavit, when the timber has
been cut under the very eyes of the
inspector, has led to the timber being
lost. This amendment is to enable the
officer to seize without going thrQugh
the formality of obtaining an affidavit.

HoN. MR. POWER-These formali-
ties, no doubt, are inconvenient, but I
think we ought to be a little more tender
of the liberties and rights of the
subject.

Hox. MR. ABBOTT-This timber
might be cut hundreds of miles away
from any Justice of the Peace, and put
into the water and floated away while the
officer was seeking for an affidavit.

The clause was adopted.

On the 8th clause,

Hox. MR. POWER asked for an
explanation.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-This was asked
for by the Grand Indian Council of
Ontario and Quebec at its session in
1884. It is to enable the Superintendent-
General to take the right which the
Indian has of participation in the proper-
ty of the band as well as his annuity and
pension to support hii family, if he
deserts them.

The clause was adopted.

HON. MR. GIRARD, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill without
amendment.

HON. MR. ABBOTT.
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FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

The following bills were introduced,
read the first time, and without debate
read the second time under suspension
of the 41st rule.

Bill (99) "An Act respecting the
Ottawa & Gatineau Valley Railway Com-
pany." (Mr. Clemow).

Bill (120) " An Act respecting the New
Brunswick Railway Company." (Mr.
Lewin).

Bill (61) " An Act to amend the Act
incorporating and relating to the British
Loan & Investment Company Limited."
(Mr. Vidal).

Bill (98) " An Act to revive and
amend tne Act incorporating the Anglo-
Canadian Bank." (Mr. Turner).

MANITOBA & NORTH-WESTERN
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

A message was received from the
House of Commons with Bill (109) " An
Act respeçting the Manitoba and North-
Western Railway Company of Canada."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved that the
41st rule be suspended and that the Bill
be read the second time presently.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not think
this Bill has been distributed. The rules
of this House should not be dispensed
with unless there is some real necessity,
and inasmpch as we are not likely to get
away from here before the end of next
week I do not know that it is necessary
in this case that the rule should be dis-
pensed with. There is another fact in
connection with those measures which
corne before us at the close of the, ses-
sion-they are usually Bills which require
to be watched closely. I do not know
anything about this Bill, but if my hon.
friend will tell me that the measure is a
good one and there is no reasonable ob-
jection to it, I shall not oppose the
second reading.

26

HON. MR. GIRARD-1 have fol-
lowed the usual course in moving the
suspension of the 41st rule in this case,
a3 the session is drawing near its close.
This is not a new company; the Bill is an
amendment to a charter already in exist-
ence and the road to which it refers is a
very important means of communication
in the North-West. I am not in a posi-
tion to explain the Bill now, but I will
be prepared to give ample explanation
to-morrow when the Bill goes before the
Railway Committee.

HoN. MR. CLEMOW-If this Bill
is the same as the one introduced in the
other House, I give notice that I shall
oppose it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
knows very well that the Bill will be
thoroughly considered in the Railway
Committee, and if there are any defects
in it they.will be discovered there. At
this stage of the session, which I am hot
at ail sure will last as long at the hon.
member from Halifax says, I think it
would be as well to let the Bill be read:
the second time and referred to the Rail-
way Committee, where it will be care-
fully scrutinized.

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

The Senate adjourned at 11.20 p.m.

THE SENATE,

Ottawa, Wednesday, June 15th, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
3 o'clock.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills, reported from the
Committee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, were read the third time and
passed without debate:

Bill (103) "An Act to incorporate the
Cobourg, Blairton & Marmora Railway
and Mining Co." (Mr. Dickey.)
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Bill (99) "An Act respecting the
Ottawa & Gatineau Valley Railway Co."
(Mr. Clemow.)

THE NEW BRUNSWICK RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and Har-
bors, reported Bill (12o) "An Act respect-
ing the New Brunswick Railway Co.,"
with certain amendments.

He said-The first amendment is in-
tended to correct an omission which was
made in the clause which, as it stood,
read that the Trustees of those bonds
should be executed instead of the con-
veyance, and it was necessary to intro-
duce those words into the Bill, as it was
the intention that the conveyance and
not the trustees should be executed.
The next amendment is to - strike
outf the seventh clause. - That clause
was to- the- effect that the Fredericton
Railway, one of several ròads whieh were
leased to the fortner ownrs, of the New
Brunswick Railway, should be declared
a railway for the general advantage of
Canada; but on looking at the Statutes
we found it had been already so declared
and therefore the clause was unneceMary
and was struck out. The next amend-
ment was that which relates to making
the Railway Act applicable to this Com-
pany. The Railway Act, by existing
legislation, has already been smade appli-
cable to all the railways connected with
this line, fortning part of the line leased
to this Company, but had it not been
made applicable to the New Brunswick
Railway Company; and the amendment
that was made was to strike out the
words, "other companies," to which the
Act has already been made applicable,
and to make it applicable to the 'New
Brunswick Railway Company's Bill.
The amendments were made with the
entire consent of the promoter of the
Bill.

HON. MR LEWIN moved that the
amendments be conc'urred lii.

The motion was agreed to.

HON.MR. WARK-Will these amend-
ments affect in any way the holders of
the first mortgage bonds ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-No, most dis-
tinctly not. We inquired into that point
and we satisfied ourselves that it does not
in any way affect the existing bonds of
the Company.

HON. MR. LEWIN moved the third
reading of the Bill.-

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

MANITOBA & NORTH-WESTERN
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs &
Harbours, reported Bill (109) " An Act
respecting'the Manitoba & North-West-
ern Railway Company of Canada," with
amendments.

He said :-I may explain briefly that
the amendment was rendered necessary
in consequerice of the wide language ·of
the Bill in the prearnble and in the first
enacting clause. This company was
originally empowered to extend the line
fron a plaee called Birtle to the northern
and western boundaries of Manitoba, but
it was at a specified point, the mouth of
Shell river, wherever that river might be.
They now ask, and not unfairly, as they
have extended the main line beyond
Birtle, that the point of departure,
beyond the main line, in- order to
project this branch, should be
ehanged. They still retain the language
of the existing -incorporation Act
but without the qualifications as to the
terminal point, which is entirely unde-
fined ; but they ask for power to go fron
Binscarth to any point on the northern
or western line;of the Province 'of Mafli-
toba, covering an enormous area. With'
the assent of the preIiüters of the Bill
hWe limited thait point'to apoint nôrth of
their pttsent) rainý line. That' *ould
leae thewthe alternáive, if«4tWashtae-
saie, t& go t*-th&t Nbyh-Wese Itfdff
Manitobt, or thtnbitnri p&rt'of Maei
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toba, in their endeavor to get further
north, but they could not go to any point
that was south of their main line. The
amendment has been accepted and I see
noreason why it should not be at once con-
-curred in. The defect -in the Bill was a
serious one, giving them unlimited power
to wander all over the Province of Mani-
toba, even down to the boundary.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

SECOND READING.

Bill (roo) "An Act respecting the
Waterloo and Magog Railway Company"
<Mr. Stevens.)

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (96) " An Act
Dominion Oil Pipe
facturing Company."

to incorporate the
Line and Manu-
(Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (62) " An Act to reduce the stock
of the Ontario and Qu'Appelle Land
Company (limited) and for other
purposes." (Mr. Vidal.)

THE CANADIAN PACIFIC
RAILWAY TERMINUS

AT ENGLISH BAY.

ENQUIRY.

HON. MR. McINNES enquired:-
In the event of it being decided that the

Dominion Government has the disposition
of the Foreshore of the Harbors, of
Vancouver and English Bay, bas the
Government promised the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company the said foreshore, or any
prtion thereof, or the exclusive right to
&uild wharves thereon?

He said:-I put a question somewhat
of the same-nature as this a few-days ago
and received an answer that I. did not
hear at the time-an answer, as far as I
an able to judgewh rcmanmean a great
deal er mee veiy-1itble. -I-hope.that
the leader.-of: the Ho8use,.will give -a
definite-answer to-thisqùestion.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think I gave
a perfectly definite answer to thequestion
which my hon. friend asked before, and
I am prepared to give him an equally
definite answer to this one. The
Government has not promised the
Canadian Pacific Railway the foreshore,
or any part thereof, or the exclusive right
to build wharves thereon.

QUALIFICATIONS OF SENATORS.

MOTION.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE rose to
move

That the following be made a Standing Or-
der of the Senate, " the Senators being sum-
mioned to consider the same, pursuant -to
Rule 17 of the Standing Ordera of the
Senate:"

Whenever an application shall be made to
the Senate, either by Petition or otherwise,
to deprive a Senator of hie seatin the Senate
on apy of the grounds of disquallication
mentioned in -the British North Am-rerica
Act, 1867, the applicants shall deposit with
the Clerk of the Senate, before the -nakitg
of Éuoh application or presentation .ot aueh
Petition, the som of one thousand dollacç to
meet the exponses of the Senator whose. seat
may be attacked in deiending the same, and
in case of the failure of any such applic-
tion, the said expenses shali be taxed by4he
Chairman 4f the, Cormmittee to: whom the
ubect is referred for investigation, and

shall be paid by the Clerk on the certifiate
of the Chairman otit of the said sum of one
thousand dollars.

He said :-I believe that the resolution
of which I have given notice speaks for
itself, but I may say the idea occurred to
me of putting this matter before the
House wben the other day I saw a péti-
tion againts the hon. member, from De
Salaberry, the reading of which was re-
fused by this House. In such cases
hon. members should only pay atten-
tion to petitions when they are
properly prepared and put - before
the House. It is evident
that that petition was in no way a docu-
ment which ought to have been received
by this House, -The time has arrived, I
think, when we ough'h to do sometfiing
so as to be preparec for al'eventualities
which mayarise. ' this instànde, the
hon. gentleman wh -is complairied agaiast
is well known, and we in Quèbec "ate
.aware of he faet-.hat he. is ai responsible
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man; I know, for my own part, in the
division that he represents he has a pro-
p'rty'whieh is certainly not worth less
than eighteen or twenty thousand dollars
besides nearly $7d,ooo 'which he may
possess over any property qualification
and ieveables. It shows that those who
petitioned against him did not pay pro-
per attention to the matter betore asking
us to occupy our time in such an enquiry.
I believe in this instance the petitioners
were men who could pay the costs, but
a case may occur in which wealthy men
may call upon persons who have no
means in the division to petition against
some member, and if the petition fails
costs cannot be collected from them.
Though we ought to open the door .fully
to all who ivish to move against honor-
able members of this House, at the same
time we should try and adopt such rules
as will prevent irresponsible parties, who
wish to work mischief, from accomplishing
their object. I believé it is only by estab-
lishing rules of this kind that we can pre-
vent them from doing so. Since I gave this
notice, some gentlenen have spoken to
me on the subject, and there seems to be
à general opinion that sotnething should
be done. I did not think that I should
please every one by this notice, but I in-
te:nded it merely to ascertain the opin-
ibn of the House, and if that opinion
was favorable, to ask gentleman better
able than I am to enquire into the mat-
ter to see what- is best to be done, be-
cause I believe that while providing that
those who petition this House in such
matters should show they are responsible
persons by depositing a certain sum of
money, on the other hand something
ought to be done to require the member
petitioned against to pay the costs if it
should be found that the petitioners had
good grounds for their action. It the
House will «allow me I shall not move
this resolution, but submit another on the
same basis. I move that this matter be
referred to a committee composed of the
leader of this House, the leader of the
Opposition, and Messrs. Dickey, and
Miller and the mover, with instructions
to enquire into this matter and report to
the House.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I entirely con-
cur in the theory on which my hon.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.

friend's draft standing order rests. I
think there should be some provision to
secure members of this House from at-
tacks of this description by irresponsible
persons and to compel them to pay ex-
penses if the member attacked maintains
his position in the House. At the same
time I think if we make a provision of
that description we should also make pro-
vision for the payment of the costs by the
member whose seat is attacked, if the pe-
titioners should be successful. There is
also another question which I must con-
sider, and that is how far we shall be
thought to be shutting the door against
enquiry into our qualifications by com-
pelling too large a deposit, or too onerous
conditions as to the presentation of a
petition of this description. The sum of
$1,000 is the sum fixed in the Lower
House aliso, but it must be remembered
that a contest for a seat in the Lower
House involves questions of fact, extend-
ing over a whole county-allegations of
corruption which sometimes require a
large number of witnesses and involve a
larger amount of costs, as a general rule,
than would be involved in trying the
qualification of a member of this House.
I think this Committee, to which I have
no objection, should consider that and
settle what would be a fair mode of
giving this security-whether in fact it
might not be given by sureties instead
of depositing money. Then there is
another question at thé bottom of the
whole thing, whether we can, by a stand-
ing order, make a condition of that
description. That might be considered
by the Committee. It is a very simple
question. I perceive that the regulations
with regard to the other House are fixed
by statute and it may be a question
whether they should not be made by
statute in this House. I merely make
these remarks with a view of indicating
to the Committee the subjects which I
think they should consider in this behalf
and I have no objection whatever to the
appointment of the Committee which
the hon. gentleman moves for.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I entirely agree
in the justice of the principle that this
resolutioù imports, and I rise merely for
the purpose of. offering a suggestion that
might, perhaps, be taken into considera-
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tion if the Committee meet to decide
upon the matter. If security is given, or
if money be deposited, the House will
have control of the money, and if money
be odered to be paid by the person
petitioned against, in the absence of some
provision of law, I 'eally do not see how
it can be enforced. Doubtless the Com-
mittee will take all these matters into
consideration, and either frame it into a
statutory enactment, if necessary, or
otherwise make appropriate provision.
It would be an outrageous thing if hon.
gentlemen in this House should be sub-
jected toappeals of this kind, sometimes
causelessly and improperly made and
suggested by malice or ill-will.

The motion was agreed to.

IMPERIAL TRUSTS COMPANY'S
BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved the 3rd
reading of Bill (15) "An Act to incor-
porate the Imperial Trusts Company of
Canada."

HON. MR. DICK.EY-I am much
obliged to my hon. friend from Alma for
his courtesy in allowing this matter to
stand over until to-day, and I nust say
that I do not regret having asked him to'
do so, because it has enabled me to ex-
amine the Bill. I find that most impor-
tant amendments have been made in
some of its provisions which, as the Bill
was brought in, were very objectionable,
and that it has been improved, certainly,
very considerably. There is only one
thing to which I would like to call the
attention of the leader of the House,
and that is that the clause which provides
that at least 1o per cent. of the capital
shall, by one or more calls, be paid in
one vear from the incorporation of the
company, and that every year thereafter
at least a further 10 per cent. shall be
payable until the whole has been called
in, is not incorporated in this Bill. That
positioh is rational and unobjectionable
in our legislation, and is par-
ticularly applicable to companies
asking power to perform trusts.
This Bill provides that twenty-five per

cent. of the money shall-be paid u-fTiiihe
first instance, but there is no provision
in the Bill, if we do not incorporate this
18th clause, for the protection of the
public or which will require the company
to pay up anything more, except as a
mere matter of internal regulation. In
such an important matter I trust that the
Leader of the House will see the neces-
sity of some modification of the sweeping
repeal of that clause, and that the com-
pany will be required to pay up some
purtion of the capital every year for the
protection of the public whose interests
are deeply concerned in a measure like
this.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I think that
the hon. member from Amherst has not
quite taken up the idea of the Bill.
There is very little money required to
carry on the proposed business. It is
the liability of the stockholders and
directors that is the best guarantee, and
there is no use in paying up money that
is not required to carry on the business.
The best guarantees for the best insurance
companies in the world are to be found
in the standing of the shareholders
and directors, and it is the same thing
here. If they do not get first
class stockholders and directors, the
compa iy will not suicceed, because they
will not have the confidence of the
public. The best possibile security that
the public can have is not that the stock
is all paid up, but that the stockholders
are liable to be called on at any time. It
is not the intention to call up the whole
of the stock of this or any similar com-
pany. Some of the best companies of
the kind on the other side of the Atlantic
have not 10 per cent. of.the stock paid
up, and yet their shares are selling at
four and five per cent premium.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-This company
is not like the companies established in
Europe for receiving deposits and loan-
ing money. If they were required to
call up the stock in the manner suggested
by the hon. member from Amherst, they
would have more capital than they would
require, whereas the character of the
stockholders and directors is the best
possible security that the public can
have.
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HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I noticed this
clause and the amount required to be
paid up ; but it appeared to me that as
this company is not to incur the usual
liabilities of loan companies, but is simply
to give security for performing its duty.
faithfully, as any private individual might
do, it was not necessary to have more
than this amount called up.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

ATLANTIC AND NORTH-WEST
RAILWAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. McKINDSEY moved the
third reading of Bill (44) " An Act re-
specting the Atlantic and North-West
Railway Company."

HoN. MR. POWER-I think that the
present is a good opportunity to say a
few words on the question of the Short
Line. I have in former sessions taken
up a good deal of the time of the House
in dealing with that subject ; but I think
its importance to the section of the
country from which I come was my
justification. I do not propose to
take up very much time: at
present, but I simply wish to place
the present position of this Short Line
question before the Senate. I have not,
I regret to say, made the preparation
that I should to do it ; but the case is a
rather clear one and I hope to be able
to make myself understood. Most hon.
gentlemen remember how the Short
Line originated. An agitation in favor
of it arose in the Lower Provinces.
The people there felt that, while they
were paying their proportion, and a
very considerable proportion it was,
of the expenditure for the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company and of other
expenditures in the western part of the
Dominion they received no return. For
the $7o,ooo,ooo expended by the Gov-
ernment on the Canadian Pacific Raitway
the Marine Provinces received no return
whatever. They naturally feel that that
was not a satisfactory state of things,
and their dissatisfaction came to a head
when they found from the reports in

newspapers that the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company were negotiating with
certain parties in the city of Portland,
with a view to having their Atlantic ter-
minus in that city. The people in the
Maritime Provinces contended that it
was a most improper thing that the At-
lantic terminus of this great Canadian
undertaking, which had been paid for
practically altogether by the people of
Canada, should be in a foreign country.
Meetings were held and speeches made,
resolutions passed and delegations ap-
pointed to bring the views of the people
of the Lower Provinces before the Gov-
ernment and Parliament. As a result of
this agitation-at least I take it that it
was largely so. and that was the opinion
of the people of the Lower Provinces
interested in the matter-a Statute was
passed in 1884, giving a considerable
subsidy to what was called the Short Line
Railway. I shall read the language of
the Statute from the Report,page XXXIII
of the Department of Railways and Canals
of this year :

"For the construction of a line of railway
connecting Montreal with the barbors of St.
John and Halifax by the shortest and best
practicable route, alter the report of com-

e tent engineers, a subsidy not exceeding
170,000 per annum, for filteen years, or a

guarantee of a like sum for a like period on
the bonds of the Company undertaking the
work."

It will be observed that this line of
railway was to be built by the shortest
and best route from Montreal to St. John
and Halifax, and it was to be determined
what was the shortest and best route on
a report of competent engineers. I do
not prçpose to go again over the ground
that was covered last year and the year
before, but, as a leading Conservative
paper in Halifax remarked, it was quite
evident that the engineers, although they
surveyed a great many lines, did not sur-
vey the shortest and best route, but kept
away to the north or south of it. How-
ever, that matter has been discussed and
settled, and there is no particular object
in discussing it again. The feeling in
Halifax on that subject was almost unan
mous. The most earnest Conservatives
were just as strong in their hustility tO
the rQute selected on the recommenda-
tion of the Chief Engineer as were the
strongest Liberals. There was no
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difference of opinion. The statute to
which I have referred was amended
in the year 1885, and the wording of the
subsidy clause was altered. The clause
of the Act of 1885 will be found at page
lxiv. of the Railway report of this year,
and it is as follows :-

"For a line of railway fron the south
bank of the St. Lawrence River, opposite or
near Montreal, to the harbors of St. An-
drew's, St. John and Halifax, via Sher-
brooke, Moosehead Lake, Mattawamkeag,
Harvey, Fredericton and Salisbury, a sub-
sidy, not exceeding eighty thousand dollars
per annum for 20 years, forming the whole,
together with the subsidy authorized by the
At 47 Vic., chap. 8, for a line of railway
eI inecting Montreal with the said harbors

i St. John and Halifax by the shortest and
best practicable route which the line above
described is found to be, a subsidy, not
exceeding $250,000 per annum, the whole
of which shall be paid in aid of the con-
struction of such hne of railway for a period
of 20 years, or a guarantee of a like sun for
a period as interest on the bonds of the
company undertaking the work."

I have stated very briefly what the
origin of the Short Line Railway was,
and I have before now stated what its
object. was. What the people of the
Lower Provinces wanted was the shortest
and best possible connection between
Montreal and the system of railways in
the neighborhood of Montreal and the
Lower Provinces. They wanted to get
the shortest and best line between
Mointreal, the commercial centre of
Quebec and St. John and Halifax the
twocommercial centresof New Brunswick
and Nova Scotia. The Bill before us
and the report of the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company show what the Short
Line really is-these taken together with
the report of the Department from which
I have just read. I wish to call the
attention of hon. members to the annual
report of the Canadian Pacific Railway
which was published the other day. At
page 18 of this report I find the following
language :-

During the past year, the Atlantic and
North-West Railway Company, an organiza-
tion controlled by this Company, and
created for the purpose of securing the
necessary conne::tions with the Maritime
Provinces and the Atlantic seaboard.
entered into an agreement with the Dominion
Government to construct the "Short Line
Railway," so-called, extending froni the
south end of the new St. Lavrence bridge,

eastward by the way of Sherbrooke and Lake
Megantic, and across the State of Maine to
a connection with the railway system of the
Provinces of New Brunswick and Nova
Scotia.

This agreement provides for the payment
by the Government of a subsidy for .twenty
years of $186,000 equal to £38,486 6s.
annually, for that section of the " Short
Line" extending froni the St. Lawrence
bridge, near Montreal, to Mattawamkeag in
the State of Maine, where junction is made
with the Maine Central Railroad, over which
permanent trackage rights have been secur-
ed on favorable terme to Vanceboro on the
New Brunswick boundary, where connection
is made with the New Brunswick Railway.
Under the sanie agreement, a subsidy of
$63,400 equal to £13,027.10 per annuim for
twenty years for the construction of a line
from Fredericton to Moncton is also provid-
ed for.

The Atlantic and North West Railway has
been leased in perpetuity to the Canadian
Pacific Company, at a rental equivalent to
the interest on the mortgage bonds, less the
amount of the Government subsidy, and
this lease you will be asked to confirni.

The " Short Line" traverses, in the Pro-
vince of Quebec, a well developed agricultu-
ral country,and touches a num ber of impor-
tant manufacturing towns and cities. Cross-
,ing the State of Maine, it opens up a
valuable timber and mineral region, and,
connecting with the railway systeni of that
State, it will at once bring to the other lines
of the Company a large and profitable traffic.
The saving in distance between Montreal
and St. John, N.B., as compared with the
Intercolonial route, will be 279 miles and
between Montreal and Halifax 101 miles.

It is expected that this line will be complet-
ed detween Montreal and Mattawamkeag, and
a connection established with the Maritime
ProVinces, by the end of the present year."

Hon. gentlemen will see that the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company ex-
pect that the road will be completed from
Montreal to a point in the State of Maine
where it will connect with the railway
system of that State, during the present
year. But the report of the Depart-
ment and the report of the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company both show that
nothing whatever has been done in the
Lower Provinces in connectiop with
this work., When this subsidy Act, an
extract from which I have read, was
passing through the House of Commons
in 1885 amendments were 'noved to
provide that work should be begun be-
tween Fredericton and Moncton simul-
taneously with the beginning of the work
on the western end of the road. Those
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amendments were voted down, but the
impression was left that the work would
be gone on with forthwith; and now
after the lapse of two years we find that
no work whatever has been done in the
lower provinces. Nothing has been
done *in New Brunswick; and, until
something is done there, the practical
shortening of the line to Nova Scotia
will amount to almost nothing. The
road as proposed to be constructed will
shorten the distance to St. John con-
siderably, but not as much as it might
have been shortened. I find that in this
report it is stated that when this road is
completed the distance to St. John will
be 279 miles less than by the Inter-
colonial Railway and the distance to
Halifax 1o1 miles less. A road might
have been constructed which would
shorten the distance from Montreal to
Halifax 200 miles and to St. John
325. miles; so that the road is
not going to be, by any means,
the shortest practicable ; and it was
shown that the shorter route was a better
one in other respects. As I have said,'
the object of this Short Line was to give
the Lower Provinces a better connection
with Montreal ; and the agitation was
begun because it was thought that there
was a disposition on the part of the
Canadian Pacific Railway. Company to
make their Atlantic terminus in the
United States, and the people of the
Lower Provinces thought that, if it was
so undesirable, as Parliament and the
Government deemed it was, that the
traffic of Canada should be diverted into
the United States west of Lake Superior
-even though it was to come back into
Canada, as was proposed by the Sault
Ste. Marie line south of Lake Superior
-surely the Parliament and the Govern-
ment which so absolutely opposed any
route which would allow the traffic to be
diverted west of Lake Superior-even
though it were diverted only for the
time being and for a short portion of the
journey from West to East, would not
allow the business of this national road
to be diverted to a foreign port as its
Atlantic terminus. That is a much
more important matter to the country
than the diversion for a portion of the
journey between Manitoba and the
Eastern end of Lake Superior. Looking

HON. MR. POWER.

at. that and realizing what the feeling in
the Lower Provinces was, what were
the facts? That two years ago this
money was voted by Parliament.
In the latter part of 1885 a contract was
entered into by the Government and these
parties or a contract was made and en-
dorsed by the Government under which
work has been going on between Caugh-
nawaga and the International boundary
in the Province of Quebec. The money
which was intended to connect Montreal
with the Lower Provinces has been spent
in improving the connection between
Montreal and Sherbrooke or some point
in the neighborhood of Sherbrooke, ar.d
I find at page lxv of the report of the
Department of Railways for this year
how the subsidy has been divided up. It
says that:-

An estimate of the cost of the several sec-
tions of the surveyed line, as adopted, was
made as a result an Order-in-Council was
passed on the 14th -June, 1886 dividing the
s§ubsidy as follows:-For the portion from
the River St. Lawrence to Lennoxville, 100
miles, $71,100; the portion from Lennox-
ville to Moose River, a point about 8 miles
east of the western boundary bttween
the Province of Quebec and the State ot
Maine, 89 miles, is covered by the Interna-
tional railway already constructed. For the
portion, 134 miles long between Moose river
and Mattawamkeag, a station on the Maine
Central Railway $115,500; from Mattawam-
keag to Harvey station on the New Bruns-
wick Railway, a distance of 81 miles, run-
ning arrangements have been made over ex-
isting roads; for the portion, 113 miles
between Harvey ard a point on the Interco-
lonial Railway near Salisbury station, $63,-
400, the remaining distance by the Interco-
lonial Railway to Moncton, béing 10 miles
and the total distance between the River St.
Lawrence and Moncton being 527 miles."

Lennoxville is three miles from Sher-
brooke. This is a portion of the route
over which there were already two roads.
The Grand Trunk Railway has a very
good road from Montreal to Sherbrooke
and Lennoxville, and there was another
line running south of the Grand Trunk
Railway which also went to Lennoxville ;
so that this expenditure was quite unne-
cessary for the purpose for which the
Lower Provinces required the Short
Line; yet. $71,1oo of this subsidy of
$25o,ooo has been appropriated to that
section, and it is almost the only portion
of the road on which any substantial
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work has been do- e. What is the result
of this expenditure ? It is that in a few
weeks we will have a new line of rail-
way-practically it is a new line-from
Caughnawaga, opposite Montreal to
Sherbrooke. The line is altogether new
from the St. Lawrence River to St.
Johns, Quebec, and almost altogether
new from the St. Lawrence to Waterloo,
and the Company are asking power to
take over certain small roads which lie
between St. Johns and Sherbrooke ; and
in a few weeks the Pacific Railway Com-
pany, hy the aid of this subsidy which
was intended to bring the traffic of the
Canadian Pacific Railway to the Atlantic
ports ot the Dominion, will have two
short lines to Boston and othier places in
the United States. The Short Line con-
nects at St. John's with a road running
down to Boston and other ports in the
United States ; and at Waterloo it cross-
es and connects with the South Eastern
road, a road which is owned by the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and is used
by that Company as a line for their traf-
fic from Montreal to Boston and Port-
land and other American ports. That I
am not speaking unadvisedly is clear from
the fact that in the same report of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company from
which I quoted a minute ago, I find the
following on page i :-

"The conpletion of the St. Lawrence
bridge was delayed by an unusually early
and severe winter, and through the dilatori-
ness of the contractor for the superstructure.
it is not yet completed, but it will be open
for traffic within four or five weeks froni
this time; and by the saie tirne the west-
ern section of the " Short Line " f rom the
bridge to St. Johns, P. Q., will have been
extended to a connection with the South
Eastern Railway, establishing a direct and
independent connection with that svstem,
and forming, in connection with the Boston
and Lowell Railroad, a direct line between
Montreal and Boston, bringing the traffic of
the New England States within easy reach
of the Canadian Pacific, and affording the
shortest gracticable line to the Atlantic
seaboard.'

I arn not finding any fault with the Can-
adian Pacific Railway Company for doing
the thing which as a business company
they think best in their own interest. I
sinply cal the attention of the House to
the fact that the doctrine laid down with
respect to other portions of the line in

former years and laid down very emphat-
ically in the other Chambeç during the
present session is that traffic should not
be diverted into American channels and
to the fact that this Short IAne subsidy
was declared to be for the purpose of
hindering the traffic of the Canadian
Pacific Railway from going to American
ports and for giving it a short route to
our own ports. Here we have the first
portion of that subsidy which has been
earned, expended in building a road to
enable the Canadian Pacific Railway to
get to Boston by the shortest and best
practicable route. It was quite clear
during the past two years that it was not
the intention of the people who had con-
trol of this subsidy to build by the short-
est and best route to the Lower Provin-
ces at all. They are getting the shortest
route to Boston and other American
ports, and as a sort of incidental
thing th'ey are going to get a connection
with St. John and the railways of the
lower provinces. There is another
feature about this transaction which I
think ought to be animadverted upon.
Hon. gentlemen all know that the Grand
Trunk Railway and the Canadian Pacific
Railway are competitors for the business
that goes from Montreal to the United
States and for the traffic that cornes
back. Now the Government step in
and subsidize one of these competitors.
I think the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company have got enough from this
country to be able to compete, without
further Gôvernmient assistance with the
Grand Trunk Railway for the American
business, and I do not think it is fair to
the Grand Trunk Railway that the
Dominion should interfere to aid the
company which is competing with them
for that business. I think that we ought
to have stood by and let the two com-
panies fight the thing out between thern-
selves, I do not think we ought to use
the public money for the purpose of
breaking down one of these corporations.

We see what the result, so far, of
this Short Line agitation has been and
what has been done with the public
money which has been spent in con-
nection with that object-or which
is supposed to have been so spent.
I do not propose to detain the House
much longer, but I shall call attention
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very briefly to what is likely to be done
for the Lower Provinces. Hon. gentle-
men may remember that the alleged
reason whj the present route for the
Short Line was adopted was that the
Chief Engineer of railways in his special
report made in 1885 declared that the
route selected was one mile shorter than
another line from the Intercolonial which
ran north of Moosehead Lake in the
State of Mainc, instead of going south.
The line going north of Moosehead Lake
would not have been tapped by Ameri-
can roads and would not have brought
traffic to American ports before it got to
St. John. The truth is that that state-
ment of the Chief Engineer was not cor-
rect in any sense ; but even if it was, that
calculation was based on the supposition
that the road was to go across AMoose-
head Lake, and it was declared at that
time that there was to be a bridge across
Moosehead Lake, whereby some 13
miles would be saved, and in that way
route No. 6 was made a mile shorter than
the competing route. At that time it was
understood also, and the engineer's cal-
culation was based on the supposition,
that the two Unes were to start from the
end of the Victoria Bridge. Inasmuch
as this so çalled. Short Line starts from
Lachine, the road is really some 35 miles
longer than that other route which might
have been selected. The report of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company, put-
ting the most favorable face upon the
matter, shows that as regards Halifax,
and that means Moncton and all points
east and south of Moncton, the shorten-
ing of the distance from Montreal which
will be effected by the construction of
this road will be only 1o1 miles. When we
take into consideration the character of
the road, the fact that the summit level
at the border of Maine is 18oo feet, some
6oo feet higher than the highest summit
level of the Intercolonial Railway-when
we take into consideration that in addition
to the grades being much more severe
than on the Intercolonial Railway there
are a great many more sharp curves than
on the latter road, and the character of
the road bed is not up to that of the
Intercolonial Railway, it is quite clear
that the saving of 1o1 miles is really no
great object. We pay public money to
build a road 1o1 miles shorter than

the Intercolonial, built by the country,
and which is calculated to take away the
business from that road and make it far
more than now a non-paying undertaking.
If this road had been built by the short-
est and best line we would have shorten-
ed the distance 200 miles and there
would have been no heavy grades or
high level to get over, and it would have
been some considerable advantage to
Nova Scotia to have had that line con-
structcd. The distance to St. John is
shortened more of course than the dis-
tance to Halifax. The distance to St.
John is shortened 279 miles. It might
have been shortened 50 miles more, and,
the character of the new road would
have been better than the character of
this road will be. As far as one can
judge just now very little more is likely
to be done in the immediate future than
has been done. I understand. that in
Maine a connection has been made with
the Bangor and Piscataquis Railway
which runs from the south end of Moose-
head Lake to Old Town near Bangor.
An arrangement has been made with the
Maine Central Railway under which the
traffic is to go over that American road.
It goes first to the City of Bangor, and it
can go from there to Bar Harbor or
Mount Desert or Sullivan, in Maine,
which are harbors practically as good as
St. John. From Bangor it has to go a
very long distance over the existing
American road and the New Brunswick
Railway to St. John, N.B. A great deal
of work has been done, as I have already
stated, but I understand that no contract
has yet been entered into for the con-
struction of any railway whatever in the
Lower Provinices. If the original plan
had been carried out, a railway should
have been built from Harvey to Fredeiic-
ton in New Brunswick, and another
from Fredericton to Salisbury on the In-
tercolonial Railway. Nothing whatever,
as I understand, has been done in con-
nection with these two pieces of road,
and we have no guarantee that
those portions of the railway will
ever be built, and if they are not
I have no hesitation - in saying
that so far as Nova Scotia is concerned
the money that has been spent and is
being spent for those subsidies is co'-
pletely thrown away-,that Nova Scotia

HON. MR. POWER.
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will not be in any appreciable degree
benefited by the construction of this road
in Quebec and in the State of Maine.
k{aving discussed this question at length
on former occasions I do not propose at
this stage of the session to discuss it any
further, but I cannot help saying, look-
ing at ail the circumstances of this case,
that it does look as though almost from
the inception of this Short Line
movement-since this agitation was
got up in the Lower Provinces-
the Pacific Railway Company or
their friends had conceived the idea of
capturing the movement and getting hold
of the subsidy which was to arise out of
this agitation in the Lower Provinces
and using it for the purpose of
enabling them to get a better
connection with American ports. Up
to the present day at ail events the sole
result of this agitation is that the Pacific
Railway have had a large sum of public
money given them to make a much bet-
ter connection than they had with the
port of Boston, and to enable them to
worst the Grand Trunk Railway in the
fight for the American traffic. I cannot

Portland entirely in the hands of the
opposition company. If they can get a
large share of that to come up over the
Pacific Railway ail through Canada, cer-
tainly it is in the interest of the whole
Dominion. Therefore, looking at it
not from a sectional point of view but in
the interest of the whole Dominion, I do
not think that it is a disadvantage to get
communication with the ports of the
Unted States. In doing so I do not
think the Lower Provinces wil! be injured,
if we have got the best line. I am not
saying that the line running to St.
John and Halifax is the shortest-
I am not enough of an engineer
to say so. Looking at the map I would
suppose that it is not the shortest, but it
may present engineering advantages
which will make it a practicable line. I
contend again that the money granted
was not to hinder the communication
with the United States at ail but our
object was to have a closer connection
with the upper provinces, especially with
Montreal, and to give us a fair chance of
a better and larger trade than we have.

help saying, as a member coming from HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not pro-
the Lower Provinces that this is indeed pose to say very much on this question,
a very melancholy and very unsatisfactory but I do not like to allow my hon.
result of the agitation and discussion friend's remarks to pass wholly withoui
which has gone on for the last three or comment. My hon. friend complains
four years. that this is fot the shortest and best

line. That is a question that I do not
HON. MR. KAULBACH-I do not propose to open up. That question has,

think this subsidy granted to the Short I know, received the fullest possible dis-
Line Railway was intended to hinder cussion befort it was determined upon, I
any trade fron going down to the United think in this House as well as in the
States. The idea was to give the Lower other-at ail events I know it did
Provinces more direct and shorter com- in the other, and engineers were
munication with the Upper Provinces, consuited. Engineers of eminence
Montreal in particular, and to give us an made their reports upon the various
opportunity of getting our full share of unes suggested, and this une was
the trade of the country going east and selected for as being the best une for the
west. 1 do not understand how the purpose. I have before me a littie map
Government are subsidizing any line of which is issued by the Department, and
railway to carry the trade into the United which is to be found in the book from
States at ail. I do not understand that to which my hon. friend quoted a moment
be the case, but I must say it is in the inter- ago. I perceive by this map that this
est of the whole country. I am sure the line is nearly as straight as it could be
Pacific Railway Company are anxious to laid down with a ruier from Montreal to
get the trade of the United States if they New Brunswick. There are two or three
can, and to bring it up over our railways small jogs between Sherbrooke and
and by that means benefit the whole Montreal. These are being corrected by
hne, e.ven to Halifax, if they can, instead the line which is being constructed, and
of havtng the trade with Boston and upon these corrected portions being
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straightened, the line between Montreal
and New Brunswick will be as nearly an
air line as it is possible to be.

HoN. MR POWER-That map does
not represent the line however.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I take it as
representing the line. It is issued by the
Department, and the line is marked upon
it and I take it to be as correct as maps
usually are. That that line will shorten
the route to the Lower Provinces ports
cannot be disputed. If I had known
what my hon. friend's line of argument
would be, I could have furnished him
with figures to show that the saving of
distance by this route is as great as by
any practicable route. That is all I
propose to say about that. But my hon.
friend complains of the way in which
this subsidy has been granted. In the
first place he says it was wrong, there
being a competition between two great
railway companies, to subsidize one com-
petitor and leave the other out. My
hon. friend must remember that at the
time this subsidy was granted the Pacific
Railway Company had nothing whatever
to do with the subsidy. The Govern-
ment did not know the Pacific Railway
Company in the matter at all. The
granting of the subsidy was made at the
urgent request of the Lower Province
members, and in the interest of the coun-
try generally that there should be a
Canadian winter port, Canada having
already one, if not two, conveniently
available summer ports, to which the
traffic of the interior could be carried,
Quebec the main summer port of interior
Canada, and Montreal which has to a
large extent become a seagoing port in
consequence of the deepening of the St.
Lawrence. This subsidy then was not
granted to one of the great competing
companies, and I think, so far as I know
the facts, was not granted with any view
of being enjoyed at any future time by
either of these great competitors. Now
my hon. friend attributes the origination
of it all to the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company. The Government knew noth-
ing of the Canadian Pacific Railway in
the matter at all until after the line had
been settled and the contract had been
made with the International Railway

HoY. MR. AB B OTT.

Company of Canada to built is Short
Line as far as Mattawamkeag. The In-
ternational Railway Company had already
constructed a portion of the line from
Sherbrooke to the boundary of Maine.
It controlled the International Railway
of Maine, which had a charter for build-
ing its own line from the boundary to
Mattawamkeag, and its contract included
the construction of a line from the end
of the Canadian Pacific Railway Com-
pany's Bridge to Sherbrooke. The
Canadian Pacific Railway Company
acquired this building contract from
the International Railway Company,
and I venture to say that no step
could have been taken in the interest of
the Lower Provinces and in the interest
of this fine, than the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company, a strong company,
undertaking to perform what the Inter-
national Company, which was eminently
a weak company, undertook to do, and
doubtless would in course of time I
presume have carried out. But instead
of the slow progress which might have
been expected from the International
Company, the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company has already obtained the
money for the construction of the entire
road to Mattawamkeag, and so far from
using it to build a railway in the Province
of Quebec, the Government are aware
that -the whole road to Mattawamkeag is
at this moment progressing and under
construction ; and the result of the
operations, I understand, will be, that a
connection with Sherbrooke will be
completed within a very short time (a
few weeks) and the main portion of the
road to Mattawamkeag will be coistruct-
ed this autumn, leaving only two or three
difficult points, according to the informa-
tion the Government has received on the
subject, to be finished by this time next
year. I venture to say that that resUlt
could not have been obtained by the
company with whorn the contract was
first made. At all events, in
all reasonable probability, the
line could not have been completed
so expeditiously. The vigor of the Can-
adian Pacific Railway Company, as dis-
played in the rest of its construction, 19
manifested in this instance : it has pushed
on this road as it has pushed on other
Unes that it has built. My hon. friend
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is wrong, therefore, in supposing that
this line is not being vigorously pressed
to the boundary of New Brunswick. In
strict accordance with the plan laid down
a few years ago, it is to connect with
the New Brunswick railway at the bound-
ary of New Brunswick, and only a por-
tion of the subsidy which was granted
for the purpose of establishing a line to
Maritime seaports has been appropriated
for the construction of this line to Matta-
wankeag. There is ample means left to
construct such connecting lines as may
be needed to perfect this short line, as
soon as the Mattawamkeag section is
completed. I do not know what my
hon. friend's experience has been in the
construction of railways, but I should be
glad if he can point out to me any rail
way in the Dominion of Canada that has
progressed as fast as this short line rail-
way has done since it was commenced.
I do not think he can do it, unless he
applies his scrutiny to the company that
is constructing that line. But my hon.
friend says that the line is being con-
structed only to afford communication
with American ports. He says that the
agitation was commenced by the man-
ifestation of a desire on the part
of the Canadian Pacifie Railway Com-
pany to establish its winter port at Port-
land. That so-called negotiation was
very much exaggprated. Our friends in
the lower provinces took great alarm at
it, but it never amounted to anything
There was a kind of picnicing visit and a
luncheon at Portland at which I was
present, and a very pleasant day we had
there, but beyond that occasion there
never was a shadow of negotiation for a
winter port at Portland. It was undoubt-
edly proposed, and the company were
invited to visit Portland and see the
harbor and the facilities it afforded.
They went there and saw them, and that
was practically the amount of the nego-
tiation. Long before the commence-
ment of the agitation in the Maritime
Provinces, based on the supposition that
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
was establishing a winter port at Port-
land, the parties interested at Portland
had been politely informed that it was
not the.intention of the Canadian Pacifie
Railway Company to establish a winter
port there. That was stated in the other

House at the time : I do not know
whethér the letter was made public, but
the fact was announced long ago, and
long before any agitation arose in the
lower provinces based on this supposed
intention to establish the terminus of the
Canadian Pacifie Railway Company at
Portland. I just wish to comment on
one or two more of the points which my
hon. friend raised. He seems to con-
sider-in fact he stated-that the sub-
sidy was granted to the short line
to prevent the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company from seeking ports
in the United States. I think that
was his statement. Now, in the first
place, the Canadian Pacifie Railwav was
not under the consideration of the Gov-
ernment at all when this subsidy was
granted. In the. second place, if the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company had
been a contracting party, and this sub-
sidy had been granted directly to theni,
it would not have been granted to pre-
vent the Canadian Pacific Railway trom
seeking an outlet in the United States.
The object of it was the substantial one
of obtaining direct short communication
with the harbors of the Maritime Prov-
inces. It was to give those Provinces
a direct connection with the interior of
Canada. It would be impossible to
conceive that a railway company building
a road could be prevented from effecting
connection with other points to which
traffic could be carried. That idea rests
on the fallacy that a company which
builds a road to any particular place is
bound to carry all its traffic to that place.
In point of fact there is no such obliga-
tion on any company. All it can do is
to provide ample and convenient facili-
ties for traffic to go to such and such a
point, and then it rests with the parties
at that point and elsewhere to determine
by their action whether the traffic
will go there. The great object in
granting this subsidy to the Short
Line Railway and to other railways
similarly situated is to facilitate the
establishment of direct and easy com-
munication with our own ports. Every
Government, every man who values his
country,wishes tD see the traffic kept within
the bounds of the country as far as can
be. Every one desires that-at least
most people desire it. My hon. friend
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says he brings this subject of the diver-
sion of traffic to fôreign seaports to the
attention of this House in consequence
of the argument which has been so
strongly pressed in another place, that the
Canadian Pacific Railway, the through
line of this Dominion, should not be tap-
ped in the far west and its traffic should
not be diverted in the far west into the
United States and so carried down
through that country to the seaboard.

HON. MR. POWER-My hon. friend
misapprehends my position about that.
I referred rather to the objection taken,
when the Company was being incorporat-
ed, to their being allowed to go south of
Lake Superior and coming into this coun-
try again at Sault Ste. Marie.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I understood
my hon. friend to refer to the debates
that had taken place recently on the sub-
ject. The principle has been laid down
continuously by a section of our people
that there should not be any obstacle to
the trade of our courtry beirig carried
over'the bordèr to foreign seaports. The
political friends of the hon. nember from
Halifax in another place have maintained
that principle within *a ew days-that
there should be no obstacle to carrying
the trade of the North-West across the
border in Manitoba, and that thèse very
seaports for which he has argued so elo-
quently justno*, should be deprived of all
this traffic by its being carried away from
them at a point 1200 miles west of this;
that this traffic should not any longer be
carried for 15Oo or 2,000 miles through
the Dominion of Canada, benefitting the
country through which it passes, and the
seaports of Canada by the trade it brings
to them, the ocean trade it attracts-that
it should not be cárried over our own
lines and to our own seaports ; but that
it should be allowed without obstacle to
be diverted from Canadian lines at a point
-1200 miles west of here; and that the
section of the Dominiiôn cónstitu'ting the
old Piovince of Canada and the Maritime
Provinëes should be depi-ved '6f the
whole benefit they Wight ie èepected'to
derive fioii 4thë 'cotétrùtiloh" bf' ti'e
iPäcific' 'Yêlway. and~thér ifniùene '-
pènaitufë iïpdn 1t;fbyàt1lowifgIhitraffic
rTfhé'greât North-West t'b¥'dfvèrtedto

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

build up foreign companies, and foreign
seaports. That is the proposition which
has been urged elsewhere by the political
allies of my hon. friend, the converse of
which I understood my hon. friend to be
adopting, insisting that the internal traffic
of the Dominion after it has come down
to the Province of Quebec must not be
diverted to foreign seaports. His friends
desire that it should be diverted to a
foreign country in the west, but he con-
tends it should not be diverted to a
foreign country in the east. Well, I
prefer his position to that of his friends.
I say it should not be diverted at
either point, and I wish my hon. friend
would apply his talent, research, and in-
dustry, which I perceive in the short
time I have observed his conduct in this
House to be almost without limit, to
assist in preserving for the whole of Ca-
nada the traffic and trade of the great
North-West and to contend as strenuous-
ly as he has done to-day with reference
to the east, that that traffic and trade
should not be diverted in the west from
Canadian carriers and Canadian-seaports
where such division would be very much
inore injurious to the country than at the
point at which he erroneously infers it is
to be done down here. But in pint of
fact, as I said a moment ago, the object
of subsidizing this road is to provide-for
the public, easy access to our own Mari-
time ports on the seaboard. That that
result will be reached, the measureÉ
which the Government, have taken will
ensure ; and so far as I can judge and the
Government can judge, those steps have
met with the approbation of the great
majority of the people. I think therefore
that my hon. friend has nothing to corn-
plain of in the conduct of the Govern-
ment in respect of this particular line.
The subsidy was granted to a companY
which was probably not as strong as it
might have been, but it was the best
means that offered for procuring the
construction of thie railway at that titme.
The construction has now fallen into the
hands of a strong éompany; itis in rap*I
ind vigorons progress at this ýomnoICt
ahd direct conhection between theaMR
lime Èeaboat4aid!the:Wëstern-ýporno
oüfthe tcontinent,;will ber onpleteg dbe
Mety eÔmpfe b* thisL trm *eXtt>yW.
Tthfink thatNis M nitth ts could bd-

A14A



Atluntic and NortIt- (J UNE 15, 1887] Ve8t R'y Co'8 4ill.

pected from the Government : that is as
much as was expected from this subsidy;
-and contrary to many cases where ex-
pectations have been raised ; I think in
ýthis instance they will be duly realized.

HON. MR. POWER-I wish to say a
few words in reply to what bas fallen
from the leader of the Government in
this House. He bas told us that there
was a good deal of discussion in the
House of Commons at the time when

Nthis route was adopted for the Short
Line Railway, and that the members of
that body appeared to be satisfied that
the best route had been selected. Now,
it is true that there was a vote ratifying
&the route which the Government had
selected; but I should like my hon. friend
to name any proposition so absurd that
it would not, if introduced by the Gov-
ernment, have met with the approval of
the majority of the menbers of that
House of Commons. But there happened
to be in that House one gentleman, a
strong Conservative and supporter of the
,present Government, a man who, I think,
is recognized as being in all engineering
matters at the head of his profession-
that is Mr. Walter Shanly-who repre-
sented an Ontario constituency in the
late House of Commons as he does in
-the present House. What.did that gent-
leman say, after hearing all the arguments
and reading all the evidence on the
question ? He said that he was not in a
position to decide, and that the Govern-
ment would not be justified in selecting
a route on the evidence before them.
He said it was their duty to make
further surveys and inquiries so
as to ascertain what was the best
line, and to adopt that line : that the
country had many times lost large
sums and had made serious mis-
takes through proceeding too pre-

-dipitately with public works. The
resuit already bas justified that member's
remarks, because the route that was
selected by the House of Commons at
that day-selected by the Government
and ratified by the House of Coinions

-was 'cross Moose Head Lake to
Mitawamkeag, and the Company hae
already been obliged to abandôn that
1ine. The matter of the route was dis-

utsed atttngth here abd' I the other

Chamber. ' I am of opinion (of course
my opinion may not be worth much on
that point) that the Government were
decidedly worsted in the argument on
that question, and I think Mr. Shanly's
opinion is much more valuable than that
of the Government majority. Having
made that statement as to the choice of
a route which has been condemned al-
most universally in Nova Scotia by per-
sons on both sides of politics, the hon.
gentleman went on to tell us that the
Government knew nothing at all of the
Canadian Pacific Railway in connection
with the Short Line at the time this sub-
sidy was granted. I am not going to
quote the debates of the other House :
I could quote from them if I wished to
do so, but the fact is that the very argu-
ment the hon. gentleman has used here
to-day in favor of having this road con-
structed by a strong company was ad-
vanced two years ago in support of the
adoption of this route. The aigument
was used that the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company would build the
road if this route was selected, and
it was to the interest of all concerned
that that company should build it-that
it was a great mistake to let it go from
Richmond, the terminus of the Grarid
Trunk Railway, because then the Can-
adian Pacific Railway Company would
not build the road. Now the hon.
gentleman who, if he did not knowthis,
was one of the very few persons in the
House of Commons who were nôt aware
of it, tells us that the Government knew
nothing of the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company when this matter of route was
settled.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The grant was
made a year before that discussion took
place.

HoN. MR. POWER-The first grant
in 1884 may have been made. There
is this other fact: I think everybody
knows how very friendly the relatiohs
between the Minister of Railways and
the Canadian Pacific Railway Complany
have always been since thé brganization
of the dompany. I do"not' repêat thé
céhàrge, but it 'was stàte quite dpntly
ahd publicly that ýhéreason Why the
International rote' tiad"-néh tédted
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was that Mr. Pope, the Minister of
Railways, was the prinçipal owner of
that road; and the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company were very intimate
with Mr. Pope, and there is no reason
why in 1884 they might not have had
their eyes on a thing which they were
quite prepared to undertake in 1885.
I never denied the vigor of the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company in
doing work that they take in hand.
They have shown great energy in this
matter: I think they have shown great
vigor in everything they have taken hold
of; but their vigor in this instance has
resulted in the construction of a short
line to Boston, and the object of the
subsidy was to get a short line to Halifax
and St. John. So far, we have not in
the Lower Provinces reaped any advan-
tage from their energy. The hon. gen-
tleman,.referring to the proposition to
select Portland as an Atlantic terminus,
says he was at a picnic which took place
there, and that the speeches which were
made were simply picnic speeches. Hon.
gentlemen will see how strong the pre-
judice against making an American city
the Atlantic terminus of the- Canadian
Pacific Railway must have been when
mere picnic talk aroused such a feel-
ing in the Maritime Provinces. We
have now the declaration of the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company that they have
got, by means of this subsidy and by
means of the Short Line, a direct and
independent connection with the South-
eastern system, forming, ii connection
with the Boston & Lowell, a direct line
between Montreal and Boston. I have
never said that it was not desirable that
the Canadian Pacific Railway Company
should have a short line to the Atlantic
seaboard at Portland or Boston : I simply
say that that was not the object of grant-
ing this subsidy - that the declared
object of the subsidy was to get to
our own maritime ports, so as to
enable them to compete with the
American ports and to bring as large a
proportion as possible of the traffic of the
Canadian Pacific Railway to our own
seaboard instead of allowing it to be di-
verted to American ports. So far the
result of our labors has been that a short
line has been established to Boston, so
as to facilitate the shipment of freight at

HON. MR. POWER.

Boston and the bringing of freight by
way of Boston to Montreal, instead of
having it shipped and landed at Canadian
ports. The hon. gentleman referred to
the fact that certain Liberal members of
the House of Commons voted to allow
Manitoba another outlet for her produce.

HoN. GENTLEMEN-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. POWER-Hon. gentlemen
say hear, hear : what are we doing now ?
We are simply ratifying an arrangement
which shall allow an outlet, to all our pro-
duce that reaches Montreal, at American
ports. I have never stated whether or
not I opposed or favored the monopoly
now enjoyed by the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company in Manitoba.

HON. MR. ALMON-I think all the
Liberal papers in Nova Scotia are in
favor of diverting the traffic of the North-
West to the United States lines south of
Manitoba.

HoN. MR. POWER-I have not read
all the Liberal papers in Nova Scotia, so
I cannot say.

HON. MR. ALMON-All the Halifax
Liberal papers are in favor of it.

HON. MR. POWER-1 do not know
that I am responsible for the editorials
in the Halifax papers. I have never
expressed an opinion on the subject, and
the Liberal Party in the House of
Commons was not, by any means,
unanimous in the vote that was taken.
It is one of those questions as to which
there may reasonably be two opinions,
and .the Liberal party have not, as a
party, voted one way or the other. The
leader of the House spoke of the fact
that the Canadian Pacific Railwa-Y
Company had nothing to do with this
bargain with the Atlantic and North.West
Railway Company.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I said the
International Railway Company--not
the Atlantic and North-West, Railway
Company,

HON. MR. POWER-I find there are
several schedules to the Bill which is noW
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before the House, the Bill which prac-
tically confirms what has been done.
The first schedule is the lease or agree-
ment between the International Railway
Company of Maine and the Alantic &
North-West Railway Company. Now
who represent the International Railway
of Maine? W. C. Van Horne, Presi-
dent-

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Those deeds
were passed last summer. They do not
apply to the inception of this railway.

Hox. MR. POWER-The Atlantic
and North-West Railway Company is
represented by Donald A. Smith, Presi-
dent, and C. Drinkwater, Secretary. I
think these names have been
seen in connection wilh the Can-
adian Pacific Railway very fre-
quently. The next deed is signed by
W. C. Van Horne, President, and J.
Davidson, Secretary, on behalf of the
International Company, and by Donald
A. Smith, President, and C. Drinkwater,
Secretary, for the Atlantic & North-
Western Company.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-What is the
date of all these documents ?

HoN. MR. POWER - These docu-
ments are dated last faîL Then a final
agreement between the Atlantic & North-
Western Railway Company and the
Canadian Pacific Railway Company is
signed by W. C. Van Horne, Vice-
President, and Chas. Drinkwater, Secre-
tory, for the Canadian Pacific Railway
Company, and by Donald A. Smith,
President, and C Drinkwater, Secretary,
for the Atlantic & North-Western. I
rmay add that it is quite well known that
a number of gentlemen who are intimate-
ly connected with the directors of the
Canadian Pacific Railway, and whose
friendship and intiniate relations with
the directors were generally known, ýwre
the leading spirits in the Atlantic &
North-Western enterprise.

ION. MR. ABBOTT-I may bé
Pardoned for sa†ing. these are the
arrangethents which the Canadian Pacific
Railway Company made after it
acquired from the International Railway

27

Company the contract for completing
the Short Line. That was last summer.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

THE INDIAN ACT AMEND-
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of Bill (O) " An Act to amend
the Indian Act."

HON. MR. MACDONALD-Before
the third reading of this Bill I would like
to say that no more important matter can
come before Parliament than questions
affecting the Indians, and none requires
more careful consideration by the Exec-
utive ; no Department requires for its sub--
officials careful,Tonest and conscientious
men than the Indian Department does,
and I trust that hon. gentlemen will not
think me inconsiderate of the patience
of the House if I deal with this question
for a short time. The land question lies
at the bottom of al! the troubles with thé
Indians. In the North-West, the Gov-
ernment of the Dominion having the
lands under their own control, and thé
police regulations as well, can settle dis-
putes more easily than can, be done in
other parts of the country. In British
Columbia, for instance, the administra-
tion of Indian affairs is more or less ham-
pered by dual authority. There the
Provincial Government have control of
the land, and they control the police regu-
lations ; whereas the Dominion Govern-
ment exercise some supervision underthç
Indian Act over Indian affairs in that
Province. Government is multiplied and
the Indian is bewildered. The- Domin-
ion Government in the North-West
have acknowledged the Indian title
and have, seen the necessity
to extinguish the Indian title with all
Indians willing tq surrender by treaty;
whereas in British Columbia the local
Government do not, acknowledge the
Indian.title gt all, *not evéenthe. title of
possession. It seems to pie, therefore, a
strange apomaly to fyld by the. reporq
which is brought down by the Indiaq,
Department that the Deputy Superinten-
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dent Vankoughnet contradicts the policy
of the Dominion Government by findng
fault with the missionaries who have the
courage to support the Indian contention
that they, the Indians, have some rights
to the soil. The Deputy Minister also
wrongfully and cruelly accuses those
devoted missionaries of giving evil ad-
vice to a people whom they have raised
by their unceasing efforts from a state of
heathenism and degredation to one of
civilization and industry.

I quote now from the Report of
Indian Affairs of 1886, pages x and xi,
as follows:-

In British Columbia the survey of the re-
serves on the North-West coast which were
allotted to the Tsimpscheani Nation, in
1881, occasioned dissatisfaction amongst
some of those Indians, they having become
imbued with an idea, tostered among then
by evil advisers, that they were the legal
owners of the entire country. The misbe-
havior of the Indians in the matter ot the
survey was, it is teared, the result of evil
counsel given them by those who should.
from the position occupied by them towards
the Indians, have been their advisers for
good instead of for evil. This is all the more
to be regretted, in view o the fact that one
at least, if not more, of those suspected of
having used their influence with the Indians
to instigate them to the committal of the
acte of fawlessness above described, was for
many years largely instrumental in promot-
ing their welfare and indeed in reclaiming
them from their condition as savages. But
of late years owing to chagrin at the action
of the Church Missionary Society, in whose
service the work had been from the outeet
carried on, in refusing its sanction to certain
changes inaugurated or proposed to be in-
troduced in the ritual ot the Church of Eng-
land at Metlakahtla, which resulted in the
appointment of Bishop Ridley as overseer of
that mission and of the other missions of the
Church of England on that coast, bitter an-
tagonism bas been displayed; the former
lay incumbent of the mission being the
leader of a very large contingent of the In-
dian population, whoae feelings towards
Bishop Ridley and bis adherents bas led
then to the commission of acts which can-
not even be justified on the ground of law,
much less on that of Christian anity.

These are the words of the Deputy
Minister based on suspicion, and charging
high minded Christian men with giving
evil counsel-men who have devoted a
lifetime to giving good counsel, and
teaching loyalty and respect for the laws.
I thought reports were intended to deal
with matters-of-fact, and not to build up
theories on suspicion.

HoN. MR. MACDONALD.

Hon. gentlemen may know that there
were agrarian troubles last year at the
civilized Indian village of Metlakahtla
-a village now of atout - ooo souls
founded by Mr. Duncan, one of the
most successful missionaries in the world.
When he first came to the country he
commenced work at the native village of
Fort Simpson, and after making some
progress with the language he sent to
the chief a message that a white man had
come, not to barter, but to bring them a
message from the white man's God and
to teach them a knowledge of those
things in which the white man was
superior to the red man. This excited
the curiosity of the. Indians and secured
him an audience. He was warmly
received by the chiefs and the people,
who regarded him as some supernatural
being. Gradually he attained their con-
fidence, and after a while opened a school
at the house of one of the chiefs. The
first pronounced opposition came from
the medicine men, who, seeing their own
power waning, laid a plot to assassinate
him. His boldness and the timelv inter-
cession of one of the chiefs saved his life.
By degrees his influence over the tribes
was extended. He did not confine his
exertions to preaching, but showed the
natives the practical side of civilization
by initiating them into the use of tools
and in various ways improving their
hunting and fisliing implernents. At the
end of four years he found about him a
fair number of sincere converts. But
experience had shown that the proximitY
of the trading-post retarded his work,
and he resolved to remove his followers
and found an isolated model community.
Metlakahtla, the site of an ancient
Tsimshean village, was chosen for this
purpose. He pulled down his school-
house and rafted the materials to the
chosen spot. Fifty men, women and
children followed him. Each member
of this community subscribed to a set of
rules. They promised to give up "ahlied,"
or Indian deviltry, medicine men, gani-
bling, painting their faces, and drinking
liquor, and agreed to be cleanly, indus-
t:ious, liberal and honest in trade, tO
build neat houses, to send their children
to school, to pay the village tax, to ret
on the Sabbath and attend religitqu
instruction.
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Extraordinary as it may appear, the
new settlement became in a few years a
veritable Acadian village. School-houses
and a church were built, new industries
introduced, roads were made, wells and
drains dug, a saw-mill erected, and taxes
for these public improvements laid and
paid with regularity. It is not to be sup-
posed that the Indians relinquished their
barbarous customs without a struggle.
The difficulties often appeared insur-
mountable, but Mr. Duncan's zeal and
ingenuity finally triumphed and Metla-
kahtla became in many ways a model
community. The increased measure of
civilization entailed increased taxes and
outlays, and to meet these Mr. Duncan
introduced new industries and facilitated
the old ones by purchasing a trading ves-
sel, whereby the natives could do their
own transportation down the coast and
secure a better profit for their produce.
After a while a new church and enlarged
and improved private buildings became
necessary, and they were erected, togeth-
er with a town hall, dispensary, reading-
room, market-house, blacksmith, carpen-
ter, cooper and tin shops, work sheds and
a soap factory. Not the least important
undertaking was the building of a mas-
sive sea-wall to protect the village. And
thus prosperity continued. The public
improvements were largely the result of
the profits accruing from the schooner,
the store and the trading expeditions of
the villagers, but were assisted by the
contributions of friends of the mission
and Mr. Duncan's private funds.

Last year this Village of Metlakahtla
exported probably the value of $6o,ooo
of which $4o,ooo was for canned salmon
and this takes the highest price in the
.English market. These Indians had
grievances respecting their land and re-
serves which they represented by depu-
tation and petition to the proper authori-
ties. Delays took place; they received
no reply. Unexpectedly a surveyor ap-
peared on the scene for the purpose of
surveying the Metlakahtla reserve, but
the Indians, without violence, refused to
let him proceed as they had not yet re
ceived a reply to their petition.

Mr. Hall, the Hudson Bay Agent, -a
Fort Simpson, wrote alarming letters tc
the Indian Commissioner Powell on th(
attitude of the Indians, recommendin

that the Missionaries Duncan & Com-
pany and Crosby should be punished,
and that a strong force be sent up the
coast without delay. I now quote from
Mr. Hall's letter dated Fort Simpson,
September, 1886.

I bave just returned froin Hazleton and
got your letter of the 19th inst. on my
arrival.

The Metlakahtlanm, in large force, bave
camped beside Mr. Tuck and forcibly pre
vented him from making any eurvey.

When passed I saw Dr. Bluett in the
camp of the Metlakahtlans. He had not
called on Mr. Tuck and his presence there
siould I think be considered criminal. That
Duncan & Co. are at the botton of all this
there can be no doubt and for ail that it may
be hard to prove that such is the case.

Tonlinson ie now up Skeena reported to
be spreading dielûyalty and every effort is
being made to secure the synipathy of the
Fort Simpson and Hydahs.

A, display of force and determination is
now required and real punishment ehould be
meted out to the ringleaders, not excepting
Duncan & Co. and Crebv.

Mr. Hall's hostihty to those mission-
aries can only be accounted for by his
wishing to dispose of them as rival
traders-who may interfere more or less
with the Hudson Bay trade. His idea
of justice must be very crude when he
considers that Dr. Bluett's presence in
the Indian camp is criminal.

Bishop Ridley has also written alarm-
ing letters to Commissioner Powell
intimating all kinds of false rumors
against his fellow missionaries, the
destruction of the village by the Indians
or their departure for Alaska. There
are two things about which the Bishop is
most anxious-that the old people should
not be left behind at Metlakahtla to be a
burden on the cburch, and that the saw-
ill sbould be preserved. I now quote

froin Bisbop Ridley's letter dated at
Metîakabtla, March, 1886 :

The most streuuoue efforts are beln made
by Mr. 'iornlinson to induce these Iniana
to go to Alaska. He ie eaid te represent to
theni that Mr. Duncan bas written to, say

ttbat if any hold back now the United States
Governmnent will visit then with somnething
unsipeakable. He &18o urges haute becane
if tbey do net leave before the Indian, agoot
arrives they will flot be allowed to gemove
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their property, which includes the saw mill, Commissioner Powell, on the receipt of
workshop, cannery, store, school, church those inflanatory letters from *Mr. Hall
and village hall. e also promised work to and Bishop Ridley, writes in very strong
all able bodied men who will go to Alaska,
and 120 acres per liead for $12 on'y. terms to the Superintendent General of

. .. . . . . Indian Affairs recommending that a

It will be inip'ossible for the few loyal ones strong force be sent te the North, that
to attempt to guard those buildings without evidence be taken to discover the guilty
proper authority. parties who are inerting the Indians-

It would lead to fighting, a thing to be this reference is to the missionaries.
avoided to the last extremitv. The Commissioner calis' the Superin-

But if a magistrate or Iidian agent were
kept here for tiree months with unly Mr. tendent-General te task for acting on
Anderson, and power to call others to, be previous suggestions by removing those
constables the destruction can be prevented. he had from time to tire assured him

Unless this or sonething of the kind is had been teacing disloyaity. Mean-ng
done at once this village will see a catas-
trophe betore ong. the missionarie

Th e_ LC m m i i A '%the Sueri

If you linger until the steamer starts on
ber next voyage you will brobably be too
late.

Mr. Tomlinson is impressing on the
Indians the most erroneous ideas of an
Indian agent aithority, frightening thein
very much.

There will be no resistance offered I feel
persuaded. It will be shocking if any mere,
official routine is allowed to tie your hands
at this emergency.

The Alaskan exile becomes more and
more distasteful to the people. Un this ac-
count a new socheme has been set on foot.
David Leark is to purchase from Govern-
ment a tract of land on the Skeen v within
reach by the tides.

There a salmon catching and curing es-
tablishment is to be set up and work lound
for the younc men who will form a village
free from Indian's land and the bondagý to
be imposed by the Indian agent bere.

The object seems to be to so far depopu-
late this village that only old people will
remain who cannot work and so be a burden
on the church.

Something should be done. Why cannot
a ship of war be stationed here for part of
the summer or until the dangerous men
have gone away.

I an mest anxious that the saw mill should
be preserved. We are in daily expectation
of the Boscowdy, I will keep this open until
after she arrives."

Hon. gentlemen will be surprised to
hear after all this alarm, that Metla-
kahtla is still standing, and my belief is
that the Indians have no intention to
destroy a single building there.

HON. MR. MACDONALD.

rom t e etter o nl anl ommssoneruli
Powell to the Superintendent General
dated at Ottawa, 13th October, 1886:-

I bave to state that on my arrivai here
from Kootenay on the 8th instant, I recei ved
letters from Mr. Tuck, copies of which Mr.
Moffat had already forwarded to the
Department

q . q . .F ? . a

The last named officer had also tele-
graphed me at Kootenay respecting the
troubles at-Matlakahtla and I replièd advis-
ing him te confer with Mr. O'Rielly, or if
absent with Mr. Trutch, and suggestirg that
steps should be taken in connection with
the local Department of Justice to protect
Mr. Tuck's survey party, and to arrest if
possible to obtain evidence, the real guilty
parties who are exciting the Indiats in their
very reprehensible conduct. Finding that
nothing had been done, I at once sent you a
cypher telegram, copy of which is appended
hereto.

0 0. a . q q q 0

That the Metlakahtla Indians were being
joined by thoso at Fort Simpson, and that
Mr. Tonlinson is visiting the Skeena coun-
try invitine the indians in the section to
take unitet action with those of Metlakahtla
and prevent either the allotment of further
reserves in that district or the sirvey of
those already assigned on the North-West
coast.

That there has been no Stipendiary Ma-
gistrate on the coast for the last year nor
do means exist of enforcing any law among
the natives there.

That the decisive etepe to remedy the evil
by assuming control of the reserves and
removing those who I have assured you,
from time to time, have been teaching
disloyalty, have not been taken and froin
having been, originally a quarrel between'
the Bishop of Caledonia and Mr. Duncan, it
has now became one of hostility which is
being waged by Mr. Dunican' and bis
adherents against the Government and all
connected therewith. The Indians are
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being assiduously taught to disrespect the
authority of any officers who come among
then, asserting that the "Queens" law
(meaning Imperial law) wili eventually
uphold them, and they will have nothing
whatever to do witlh "Canadian law" or
those who are sent to administer it.

If a gun vessel could be dispatched at
once, with police authority and efficient
Stipendiary M agistrate on board, who with
the agent would have pover to eject from a
reserve any person who iad not your
authority to remain (vide Indian Act, Sec.
23) and if possible to obtain evidence to
arrest persons guilty of inciting Indians to
insubordination the difficulty in my opinion
would be effectually met. Without such or
similar support in case of necessity, I need
scarcely add that the establishment of the
Department in this province is of very
questionable utility."

There is one feature of this case of
which I must express my admiration-
that is the cool and calm judgment
of the Superintendent-General after
receiving those ill-advised fire and sword
letters. He showed his appreciation of
the men concerned and of the circum-
stances-and simply telegraphed to the
Provincial Premier as follows :-

"Important survey should be sustained
by your Government."

A gun vessel was ordered to Metla-
kahtla, but previous to her departure,
Mr. Duncan, the missionary, who • hap-
pened to be at Victoria, waited on the
Provincial Premier, and told hin that if
the Indian Reserve Commissioner would
go to Metlahahtla that he would accom-
pany him, and he felt assured that all dis-
putes would be settled quietly, and that
there was no occasion for a ship of war
to go up. The Premier, in my hearing,
replied that the ship would proceed and
the Metlakathians nust take the conse-
quences. What course did those Indians
take on the arrival of the ship of war ?
Did they hide or lie in ambush as bad,
guilty Indians naturally would ? No,
hon. gentlemen, they did not, but they
behaved in a civilized, manly way. They
petitioned the captain, setting forth their
grievances and asking for protection, and
stating that they were not aware that they
were breaking the law, as they had been
advised to the contrary, and that they
had no desire to offer any resistance.
The reply and report of the captain are,
upon the whole fair and manly. After

stating the origin of the mission, and the
work done to the time of Bishop Ridley's
advent, when progress was suspended,
he deals with the causes of the recent
agrarian troubles. I now quote from the
report of the captain of H.M.S. Comor-
an, dated froni that ship 22nd Nov.,

•886:-
The najority, following Mr. Duncan, in-

sisted on the representatives of the Church
Missionary Society removing themselves as
they were causing dissension, while the lat-
ter, having a following of about one-eeventh
of the community, refused to move. Then
followed numuerous petty persecutions prac-
ticed by the najority (known as Duncan's
Indians) on the minority, the result being
that many rejoined the majority, though a
resolute few stuck to the Bishop. At the
saie time questions relative to the Indians
titie to the iand were raised.In 1884 maters asuned euch proportions
that a Commission was sent up i' Her
Majesty's Ship " Satellite" to enquire fully
into t business. The Commissioners
reported that the cause of disquitude might
be classed under the following heade:

1 The claim of the Indians to have
recognized their tttle to ail the land.

2 The severance. fron the Church Mis-
sionary Society.

3 The fact that the two acres at Metla-
kahtla known as Mission Point was not part
of the Tympsean Indian Reserve; that it is
at present in occupation of Bishop Ridley as
temporary agent of the Church Missionary
Society to w hich Society it was promnised to
soie twenty years ago by Governor Douglas
at the instance of Mr. Duincan.

4 The Indian Council at Metlakahttawith
reference to these points the Commission
pointed out (a) that the questibn of Indian
title was constitutionally decided as now
existent, aud that they considered that the
Reserves allotted ivere quite sufficient (b)
that the Indian Council was a source of
danger sirce they made laws for themselves
irrespective of"the laws of the land.

Th ey then suggested two courses.
i. To ask the Dominion to buy out the

interests of the Church Missionary Society
in their imi rovements nupon Mission Point,
and upon the reserve with a view of turning
the Iwo acres of the improvements over to
the Indians, as part of the reserve, observing
that if this should be adopted the Indians
should be plainly given to understand that
it is accession.

2. To astert, and if necessary by force of
arms the rights of the Province to the two
acres' by the survey of it as Government
land.

The Commission when they were at
Metlakahtla had explained that they had
been :ent by the Governmernt especially to
enquire into all their grievances and that
these would duly be laid before them.
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Two years passed away, and as far as I
can make out, nothing, in spite of repeated
questions, was communicated to the Indians,
except that the matter would be duly con-
sidered.

In September, 1886, Le. nearly two years
after the Commission sat, Mr. Tuck, a
Government Surveyor, was sent by the
Provincial Government to survey the whole
of the land proposed to be a pqrtion as a
reserve for the Metlakahtla Indians prepara-
tory to turning it over to the Canadian Gov-
ernment as sucli reserve.

The Indians took this opportunity of as-
serting their rights to the and by refusing
to allow this survey to proceed and at the
same time built a house on the two acres as
an assertion of their right to that land.

The position taken by the offenders was:
that they had been compelled to the step
they had taken.

1. To bring the question before the courts,
they having repeatedly forwarded petitions
and sent deputations about the matter which
had been simply put on one side.

2. That if they permitted the survey to
be carried on it would be said that they
acquiesced in the apportioning of tue
reserve.

3. That they vere ignorant that they
were breaking the law in keeping the -ur-
veyor off what they considered their land
(no treaty on giving up that land having
taken place.)

4. That they were very sorry that they
had unwittingly broken the law.

5. That the presence of a uan-of-war was
quite unnecessary as they had no intention
of resisting, and they looked upon it as an
attempt on the part of the Goveinment to
intimidate tbem.

The demands or requests of these Indians
now are (I have it on Mr. Tomlinson's
authority).

1. A guarantee that their claims to cer-
tain hunting grounds on the Naas River will
be acknowledged with a view to their being
recompensed should these grounds be spe-
cially appropriated later on.

2. They wish certain clauses in the Indian
Act not to apply to themi when they come
under it.

3. The removal of the Church Mission
from Metlakahtla and the absorbtion of the
ground in the Indian Reserve."

By the report it will be seen how
reasonable the demands of the Indians
are, but now they say that they would not
remain at Metlakahtla even if those
demands were granted-that, they would
only take the land of forefathers as their
right, and not out of charity fron the
Government, and that they have no faith
in the Commissioner or the Government.

I now come to the most painful part
of the duty which I have taken on

myself-in defending innocent persons
from malicious attacks,-that is to expose
the inaccuracy and partiality of the
Indian Commissioner for British Colum-
bia as shown in his report for 1886. I
regret having to do this, as that gentle-
man and myself have been on frieudly
terms, except when we differed on Indian
matters-but even at the risk of severing
fiicndship I cannot allow such men as
those missionaries-Duncan, Tomlinson
and Bluett to be maligned without
uttering the truth. No one knows better
than Conmissioner Powell what those
men have done in the cause of civilization
and Christanity-what a self-sacraficing
life they have led and the noble results
they have achieved, but because they
and the Metlakahtla Indians would not
bend to all the Commissioner's wishes
he has turned against them, and the
Indians have lost all faith and trust in
him, and will have nothing to do with
him.

I now quote from the Report of the
Indian Commissioner for British Colum-
bia, 1886:-

Even the promises of the Joint Reserve
Comission to thei have not so far been
carried out or acknowledged, and, in some
instances, indeed, reserves ot land, solemnly
assigned to them, have been aliepated and
sold. It is therefore wonderful to report to
you a peaceful condition among any of the
tribes thus treated, and certainly one's
congratulations cannot be attended under
such circumetances with any conscionsness
of the ordinary tairness or justice with
which a large number of the aborigines of
British Columbia are at Present meeting.

These are the sentiments of the
Commissioner with respect to the treat-
ment of the Indians by the Provincial
Government, and yet he and the Deputy
Minister malign and condemn those who
dare to have the courage to maintain the
rights of the Indians. So much for the
consistency of officials.

In writing of the absence of constables
and lock-ups in different parts of the
country, he says:-

" On the North-West Coast, also, the
situation in this respect is even more to be
deplored.

" Here, the largest reserves are occupied
and, in fact, in charge of those who are
ostensibly iissionaries, but who, in reality,
have other interests and have assunied full
control and guidance of the Indians.in their
temporal as well as spiritual affairs, advis-

Hon. MR. MACDONALD.
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ing theni to repel any agent of the Govern-
ment, and thereby, up to the present time,
successfully preventing the introduction of
the Indian Act, or any of those consequent
measures so necessary for the formation of
legal councils to regulate the reserves ap.
portioned to Indians, and promote among
them obedience to constituted authority."

In reply to this charge, I would say
that the missionaries alluded to are real
and faithful missionaries in every sense,
and this is well known to the Commis-
sioner. The statenent that those reserves
are occupied and in charge of those who
are ostensibly missionaries is quite a
misrepresentation. They live, it is true,
amongst the Indians for their improve-
nut and guidance, and such accusations

are cruel and unjust.
Missionaries who have developed other

interests than those for which they were
originally engaged are naturally enough
jealous of any interference whether by Gov-
«rament or their employes. In Mr. Duncan's
case, owing to representations and varions
reports by ecclesiastical authorities, the
Church Mission Society created the North-
West Coast district into a separate diocece,
and Dr. Ridley, as Bishop of Caledonia, was
sent out and assumed direction of ail the
society's missions. Differences immediately
arose between these gentlemen, which led to
the severance of Mr. Duncan's engagement
with the society, and having formed what
he termed the Independent Church of Met-
lakahtla, the contest for ultimate supremacy
bas been a ptotracted and bitter one. The
extensive mission buildings erected by the
society are located on two acres of land, set
aside and held in trust by the Provincial
Government, and the nost violent efforts
have been made by Mr. Duncan's adherents
t> seize.the property and drive the bishop
from thence. Threateninig notices, riotous
assaults, and every kind of intimidation
have, for the Iong period which lias since
elapsed, been tried in vain and the place bas
only been held, it would appear, ri et arm .

Here again, the Commissioner is led
away by partiality and ill-feeling. I as-
sert that Mr. Duncan has not developed
any new interest, has developed no inter-
est inimical to missionary work. For the
last twenty-four years he has worked in
the same lines, developing trade, indus-
try, frugality, civilization and Christianity.
No violent efforts were made to drive
the Bishop from the two acres. Had
such been the case, he could easily have
been driven off. Notices were served on
him to leave, but not threatening notices.
Let the Commissioner produce the no-
tices and substantiate his assertions.

f'The council has seized the large church
built in part by the contributions of those
whom they oppose, togther with the large
schoolhouse to wbich the Department
granted aid.

They razed to the ground a large store
standing on the property of the Church Mis-
sion Society-removing by force the material,
and re-erecting it in another locality for
therrselv es.

They have taken possession of the gaol or
provincial lock-up-holding the keys, and
they do not hesitate to impose fine or impri-
son ment upon any whon their boycotting
system cannot reach. It is indeed painful
to write thus of one whom I greatly admired
in the past, and whose success in putting a
complete stop to the liquor traffic, I have
had such pleasure in recording, but Mr.
Dunean's interests have completely
changed."

This part of the Commissioners' report
is entirely at varience with truth. The
church had always remained in the pos-
session of Mr. Duncan and the Indians
who adhered to him, consequently there
was no occasion to seize it. They had
possession of the school house also, but
for a time gave it up to the Bishop, and
afterwards resumed possession. If they
had no right to do this, why did the
Commissioner not deal with them? The
store which the Indians pulled down was
their own property, and they removed it
for two reasons-first, on account of its
being partly built on the two acres in
dispute, and secondly, they wished. to
have it where they considered it mote
convenient. The keys of the lock-up
they had always held, as Mr. Duncan
and his fifty Indian constables maintaihed
law and order in that northern country
for twenty-five years. No imprisonment
took place under Indian rules by the
Indians. No boycotting was resorted to,
but nearly the whole of Mr. Duncan's
adherents, many of whom have a share
in the trade of the place, agreed amongst
themselves, under penalty of a fine, not
to purchase anything at the rival store of
Bishop Ridley, and in one case a fine
was levied. In this part of the report
the animus of the Commissioner is
plainly visible. He accuses the Indians
of doing certain things, and winds up
by turning the weight of those accusa-
tions on- Mr. Duncan, as if he constitut-
ed Indians-council and all.

Every effort of the Commissioner for
years has been to thwart and degrade
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Mr. Duncan, and drive him from Met-
lakahtla. A few years ago it was found
necessary to remove Bishop Ridley from
the Commission of the Peace in which
he had recently been placed, and, in
order to save his pride, Commissioner
Powell recommended that Mr. Duncan
be removed from the Commission also.
Such treatment, without cause, of a man
who had done so much in the interest
of law and order, and who had been a
Justice of the Peace for twenty-five years,
was most unjust, harsh and arbitrary.
The Commissioner ought to be the last
person to malign and attack those mis-
sioniries, knowing as he does the noble
work they have done. Other interests
have been developed, but not by the
missionaries. I leave the Commissioner
to answer by whom.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the third time.

TRADE AND COMMERCE BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the
second reading of -Bill (7) " An Act re-
specting the Department of Trade and
Commerce."

He said : This is a Bill for the esta-
blishing of a department of the Govern-
ment to be called The Department of
Trade and Commerce, which it seems
our rapidly increasing trade and foreign
connections specially require for the pur-
pose of having a member of the Govern-
ment whose duty it would be to attend
particularly to them. It has been
thought also that the Ministers who are
now at the head of the Excise and Cus-
toms Departments might be dispensed
with by placing those departments,which
are purely administrative departments,
under the charge of the Minister of
Trade and Commerce, and establishing,
as it is contemplated to establish, in
place of the Minister, an inferior officer
who would be known as a controller who
would be the permanent deputy heads of
those offices, and would be respon-
sible to Parliament-that is to say
would have seats in Parliament and
not. necessarily be in the Cabinet.

HON. ML MACDONALD.

Not necessarily in the Cabinet but be in
Parliament. It is thought that the
duties which are now performed by the
Minister of Finance, might to some
degree be performed by this Minister of
Trade and Commerce, who would have
more especially under his charge and
direction all questions -connected .with
the tariff, and that he and the Minister
of Finance together would constitute,
not exactly a Treasury Board, but some-
thing of that nature-a consulting board
with reference to the supplies and the
inposition'of duties. In these ways it is
expected that the appointment of a
Minister for this important Department
of the Government, corresponding to a
large degree with the President of the
Board of Trade in England, would be
useful and might, if properly managed,
be made the means of exercising some
economy in these Departments, and it
is for this purpose that the Governinent
propose to establish the department.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I intend to offer
a few observations on this Bill, but I
shall do so at the next stage.

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

SUPREME AND EXCHEQUER
COURTS BILL.

SECOND READING.

HON. MR ABBOTT moved the
second. reading of Bill (i ii) " An Act
to amend 'the Supreme and Exchequers
Courts Act' and to make better provi-
sion for the Trial of Claims against the
Crown.

He said :-This Bill is intended to
make quite a revolution in the mode of
trying claims against the Government.
At present there are two tribunals which
have the power to try such claims, the
Exchequer Court as a branch of the
Supreme Court and the Board of Dom-
inion Arbitrators. The decision of the
arbitrators, though as good as might be
expected from a court of that kind, have
not been satisfactory. The questions at
issue are frequently tried by one arbitra-
tor: there is an appeal from his decision
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to the Board of Arbitrators, and the
Board of Arbitrators to the Exchequer
Court, and from the Exchequer to the
Supreme Court, so, in fact, to seule the
price of a piece of land which the Gov-
ernment may require for a Post Office or
Custom House, there may be three or
four appeals from the first tribunal, all
the other tribunals being under the dis-
advantage of not seeing the witnesses or
hearing the evidence, but having to de-
pend upou the written testimony to form
a judgment. These functions are in-
tended to be performed by a J udge of
the Exchequer Court.

HON. MR. SCOTT-A new judge.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There will be
a new judge appointed to assist in per-
forming these duties, but the Board of
Arbitrators will be abolished. The ob-
ject is to have these matters dealt with
by a tribunal in which most people will
have more confidence than they feel in
the existing tribunals.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-What is to
become of the arbitrators ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The arbitrators
will cease to hold office.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I suppose the
remark that I made with reference to the
preceding Bill will apply to this: I will
defer my remarks td a future stage. My
hon. friend did not say that it was a mo-
tive of economy that prompted this Bill.

HoN MR. ABBOTT-I think I might
have said that.

HON. MR. SCOTT-They are very
much on a par, as they both create new
office, and it is not generally in the inter-
est of economy to do so. The Dominion
Arbitrators are not to be abolished : as
they drop off they cease to exist, but the
Governor-in-Council has power to name
others in their places up to three.
There are at present four arbitrators, but
it rests entirely with the Covernor-in-
Council to name those official re-
ferees who are to . discharge minor
duties. Under this Act I notice there
is to be a new judge who is to fulfil the

functions, now performed by the Board.
The public mind seems to have centred
upon who is to be the judge. To some
extent the bill is a measure which will
meet with commendation, inasmuch as
the questions that now come before the
Board of Arbitrators are in many in-
stances extremly important, and compli-
cated with legal questions wich the
Dominion Arbitrators may not be con-
sidered competent to decide, as none of
them are lawyers.

The motion was agreed to and the
bill was read a second time.

THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ADOPTED

HON. MR. ALLAN-moved the adop-
tion of the Report of the Joint Commit-
tee on the Library of Parliament. He
said : This report contains very little
more than infoimation. It refers briefly
to the necessity of reprinting certain
volumes of the debates of the Senate
and- the House of Commons, and the
Librarians have been ordered to procure
an estimate of the cost : also the great
desirability of haviiig a new edition pre-
paired of the Canadian section of the
American catalogue of the Library, and
makes that a recommendation to both
houses. It than adverts to the very hands
of the donation made by one ot our
colleagues of a valuable collection of
Prince Edward Island Statutes. It also
adverts to what the Speaker of this
House has already drawn attention to,
the lamentable mutilation of valuable
pamphlets and books in the library. The
only paragraph which really amounts to
a recommendation is a unanimous re-
quest that the electric light be introduced
into the library.

The motion was agreed to.

COMMONS AMENDMENTS
AGREED TO.

The amendments made by the House
of Commons to the following Bills orig-
inating in the Senate were concurred in:

Bill (D) "An Act to incorporate the
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Teeswater and Inverhuron Railway Com-
pany." (Mr. Dickey.)

Bill (C) "An Act to enable the West-
ern Canada Loan and Savings Company
to extend their business and for other
purposes." (Mr. Allan.)

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

The following Bills from the House of
Commons were introduced, read the first
time, and under a suspension of the 41st
rule, read the second time without de-
bate :

Bill (125) "An Act to incorporate the
Manufacturers Accident Insurance Com-
pany." (Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (149) "An Act to amend the Act
of the present Session entitled 'An Act
to incorporate the Kincardine & Tees-
water Railway Company'." (Mr. Dickey.)

Bill (87) "An Act to revive and amend
the charter of the Quebec & James' Bay
Railway Company, and to extend the
time for commencing and completing
the railway of the said Company." .(Mr.
Dickey.)

Bill (1o5) "An Act to incorporate the
Hereford Branch Railway Company."
(Mr. Dickey.)

The Senate adjourned at 6:io p.m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, June i6th, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

KINCARDINE AND TEESWATER
RAILWAY COMPANY'S AMEND-

MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (149) "An Act to
amend the Act of the present session
entitled 'An Act to incorporate the Kin-

cardine & Teeswater Railway Company,
with an amendment."

He said :-I may explain that this is a
Bill to supply an omission in the Act of
the present session incorporating this
company. The omission was the name
of one of the townships through which
the railway is to run. Through no fault
of the committee, or of this House, but
solely from some neglect on the part of
the promoters, this township was omitted,
and owing to the peculiar language of
the Bill, specifying that the line shal
pass through certain townships, it was
deemed necessary by the promoter of
the measure in the House of Commons
that a Bill should be introduced to sup-
ply that omission by including the town
of Kinloss. After the Bill arrived here
and was submitted to the committee,
strange to say they found that the name
of another township-the Township of
Goderich, I think-was not in the Bill,
and it was found necessary to insert it,
and th«at is the amendment. There is no
objection to the amendment that I know
of, and therefore, in the absence of, the
promoter of the Bill, I move that the
House concur in that amendment.

The motion was agreed tc and the
Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

HEREFORD BRANCH RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL

THIRD READING

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the coin-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (105) " An Act
to incorporate the Hereford Branch Rail-
way Company," with an amendment.

HON. MR. STEVENS moved that the
amendment be concurred in.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-The amend-
ment relates entirely to the promissOfY
note clause, and is to bring it into cOn-
formity with our other legislation.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was then read the third time and
passed.
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THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills, reported from
Standing committees without amend-
ment, were read the third time and pass-
ed without debate :-

Bill (87) "An Act to revise and
amend the Charter of the Quebec &
James' Bay Railway Company, and to
extend the time for commencing and
completing the railway of the said com-
pany. (Mr. Dickey)

Bill (oo) " An Act respecting the
Waterloo & Magog Railway Company."
(Mr. Stevens.)

Bill (125) "An Act to incorporate the
Manufacturers Accident Insurance Com
pany." (Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (98) "An Act to revive and amend
the Act incorporating the Anglo-Cana-
dian Bank." (Mr. Turner.)

FRENCH CANADIAN REPAT-
RIATION.

HON. MR. TRUDEL rose to
call the attention of the Government to the
movement in the direction of returning to
Canada which is being organized among the
Canadians in the Unted States, notably in
the Cities of Lawrence and Loweul, in the
State of Massachusette, under the direction
of Dr. Janson, Dr. Leprohon and other Cao.
adians; and inquire whether it is the inten-
tion of the Government to do sornething to-
wards encouraging this movement by way
of grants of land to societies for organizing
such movements whici are in course of for-
mation or which may hereafter be formed.

He said:-The fact which I allude to
in this notce of motion is, it seems to
me, of very great importance. About a
fortnight ago a Canadian, Dr. Janson-
Lapalme, of the City of Lawrence, in the
State of Massachusetts, wrote to the
French press of our Province that he had
succeeded in organizing a colonization
company comnposed of 327 heads of fam-
ilies, French Canadians, all intending to
return to Canada after making proper pre-
parations. This fact, it seems to me,is one
of great importance. It is hardly neces-
sary for me to remind hon. rnembers of
the efforts which have been made to bring
immigration into this country. Neither is
it necessary for me to say that immigra-
tion has been the most powerful agent in

creating the prosperity of the United
States. It is a well known fact that it is
the immigration from the different parts
of Europe, which bas developed the
immense resources of the Great Republic,
and it is to the same agent that the rapid
progress of this country is due. In the
presence of this fact it is but natural and
expedient to inquire whether it would
not be possible to generalize this move-
ment which seems to have started in two
of the manufacturing cities of the United
States-for those 327 families who intend
to return to Canada are only from the
two cities of Lowell and Lawrence. The
French Canadian population which has
emigrated to the United States for the
last 30 years is very considerable, and
without making a special study of it, one
can hardly realize its extent. I have had
occasion during the last few years to
visit many of the cities of the United
States which offer the greatest attraction
for French Canadians, and where are
their most important groups, and I may
say that I was not only astonished at
their numbers in those cities, but at the
degree of prosperity, and the relative
importance which they had acquired in
those cities-especially the chies of the
New England and Western States. See-
ing that this large number of our country-
men have left Canada, while Canada is
so desirous of increasing her population,
brings up an important social question
which, to be treated as it deserves,
would require more time than I would
venture to take at this period of the
session. I may be allowed, however, to
quote a few figures to give this hon.
House a slight idea of the extent of the
emigrating French Canadians to the
United States, and I will afterwards speak
of the prospect of bringing back to Can-
ada a certain proportion of them.

As far af I could ascertain. there are
about 2oo places in the United States
where the French Canadians are organ-
ized and constitute communities having
most of them their own churches, schools
and institutions distinct from the rest of
the population. I would not say that
they are perfectly organized everywhere
but there are at least that number of
places where they are grouped together
and form not only parishes, but in a great
many important centres, several parishes.
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In some statistics which I have succeed-
ed in obtaining, I will quote the follow-
ing figures relàtive to the French popula-
tion in the United States. There are in
Fall River, 14,000; Lowell, 12,500;
Lawrence, 4,500; Worcester, 6,5oo;
Holyoke, 9,ooo; Brookfield, 4,500;
Biddeford, 7,000; Lewiston, 8,ooo ;
Nashua, 4,5oo ; Manchester, 12,000 ;

Cohoes, 5,000 ; Plattsburg, 4,500; Sen-
eca Falls, 5.5oo; Chicago, 30,000;
Woonsocket, 8,ooo; Bay City, 4,000;
Detroit, 8,ooo ; St. Paul, 5,000 ; Minne-
apolis, 4,000 ; Troy, 4,500 ; New York,
10,000.

I have taken only the figures above
4,ooo, but there are, besides these places,
about i8o centres where the French
population exists in considerable numbers
-in 25 other places they are under
4,000, but above 2,ooo; in 45 places
they are above i,ooo and under 2,000 ;
in 5o places over 5oo and less than 1,ooo;

and about 6o places where they are above
ioo but below 5oo-making altogether,
according to the best calculations (and it
is easy to perceive the difficulty of arriv-
ing at very precise figures, because the
United States census is not so carefully
taken as ours and does not give the
.population by nationality, creeds, &c., as
we do here) a French-Canadian popula-
tion of between three-quarters of a
million and 8oo,ooo in the United
States. These figures show what the
increase in our population would have
been in Canada had we been able to keep
this population within our own borders.
In two of those 200 cities there are 327
heads of families organized in a colon-
ization society, who are ready to
repatriate themselves, and have taken
the first steps towards their return to
Canada. It shows what might be done
in other centres of population in the
United States where this French popula-
tion exists in considerable numbers.
This movement had its origin about two
years ago. Last year the press of the
Province of Quebec published letters and
documents showing that this colonization
society had succeeded in uniting 105 of
its members in declaring themselves
ready to return to Canada. But to-day
that number has increased to 327 families
and, I may add that I conceive them to
be the best possible immigrants, because

HON. MR. TRUDEL.

all of them are relatively in good cir-
cumstances as is proved'by the fact that
they have decided not to return until
they have made preparations for the
move. They have decided to come and
settle in groups in part of the Province
of Quebec and buy as many lots as there
are families intending to return and to
apply their savings, after purchasing their
lots, to perform the first settlement duties
and build houses and barns so as to be
in the position of well to do farmers the
moment they come. As far as we can
judge those 327 families consist of about
1,8oo souls, so that if they succeed in
returning to Canada, and I see no reason
why they should not, be-ause the move-
ment is far advanced now, it would be
at once an addition of nearly 2,ooo to
the population of the country, not due to
the work of agents and entailing no ex-
pense upon the country. They are
negotiating with the Quebec Government
to obtain certain concessions, but if any
are made in this case it will be because
the Government consider it will be in
the interest of the Province and not be-
cause it would be necessary to assist
these parties themselves. Now if we cal-
culate that these 327 families will repre-
sent a capital of between $ 1,5oo and
$2,ooo to each family, it gives. imme-
diately half a million of dollars as an
addition to the wealth of the country
without going into . further details,
it is possible to calculate
what might be done if the same move-
ment could be inaugurated in the 200
French Canadian centres in the United
States. I do not sec why in the course
of perhaps less than five years we could
not secure a return of Canadians to the
fold of the Dominion to the number at
least of 5o,ooo. I have just stated that
the French Canadian population in the
United States amount to about 8oo,000.
In those figures I do not include others
of French origin in the United States,
such as the French population at NeW
Orleans, or the French population of the
Madawaska, which is tomposed Of
Acadians. I have taken only the figures,
as far as I could recollect them, of that
part of the French population of the
United States which comes from irnI-n
gration from Canada.

I know that there are some who would
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not consider it a great advantage to bring stili, we have an approximate idea of the
back that population to Canada. I circumstances of this population in the
would not be surprised if most of the New England States, New York State
hon. gentlemen in this chamber were and some of the most important centres
under the impression which I entertained of population in the west; and also a fair
a few years ago, that many of our poor idea of the social condition of our coun-
countrymen in the United States con- trymen there. I will now give some
sisted mainly of men who had emigrated figures which will enable us to judge of
there because of disorderly habits and the progress which has been made by
were not a desirable element of the this population. They have at present 96
population. That -opinion is entirely, French Canadian schools, among which,
erroneous. Of course those who emi- as 1 have àlready said, there are some that
grated to that country within the last 30 cost more than $5oooo. They have201
years cannot have become bankers and mutual, national and benevolent societies
millionaires, but I do not hesitate to say incorporated or organized, taking the
that as a whole they form a very place of life insurance. I had occasion
important element of population and tg attend some of the national meetings
that a great number of them are, rela- at which tfie secretaries of those societies
tively, at least, in very good circum furnished officiai returns of the financial
stances. In fact I was told two years ago position of those organizations, and I
that one of the best grocery establishments was astonished to set the degree of
in the State of Massachusetts was owned prosperity which those returns indicated.
by one of those men whom I know per- 1 do fot pretend to say that those
sonally. I would not like to go so far as societies posseàs large capital, but they
to say that it is one of the strongest, but aIl have money and many of them have
I do not hesitate to say that it is one of several thousand dollars in the Savings
the most remarkable of the wholesale Banks. There are201ofthosesocieties.
houses of that part of the United States. There are 135 French Canadian priests,

I have here a map which perhaps though in several states no member of
possesses no great merit as a work of art: the Catholic clergy is French Canadian.
it has been drawn from a religious point For instance in the State of Connecticut,
of view. It is called the French Can- where there are large numbers of French
adian Catholic Church in New England. Canadians there is not a single French
It gives the most important centre where Canadian priest. Their clergy come
there are parishes and groups of popu- fron Holland. Those Dutch mission-
lation, and on each side there are figures aries were in the early times the best
showing the numbers of the French Can- adapted for those missions because the
adian population in the whole of that Catholic element at that time was
part of the United States called New composed of French, German, Italian,
England and the State of New York. I English, Irish, Scotch, etc., and those
have myself seen many of those parishes, Dutch priests could most of them speak
where the population 25 years ago, and five or six languages s0 that up to the
some as recently as 15 years ago, were present time in the State of Connecticut
nothing but poor laborers. They have the priests are principally Dutch. 0f
succeeded in building churches some of French Canadian physicians and sur-
which are worth a good deal more than geons having licenses fron the Canadian
$5o,ooo; some of them even, $roo,ooo, universities, there are 209. There are
cornfortable parsonages and convents 23 newspaper editors, 28 lawyers, 28
costing from twenty-five to sixty thousand elected judges. It is well known
dollars. What gives thei their strength to hon, gentlemen that in the
in those places is their parochial organ- United States judges are elected every
ization. ' When we consider the amount two years, and 28 Frech-Canadians at
Of noney which all these buildings cost the present time have been elected to-
we are forced to the conclusion that· the that position. There are 45 city coun-
Population who did all that is not an cillors. I could not succeed in obtaining
Undesitable. element. The statistics the nurber of French-Canadians wro
Whitb I have are rather imperfect, but had been eected to the Local Legisla-
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ture. In the State of Maine I believe
there are four; in the State of New York
I know two of them, and I think thtre
are at least as many there city
councillors. Of dry goods nmerchants
85, tea merchants 24, general stores 156,
tailors and outfitters 96, ready-made
clothing 61, furniture and cabinet stores
105, grocery stores 430, licensed drug-
gists 107, contractors, builders and archi-
tects 268, coal and wood rnerchants 88,
carriage manufacturers 114, proprietors
of paint shops 107, harness manufactur-
ers 96, butchers' establishments 167,
bakers' establishments 155, jewellers'
stores 54, hotel proprietors 152, restau-
rants 169, barber shops 417, confection-
ers 49, boot and shoe stores 132, notaries
31, blacksmith shops 189. There are
about 250 school teachers, if we take
into calculation members of religious
orders and the Christian brotherhood,
who are rather numerous in the schools.
So that these figures give : Those prac-
tising professions and educated men are
749, traders 1,769,. heads of rather im-
portant establishments , manufactur-
ers 1,046, being proprietors of their own
establishments, manufacturing, not by
millions, but having good establishments.
All these constituting 3,780 men, who
are at the head of establishments
and whom we may consider as belonging
to leading classes. This is what that
unfortunate population of emigrants who
left their country, many of them under
the most painful circumstances, have
succeeded in doing in the course of
about 30 or 35 years. This is an element
amongst which I consider Canada might
succeed in choosing several thousands-
perhaps 5o,ooo or ioo,ooo-emigrants
to come back from the United States to
settle in Canada. Taking the figures
above cited, which could be procured
only in part of the Canadian centres,
as an average of the general conditions of
that people, I do not hesitate to say that
we can find in no other country a better
element, and as I stated before, if we
take as an example what is now going on
in the cities to which I have alluded,
Lawrence and Lowell, and if we consid.
er what is the element there which seems
to bç anxiqus to rcturn to Canada, we
wilfind.that it is the best of the French
Caqglian population of those cities, who

HON. MR. TRUDEL

would bring with them a certain amount
of acquired wealth and would contribute
not a little to the progress and prosperi-
ty of Canada. There is much to be said
on this question. In my humble opinion
it is one of the most important social
questions which can be offered for the
consideration of the Canadian Parlia-
ment. I will not go into the question at
any greater length to-day. I have no
right to make a suggestion to the Gov-
ernment as to what should be done.
Still I rmight say before putting my ques-
tion to the Government that it seems to
me a country like Canada, with so many
millions of acres of land which are lying
idle, wanting nothing but population, and
with immense natural wealth to be devel-
oped, when there is such an important
element who claim to be Canadians and
claim themselves still as belonging to our
country something should be done to re-
call them. Something should be done
to recall them, even supposing we should
not do more than we do for the general
immigration from the different countries
of the world. If my memory serves me
well, I think there was voted the other
day $329,ooo for immigration expenses
for the current year. I speak subject tO
correction. But supposing one third or
one fourth of this sum were given, not in
money but in colonization lands ? Sup-
posing 5o,ooo acres of land were given
annually during a certain number of years
to encourage those French Canadians tO
return to Canada. And in order to pre-
vent the inconvenience of having parties
to whom lands. were granted and who
might desire to leave them afterwardS,
the Government might give those lots not
to private individuals but to colonization
societies, even, if necessary, under very
strict conditions. For instance with the
condition that after a certain time, if there
were not a certain number of lots b4ilt
upon and inhabited, that the other lQU
should be paid for at the same price -Wd
under the same regulations as the public
lands of the Dominion are sold by the
Department of the.Interior. Of cOWreeo
it is not my duty to advise the GVOvW
ment and I simply make the sugges"tio
and in doing this:I think that the So
erament of Canada would secute;Qr Q
country a large immigratiQn to ÇÇrW
parts of the Dominiqn and would quýC 4
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in bringing in an element of population
adapted to our climate and who may
be very easily educated to the
requirements of the country. The Gov-
ernment would in that way also bring
into the Dominion many millions of
dollars in cash and would largely assist
the revenue of the country. I would
not leave hon. gentlemen under the im-
pression that nothing has been done. In
some of those cities that I have mention-
ed there are emigration offices. I know
that some of those offices have done
creditable work but I think in the mean-
time that this mode of trying to bring
back the French Canadian population in
the United States by immigration agencies
has not proved successful and I think
the system of colonization societies
would be much better and would not
cost a single cent in money to the coun-
try. Estimating the value of our lands
at their highest present value, it would
not cost the country as much as the
working expenses of our imigration agen-
cies in Europe and would give niuch
better results.

HoN. MR. GIRARD-I wish to take
the opportunity of thanking the hon.
member from DeSalaberry for the inter-
esting subject he has brought before the
House to-day. He bas certainly shown
by bis remarks a feeling of true patriotism
and interest for bis country. It is a well
understood elementary rule of political
economy that population constitutes the
wealth and strength of a country. We
may be in possession of large tracts of
land, great natural resources in different
ways but the true wealth of a country is
its population. Every year we are
expending large sums of money sending
agents to England and the countries of
Europe to induce the people to emigrate
to Canada, while the bon. gentleman
from De Salaberry bas laid before us the
fact that there are 8ooooo people of our
own race who are disposed to return to
-us from the United States.

HoN. MR. POWER-No, no.

HON. MR. GIRARD-We have a
large tract of land to put at their dis-
pomal, and I think it would be only right
on the part of the Government to ex-

pend a certain amount of money for a
purpose which will not only contribute
to the increase of the population in the
Dominion, but at the same time towards
the development of our wealth and im-
portance. It is not necessary for me to
say that the province which I have the
honor to represent offers many advan.
tages to immigrants. They can there
find liberty, peace and plenty and land
in abundance. I do not know to what
part of the Dominion those immigrants
should be directed, but beyond doubt
there is no other place which offers so.
many advantages as the Province of
Manitoba and the North-West.

HON. MR. MILLER- Or Nova
Scotia.

HON. MR. GIRARD-No doubt each
hon. gentleman would make that claim
for bis own province, but I can
assure the House that there is
but one motive that actuates me in
the suggestion which I make and
that is the true interest of the Dominion
at large and I again say that Manitoba
and the North-West Territories offer
more advantageous than any other part
of the Dominion for immigrants.
When he is there he understands at
once that he cannot easily go
back-he is at a long distance
from bis old home and he is
forced to seule down and make bis home
in the new country. It is not the first
time that such a movement bas been on
foot and we succeeded in settling two or
three parishes with well-to-do citizens in
Manitoba who are assisting in common
with the rest of the community in the
progress and development of the country
and at the same time making a good
living for themselves and their families.
Supposing a certain amount of money is
expended to induce those Canadians
who are settled in the Eastern States to
return to Canada, they may after a time
express their regret at leaving the United
States and wish to return. They find
advantages in the United States which
are not perhaps so easily found in the
Province of Quebec or in the older
provinces of the Dominion. They are
here obliged to work hard for wht, tey
earn, and they lare so near the cities
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which they will have left that the money
expended in bringing them back to
Canada would be uselessly expended, as
they would return to the United States.
It is certainly in the interests of the
Government instead of expending large
sums of money to induce people to
immigrate from Europe, to devote it to
repatriation of a people who are ready
and willing to come back and live
'amongst us, men whom we know, people
who are familiar with our institutions
and who know the requirements of our
country. In Manitoba we have got
amongst us a race of strangers. They
are a small community in the Dominion
-the Mennonites and Icelanders.
They may be a very good people,
and in the future may do their
share towards developmg and promoting
the interests of the country, but at the
present they are strangers among us ;
they take no interest in our municipal
system, or in our system of defence. If
these people are considered an acquisi-
tion to the country, hon. gentlemen will
admit that people whom we know, who
are not strangers, and who would be im-
mediately disposed to take their part in
the government and advancement of the:
country, would be much more desirable
as immigrants. I heartily thank the hon.
gentleman who has called the attention
of the House to this question, and I hope
some effort will be made to meet his
views on this subject.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I was at
first under the impression that this mo-
tion was confined to the French-Canadi-
ans in the United States, but on reading
it carefully, I find that it extends to any
Canadians resident in tne United States.
The remarks of my hon. friend as to the
prosperity of the French-Canadians in
the Eastern States rather show that they
would require a large amount of encour-
agement to make them» return to Quebec.
My impression is that there is a large
number of Canadians in the United
States wbo have gone there with the idea
of making it their temporary home, and
there is now a desire in the hearts of
many of, them ,to return to their own,
country. I think muy hon. friend: has
done good aervice in-calling the attention
of the Government to the. fact, and I

hope the Government will hold out such
inducements to them to return as are
reasonable. We have a large quantity
of unimproved land in the North-West,
and I hope the Government will take
every reasonable means to bring about a
return of Canadians, the desire of whose
heart is to return to Canada if proper
inducements are offered to them.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I have listened
with a great deal of attention and interest
to the remarks made by the hon. gentle-
man from De Salaberry. I think that
this House and the country are largely
indebted to him for the trouble he has
taken in procuring the statistics that he
has presented to the Senate, and I en-
tirely agree with h.m in one point, at
least his suggestion, that an appeal should
be made to the patriotism of those people
to come back to the home that they have
left. I think it would be a dangerous
thing for one to commit himself to any
aid, or to a specific proposition for aid,
nor is the'subject in that condition now
that one could with propriety pass an
opinion upon it ; but in respect to the
proposition for an appeal to the.patriot-
ism of the French Canadian people, I
am with him heart and soul. Everybody
knows that the strongest feeling of the
hunan heart is love of country, love of
fatherland, and 1 do. not think that the
native Canadian is defficient in that sen-
timent. My hon. friend opposite (Hon.
Mr. Turner) can tell the story of the
Scotsmen, mutineers from their ship, in
one of the loveliest spots in the Pacific;
they were entranced with the loveliness
of the Isle in all its tropical beauty, the
perfection of the climate, the gentle and
attractive ways of the natives. They
doubtless thought "if there be an elysiumi
upon earth it is here." In vain were the
appeals to obligation which duty and the
service imposed, but when the songs Of
their country sounded in their ears their
hearts were touched and their cry was
"Lochaber na mair, we'll gang haine 1"

And if my quiet, grave friend opposite
(the Hon. Mr. Merrder) even now, long
as he has been in Canada, heard ringmig
in bis ears the Ranides Vacws, I gai sure
it would ýquicken his pulse to the board-
ings of his youth, for:he would loolk bad
through the vista of years and see tb

HON. MR. GIRARD.
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"after-glow" of the glorious mountains in
his early home and the loved ones he left
for this far-off land. Yes, he would be
touched as few men could. be touched
save on the subject of love of country
I know myself that although my recol.
lections of home are but boyish reciliec-
tions, still the love of my native àlnd is!
strong in my heart to this hour our:
island home, ocean's green child, the
homestead of our hearts, and we Irish-
men teel that Nature's God has smiled up-
on her to make her beautiful and " beau-
tiful is our darling, our diamond of the
sea." And though discords' storms have
darkened her ; though the flash of infi-
delity and socialism and lawlessness have
spread desolation like as it were from a
Upas tree through the land, bright free-
dom will yet break free from the passions
of the hour. That sun of freedom which
comes from and is generated by religion
and which is nurtured by education
and which has emblazoned on its banner
equal rights to all-equal rights tu the
rich and the poor-yes, that bright sun
will yet break free from passions of the
hour-then shall we not love her? Shall
not Irishmen still live in their own green
isle ? Yes, we will love her, for drowned
in tears or wreathed in smiles, dear Erin
is our home.

"Mavourneei sure our hearts are thine,,

And thoughts of thee will ever, home
of our childhood, twine round our souls,.
the fairest, the purest, and the sweetest
flowers from memory's wreath. Yes,
the love of home and fatherland is one
of the strongest and dearest sentiments
that can fill the human heart. If the
hon. gentleman from DeSalaberry appeals
to the patriotism of his countrymen, if
he appeals to their love of their native
land, or if my hon. friend Mr. Bellerose,
who is so eloquent, would as a French
Canadian go amongst them and remind
thern of the beautiful land they left,
speak to them of the lovliness of the
,surroundings and remind them of their
happy early days, I am sure he would
touch their hearts. If he spoke to them
of the times and scenes when they sung
in the words of the Irish poet Moore
(as translated by one of their own bards)
" Qain le rapide approche et le jour fnit,"
and voiced at St. Annes their evening
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hymn, I think he would not fail
to touch their hearts. If they have
anything of the characteristics of my
own countrymen I am sure they would
be touched to the very soul, and while I
am entirely at one with the hon. gentle-
man from De Salaberry who brought this
motion before us that we should make
earnest appeals to the love of country of
the Canadians, i am not prepared to
adopt or to commit myself to any parti-
cular method for the disbursement of
money or anything beyond what I say.
I have been touched to the soul with
what the hon. gentleman said, by this
appeal to his countrymen and the natural
desire to get them back to Canada. I
know the character of the French Cana-
dian people. I know their quiet domestic
.ways ; I know their gentleness and that
when they are tree from false teachings
and evil influences what excellent citizens
,they make, and I would rejoice to see
them brought back again, provided al-
ways they retain a love for their native
land, and a love for British institutions.
I am not desirous to bring back anongst
us those who are imbued with republican
principles. I am not desirous to bring
back anongst us those who view the
United States as the Paradise of earth,
but I am anxious to bring back every
true hearted Canadian who loves his
country and who loves the Queen and
values the laws. We ive in a free land,
a great and glorious land and we know
that here there is work for all, and bread
for all, and room for all, and that the
humblest man in the community can
hope for and aspire to the highest posi-
tion to which he can by raised by the
people and the highest honors that can
be conferred upon him by the Crown.
If the Canadian people, such portions
of them as are animated by feelings
of that kind-love of country and
love of our good Queen and all our
institutions-c9h be induced to come
back well and good; but for God's sake
do not seek to induce, by grant of public
money or otherwise, men of shattered
faith or men who are imbued with
republican principles to corne amongst
our people. I hope the House will
excuse me. The subject which the hon.
gentleman has' touched upon I feel
deeply, and perhaps I have intruded
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upon the patience of the House too long.
I desire to see our friend Jean Baptiste
amongst us again, (I am sorry he ever
left us) but I hope no material or other
inducement will be held out to those
who do not retain their loyalty and
attachment to the British Crown, to
corne back and disseminate principles
which are repugnant to the feelings of
every loyal man in Canada.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-1 entirely agree
with the sentiments expressed by the
hon. gentleman from Winnipeg, as to the
value of the information we have had
from the hon. gentleman from De Sala-
berry. I must say that the facts which
the statistics he has given us have ex-
posed to us are as painful and regrettable
as the information he gives us is valuable.
It is a lamentable reflection for us that
there are nearly one million of our
people in a foreign country who ought to
be here cultivating our fields, improving
our Dominion, and increasing its popu-
lation, and yet there they are, doing
no good to us, and, I have no
doubt, in a great degree, they desire
to return to us if they could do
so. I need not say that I sympathise
with the hon. gentleman from De Sala-
berry, as every true Canadian must do,
in desiring the return of those people,
and their re-association with their friends
relations and countrymen in the land of
their birth. And I can assure the hon.
gentleman that everything the Govern-
nient can do for the purpose of inducing
them to return, and in furthering their
interest when they do return will un-
doubtedly be done. The value of those
people cannot be over estimated, and is
not over estimated by the hon. gentle-
man from De Salaberry. I have no doubt
that they have been attracted to our
neighbors mainly by the large manu-
facturing institutions which have given
them employment and which have con-
verted great numbers of them into
trained workmen increasing their value
to any communmty very largely indeed by
that process. Great numbers of those
whom he has been describing as prac-
tising professions and possessing valuable
industries and occupations in the United
States, probably-could not be induced to
return to this country; but there must

HON. MR. GOWAN.

be, and I know from information I
myself have, that there are, numbers of
them who would return and who will I
hope return. I believe that the local
Government for years past and not only
the local Government but private insti-
tutions acting under the auspices of the
local Government, have been engaged in
the work of getting those people back
again. As regards this Parliament and
this Government there is not so much
that can be done in the way of land as per-
haps my hon. friend seemstocontemplate.
Of course in the North-West, where we
have the finest territory, now open to
cultivation, in the world, all these people
may receive lands, may be placed upon
farms in a state absolutely ready for cul-
tivation, without costing them anything,
and any amount of land can be given to
them that they desire to have and can
usefully occupy. The project of giving
those lands to colonization companies
has not been under the consideration of
the Government. The attempt to settle
the country by means of colonization
societies has so far not been very suc-
cessful, and I believe it has been prac-
tically abandoned ; but these coloniza-
tion societies of which my hon. friend
speaks, I know have operated success-
fully in Lower Canada, and \have been
instrumental, in many cases, in settling
large tracts in the Province of Quebec ;
and I have no doubt if they were to direct
their attention to the North-West they
would be equally successful there.

The inducement which the country is
offering, or the measures which this
country is taking to bring immigrants
from Europe, are in a large degree dif-
ferent from those which might be used
in the case of the expatriated Canadians.
The great object of the missions of erni-
gration agents in Europe is to make the
people there understand what we cai
offer them-to let them know what sort
of a country this is, what sort of land we
can give them, and what advantages
they can possess here. Now these 8oo,-
ooo people in the United States know all
about this as well as we do. They re-
quire no one to tell them what Canada
is, or what advantages they would gain
by coming here, either in the way of
property, or of a free constitution. Tbe
emigration missionaries, therefore are
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not required in that country, as they are
in Europe, for the same reasons as they
are in Europe, though no doubt they
could be employed usefully in many in-
stances, and I believe they are so em-
ployed in many centres of Canadian
setlement. In answer to my hon. friend,
all I can say is that the Government
entirely sympathize with the feelings he
has expressed as to the propriety and
advantage of endeavoring to repatriate
our friends in the United States: that in
so far as it lies in their power they will
co-operate in any judicious, carefully-pre-
pared plan for assisting in bringing them
back, and placing them, when they come
back, as far as their landed territory,
which lies at some distance from here
(and which has not, so far, been greatly
favored by our friends of lower Canadian
origin, I am sorry to say) will permit.
They are quite prepared to look favorably
on any project that will tend to bring
back our countrymen fron the United
States.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-I cannot
allow this occasion to pass, as a repre-
sentative of the French Canadian race,
without expressing my thanks to the
hon. member from Barrie for the kind
words he has expressed for our people.
He may be sure that there is no one
amongst us who would wish or desire to
see any coming from the United States
except those that have ever since their
departure from Canada kept alive in
their hearts that loyalty to our Queen
which we ourselves entertain. It is a
well known historical fact that Canada
has been retained to the British Crown
through the loyalty of the French Cana-
dian population, and I am sure that we,
who have been given such a large
measure of freedom, are not the race to
show ingratitude by swerving from our
allegiance to the Empire of which we
are citizens. The hon. gentleman and
every member of this House, may be
sure that amongst the French Canadian
people no annexationists can be found.
Though we cherish in our hearts an af-
fectionate sentiment for the land of our
fathers, which is but natural to the
human heart, we are as loyal to the
Crown under which we live as any por-
tion of the population in the British Em-

pire, and if occasion should arise to
display it in defence of our land from an
invading host, our people will be found
in the futûre, as they have been found
in the past, ready to fight
with our fellow countrymen of different
origins under the British flag.

OBSTRUCTIONS TO FISH IN
RIVERS.

INQUIRY.

HON. MB. McMILLAN inquired:-
Is the Government aware that the ascent

of fish up the River DeLisle in the Counties
ot Vaudreuil and Soulanges, is prevented by
certain mill-dams which are unprovided
with fieh-ways or fish-ladders?

2. Is the Mini8ter of Marine and Fisheries
prepared to determine it to be necessary for
the public interest that flsh passes should
be constructed in the said mill-dame, as pro-
vided for by " The Fisheries Act"?

3. If the Government is not aware of the
said prevention of the ascent of fish, will the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries cause in'
quiries to be made, with the view of provid.
ing proper fish passes, if these be found ne-
cessary ?

He said :-I may say by way of ex-
planation that this river empties into the
St. Lawrence at Coteau du Lac. in the
county of Soulanges. In following it to
its source you pass through parts of the
counties of Soulanges, Vaudreuil, Glen-
garry and end in the county of Stormont.
Near its mouth I believe there is a mill.
dam; there is another in the county of
Soulanges about twelve or fifteen miles
from its mouth and a third in the county
of Vaudreuil, at none of which, I am told,
has any fish-way been provided, and con-
sequently the fish cannot ascend the
river. These obstructions have existed
for several years, and my inquiry is made
with a view to bring the matter to the
notice of the Government, and having it
investigated so as if possible to have the
evil remedied.

HoN. MR. FLINT-Do they float
timber down the river in the spring?

HON. MR. McMILLAN-Part of the
way; they float saw-logs down for about
ten or twelve miles,: but they do not float
any other kind of timber, and I do fnot
know there is, any sawdust in the stream,
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because the saw-mill to which these logs
are floated is run by steam and is near
the mouth of the river. Of the other
dams that I speak of, two are used in
connecton with flour mills.

HON. MR. FLINT-Do the logs pass
over those dams to reach the mills ?

HON. MR. McMILLAN-The mill
owners are obliged by law to open their
dams temporarily to let the logs pass.

HoN. MR. FLINT-Then the ques-
tion arises, how it is possible to keep the
fish slides on those dams. I have had
some experience in floating timber down
stream, having lumbered for many years.
On the river where I was conducting my
operations the Government sent an agent
to warn me to put fish slides on the
dams, so that the fish could get up the
river, but when he came to look at the
dams and when he saw the quantity of
timber that had to pass over them, he
admitted that nothing could be done in
that direction, because the timber passing
down the stream every year would carry
away the fish slides. He so reported to
the Government, and nothing was done
about it. In that stream the fish could

,not have gone very far-only three or
four miles. Unless there is some pro-
vision by which the fish slides could be
taken up before the logs pass over the
dam, they would be ruined every year.
I speak from experience, and I thought
it but right to let the hon gentleman
know the difficulty in the way of keeping
fish slides on those dams where timber
has to be floated down every year.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gen-
tleman from Trent Division has probably
had a good deal of experience in con-
nection with those dams, but I think
his experience has not been very exten-
sive in connection with fish passes of an
improved pattern, because there is no
doubt that in the Lower Provinces, at any
rate, fish ladders are used which do not
interfere in any appreciable degree
with the passage of logs down the river.
I am very glad that the hon. gentleman
from GlengaTy has called attention to
this matter, because the law for the pre-
servation of fish and the protection of

HON. MR. McMILLAN.

rivers is habitually violated from one end
of the country to the other : at least it
is in the Lower Provinces, and I judge
from the observations he has made that
the same rule holds good in the Upper
Provinces. It is no doubt true that the
interests of the lumbermen should not
be interfered with unnecessarily, but the
fishing interest is at least as important
as the lumbering interest. Lumbering
is essentially a transient business-the
lumbering which consists in getting tim-
ber down the rivers after it is cut is at an
end when the forests are removed, but
the fishery is a business which, if pro-
perly protected, will last forever. I hope
that one effect of the inquiry of the hon.
gentleman will be to direct the attention
of the proper Minister to this inatter and
to lead to a more thorough enforcing of
the law for the protection of fish in the
future.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I quite agree
with what my hon. colleague has said
with regard to those fishways in Nova
Scotia, and I was rather surprised to
hear the hon. member from Trent give
his experience in a contrary direction in
the Province of Ontario. In Nova Scotia
we have had large experience of these
fishways : I speak now of the same im-
proved kind to which my hon. friend has
referred. They have been made through
a great many dams on our fishing rivers,
and I have never yet heard of a fishway
being irijured by the logs, nor of a fishway
obstructing the passage of logs, for the
reason that the fishway is in the bottom
of the river and the logs generally float
on the top. I am happy to say that we
have a patented fishway in the Province
of Nova Scotia which has been in a great
many places very successful. I do not
want to go into that subject except to
state a fact, which I am very happy to
be in a position to mention. In the
United States patents have been taken
out and efforts have been made in a
variety of ways and in a great number
of the States to get a successful fishway
for the passage of fish up and down
streams, but none of them succeeded
until the patentee of this fishway which
is in operation in Nova Scotia, went last
year to the United States at the instance
of the authorities of the States of Con-
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necticut to relieve a trouble that they
had there. He was called upon to put
a fishway in a very large dam in that river.
His project was so successful that the
authorities have given him an unlimited
order to make similar fishways through
the various other dams, and they have
actually purchased out his patent for a
certain district on that river. Therefore
my hon. friend may feel assured that the
difficulty can be overcome when so prac-
tical a people as the Americans have
never found these fishways interfere with
the passage of logs, but that they do
assist the passage of fish up and
down the river and enable them
to go to their natural haunts for the pur-
pose of spawning. I think the House is
indebted to the hon. member for calling
attention to a matter the interest of which
is not confined to the particular district
which he represents.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-In the part
of Nova Scotia in which I reside there
has been a long struggle between the
lumbering interest and the fishing inter-
est, and they have conflicted to such an
extent that both have been injured in
many ways. Prosecutions occurred
which are now happily settled in the way
that the hon. member from Amherst has
explained. The Rogers fishway has
been put in within the last year or two
on many rivers and has been found suc-
cessful beyond even what I supposed it
could be. I know in one river in the
county from which I come the advan-
tages of it have been seen, and if any-
thing I could say could encourage other
districts to settle the difficulty between
the lumbering and fishing interests by

îthis means, I would consider that my
words were not wasted.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I quite agree
with my hon. friends that the fish ques-
tion is a very important one and that it
is likelv to become much more transient

ing that the Dominion did not possess
jurisdiction over streams, and they are
practically limited in their jurisdiction to
the estuaries and the shores. However
there is, I believe, still power to
compel the erection of fishways. I have
to say to my hon. friend, in reply to his
question, that the attention of the Gov-
ernment has not been called to the fact
that there are no fishways in the dams
on this river: that they were not aware
of it until he called attention to the
subject ; that they will cause immediate
inquiries to be made into the matter and
will take such steps as may be found to
be judicious and expedient and necessary
for the
river.

protection of the fish in the

THE CANADA TEMPERANCE
ACT.

MOTION.

HON. MR. SULLIVAN moved:-
That an humble Address be presented

to Bis Excellency the Governor-General;
praying that His Excellency will cause to
be laid before this House, copy of the Re-
turne made to the Comiissioner of Inland
Revenue hy the several parties licensed to
sell alcohol liquor in the United Counties of
Leeds and Grenville since the adoption of
the ' Canada Temperance Act" in said
Counties, giving the nanes of the parties
authorizing the sale, the quantities'in each
case, and the names of the parties purchas-
img.

He said : This motion does not re-
quire any explanation at my hands. I
simply wish to obtain some information
as to the working of the Act in those
Counties.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There is no
objection to the address, but I nay tell
my hon. friend that there has been only
one return made in a very fragmentary
way, and that can shortly be laid before
the House.

than the lumbering interest from the fact
that fish are destroyed in and out of sea- The motion was agreed to.
son and these obstacles exist in rivers
preventing theaccess of the fish to the BILLS INTRODUCED.
spawning grounds. Unfortunately, the
operation of the fishery laws has been Bil (92) "An Act to amend the Acts
thrown a good deal into confusion by the relating to the Harbor Commissioners of
judgments of the Supreme Court, declar- Montreal.". (Mr. Abbott.)
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Bill (115) "An Act to amend the
Dominion Elections Act and to remove
doubts as to the right of certain persons
to vote at election of members of the
House of Commons. (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (41) "An Act respecting the De-
partment of Customs and the Department
of Inland Revenue." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (77) "An Act respecting the
Oxford Junction and New -Glasgow
Branch of the Intercolonial Railway."
(Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (P) " An Act further to amend the
Act respecting the Department of Fi-
nance and the Treasury Board." (Mr.
Abbott.)

Bill (134) "An Act to enable the St.
Martin's and Upham Railway Company
to sell its railway and property." (Mr.
Miller.)

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (104) " An Act to incorporate the
Canadian Powder Company." (Mr.
McCallum.)

Bill (90) " An Act to revise and amend
the Act incorporating the Quebec Rail-
way Bridge Company." (Mr. Ross,
Laurentides.)

Bill (118) "An Act respecting the
Guelph Junction Railway Company."
(Mr. McKindsey.)

Bill (1 r 7) "An Act respecting the
Western Counties Railway Company."
(Mr. Kaulbach.)

Bill (124) "An Act respecting the
Ontario & Pacific Railway Company."
(Mr. Dickey.)

DEPARTMENT OF TRADE AND
COMMERCE BILL.

SECOND READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (7) "An Act
respecting the Department of Trade and
Commerce."

HoN. MR. SCOTT-I proposed to
make some observations on this Bill
before going into Committee, but as it is

a twin sister of the Bill that is ordered
for second reading to-morrow I shll
postpone my observations until that Bill
cornes up for discnssion.

In the Committee, on clause two.

HON. MR. POWER-I wish to adyert
to one fact which appears on the face of
this Bill. It was understood that we
were to have a reconstruction of the Cab-
inet ; it was not to be an increase-just
as long ago the tariff was not to be in-
creased, but to be readjusted. This Bill
was not to increase- the expense of the
Government, but simply to readjust the
working of the Department. If it were
really a readjustment instead of con-
taining provisions to appoint deputies to
this Minister and such other officers and
clerks as nay be required, we should
have a provision made for taking the
officers who are now employed in other
Departments and putting them into this
Department. I cannot help expressing
my objection to the character of a mea-
sure of this knd. We have infinitely
more government than we want, and this
Bill provides for stili more.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-It is impossible
to say at this moment in what way the
details of the organization of this Depart-
ment are to be carried out, but I take it
for granted-in fact I believe it is the
intention that the deputy shall be taken
from one of the other departments. Of
course 'it is not necessary to make any
provision in the Act to take the deputy
from another department; that can be
done by the executive itself. I dn not
know that it is altogether a settled fact
that these two departments, Inland
Revenue and Customs, will be placed
under this new department, Trade and
Commerce. That is a suggestion which
fell from one of the members of the
Opposition in the other House and is
under consideration. The intention is
to take the deputy head from one of
those departments.

The clause was agreed to.

On the third clause.

HON. MR. POWER-I think that the
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Government ought to define a lttle more
accurately than is done in this clause the
duties and powers of this Minister. Any
gentleman can read this clause as he
may, and he will know as little of the
duties and powers of the Minister after
as he did before reading it. The clause
reads:-

The duties and powers of the Minister of
Trade and Commerce shall extend to the
execution of laws enacted by the Parliament
of Canada, and of orders of the Goveinor in
Council, relating to such matters connected
with trade and commerce generally as are
not by law assigned to any other Depart-
ment of the Government of Canada.

I was under the impression that all
qustions relating to Trade and Com-
iirce were now by law assigned to some
Department or other of the several de-
partments of the Government. The
clause continues,

" As well as to the direction of all public
bodies, officers and servants employed in the
execution of such laws and orders."

I think that clause leaves the mind of
the reader in a delightful state of haze
and uncertainty as to what the duties of
the Minister are to be. It is not at all
improbable that that haze is an inten-
tional one.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I imagine that
my hon. friend is quite right about that,
not that it should be characterized as a
"haze," but as leaving to the discretion
of the Government in the organization of
this Department the precise duties which
the Government will impose upon the
head of the Department of Trade and
Commerce. There are now three de-
partments which have to do with matters
of trade and commerce-the Finance,
Customs and Inland Revenue, and in
what precise way those duties will be
distributed, of course, must depend on a
more particular consideration of the
duties of each of these departments. It
will depend upon convenience. The
object will be for the Governor-in-Coun-
cil to assign such duties to this officer as
may be most advantageously performed
by him, and at the same time to distri-
bute the other duties connected with
trade and commerce-if they are not al]
given to him-to the Ministers of other
departments.

HoN. MR. POWER-The fact is it
means just that the Parliament gives a
sort of blank cheque to the Government
to do what they please, and the Parlia-
ment has no control over the organiza-
tion of this Department at all. If we
allow the Government to define the
duties of all officers that are to be ap-
pointed, and then allow them, as they
have done in the past year, to issue
Governor-General's warrants to the extent
of two million dollars, I think we might
just as well hand the whole of the Gov-
ernment of the country over to them at
once and dispense with Parliament as
being a useless expenditure.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
must perceive that as the entire work of
the Government throughout the Domin-
ion is now divided amongst thirteen de-
partments, any reorganization must
involve a vast amount of consideration.
It would be impossible, without grave
consideration, to make out a schedule or
tabular statement of what each minister
will do. If these details cannot be left
with the Government, I would like to
know, to follow my hon. friend's line of
argument, what the Government is for ?
It would be no use in having a Govern-
ment at all if these details were to be
governed by Parliament itself. Parlia-
ment itself governs by a Committee of
Ministers appointed by itself, and ques-
tions of executive detail, which hardly
can be brought in detail to Parliament,
must be left to the Governor-in-Council.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-As I understand
the two Bills, after reading them very
cursorily, the Ministers of Customs and
Inland Revenue are wiped out absolute-
ily - the duties performed bv those
two officials are to be centred ip the
Minister of Trade and Commerce. He
absorbs those two Departments proper,
and becomes the head of both. Under
him there is to be a controller of Customs
and a controller of Inland Revenue. He
may under this clause assign to them such
other duties and powers as the Queen's
Privy Council of Canada may think fit,
but it is quite clear that the duties, under
the law as now defined in the sister Bill
which has just come into the House, of
the Minister of Customs and Minister of



Department of [SENATE] Trade and Commrerce.

Inland Revenue are to be assigned to
him. I cannot myself see where the sav-
ing comes in, inasmuch as there is to be
a controller of Customs and a controller
of Inland Revenue and although their
salaries are not to be as high as that of a
Minister of the Crown having a seat in
the inner circle, yet I think myself that
under our institutions and under the sys-
tem which prevails in Canada, once we
allow two additional ministers, the two
additional ministers will become mem-
bers of the Cabinet. That is the ulti-
mate result of a proposition of this kind,
and the saving in the meantime of the
difference between the salaries of the con-
trollers who are to have seats in Parlia-
ment and that of Ministers. They are
to be practically responsible ministers.
They take the position, if I am right, of
the under secretaries in England. They
go out with the Government of the day
and they are named by the Premier of
the day. They are responsible in the same
way that their colleagues in the Cabinet
are responsible. The only difference is
that they hold the anomalous position that
was once held in former years in old
Canada by the Solicitor-General, he
being a member of the Government but
fnot a member of the Cabinet. If I read
the Bill carefully I assume that is the
interpretation to be put upon it. I do
nfot propose at the present moment to
go further into the matter, because it will
come up very much better under the Bill
that is to be read the second time
to-morrow, therefore I shall defer any
further observations I have to make upon
it until that Bill is before us.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The num-
ber of departments is not increased by
this Bill.

HON. MR. DICKEY-The hon.
gentleman from Halifax has remarked
that the object of this Bill is to concen-
trate power in the hands of the
Government. Unfortunately it is not
the only instance in our legislation where
there has been a resort to that expedient.
I am afraid it has been carried too far;
at all events it is not wfthout abundant
precedent in our legislation, this system
of leaving the details of a measure to be
regulated entirely by the Government.

HON. MR. SCOTT.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-I understand
the objection of my hon. friend from
Halifax is to the third clause. I do not
quite apprehend his position. I thougfit
he was objecting to conferring those
large powers upon the Government
rather than tracing them out in the act,
but if that is the point he objects to my
hon. friend will remember there is
scarcely an Act framed in England with
regard to the procedure of the courts
that flly traces out all the duties of the
officers thereof or the manner in which
they are to be performed. It is entirely
left to the Judges to frame rules of pro-
cedure by which the object of the Act
may be carried out and if the Judges
who are certainly not directly under our
control are entrusted with that power, I
think the Government who are directly
responsible to Parliament may be well
entrusted with powers of an analagous
nature. I can see nothing more in this
than is conferred on the Judges of ordin-
ary courts of justice to trace out the
duties of the officers of the Court, and
I think it would be safe to leave it with
the Government of the country to trace
out the duties of the Minister of Trade.
and Commerce.

HON. MR. POWER-We have al-
ready more heads of Departments than
any other country in the world, yet the
Government bring in a measure provid-
ing for an additional head of a Depart-
ment. The Government allege that
another officer is necessary, but it seems
to me that it is the duty of the Govern,
ment to point out as it has not yet been
pointed out here, how this officer is
necessary and for what purpose he is
necessary; and when the Government
points that out, the purpose for which
he is necessary should be embodied in
the Bill. The truth is, I think it just
means this : the Government desire for
some reason or other to have an
additional head of a Department,
and to have the patronage which
an additional head of a Department nec-
essarily involves, and they come down
to Parliament, knowing that their sup-
porters will support anything which they
propose, and introduce this measure
without the necessary explanations and
without the details which such ajneasure
should embrace.
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HON. MR. GOWAN-Suppose the
course taken by the hon. gentleman from
Halifax were adopted, and all the partic-
ular duties of the heads of this proposed
Department were defined in this Bill;
and suppose some unforseen circum-
stance sþould arise which would present
a case not provided for in the Act, the
Governor-in-Council would be utterly
powerless to deal with it as they could
not go beyond the purview of the Act.
Therefore it strikes me as very important
that power should be vested in the Gov-
ernor-in-Conncil to make the necessary
rules and regulations, if at any time an
unforseen circumstance should arise with
which they could not deal if they were
lied down with hard and fast lines.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The purpose
for which this Minister is appointed, and
a deputy created, I mentioned on the
introduction of the Bill. The intention
is that the Minister shall have under his
charge all matters relating to trade and
commerce, more particularly the tariff
and " such matters connected with
trade and commerce generally as are not
by law assigned to any other Depart-
ment." This is to be par excellence the
Minister who deals with all ques-
tions connected with trade and com-
merce. Now in reality the appoint-
ment of this Minister is a reduction in
the number of Cabinet Ministers He
takes the place of two Cabinet Ministers.

HON. MR. POWER-Who will remain
as controllers.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The will be
truly the heads of departments. The
difference will be that they will be
obliged to be in their places in Parlia-
ment, as Under Secretaries in England
are, to explain many things which, per-
haps, the Minister holding the present
position of meinber of the Cabinet would
not be able to do.

The clause was agreed to.

HON. MR. MILLER, from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment. The Bill was then read the
third time and passed.

COURT OF CLAIMS BILL

REPORTED FROM THE COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (i ii) "An
Act to amend the Supreme and Ex-
chequer Court Act and to make betcer
provision for the trial of claims against
the Crown."

In the Committee, on the third clause,

HON. MR. POWER-Before this
clause is passed I should like to ask
some explanations from the Leader of
the Government. The Bill proposes to
continue the present Exchequer Court.
The second clause provides for the ap-
pointment of a new judge, and it seems
to provide that this judge is to be com-
pletely independent of the other judges
of the Supreme Court. It gives him
power to make rules of procedure for
the government of the Court and for
other purposes. It occurs to me
that it would be much better to have
appointed an additional judge of the
Supreme Court whose duty it would be
to deal with the business heretofore
done by the Exchequer Court and also
to provide that the rules should be made,
not by that judge alone who would be a
new appointment, but by all the judges
of the Supreme Court including the new
judge. The hon. gentleman will see that
this Bill contains provisions that are alittle
awkward in case of iliness or absence
of the judge who is thus provided for.
If he were a judge of the present Supreme
Court, in case of his disqualification or
absence, one of the other judges would
take his place, and a provision of that
kind might be made. On the whole that
would be a more satisfactory way of con-
stituting the court than the one which
has been adopted.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-It is quite evi-
dent that this Bill establishes an inde-
pendent tribunal which has had no
existence in Canada before ; because, as
has been observed by the hon. gentleman
who has just taken his seat, our present
Court of Exchequer is an offspring of
the present Supreme Court, and the
duties of that court are discharged from
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time to time by a member selected from
the judges of the Supreme Court. It is
an independent tribunal with indpen-
dent officials, authorized to make inde-
pendent rules and to consider those
questions which heretofore have corne,
some of them, in the first instance, before
the Dominion Arbitrators and those
questions which have, as a rule, corne
before the Exchequer Court. The only
justification, in my mnd, for the propo-
sition of the Government would be the
assumption that the Supreme Court of
Canada has more work than it is really
capable of discharging. I am not aware
that any complaint has been made by
that court that it has been overburdened
with work. On the contrary, take the
last sittings of the court as an indication
of the volume of cases before it, and it
was considerably less than what the court
certainly would have been equal to, that is
comparing the labors of that court with
those of the Court of Appeal in Ontario
say, where the number of cases would be
very much greater certainly than the num-
ber before the Supreme Court at its last
sitting. I may speak without being prop-
erly informed, but I am not aware that
any remonstrance has corne from the
Supreme Court against the duties assign-
ed to it under the law as it now stands.
It seems to me that there is no such jus-
tification for the Government appointing
a new official who is to have an indepen-
dent tribunal of his own. The assump-
tion that he would discharge the duties
of the official arbitrators, I find is also
negatived by the i ith clause, which
provides that the present arbitrators shall,
as they cease to live, cease to be mem-
bers of the Dominion Board of Arbitra-
tors, and I notice that the Government
are authorize>d under this Act to name
three official referees who are to be an
adjunct of the Court of Exchequer and
to discharge the duties that are from time
to time to be allotted to them by the
judge of that court, the. presumption
being that in minor cases, or in the tak-
ing of evidence at remote and distant
points, or where a multiplicity of business
happens to corne before a judge, a ref-
eree could be sent to different places in
the Dominion for the purpose of gather-
ing evidence. I do not at present see
where the special advantage will be gain-

HON. MR. SCOTT.

ed in the proposition that the Govern-
ment have submitted to us. It hinges,
of course, entirely upon the question
whether the judge from time to time
allotted to do the Exchequer business
has felt overburdened, and whether it
has occupied his time unduly aqd taken
him from duties that ought to be discharg-
ed by a judge of the Supreme Court. It
wili be observed that the Act provides
that there are to be registrars and other
officers of the court with liberal salaries,
and one very marked feature of the Bill
is that it provides that a judge of the
County Court may be selected to fill the
position of judge of this court. Whether
there was a judge of a county court in
view at the time this Bill was drawn I
am unable to say. but it appears that
Parliament is about to provide that he,
at all events, will be eligible, being now a
judge of a county court. I am free to
admit that the duties of the Dominion
Arbitrators are year by year apparently
becoming of greater importance, that
complicated questions of law and fact no
doubt come before them, and that of
recent years there are many more appeals
from that Board than formerly, owing to
the nature of the subjects with which
they have had to deal, ard I quite
recognize that the Government, or Par-
liament, should have to consider that in
the future it would be proper that the
Chairman of the Dominion Board of
Arbitrators should be a barrister having
those qualifications that would fit him
for the position of a Judge. Having
myself had some experience of the prac-
tise prevailing before that Board, and
knowing how it might be improved, I
am free to confess that that would be an
important proposition. Of course the
one the Government now submit for our
consideration is altogether of a larger
and wider character. It is one that is
going to cost also a very considerable
additional sum. It is argued, also, that
the ability of a judge who is of an
educated mind-educated I mean in legal
questions-will enable him more readily
to adjudicate questions which corne be-
fore him, and will occupy less time than
is occupied in adjudicating cases by the
Board of Arbitrators, who are all layiment
and that will be an excuse for this ; but I
can see that the same results might have
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been accomplished by, as a vacancy l
arose in the Board of Arbitrators, filling o
it by appointing a gentleman who would
have ail the qualifications of a Judge.
It is not now necessary that all the Board h
should be present at one time : I think
that the Department under which that
Board exercises its function has the power t
to allot to each member of the Board k
duties at different points. It is only t
when large subjects are up for consider- 1
ation that the Board meet collectively s
and consider the cases in a body. The p
point upon which I think it would be
desirable that Parliament should be ad- a
vised is whether this Bill is the result of 1
a demnand-not a demand, perhaps, but b
a remonstrance, frorn the Supreme Court a
of Canada that their duties were quite i
full enough without having to be bur- t
dened with appeals coming from the r
Dominion Board of Arbitrators, and the t
court was unable to supply a judge from t
their number to performi the duties thatr
appertain to the judge *of the Excheqyer
Court. If the Supreme Court require
that assistance, as the hon. memnber ftom d
Halifax observed, it might have 'been C

thought best to add an additional judge,t
although that, I recognize. would be
open to this objection that it would be
making the court numerically tooJ
large.

Hox. MR. GOWAN-My hon. friend
from Halifax thinks tliat the proper re-
medy would be to appoint another judge.
IlIf the court has not sufficient business
to occupy it why employ another judge,"
but I think a little consideration will show
my hon friend that it requires a person
of peculiar aptitude for thes work, and a
great deal of it is I think, so far as my
recollection, goes, entirely new. Work,
new and important, will be before an
Exchequer Court under the very large
jurisdiction given to them, and the ex-
ceedingly wide range involves a large
amount of technical knowledge and an
entire devotion to that branch of juris-
diction in order to give efhiciency.

HoN. MR. POWER-I said that a,
judge should be appointed specially to
do this duty.

HON. MR. GOWAN-The hon. gent

man would confine the appointment to
ne of the judges of the existing court.

HON. MR. POWER--I would make
im a judge of the Supreme Court too.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-As I was saying
his position requires peculiar technical
nowledge, and we know that in England
he perfection is obtained and the excel-
ence in their judgments is due to the
pecial selection of men who have
eculiar fitness for the special duties that
re assigned to them. Even now
lthough there is one Supreme Court in
England, in some of the provinces certain
ranches of the law are handed over to

department of that court, and there
s always an advantage of having men
rained specially to deal with subjects of
articular jurisdiction and thus they at-
ain superior excellence in dealing with
hem. Under the i 5th section it is
)rovided

The.Exchequer Court shal have exclusive
riginal jurisdiction in ail cases in which
emand is made or relief sought in respect
f any matter which might in England, be
he subject of a suit or action against the
Crown.

Now that is a very large branch of
urisdiction and involves, as I said be-
fère, an immense amount of techinical
knowledge but it does not stop there. It
goes on

The Exehequer Court shall also have ex-
clusive original jurisdiction to hear and de-
termine the following niatters:-

(a.) Every claim against the Crown for
property taken for any public pur-
pose;

(b.) Every claim against the Crown for
damage to property, injuriously
affected by the construction of any
public work;

(c.) Every claim against the Crown aris-
ing out of any death or injury to
the person or to property on any
public work, resulting from the
negligence of any officer or servant
of the Crown, while acting within
the scof.e of bis duties or employ-
ment;

(d.) Every claim against the Crown aris-
ing under any law of Canada or
any reeulation made by the Gover-
nor in Council;

(e.) Every set off, counter claim, claim
for damages, whether liquiduted or
unliquidated, or rther demand
whatsoever, on the part of the
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Crown againet any person making
claim against the Crovn.

The Exchequer Court shall have and pos-
sess concurrent original jurisdiction in
Canada,-

(a) In ail cases relating to the revenue in
which it is sought to enforce any
law of Canada, including actions,
suite and proceedings by way of in-
formation to enforce penalties, and
proceedings by way of information
in rem, and as well in qui tam
suits for penalties or forfeitures as
where the suit is on behalf of the
Crown alone;

(b) In ail cases in which it is sought at
the instance of the Attornev-Gener-
al of Canada, to impeach or annul
any patent of invention, or any
patent, lease or other instrument
respecting lands;

(c) In ail cases in which demand is made
or relief sought against any officer
of the Crown for anything done or
oinitted to be done in the perforn-
ance of his duty as such oficer;

(d) In ail other actions and suite of a
civil nature at common law or
equity in which the Crown is plain-
tiff or petitioner.

Now these, or nearly all of these, in-
volve very full and special knowledge. I
think that the value of the court will be
largely promoted by having an officer
specially devoted to the disposal of sub-
jects that are comprised in the clause
giving the jurisdiction. My hon. friend
made some allusion to the judges of the
Supreme Court not having made any
claim that they are overworked. I do
not know how that may be, but this 1
have heard on good authority that there
are some 40 or 50 cases now undisposed
of, and the judges have not been able to
prepare their judgemnts in them. If so
many judgments yet remain undisposed
of it certainly argues that the present
court is not adequate to dispose of all
the business before it. Doubtless in
many of these cases, involving difficult
questions and coming from every part of
the Dominion, it is necessary that the
judges should confer after the matter is
discussed and argued, and it frequently
takes a very long time to argue and de-
bate amongst thenselves, so without
saying that there is any undue want of
effort on the part of the judges of the
Supreme Court in preparing and deliver-
ingy their judgments, the fact remains,
I believe, that a very large number of

HON. MR. GOWAN.

cases remain undisposed of, showing that
the force at present employed is not suf-
ficient. i think on the ground of special
jurisdiction alone, whatever the cost may
be, the public are entitled to have those
cases fully and effectually disposed of and
in such a way that there will be no appeal.
I am a strong believer in the system of
single seated justice, and although the
court is so constituted that there is
but one judge, there is an appeal given
to the whole Supreme Court, so that I
fail to appreciate the strength of the
argument of my hon. friends opposite on
either of the two points-either that
there should not be a special court con-
stituted or because the court as now
existing ought to dispose of such
cases, and I think, therefore, this law
should be enacted. I presume the
Government are in possession of suffi-
cient facts to inform them whether the
court is adequate to deal with all the
cases coming before them with
the rapidity that justice demands. The
court may be able to deal with all the
cases in the course of time, but prompt
justice is always the sweetest, and the
sooner people are out of pain and know
what their rights are the better. I con-
sider this a very desirable and necessary
measure.

ION. MR. TRUDEL-According to
sub-section 4 of section 3 "the Judge of
the Court shall reside at Ottawa or
within five miles thereof." It is true
that by the 2oth section the judge may
sit at any time and place in Canada for
the transaction of the business of the
Exchequer Court or any part thereof. I
think that the Government out to take
into consideration the convenience of
litigants. The regulations made by the
court might be that its sittings would be
held only at certain places and nowhere
else, and poor persons who would be
obliged to come before the court would
be unable to incur the expense, which
would be practically a denial of justice.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will see, with regard to the judge
travelling, that the intention is that he
shall go round to different places, as the
judge in Exchequer has usually done,
and elaborate provision is made here for
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his travelling expenses. It is true he HON. t4R. TRUDEL - Last year
will have the power to make rules, but there was a Bil before Parliament which
they are to be subject to the approval of did fot pass, and if I recollect well it
the Governor-in-Council, and must be was provided in that Bil that the Secre-
laid before Parliament withir, fifteen davs tary would be continued in charge of the
after the opening of the session, so that register. I cali the attention of the
even if he were to attempt to do what leader of the Government to this matter,
my hon. friend suggests is possible, and because it seems to me rather extraordin-
which I agree with him would be practi- ary that a public officer, after so many
cally a denial of justice, he is subject in years of faithful service, should be totally
such matters to the control of the ignored in this reorganization.
Government and of Parliament. Where
there is a liberal allowance made for HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
travelling expenses judges do not usually does fot perceive that the law does fot
obje-t to travelling. de-l with the position of the arbitrators

At 6 o'clock the Speaker left the Chair. at aIl or with the secretary. He belongs
to the Civ'b Service, and he has his rights

AFTER RECESS.wil undoubtedly aim the, and if
AFTE RECSS.he has been as efficient an officer as the

The ommxteeresued.hon. gentleman suggests, it is quite pos-The Committee resumed.C sible that he will receive another appoint-
On the 6th clause. ment. The Government do fot propose
HON. MR. MILLER-What is meant to include in this Bill any statutory pro-

by the term, "moving expenses ?" Does vision respecting the appointment of the
it mean travelling expenses ? gentleman who is to act as registrar.

E-ION. MR. ABBOTT-The present 'ON. MR. MTLLER-L have read the
judges are allowed moving expenses. it Bi through, and I do not think it inter-
is really travelling expenses. I do fot feres at aIl with the office of secretary to
kno* why they use this phrase. I under- the Dominion Arbitrators. Whether it
stand the present judges are allowed is the intention to allow that office to
their Pullman fares, and I think "moving exist after this Bil goes into operation I
expenses" mean car fares and cab fares do lot know, but in any case his rights
and that sort of thing. It is the rate in will be considered by the Government.
force for all the Superior and County
Court judges. HON. MR. ABBOTT-He is a ivil

The clause was agreed cc'. Service officer.

o not percev taN. MR. TRUDEL-a cannot seeOnatheththeclause. how the arbitrators, even as special
HON. MR. TRUDEL-Under the referees, could act without a secretary.

present system there is a Board of Arbi-
trators and those arbitrators constitute a The clause was agreed to.
regular tribunal with a secretary who bas
been in office for some years. I would On the i ith clause, second subsection,

vike to know if it is the intention to con-
tinue the same officer as registrar of this HON MR. ABBOTT-The present
new court. Board of Arbitrators cannt very wel be

dismissed, they will serve as special
HON. MR.'MILLER-This does flot referees in small matters and in that re-

interfere with the present registrar. spect will always be useful; but when
they are incapacitated through death or

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I see that the any other cause from ating it will be
Dominion arbitrators are mentioned as necessary to appoint some body to con-
sPecial official referees. tinue their duties and it is proposed to

HON MR. ABBOTT-There is no
mention of the secretary in the Bill.

appoint refrees who will be paid by fees
according to the work they do, instead
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of receiving, as the present arbitrators
receive, salaries of a thousand dollars
per annum. The sub-section provides
that as vacancies occur in the office of
official arbitrators the Governor in Coun-
cil may appoint official referees not ex-
ceeding three in number. My attention
was called to this clause, that it was
making provision for the appointment
of three official referees besides the
official arbitrators now in office. Of
course that is not the intention. It
seems to me pretty clear, but a word or
two might be put in to make the inten-
tion more clear, if necessary.

HON. MR. MILLER-I think myself
that " vacancies " being alluded to in
the first part of the clause "As vacancies
occur in the office of official arbitrators"
it will govern the appointment of the
others.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think that
limits it. I am sorry the hon. gentleman
from Ottawa is not present as he called
my attention to this provision.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-My opinion is
that any appointment to be made is
covered by the fact of vacancies occurr-
ing.

The clause was agreed te.

On the 2oth clause.
HON. MR. TRUDEL-1 wish to ask

the leader of the Government whether it
would not be possible to amend this
clause? It provides that the judge of
the Exchequer Court may sit and act at
any time and at any place in Canada for
the transaction of business of the court.
Supposing the judge should decide that
he should not sit out of Ottawa except
in extraordinary cases, then, according
to this section, the Parliament could not
interfere. Of course those regulations
are always subject to the sanction of
Parliament, but the law is there, and I
would like to have some provision that
the intention of this Bill is to continue
the old practice of conducting the
inquiries in the Superior Court nearest
to the place where the cases originate
and where it is to the interest of the
parties to have the enquete held.

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The difficulty
I see in the proposition of the hon. gent-
leman is this: That in point of fact it
would be limiting the power of thejudge
to sit ir. a place where the claim occurs.
There might be a question arising within
forty miles of the Superior Court of this
town for instance, and the witnesses and
the people who are interested, under the
hon. gentleman's proposition would all
have to be dragged forty miles to the
court. Sections 65 and 66 give com-
plete control over the rules and I should
prefer not to limit the jurisdiction of this
judge and compel hin to sit at a place
which might be at a great distance from
the spot where the inquiry *ould arise.

The clause was agreed to.

HoN. MR. VIDAL from the Commit-
tee reported the Bill with amendments.

The amendments were concurred in,
and the Bill was ordered for third read-
ing to-morrow.

CHINESE IMMIGRATION BILL

The Order of the Day being called
thát the House do resolve itself into a
Committee of the Whole on Bill (54)
"An Act to ,amend the Chinese Immi-
gration Act."

HON. MR. VIDAL-Beforethe Speak-
er leaves the Chair I wish to say I pur-
pose to bring before the House in con-
nection with this question, and at this
stage of the proceedings. a very import-
ant matter-a matter respecting our
powers and privileges which I think is
involved in the discussion on the Bill on
which the House is about going into
committee. I think this is a suitable
time to do it, but if it will facilitate the
business of the House, and I shall be
allowed to do it at a subsequent stage,
I should prefer to postpone my rernarks
until the third reading of the Bill, as I
know that there are some members not
present to-night who are very anxious to
take part in the discussion.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-In reply to my
hon. friend I beg to say that at any stage
of this Bill I shall make no objection to
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the hon. gentleman raising the question
which he intends to lay before the House,
and possibly it can be done on concur-
rence in the amendments, when I shall
raise a point of order alo which will be
quite aÊropos to the question which the
hon. gentleman intends raising.

The House went into Committee on
the Bill.

In the Committee.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Before moving
the second clause I wish to say a word,
with the sanction of the House. This
clause is a clause which permits the
Chinese to travel through the country,
and it is expected that there will be con-
siderable travel of that description from
one end of the country to the other, even
from the Eastern Provinces to- British
Columbia, and from San Francisco to the
east by way of British Columbia. It is a
relaxation of the existing law. The law
does not permit the Chinese to travel
through the country. This Bill will per-

, mit them to do so, making the railway
and stçamship companies responsible for
the payment of the tax, and of a certain
fine in audition. I have consulted with
some of those carriers on the subject and
they say that they anticipate no difficulty
at all in making arrangements to do this
business. They have a short form of
bond; this bond secures them against
the amount which they will have to pay
if the Chinaman leaves the country with-
out paying the duty. In that way the'
railways and steamship companies take
the risk, and if it will give to the carriers
some encouragement, and facilities for
the Chinese to move about. Those who
are against the Act, and think it a bad
Act, cannot object to it being thus
amended and made more liberal in its
terms.

The clause was agreed to.

On the third section.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-By this clause
it is proposed to restrict the period during
which a Chinaman may absent himself
from the country, and may return again
under papers; I propose to strike that
out altogether, and I find it-the Chinese

Bill a provision with regard to fines and
penalties which I think is too onerous
altogether. The law provides that a
Chinaman committing any of those
frauds, described in the Act, shall be
guilty of a misdemeanor and should be
liable to a penalty not exceeding $500,
or to imprisoiment for a term of not less
than twelve months, or both. I propose
to strike out the words " or both " in the
original law which I think will be an
improvement. Then there only remains
but one clause which is so obviously just
that I can see no objection to it. That
is clause 15. At present all revenues
derived under this Act are paid into
and form part of the consolidated
revenue fund of Canada, and the
Government then pay to the province
within which these duties are collected,
one-fourth of the amount. It is con-
sidered hardly fair that the Dominion
should pay all the expenses of collecting
the fund, and therefore it is proposed to
amend the clause and provide that one-
fourth of the net proceeds of all entry
dues paid by Chinese immigrants shall
at the end of every fiscal year be paid
out of such funds to the province wherein
the same was collected. I hope the
House will sustain me in this. I do not
see any object to be gained, any principle
to be vindicated, or any advantage to be
secured in any way by the friends of the
Chinese, in preventing the Government
from relaxing those rules even to the
small extent which this Bill proposes
they shall be relaxed.

Theright of travelis certainly an import-
ant one. It is important to these poor
people and to the carrying trade of the
country. The propriety of preventing a
man from being fined $5oo and being
imprisoned also seems to me to be quite
indisputable. I observe that some gentle-
men who have spoken, find fault with
this clause as it stands in the Bill because
it fixes the amount of the fine and the
term of imprisonment, leaving nothing
to the discretion of the judge. I propose
to strike out the words "or both" so that
a man cannot be both fined and im-
prisoned.

HON. MR KAULBACH-Then you
are not going to limit the amount of the
fine and the term of imprisonnient ?
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HON, MR. ABBOTT-1 will leave it
to a maximum-not more than $500, the
amount to be left to the discretion of the
judge, not exceeding that sum. It ap-
pears to appeal to our sense of humanity,
however much the Chamber may desire
it-supposing a majority of the Chamber
did desire it-in view of the impossibility
of affecting in any way the existing
Chinese law, I really cannot believe that
hon. gentlemen will prevent its being
ameliorated in the meantime. It cer-
tainly is a step in the right direction :
that cannot be denied, and I cannot see
any reason why we. in the exercise of
that calm judgment which is supposed to
be a particular appurtenant of the Senate,
(and no doubt is) should reject this Bill.
Even those who are most strongly
opposed to the Chinese law ought to see,
since it is plain they cannot get that Act
repealed this session, that they will by
rejecting this Bill refuse the small
measure of relief which we propose to
give to the Chinese in this country.

HON. MR. McINNES-Do you pro-
pose to strike out the third section alto-
gether ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Yes.

HoN. MR. McINNES-What about
the time limit ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-There will be
no time limit. In San Francisco, where
they certainly dislike the Chinese as
much as our friends in British Columbia
do, there is no time limit fixed.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-
I do not object to the Bill. On the con-
trary, I am very glad to see that the
Government intend to diminish the pen-
alties against the Chinese, but how can
you reconcile this with the decision of
yesterday that we have not the power
to diminish the penalty ? That was the
reason given by the Speaker, if I remem-
ber correctly, in ruling the Bill of the
hon. member fron Sarnia out of order.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The answer to
that, my hon. friend will perceive, is very
simple. The limitation which has been
made in the first clause I maintain is out

of order, and that I propose to discuss
with my hon. friend on concurrence,
when he will also have an opportunity ot
discussing the queýstion of privilege which
he proposes to bring before the House,
and which I understand to be maintain-
ing his right to introduce the Bill which
was ruled out of order ; but the two
clauses which I now propose to
pass do not affect the revenue at all.
They do not touch it. They come to
us from the other House and I propose
to have them pass as they came to us.

HoN. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-
According to the existing law a China-
man may be condemned to pay so much
money and to imprisonment also: by
this amendment he cannot be punished
by both fine and imprisonment. If he
is sent to prison the Government will
lose the amount of the penalty.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon.friend
will perceive that the rule against amend-
ing money bills does not extend to the
mere enforcement of a penalty for an
offence ; but in this case my hon. friend
will see that we do not take away the
penalty. The Court may still condemn
him to pay the penalty. We only say
that if the Court condemns the man to
pay a penalty it cannot send him to jail.
In any case, as I understand the rule,
the imposition of a penalty as punishment
for an offence does not come within the-
prohibition of initiating money bills in
the Senate, but if it did, I do not think
this clause would interfere with the
revenue ; it only prevents the infliction
of two punishments.

HoN. MR. MILLER-It is laid down
in Bourinot that an amendment which
incidentally affects a penalty is allowed
in the Upper House. This amerndment
affects the penalty and it is allowable.
To-day, making a little research on the
subject, I discovered another principle
which was new to me laid down in May
and it is this-that wherêthe House has
power to amend a clause in a money bill
it has power to strike out the clause :
that is contended for by very eminent
men in the House of Lords in England.

The clause was adopted.
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HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that
Section 3 with all its sub-sections be
struck out.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
following be inserted "Sub-section 2 of
Section 13 is amended by striking out
therefrom the words 'or both.'"

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-I wish
to call the attention of the leader of the
Government once more to the excessive
nature of the penalty in sub-section 2.

A Chinaman who is unable to pay a fine
of $500 is to be imprisoned twelve
months. Let any hon. gentleman
imagine the effect of twelve months
imprisonment on a Chinaman; it would
make such a change in that man's life
that if he were to live fifty years after-
wards he would never cease to condemn
the white race for their cruelty. Could
not the hon. gentleman reduce that to a
shorter term of imprisonment ?

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will see that the offence is a serious one
-it is for forging a certificate, or
personation. I think, myself, that twelve
months imprisonment for the offence is
rather tyrannical, but by the amendment
which I propose to make my hon. friend
will see that the magistrate may imprison
the offender for any term not exceeding
twelve months at his discretion. The
offence for which the punishment is
provided is a very serious one.

HON. MR. McINNES-I think it
would be a very desirable thing to fix a
minimum. In the Indian Act the penalty
for supplying an Indian with liquor is a
fine of $5oo and I think the minimum
is $200.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My attention
was called to that provision of the Indian
Act, and if it had not escaped my mind
in the exciting debate of that evening I
would have struck out the minimum and
left the amount of the fine to the discre-
tion of the magistrate, as is done in this
Bil.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE - The
29

position of the Chinaman under this Act
is similar to that of the traveller in
Europe half a century ago. In those
days you could not pass through any
country in Europe without having a pass-
port. He was required to have that
passport vised and could only go to the
place which that vise indicated. The
very fact that those passports were
exacted rendered breaches of them quite
'frequent. I never heard that such
penalty as £1oo sterling or 12 months
imprisonment was exacted by the most
rigid police in Europe for infraction of
the law, yet you impose this heavy penalty
upon a Chinaman who may have no
idea of the nature of the crime he is
committing.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will see the difference between such a
case and forging a pasFport or personat-
ing. This is a case of where a man is
convicted, not only of forging what is
equivalent to the passport, but of coming
forward and personating another man
knowingly. I do not think there is any
danger of injustice under this clause.

HON. MR. MILLER-The two cases
are not alike at all.

The clause was adopted.

HON. MR. GIRARD, from tF.e Com-
mittee, reported the Bill with amend-
ments.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bill (i16) "An Act to amend the Act
respecting the Department of Agricul-
ture." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (139) "An Act to provide for an
additional subsidy to the Province of
Prince Edward Island." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (146) "An Act to amend the
Speedy Trials Act, chap. 175 of the Re-
vised Statutes." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (133) "An Act respecting the
Manitoba South Western Colonization
Railway Company." (Mr. Vidal.)

The Senate adjourned at 9 p.m.
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THE SENATE.

Otiawa, Friday, 17thjune, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the
3 p.m.

chair at

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SECOND READINGS.

The following Bills were reported from
Committee, and read the second time
under suspension of the rules.

Bill (133) "An Act extending the time
for the completion of the Manitoba South
Western Colonization Railway Com-
pany. (Mr. Vidal.)

Bill (132) "An Act to incorporate the
Canada Atlantic Steamship Company."
(Mr. Power.)

ST. MARTIN'S AND UPHAM RAIL-
WAY COMPANY BILL

SECOND READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, in the absence
of Hon. Mr. Miller, moved the second
reading of Bill (134) "An Act to enable
the St. Martin's and Upham Railway
Company to sell its railway and property,
and that the 41st rule of the House be
suspended as regards this Bill.

HON. MR. ALMON-It seems to me
that this is a case, the sale of a railway,
in which the public ought to be notified
that such legislation is asked for. It
must strike every member of this House
that it is a very grave step that we are
taking.

HON. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
has not perhaps looked into the Bill,
nor have I done so very closely; but I
have looked into it sufficiently to be
aware that the object of the Bill is to
secure the construction of a railway in
the Province of New Brunswick which at
present is in rather a languishing condi-
tion for want of funds, and that this le-
gislation is rendered necessary by the
fact that parties have offered to take up
the road and finish it without delay if
this legislation is passed ; therefore I

think it is a Bill which recommends itself
to our sympathy. The road is one from
the village of Hampton in the Province
of New Brunswick, and extends ftom
that point of connection with the Inter-
colonial Railway to the Village of Quaco
in St. Martins, on the Bay of Fundy, a
very popular summer resort. The Com-
mittee have acted wisely in recommend-
ing the suspension of the rule. If there
ever was a case in which a Bill deserved
the support of the House this is one, and
I hope my hon. friend will allow it to
pass.

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

THIRD READINGS.

Bill (104) "An Act to incorporate the
Canadian Power Company." (Mr.
McKindsey.)

Bill (124) "An Act respecting the
Ontario Pacific Railway Company."
Mr. Dickey.)

Bill (118) "An Act respecting the
Guelph Junction Railway Company."
(Mr. McKindsey.)

BRITISH CANADIAN LOAN COM-
PANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ALLAN, from the Coin-
rmittee tn Banking and Commerce, re-
ported Bill (61), "An Act to amend the
Acts incorporating and relating to the
British Canadian Loan and Investment
Company (limited)," with amendments.

He said :-When this Bill came up
from the House of Commons it empow-
ered the Company to borrow money on
deposits and debentures to the full extent
of its subscribed capital, upon which
20 per cent. had .been paid up. The
Committee did not consider it proper
that they should have that power so far
as borrowing money on the deposits was
concerned. The Company are, there-
fore, by this amendment, only permitted
to borrow to the amount of their paid- up
capital, and they are allowed to issue
debentures to the amount of their sub-
scribed capital.
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HoN. MR. VIDAL moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

WESTERN COUNTIES RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

FION. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (117), "An Act
respecting the Western Counties Railway
Company," with amendments.

He said :-The amendments are, in
the first place, the consolidation clause,
to make the clause complete and con-
gruous. The second amendment is with
reference to the depositing of the mort-
gage deed for securing the bonds in the
office of the Secretary of State. It is the
usual amendment, that notice of that
deposit should be published in the
Canada Gazette. The other amend-
ments relate entirely to the proniissory
note clause to make it conformable to
our legislation.

HON. MR. KAULBACH moved that
the House concur in the amendments.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was then read the third time and
passed.

QUEBEC RAILWAY BRIDGE
COMPANY.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (go) "An Act to
revive and amend the Act incorporating
the Quebec Railway Bridge Company,"
with certain amendments.

He said :-It is to be regretted that
necessity should arise for making those
amendments, but the Bill seems to have
been hastily sent to us, at the same time
I may state that the amendments, after
being explained, will not require much*
time to consider them. The first amend-

ment refers to the bonds which are
authorized to be issued, and as there is a
provision that agencies may be estab-
lished in other countries for the sale of
those bonds, it is necessary to give
authority for them to be issued without
their being under the seal of the com-
pany, and the words are therefore struck
out, as they have been in other bills.
The second amendment is to strike out
clause 23, which is totally unnecessary,
because it is not required at all,
inasmuch as the previous sectionvpro-
vides for the sane thing, and iti.was
struck out with the assent of the promo-
ters. Tt)e next amendment is to clause
26, which is struck out. This is the
clause which gives the form to be execut-
ed of the deed of lands under the Act,
and the schedule accompanying that
deed in the Act is also struck out for the
same reason ; that reason is that this is a
bill which concerns the conveyance of
lands in Quebec where the law is not
exactly the sane as it is in other Provin-
ces-where the law requires certain
forms such as notarial action on them,
which is not necessary in any other Pro-
vince. If we were to leave this section
in we thought it might lead to litigation,
and we decided it was better to leave
the Act open so that the deed could be
given according to the laws of Quebec.
This is an Act to revive and amend an
Act by its title ; but in reality it is an
Act incorporating a new Company for
the same purpose as the other Act and
substantially by the sanie people. The
charter of the old Company lapsed about
twelve months ago. We have found it
necessary, therefore, to add a provision
that in default of performing certain con-
ditions in the time for commencing and
completing the work-to be commenced
within three years and completed within
six years-the charter shall lapse, because
it is a bridge over a very important river
and that is the only point, I believe,
where the bridge can be successfully
built. It was thought undesirable that
this crossing should be tied up for a long
period so that no other Company could
get a charter to construct a bridge in
case this Company did tiot think proper
to act upon it within three years
For the sarme reason the title of
the Bill is changed. The title
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of the Bill as at present is "An Act
to revive and amend the Act incorporat-
ing the Quebec Railway Bridge Com-
pany." There is nothing in this Bill at
all which proposes to revive or amend
this Act. The title is misleading, be-
cause when the Bill came to be amended
and to be brought into its present shape
it was really an Act to incorporate a new
Company in place of reviving the lapsed
Company to do the same work. There-
fore in order to prevent confusion in the
first place it was agreed that the title
should be altered so that it would read
" An Act to incorporate the Quebec
Bridge Company " and the title is altered
in the enacting clause in the same way.
These amendments were assented to by
the promoters. I see no reason why
they should not receive the sanction of
the House.

The amendments were concurred in.

HON. MR. ROSS (Laurentides) moved
that the Bill be read the third time.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT
CHARLOTTETOWN.

INQUIRY.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE rose to
inquire of

The leader of the House,whether it is the
intention of the Government to make any
improveinents on the ground 'surrouniing
the Dominion Building in Charlottetown,
Prince Edward Island; and if so. when ?

He said: The grounds referred to in
the notice surround a building recently
erected by the Dominion to replace a
former building which had been des-
troyed by fire. The new building was
occupied during the course of last winter,
and small opportunity occurred during
the winter season to remove the debris ;
but not long ago I received a copy of a
local paper calling attention to the fact
that the debris is there still and although
the paper has a strong political bias about
it, it must be admitted that 'n a city
like that, building material debris is

rather unsightly around a public building,
more especially as the adjoining
grounds in possession of the province are
now beautifully kept, well ornamented
with turf and flower borders. This
unsightly ground in the neighborhood of
the Dominion building is quite an object
ot dislike to the citizens, and I hope that
the Minister will look into this matter
with a view to having the difficulty
removed.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am pleased
to be able to inform my hon. friend that
the unsightly condition of those grounds
has attracted the attention of the Gov-
ernment ; that the grading of the ground
has already been ordered, and that the
completion of the arrangements to put
the place in good order will be made
immediately after the session.

ST. VINCENT DE PAUL
TENTIARY.

PENI-

MOTION.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE
that-

moved

an humble address be presented to His Ex-
cellency the Governor-General; praying that
His Excellency will be graciously pleased
to cause to be laid before this House, copies
of al] complaints which may have been
made by the authorities of the St. Vincent
de Paul Penitentiary, since the 24th April,
1886, against Adolphe Lafaivre, formerly an
employé of the Penitentiary; as also of all
reports which the Inspector may have made
since the same date against the said Lafai-
vre, together with copies of the decisions
which the Honorable the Minister of justice
may have given on these reports and com-
plaints.

The motion was agreed to.

SATURDAY MEETING
SENATE.

OF THE

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that
when this House adjourns to-day it
stand adjourned until to-morrow at

3 p.m.

The motion was agreed to.

HoN. MR. DICKEY.
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WINNIPEG AND HUDSON BAY
RAILWAY AND STEAMSHIP

COMPANY'S BILL.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (79) "An Act to consolidate and
amend the Acts relating to the Winnipeg
and Hudson Bay Railway and Steamship
Company, and to change the name
thereof," was introduced and read the
first time.

HON. MR. POWER-I should like to
ask whether the leader of the Govern-
ment thinks that this is the sort of
measure that deserves the suspension of
the rules of the House ? I think that it
is in the interests both of Manitoba and
the eastern portion of the Dominion
that this scheme should not pro-
gress any further. The matter
was discussed in this House at an early
period, not of this session but some years
ago, and it has been discussed exten-
sively in the press ; and, looking at the
fact that Canada has spent a great many
millions of dollars in establishing rapid
and satisfactory communication between
Manitoba and the Eastern Provinces, it
is hardly desirable that we should now
spend the money of the country in order
to afford facilities to build a railway
which will render partially useless the
expenditure which has taken place-that
is if the proposed railway scheme is suc-
cessful, which I do not believe it will.
The investigations made by the Govern-
ment during the three last seasons in
Hudson's Straits and Bay go to show
that the navigation of the Bay and Straits
is very unsatisfactory and dangerous ;
and I really do not think that this is one
of those undertakings which call for any
exceptional parlamentary courtesy. I
think it is in the interests both of Man-
itoba and the Eastern part of the
country that this work should be
dropped.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I am very
sorry to hear the hon. gentleman from
Halifax express such apprehensions con-
cerning the project which is provided
for in the Bill before the House. It is
not worse than many other measures
which have received the consideration

of Parliament. I am certainly surprised,
because the other day I brought before
the notice of the House a Bill referring
to Manitoba and the hon. gentleman op-
posed it also. I suppose he is not
influenced by any feeling against Man-
itoba, and that he thinks he is acting
in the true interests of the county
at large. At the same time,
he is laboring under a false impression,
as far as we are concerned. These mat-
ters would be better decided by the
Com mittee who will have to consider the
Bill than.by the House at this period of
the session. It would not be right to
deprive us of the rights which are readily
conceded to other portions of the Do-
minion. We are not in a worse position
here than any other province of Canada.
I think we offer as good a prospect for
the Dominion being repaid all that has
been expended in Manitoba as some
other provinces in Canada, and we think
if that work was constructed it would
certainly be a new source of prosperity
and progress, not only for us but for the
whole Dominion. The Bill has received
the sanction of the other House, where
the public money has to be faithfully
administered. It is in the other House
that all public bills receive that due con-
sideration which is necessary in order
that no public money shall be spent with-
out proper safeguards. Under the
circumstances, I hope the hon. gentleman
will make no further objection, but will
allow the Bill to go before the Committee
to receive the consideration to which it
is entitled.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I do not rise to
oppose the suspension of this rule, but I
do rise for the purpose of again calling
the attention of this House to the whole
subject matter of railway extension to
Hudson Bay. It will be remembered
that four or five years ago when
the hon. Senator from- Montreal
(Mr. Ryan) - long before this
project was contemplated-brought
under the notice of the Senate the
advisability of constructing a short line
to the Hudson Bay, I then entered into
the subject fully and expressed my
opinion that it was extremely unwise for
the Parliament of Canada to give the
sanction of its name and its approval to
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any schemes that were not worthy, in the
judgment of the House, the consideration
of financial men. There is no doubt
that in the past it has damaged us
considerably by our liberally giving
schemes and projects endorsation such
as they certainly receive by the granting
of a charter by Parliament, when those
enterprises have no practical foundation.
It is possible that this project now
spoken of may not prove to be a fallacious
one, but so far as the evidence we have
been able to obtain on the subject goes,
it would lead one to the conclusion that
this is not a route that is likely to be a
financial success. Therefore I cannot
see any harm-while at the same time
I am offering no opposition to measures
of this kind-in Senators and Members
of the House of Commons expressing
frankly and calmly their views as to
whether the enterprise is really one that
they could recommend to financial men.
There is a sort of endorsation by Parlia-
ment of any scheme for which it grants
a charter. There is to some extent an
assurance that it is a project which is at
least worthy of consideration. I do not
hesitate to say that I have never regarded
this project as one worthy of consider-
ation. I did thlnk it a serious question
whether the Province of Manitoba
was not placing herself in a very
dangerous position by proposing to en-
dorse the large issue of bonds that were
to be issued for the construction of this
Railway, and I think it is the duty of
every public man if he has fixed opinions
that have not been hastily formed on
that subject to give expression to them
in order that outsiders may not in the
future come to this Parliament and say
they were led into this trap by the re-
presentations made by the public men
of Canada. I have been in Parliament
now a quarter of a century during which
time such representations were made,
and when it was cast up to us that it was
due to the indiscreet utterances of our
public men that money had been wasted
and squandered in enterprises endorsed
by Parliament. I do not believe that
we should place ourseves in that posi-
tion. Hon. gentlemen know that I am
now adverting to the early history of the
Grand Trunk Railway, in which enter-
prise we know very large sums of trust

HON. MR. SCOTT.

money were invested and largely upon
the representations of the public men of
Canada. I have heard a great deal of the
practicability of this scheme now before
us, and the possibility of the recurrence
of just such remonstrances brings a very
vivid recollection to my mind of transac-
tions that occurred some 20 or 30 years
ago in connection with the Grand Trunk
Railway. That was a substantial, stable
enterprise although at first probably mis-
nanaged. It was due not to a want of

vitality on the part of the enterprise itself
but rather to mismanagement in the early
history of the road that the money prov-
ed to be a poor investment. I think it
was quite proper that the hon. gentleman
from Halifax should have called the at-
tention of the House to this Hud-
son Bay enterprise. At all events the
sanction of Parliament and the recom-
mendation of this House ought in no
sense to accompany the project unless
hon. gentlemen feel that it is one worthy
the consideration of investors. I do not
feel it in that way, and I do not hesitate
to say so; therefore I should caution all
financial men who propose to put their
money in a scheme of that kind to look
well to the country through which the
Railway is to run and the navigation of
the Bay before doing so.

HON. MR. SUTHERLAND-I arn
not very much surprised at the remarks
of the hon. member from Halifax because
I believe he does not understand the
subject. I know that there is a great
feeling in the Eastern Provinces against
any further progress in railway commun-
ication in our Province and I am very
sorry to have to say so. Still I think all
considerate men will allow that we ask
for nothing more than our Province
should ieceive. We are not ungrateful
for the aid that we have already had in
establishing communication with the
Eastern Provinces; still I believe we re-
quire some more outlets, and especially
this outlet by Hudson Bay, if it is as fea-
sible as it is expected by our people out
there to be, and they have better means
of acquiring the necessary knowledge in
regard to the Hudson Bay than most
gentlemen in the Eastern Provinces. A
number of our people have actually gone
out there and have seen the Bay and
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Straits for themselves. They are not
influenced by mere hearsay or news-
paper reports; they know from their own
knowledge that the scheme is practicable,
and many of those men are men whose
judgment we can rely upon. More than
that we know that the supplies of the
Hudson Bay Company have come in by
way of the Hudson Bay for the whole
North-West for the last century or more,
therefore I think that when our people
are so anxious to get this outlet for the
trade of the North-West no obstacles
should be thrown in our way. I might
go on and show the advantages of this
railway scheme not only to the province
but to the country generally, as it will be
the shortest route by which immigrants
can come into the North-West, and it
will be a very great advantage in that
respect, because we would then feel sure
that immigrants coming into the country
would not be diverted from the route
and taken into the United States. I do
not think the hon. gentleman was serious•
in his remarks, so I do not consider it
necessary to say much more. I might
go on and show how that route had
served the Hudson Bay Company for
very many years although the trade was
done by sailing vessels, which could not
be compared with the steamships now in
use, and they brought in their supplies
safely. I can recollect hearing my
father tell that when he came through
Hudson Straits to the North-West
the vessel was three weeks delayed in
the Straits, not on account of ice, but
on account of calm weather. The ice
did not amount to anything, but there
was no wind to move the vessel and they
had to lie there for three weeks. If it
was a steamer that was there she would
certainly not be delayed by any temporary
ice such as he described to me. I could
go on and state a great many more facts
on this question because I know them to
be facts, but I think at this stage of the
session it is better not to occupy too
much time in discussing such matters.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I should
not have risen had it not been for the
remarks of my hon. friend from Halifax.
We in the Lower Provinces are not
opposed to progress and railway enter-
.prise. There may be certain parties

down there who are opposed to the
progress of Canada, but that feeling is
not the universal or general feeling of the
people of Nova Scotia, so far as I know.
Hudson Bay was the first route of com-
munication with the North-West almost
before part of the St. Lawrence route was
known. I do not believe that the
Hudson Bay is there for nothing. I be-
lieve that when we have a port nearly
2,ooo miles nearer the heart of Canada
via the Hudson Straits than any other
way, it was created for some purpose. I
believe the wise Creator of all things did
not make that bay for no purpose what-
ever. When we know that a hundred
years ago those straits were navigated by
the rude vessels of that time-rude when
compared with the steam navigation of
the present day-I believe we can look
forward to a successful opening up of the
North-West through that channel. I do
not believe that the promoters of this
railway and navigation scheme have gone
into it as a wild speculation, but with a
view to investing their money safely. I
do not believe that the representations of
the expedition we sent up there are of
such a character as to discourage this
enterprise ; on the contrary I be-
lieve their reports are encouraging.
If it furnishes communication with the
North-West allowing the farmers of that
country to send out their grain, which it
is believed now can be done, it will be
of inestimable benefit to that part of the
Dominion. I believe that the people of
the North-West look upon it as some-
thing which in the future may be in their
interest and in the interest of the settle-
ment of that country. I was in Winnipeg
wheCf*the report came back that the pro-
jectors of this railway had succeeded to
some extent in floating the stock and
that the scheme was to be a reality, and
the people there were quite elated at the
prospect. They consider that the enter-
prise will be a benefit to them, and are
willing to indemnify those who embarked
their capital in it, and it would be unfair
to us, after allowing so much of the
public domain of this country to be ap-
propriated to that enterprise, and while
this company is struggling with financial
difficulties, -to clog them in any way. We
should, on the contrary, give them all
the help we can. The Government have
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made a large grant of lands in aid of the
project. I do not consider that th
granting of those lands represent any loss
to Canada, because the only way they
can be of use or benefit to the Dominion
will be by having then settled through
the operation of this company. I would
not mind if all the public lands in this
country were to-day in the hands of
people who would utilize them and
turn them to account. I hope that
this scheme will be successful. It is in
the interest of Canada that it should suc-
ceed, and though it may divert a portion
of the trade of the West from the Lower
Provinces, I believe that a corresponding
benefit will accrue to them, as to other
portions of the Dominion, should this
railway prove successful. Therefore
instead of clogging an enterprise like this,
I think it should receive all possible
encouragement. It is only far-seeing
men who embark in such enterprises.
When the hon. member from Prince
Edward Island (Mr. Howlan) introduced
his sub-marine railway project some years
ago, he could hardly get anyone in the
House to listen to him; it was like a
midsummer night's dream. It was
pronounced a mad scheme, but what do
we find now ? Owing to the develop-
ments of science and mechanical art we
learn that it is practicable. Now I
believe that this Hudson Bay Railway is
a project of a similar character and that
through the development of science and
mechanical art many of us in this House
to-day will live to see that railway
completed, and instead of the products
of the North-West being carried through
the United States to the seaboard,. they
will be shipped to Europe by the Hudson
Bay route.

HON. MR. TURNER-I quite agree
with the hon. member from Lunenburg,
as to the feeling of the people of the
Eastern Provinces on this subject, and
would like to impress upon the people
of Manitoba that there is no objection
whatever to their getting that line
constructed. My idea, however, is that
we should give them a hint that they are
making haste too fast. It is all very
well to get a desirable thing, but I am
afraid that Manitoba is tying a mill stone
about its neck in reference to these

expenditures, that we in the older
provinces have in the past experienced
ourselves. It might do them good to
look back and see how we have suffered
under similar circumstances. I am
perhaps a heavier holder of
property in Manitoba than in Ontario
but at the same time I feel that
things in Manitoba are in a very serious
condition. The people in that country
feel that something is wrong--they feel
as if something had happened, they know
not what. They talk of competition :
what is there to compete with ? Winni-
peg is the only city in the province.
Competition, therefore, is not what they
want; what they do require is popula-
tion, and if they would join in the at-
tempts of the other provinces to get therm
immigration they would soon have no
difficulty to complain of. But instead
of doing that, when we attempt anything
in their interest, they raise a howl and it
throws everything back. When the
Canadian Pacific Railway was in course
of construction they had the appearance
of a population of half a million. The
extreme population of Manitoba now is
ro8,ooo, and of the entire North-West,
including Manitoba, not more than 16o,-
ooo. To talk of those large schemes for
a population of 16o,ooo is ridiculous. It
is throwing away money. I am in favor
of the Hudson Bay route, but I am in
favor of opening it up only when we have
a population of two or three millions ii
the North-West country. Then the peo-
ple will force it themselves and be able
to build it, but if Manitoba goes on as it
is doing just now, tying a millstone about
its neck by endorsing bonds and that
sort of thing, the people will bring irre-
parable ruin upon the province.

HON. MR. READ-Many of us who
have recollections of years gone by, and
myself in particular, have been met in
England, when we have been there, by
capitalists in this manner : " Your public
men issued a prospectus of a railwaY
enterprise, the Governor-General en-
dorsed it and set forth that we would
receive a certain amount of interest on
such capital as we might invest in it, and
we have not realized anything." Now,
I have been met with that statement
several times. It is within the recOl-

HoN. MR KAULBACH.
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leetion of many who hear me that Sir
A. T. Galt, Mr. Holton and others
issued a prospectus, that it was endorsed
by our Governor-General, (I am speaking
of the Grand Trunk Railway scherne
now) and it went to England in that
shape. What was the result ? We in-
duced capitalists there by our represen-
tations, to take stock in the project. I
myselt have sold £30,ooo worth of
Grand Trunk Railway stock (a portion of
which twenty years before had cost the
gentleman, one of whose executors I am,
£1oo per share) for £19, and since
then the stock has been down to £6
ios., and even £6. Parliament ought
to be slow in endorsing wild schemes,
and this is perhaps the wildest that has
come before us. The tunnel of my hon.
friend from Prince Edward Island (Mr.
Howlan) I admit is wild to a certain ex-
tent, but it is nothing compared with this.
On the best authorities we can get, Hud-
son Straits are open for navigation only
four months of the year. What is to
become of the Railway for the other eight
months of the year ? There will be noth-
ing for it to do, so far as I can learn.
We know that the fishermen who go to
Hudson Bay to fish have to stay there
all winter. They go the summer before,
stay there all winter behind a certain
island so as to be ready for the following
spring, and get away before the Straits
close again. They would not do that if
they could get into the Bay at any reas-
onable time of the year. Consequently,
I think Parliament should not lend its
voice or give aid to any such schemes.
I am quite willing that Canada should
grant lands, but I do not think we should
be asked to do anything more or that the
people of this country should be taxed to
aid a visionary scheme.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I am not sur-
prised at the statement of my hon. friend
who has just sat down. There is scarcely
any improvement that we enjoy in these
days-steam communication on the
Atlantic, gas, the Atlantic cable, electric
light, or the telephone-that has not
been opposed as visionary when first
proposed. All these have been brought
before the world within the lifetime of
tny hon. friend, and I have no doubt
that he was just as hard to be convinced

that a steamboat could cross the Atlantic
as he is now with regard to the practica-
bility of this particular measure before
the House. It is true that all schemes
of this kind must necessarily be discuss-
ed, but in this country in which we live,
in view of the immense strides which
science has made in the latter portion of
it, until we have very positive proof of
the contrary I do not think that the
mere assertion that a project like this
is beyond the domain of polhtical politics
can be accepted as having any great
weight. With regard to the caution
which should be exercised in the interest
of capitalists in England or other coun-
tries. I think there is no analogy be-
tween the time when the Grand Trunk
Railway Company entered on its great
scheme of building a railway through
Canada, and the present time. In those
days it was very difficult to get informa-
tion about Canada, much more difficult
indeed, than it is now to obtain informa-
tion with regard to Hudson Bay or the
North-West. Within a very short period
we.can get most complete information
about any portion of the continent. An
exploring party can be sent out and in
a very few weeks can ascertain beyond a
question of doubt whether this route
is feasible or not. It is within the
knowledge of my hon. friend, no
doubt, that numerous reports were made
with regard to the Gulf of St. Lawrence
in the sanie way as they are now made
with regard to Hudson Bay. If he will
look in the Library he will find five or
six reports from commanders of Her
Majesty's fleets stating that to go inside
of the Straits of Belle Isle, or the Straits
of Cansor, or even the passage between
Cape Breton and Newfoundland, was to
go into a perfect sea of. ice, and that in
any case the Gulf was only capable of
being navigated for, at most, five or six
weeks of the year. Now we know that
that has been completely upset. If
20 years ago any hon. gentleman had
stated in this Ilouse that at this day a
passenger could leave Liverpool, cross
the Atlantic and this continent, reaching
Vancouver in 14 days, not a member of
this House would have failed to put him
down as a crank. Even îo years ago, if
a public man had made the statement on
the floor of this House that a man could
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travel from Hong Kong to Liverpool
within 21 days he would have been
looked upon as a fit candidate for a
lunatic asylum.

HoN. MR. MILLER-Not at alil.

HON. \IR. HOWLAN - My hon.
friend says "not at all :" I repeat the
assertion, I think gentlemen who are
going to. invest their money in this rail-
way enterprise will investigate the matter
for themselves. How many things have
we seen brought about within the last
quarter of a century. Take the telegraph
system of the present day. Only this
very day I was told by a gentleman
connected with- the telegraph system of
Canada that the other day from a point
on the Canadian Pacific Railway line he
communicated with New Westminster
on the one side and London, England
on the other. Those are certainly great
feats, more astonishing than this project
of the Hudson Bay railway. Then, again,
we have a very great deal of information
with regard to the ice-boat service and ice
steamers. We know that a very few
years ago no such thing was known as a
steamer that could go through the ice.
Now we find that the whaling companies
of Dundee are buying steel steamers, and
large firm in Newfoundland are doing the
same. More recently we have had
reports stating that Denmark and Norway
have spent very large sums of money in
perfecting ice steamers, and a description
of one of which I have now in my pos-
session. If we can make the Hudson
Bay accessible for three to four months
of the year, we can accomplish more by
our modern vessels in that time phan
could have been accomplished forty
years ago by sailing vessels in the Gulf
of St. Lawrence. When I crossed the
Atlantic, myself, as a boy, we were forty-
eight days on the passage and since that
time sailing vessels have made the
voyage in twenty days, and the usual time
now is twenty-five days : so if we can
accomplish four months of steam naviga-
tion in Hudson Bay we will be able to
really do more than could have been
accomplished in the Gulf of St. Lawrence
when my hon. friend from Belleville
came from England.

HON. MR. DICKEY-Does my hon.
friend from Halifax persist in his objec-
tion ?

HON. MR. POWER-My
would depend very largely on
tion taken by the leader of the

objection
the posi-
House.

HON. MR. McCLELAN-The dis-
cussion has been rather interesting, and
perhaps unusual to arise on a Bill of this
character, considering that almost ail the
Bills that come before the Senate in con-
nection with railway enterprises have
been passed, and almost without debate.
Perhaps it would have been better if this
Bill had shared the same fate, because
undoubtedly it will follow the same
course-it will be passed. However,
some things about this Bill have been
developed in this discussion which are
certainly suggestive. My hon. friend
from Belleville, who does not seem to
take the same course as to other matters
which are quite as visionary, has broken
loose on this measure and seems very
sensitive as to the effect it may have on
the capitalists in England, and the danger
that some of them incur of being drawn
into unfortunate investments. While he
admits that it may be very well to give
the public land and go to the expense of
exploring Hudson Bay and making other
large expenditures in the interest of this
line of communication, he says it is ail
wrong that public men should say any-
thing which might be considered an en-
dorsation of the undertaking. I think
his reasoning is somewhat fallacious, be-
cause if anything could be construed into
an endorsation of a scheme in a foreign
country, or in England, it would be the
fact that this Parliament and Government
have been providing means to further the
enterprise-had been placing their money
in it and yielding up a portion of the
public domain for its promotion. It cer-
tainly would be the strongest possible
indication, not only that the matter was,
considered feasible, but that it was neces-
sary in the public interest of Canada and
very likely of the whole Empire. But
there is another feature connected with
this Bill and this undertaking which
struck me, while listening to this discus
sion, as rather singular. We ail knoW
that at the inception of the great Cana-

HON. MR. HOWLAN.
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dian Pacific Railway construction, in
passing legislation here and forming a
syndicate to carry out that great work,
the argument advanced why the whole
of the Eastern Provinces should contri-
bute their quota of that large sum neces-
sary to carry out the undertaking was
based upon the fact that the carrying
trade would be brought over a through
line, and the Atlantic seaports and the
Maritime Provinces would in that way
gain largely-that the gain consequent
upon the traffic over the whole line
would be a compensation or equivalent
for their proportion of the taxation aris-
ing from the large debt incurred in the
construction of the work. Now I take
it that the tapping of the Canadian Pa-
cific Railway 'and diverting of a large
portion of the trade of the North-West
by the way of Hudson Bay is not exactly
in the line of those arguments. Then,
again, I have heard it stated only recent-
ly, during this session, as a reason and ap-
parently a strong reason why railway dis-
allowance was a prooer thing with regard
to the great North-West country (and the
statement was made by a Minister of the
Crown in this Chamber) that it would be
an act of the highest injustice to the
eastern provinces of Canada to allow any
portion of the trade of that great western
heritage (which was to have, by this time
and before this time, according to the
predictions of hon. members who can see
coming events casting their shadows be-
fore, between six and seven millions of
population) to be diverted from the East-
érn Provinces. which would gain largely
by the enormous production of wheat to
be carried to the seaboard over this road.
But our experience so far has been that
the carriage of wheat has been the other
way. They seem to have been obliged
to get their seed wheat from the east, and
instead of six or seven millions of people,
we have seen something like as many
hundred going into that country, and
yet with all that mistaken prophecy, with
all these facts staring us in the face, we
are asked to contribute from the public
domain, contrary to all those arguments
to which we have listened heretofore, to
provide another means of communication
for the purpose of diverting whatever
traffic there may be in the North-West
from the Eastern Provinces, taking away

the whole basis of the argument on which
the scheme originated.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I must say that
I see nothing in the position of this
enterprise that would justify the Senate
or the Governmen n treating the ques-
tion now before us with respect to that
company, in a different way from any
other enterprise of a similar kind. For
the last few days we have been allowing
the rule of the House to be suspended
to give facilities for railway and other
private companies to get their legislation
through without any unnecessary delay,
and I see no reason why we should not
do the same thing in this instance. I
am very much pleased to see so much
interest taken in the maintanance, pro-
tection and preservation of our western
traffic for old Canada. I wish there were
more of it elsewhere, and my hon. friend
who has just sat down stated strongly
the proposition (without giving his opin-
ion, however,) as to the protection an
preservation of our trade for east n
Canada. But I do not think that he or
any of the gentlemen who take that view
stated the case with fairness to Manitoba
and the North-West. The proposition
that those people who think we should
keep our traffic for ourselves have advo-
cated and are advocating, and on which
many measures that have been unpopular
elsewhere have been based, is that so far
as it is practicable for us to do so we
should keep the trade of the great North-
West for ourselves, keep the trade which
it will build up in a thousand ways, both
maritime and on the land, for ourselves,
and that it would be impolitic, injudicious
and unpatriotic to permit that trade to
be diverted to nurture and build up the
carrying trade and the seaports and the
business of a foreign country, if by any
means we can preserve it for our own
country. Now how does that apply to
this particular case ? There is no pro-
position here that the interests of Cana-
dian seaports are to be sacrificed in order
to keep the traffic within our own coun-
try. The point to which this road pro-
poses to go is a Canadian seaport, and
the line passes entirely through Canadian
territory. If Manitoba has the advantage
of a nearer seaport on Canadian territory
than Quebec, Halifax or St. John, I see
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nothing in the principle which the Gov. vations of the hon. leader of the Govern-
ernment have advocated that would pre- ment I withdraw the objection.
vent Manitoba from the use of its natural i The motion was agreed to and the Bill
advantages in that direction. I do not
at this moment express any opinion as to
what advantages can be obtained for
Manitoba or the North-West by seeking
this outlet for its traffic. I have an
opinion of my own upon that subject,
but I cannot say that I have all the
means necessary to form a decisive one
as to how far they can make an advant-
ageous route by the Hudson Bay. My
own impression is that so far the evidence
is against it, but I do not think that such
evidence is at all conclusive. I do not
think we have heard all that can be said
about the matter. I do not know what
improvements in navigation and in the
protection of ships from the contact of
ice, what improvements in the propelling
power of ships has been obtained to
render it possible to keep open this
route for a much longer period of the
year than, from the information I have,
I am led to believe can be managed at
present : but there are other advantages
in this route besides obtaining a seaport
on Hudson Bay. This road passes through
Canadian territory. For a consider-
able distance north of Winnipeg
the land is quite fit for cultivation and
there is a traffic of various kinds which
might be built up along this route, quite
independent of its connection with Hud-
son Bay. I do not see that any objection
ought to be taken to granting assistance
in the same way that other railways of a
similar character are assisted : and this
railway will open up a territory north of
Winnipeg fit for settlement, and give
access to the great lakes of the North
West, with their enormous supplies of
fish and food of all kinds. I think those
advantages which are certain, together
with the possible other advantage, are
sufficient to justify the aid that the Gov-
ernment is giving to this railway. How-
ever, to get back to the question, I
really do not see that there is any reason
why we should not give the same indul-
gence to this company in passing this
Act that we have given to other com-
panies that have applied to us for legis-
lation.

HoN. MR. POWER-After the obser- 1 HON. MR. ABBOTT-I sympathize

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

was read the second time.

Hoi;. MR. GIRARD moved that the
Bill be referred to the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors.

HON. MR. POWER-I wish to make
just one observation before this motion
passes. Both of the hon. gentlemen who
represent Manitoba in this House seem
to think that the members, from the
Lower Provinces more particularly, are
influenced by unfriendly feelings towards
the North West. These gentlemen are
altogether mistaken-

HON. MR. SUTHERLAND-I did
not refer especially to the Lower Prov-
inces ; I referred to the Eastern Provinces
generally.

HON. MR. POWER-In the present
excited temper of the people of Manitoba
and of the Legislature of the Province,
I think it is highly probable that they
will be to led to look uponx the practica-
bility of this Hudson Bay route, and its
complete safety and utility as being cer-
tain, when they are still matters of great
uncertainty. I understand that the
province proposes to guarantee the bonds
of this company to such an extent as to
require a very large proportion of the
annual revenue of the Province of Mani-
toba, and I think that is one reason why
we should not be in too great a hurry t
endorse a measure of this kind, and why
I think that perhaps the hesitating way
in which the advantages of this route
have been spoken of to-day may do good.
There is this other consideration : sup-
pose the Province of Manitoba does
pledge a large portion of its small revenue
-which revenue it receives chiefly from"
the east-to guarantee the bonds of this
company, and the province have to paY
the interest, who will ultimately have to
foot the bill ? The Province of Manito-
ba will come knocking at the door of the
Dominion Treasury, asking for an in-
creased subsidy to enable them to defraY
this charge.
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a good deal with my hon. friend in what
he has said on that subject, and I know
that the best friends of Manitoba regard
with anxiety and some alarm the projects
which the newspapers say they are fos-
tering by pledging so large an amount of
their credit in support of them.

HON. MR. GIRARD-It would be a
very bad precedent if we were to become
judges of the acts of the Local Govern-
ments. They are quite as independent
in their action as we are here. For my
part, I pay proper respect to the local
authorities of the several provinces of the
Dominion, and the province that I have
the honor to represent is entitled to as
much respect and consideration as any
other province of the Dominion.

The motion was agreed to.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (132) "An Act to further amend
the Act to incorporating the Canada
Atlantic Railway Company." (Mr.
Clemow.)

Bill (y56) " An Act to amend the Act
of the present session entitled an Act to
enable the Freehold Loan and Savings
Company to extend their business and
for other purposes." (Mr. McMaster.)

BILL INTRODUCED,

Bill (113) " An Act to amend the
Dominion Lands Act." (Mr. Abbott).

CHINESE IMMIGRATION BILL,

The Order of the day being called for
the consideration of the amendments
made in the Committee of the Whole
House to Bill (54) " An Act to amend
the Chinese Immigration Act."

HON. MR. VIDAL said-Before the
Orders of the day are called I wish to ask
the permission of the House to introduce
a motion. I should, according to the
rules, have given notice yesterday, but I
at that time was under the impression
that the House was aware by what I then
said that I would introduce such a motion
having an immediate connection with

the subject which is the first order of the
day, and which has just been called. It
is only by taking this plan that I can get
an important question decided which I
wish to bring before the House. The
motion I propose to make is this : that
the Bill (P) to repeal the Chinese Im-
migration Act which was ruled out of
order by his honor the Speaker when its
second reading was moved on the 14 th
instant, be restored to the orders of the
day for its second reading to-morrow.
My object in introducing this matter to
the notice of the House is not a personal
one. As I intimated, when his honor
the Speaker gave his decision, I bowed
to it at once, acknowledged I was sur-
prised, but at the sanie time I did not
feel prepared to discuss the question of
the ruling of the Chair. On thinking on
the subject further however, it appeared
to me that it had a degree of importance
which I had not at first attached to it,
quite apart from and independent of any-
thing connected with myself or the Bill
I had introduced. It appeared to
me that it had involved a very serious
and important question with respect to
limiting the powers and privileges of this
House, and I think it is exceedingly de-
sirable that an issue should be reached,
and a final decision if possible arrived at
with respect to the question of order to
which that ruling referred, and which I
now seek to, not in a formal manner, but
informally to appeal against. I have pur-
posely refrained from saying in my mo-
tion one word to charge that it was an
erroneous ruling, or to make any com-
plaint, but desire to bring the question
before the House on its own merits, in
the hope that possibly I fnay be able to
show by good and substantial reasoning
that my view is correct, and that the way
I have taken of obtaining a reversal of the
order is the most courteous and best way
of doing it. It must be obvious to hon.
gentlemen that we are in a very difficult
position with respect to this matter. If
it is carefully examined the fact will ap-
pear that we have now before us two dis-
tinct and opposite rulings-one by the
Speaker of the House and the other by
the action of the House itself. It is
quite true that the House has not form-
ally given a decision upon the question
as if it had been submitted to it as a

A61I



Chinee [SENATE] inmigratùm Bill.

question of order; but actions, as is uni-
versally admitted speak louder than
words, and the action of the House in
Committee, has clearly and distinctly as-
serted the right of the Senate to deal
with this Bill. Is it not a fact that in a
principal feature of the Bill to amend the
Chinese Immigration Act that this
House has in Committee made a most
important change in the most essential
clause of the Bill-that relating to the
imposition of a tax, or fee, or
penalty, or whatever it may be
called, upon any Chinese person entenng
into Canada. It must be perfectly clear
that if the ruling is right which ruled out
the Bill that I introduced for the repeal
of the Chinese Immigration Act then the
House is wrong in venturing to amend
or alter a clause of the Bill before us,
which is of precisely the same character.
The House, then, by its action has really
set a precedent in opposition to the
ruling of the Speaker, and it is exceed-
ingly desirable and important that the
question should be decided, whether the
Speaker or the House is to recede from
the position taken. It necessitates of
course a withdrawing on the part of either
one or the other. As 1 have already
said I have no personal feeling in the
matter. It would be much more con-
genial to my feelings to have remained
silent and to have allowed this matter to
rest just where it was, were it not that I
feel the importance of calling attention to
a matter that I think very seriously affects
the powers and privileges of this Cham-
ber. I think all hon. gentlemen ought
to have, and doubtless have, the same
feeling with myself that we ought to do
nothing to lessen this influence or dimin-
ish these powers or privileges by any act
of our own. If we should happen to
transgress the limits which are assigned
to us in our legislative capacity, I think
we might wait until our action is called
in question by the other House when it
might think its rights and privileges en-
croached upon by our action. However,
I need not say more, for I presume hon.
gentlemen will all acknowledge the neces-
sity and importance of coming to a deci-
sion on this question. I may be charged
with presumption inventuring to take the
stand which I have in this matter. I am
not ignorant of the fact that adverse

HON. MR. VIDAL.

opinions are entertained by the House
highest legal luminaries in our chamber;
at the same time so thoroughly do I feel
convinced that my view of the matter is
a correct one, that I venture to bring it
before the House, although in the face
of opposition which I may well shrink
from. But hon. gentlemen will remem-
ber the very interesting record which we
have of a mere stripling not wearing any
armour and carrying in his hand only a
sling and stone, yet ventured to encounter
a gigantic man clad in a panoply of brass
and armed with a formidable weapon.
Why then may I not entertain the hope
that though without the armour of legal
knowledge and my only weapon a small
stone of truth and sound reasoning, I
may have the good fortune to send this
stone into the forehead of the giant fal-
lacy which I am resisting and come out
victorious in the conflict. But even if I
should not, to triumph over others is
really not my object. I have no desire
whatever to appear as vanquishing others
or as being in any way superior to them;
my sole object is to have this question
set at rest and to have the extent of our
power so thoroughly established that
there may be no future difficulty with
reference to a question of this nature.
It is clear that the question before us
divides itsélf naturally into two inquiries.
One is what are the powers and privi-
leges of this House with respect to this
matter; the other what is the real charac-
ter of the Bill to which we are going
to apply them, and I, should like to
examine those two subjects separately.
Now with reference to the powers and
privileges of this House I am going to
take the liberty of reading brief extracts
from works of acknowledged authority.
1 will first read froin May's Parliament-
ary Practice. On page 643, 9 th edition
of 1883 :

"But all Bills of this class (this of course
alludes to Bills relating to the imposition of
taxes) must originate in the Commons, as
that House will not agree to any rovisions
whicl impose a charge of any descriptiOn
upon the people, if sent down from the
Iords,' but wili order the Bills containing
them to be laid aside. Neither will they per-
mit the Lords to insert any provisions of that
nature in Bills sent up from the Commons;
but will disagree to the amendments, and in-
sist in their disagreement, or, accordil ,o
more recent usage, will lay the Bills asi -s
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once. In cases where amendments have
affected charges upon the people incidentally
only, and have not been made with that ob-
ject, they have been agreed to."

I emphasize the last sentence as bear-
ing directly on the Bill before us, in
which the object is clearly not to raise
revenue. On page 646 of the same vol-
ume the author says:-

" That with respect to any Bill brought to
this House from the House of Lords, or re-
turned by the House of Lords to this House,
with amendments whereby any pecuniary
penalty, forfeiture or fee shall be authorized,
appropriated, regulated, varied, or extin-
guished, this House will not insist on its
ancient and undoubted privileges, in the
following cases:

1. "< When the object of such pecuniary
penalty or forfeiture is to secure the execu-
tion of the Act, or the punishment or pre-
vention of offences."

Another passage I would like to read
on the 64 8th page, near the foot :

" The functions of the House of Lords, in
tmatters of supply and taxation, being thus
reduced to a simple assent or negative, it be-
cornes necessary to examine how lar the latter
power may be exercised, without invadng
the privileges of the Commons. The legal
right of the Lords, as a co-ordinate branch
of the Legislature, to withhold their assent
from any Bill whatever, to whica their con-
currance is desired, is unquestionable; and,
in former times, their power of rejecting a
money bill had been expressly acknowledged
by the Commons: but the Lords had for
centuries forborne to exercise this power."

I will now read from the first volume
of Todd's Parliamentary Government the
edition of 1867, page 458. This is a
very important clause in connection with
the argument I intend to base upon it.

"Of late years an attempt has been made,
by an ingenious process of reasoning, to
establish a distinction between the right of
the Lords to reject a bill imposing a tax
and one repealing a tax. But this distinction
is fallacious, and is not warranted either by
precedent or by constitutional authority."

I wish this specially to be borne in
mind because it is a very direct reference
to the question I wish to bring before
the House. In the, next page 459, the
author says :-

" The control of the public finances by
the House of Commons is a constitutional
right, and they are presumed to be the best
sudges of the financial condition of the
.State, its obligations and requirements.
Nevértheleés every bill to impose or repeal
atax involves other considerations besides

those which are purely questions of revenue;
it necessarily includes principles of public
policy, or of commercial regulation, and on
points of this kind, the Lords, as a co-
ordinate branch of the legislature, are con-
stitutionally free to act and advise as they
may judge best for the public interests."

Then on page 460 there is a passage
I wish to ask attention to. I might
explain in connection with it that
gentlemen familiar with parliamentary
usage will remember the refusal of the
House of Lords to repeal the paper
duties. The House of Commons passed
a bill to repeal the paper duties yielding
a revenue amounting to £1,300,ooo per
annum. The Lords refused to pass it
on the ground of general policy,
considering that the country could not
afford to sacrifice such a large amount of
revenue, being then on the eve of war
with China, and it was then allowed to
drop. The House of Commons on that
occasion passed some strong resolutions
claiming their right to legislate on this
matter without interference from the
Lords.

May says:-

lIt was not proposed to follow up these
abstract propoitions with any action in
reference to the Bill for the repeal of the
paper duties, because the legal and technical
right of the Lords to refuse their assent to
that Bill was not disputed by the Govern-
ment, who nevertheless thought it necessary
that the protest implied in the adoption of
these resolutions should be recorded. They
were accordingly agreed to by the House,
on July 6thi, without a division, but after a
full debate."

A little further on, on the next page,
he says :

"It is well known that the Lords have
never formally acknowledged any further
privilege to the Commons than that of orig-
inating Bills of Supply; and although in
practice they have for a long period acqui-
esced in the claim of the Comnions that they
should not alter or amend any Money Bili,
yet their right to reject such measures as a
whole is as undoubted as their righit to ex-
pross their agreement therein."

Then on the next page is given a case,
a peculiar and special one, where the
House of Commons having agreed to
grant a sum of money to a person whose
clains to compensation were open to
dispute, they included the appropriation
in a separate bill for the very purpose of
affording to the Lords an opportunity of
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considering that grant distinctly and
apart from the other grants of the year.

He then says :-
"In like manner, in the inmeasurably

more important instance of the financial
propositions ot the Government, it properly
belongs to the Lords to judge, not nerely of
the general expediency of the proposed
scheme, when regarded as a whole, and of
its probable resuIts on the country at large,
but aiso to consider the various questions of
commercial legislation and public po'icy
that may be involved in its details. Thre
House of Lords has an onerous duty to
perform in respect to every Bill, financial or
otherwise, that may be sent to it from the
other Chamber, in submitting the same to
careful revision, for the purpose or restrain-
ing hasty or improvident legislation, and
sanctioningr by its wisd om, influence and
authority wvhatever may he necessary to
promote the public good. This cai only be
adequately performed when full opportunity
is atforded for pronouncing an independent
judg ment upon every separate question which
the Lords nay be called upon to decide."

I now wish to read to the House a few
short extracts from Bourinot's work. It
is in the first edition, 1884, on page 407.
He says :-

" Since 1870 no attempt ias been made in
the Senate to throw out a tax or mnoney Bill.
The principle appears to be well understood,
and acknowledged on ail sides, that the
Upper Chamber has no rigit to make any
material amendment in such a Bill, but
should confine itself to mere verbal or literal
corrections. Without abandouing their ab-
stract claim to reject a money or tax Bill
when they feel they are warranted by the
public necessities in resorting to so extreme
and hazardous a measure, the Senate are
now partially guided by the same principle
which obtains with the House of Lords, and
acquiesce in ail those measures of taxation
and supply, which the majority in the
House of Commons bas been sent down to
them for their assent, as a co-ordinate
branch of the Legislature. The Commons,
on the other hand, acknowledge the consti-
tutional right of the Senate to be consulted
on ail matters of public policy."

I shall in connection with this subject
call attention to a few facts which are
mentioned on page 409.

Among the Bille rejected by the Senate
there mentioned, are the following:-In
1875, respecting County Court judges in
Nova Scotia; in 1877, a Bill respecting the
auditing of public accounts: in 1878, a Bill
creating the office of Attorney-General ; lu
1879, aBill respecting two additiona-ljudges
in British Columbia. In ail these cases the
Senate differed from the Commons on

grounds of public policy or public necessity
and refused assent to the Bills.

The Senate thus assumed and exercis-
ed their right and it was conceded that
they had the right to reject them, although
money bills. Taken in connection with
the assertion that there can be no differ-
ence between the rejection of a bill and
the repeal of a bill, hon. gentlemen can
see the force I attach to those precedents
I am quoting. I might mention also
what is in the recollection of ail hon.
gentlemen. The celebrated Canada
Temperance Act was initiated and passed
in this House without any message from
the Governor-General about it, yet it in-
volved an expenditure of a great sum of
money.

HON. MR. MILLER-The money
clauses were in Italics though.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I think there
were no blanks when it left this House.
There were elections authorized under
that Act involving the expenditure of
large sums of public money, yet this
House, in the exercise of its prerogative,
unquestioned by the House of Com-
mons, passed the Bill, because it was
done not on the principle of imposing
taxation or expending the public revenue,
but on the principle of public policy,
which is the great distinction to be borne
in mind when applying this principle to
the Bill now under consideration.

THE SPEAKER-The House seems
to have had a conference with the House
of Commons on the expenditure clauses.

HON. MR. VIDAL-No, there was no
conference. The facts in reference to
this matter must not be misunderstood..
The Senate passed this Bill without any
reference to taxation, or expenditure, or
public money at all, and without any
message from the Governor-in-Council
about it. It was a Bill entirely based on
public policy, and the money expended
in connection with it, or levied in con-
nection with it, in the shape of fines, are
ail matters incidental, not as matters of
taxation or matters of public expenditure.
And so far from the House of ComImons.
finding any fault or refusing consent to
any of its provisions the Bill passed that-

HON. MR. VIDAL.
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House without even a division. Objec-
tion against the principle of the Bill was
made on its sec ond reading by the
Speaker, Mr. Anglin, but it passed
through the House without any question
being raised touching our exceeding our
power or going beyond the limit of our
oonstitutional privileges in enacting that
Bill. I think, hon. gentlemen, that the
powers and privileges of this House to
deal with Bills incidentally affecting
revenue is clearly established by the
authorities I have read. No one denies
that this House has the power of rejecting
a money Bill, or any other Bill coming
from the House of Commons. I have
pointed out that the repeal of a Bill
stands just in the same relation to us as
the rejection of a Bill, and am sustained
by strong language used in the authorities
I have quoted, so it seems absurd to say
there is any distinction between the two.
This House having undoubtedly the
right to refuse a Bill coming from the
House of Commons, I had, I think, un-
doubtedly the right to introduce a Bill
repealing an Act, even if intended for
revenue or the appropriation of revenue,
which I contend this Bill is not. It is
not to be wondered at that we find no
special case in those authorities which I
have quoted similar to that which is now
before us in reference to this Bill, and
why ? Because as I said in the House
before, and other gentlemen have made
the same remark, it is a piece of unpre-
cedented legislation. A like enactment
cannot be found in the statute books of
the Empire, and so there has never been
any occasion for a writer on pailiament-
ary law or usage to give an opinion on it.
It is a novelty in the history of Canadian
or of British legislation-at any rate during
this century-that such an outrageous an-
moly has been embodied in a statute, con-
sequently it is not to be wondered at
that we find no special reference in the
authorities covering this special case.
Keeping these things in view let us now
look at the Bill which is before us; and
the Bill which I introduced may be
spoken of in the same connection for the
ruling that applies to one applies to the
other. In that case I was dealing with
the law on the statute book and it must
be clearly seen that the position I
assumed with reference to that was more

30

unassailable than the position of the
House, in making an amendment to the
first clause in the Bill which is under
consideration, because while there may
possibly arise a question as to the right
of this House to make an amendment to
it, if a money bill, there can be no ques-
tion as to its right to eject the whole
Bill. I believe it will be brought before
the House and insisted upon that we
had no right to do it, that it is not con-
stitutionally in our power. But the
House has done it. In the Bill I sought
to introduce there was nothing of the
kind. It did not amend the Act at all,
it merely exercised the undeniable right
which this House can ex2rcise of repeal-
ing the Bill in tot. I contend however
that neither the Bill I sought to repeal,
nor the Bill which is now before us is in
the tru- sense of the term a revenue Bill.
It is not a Bill coming under the design-
ation of those in the rules the Speaker
quoted in declaring the Bill I introduced
out of order. The Speaker ruled " that
the said Bill is out of order, as interfer-
ing with the public revenue, under sec-
tion 53 of the British North America
Act, and the 47th rule of this House :"--
the section referred to reads thus-" Bills
for appropriating any part of the public
revenue or for imposing any tax or im-
post shall originate in the House of
Commons." Now certainly my Bill did
not appropriate any part of the public
revenue nor did it impose any tax or
impost upon anybody. The 47th rule
of the House is as follows -

" The Senate will not proceed upon a Bill
appropriating public money that ahall not
within the knowledge of the Senate have
been recomnended by the Queen's repre-
sentative."

As my Bill to repeal the Act did not
in'any way appropriate public money, I
consider that the Rule 47 did not apply
to it any more than Section 53 of the
Confederation Act. But there are fea-
tures in that Bill which I think show it
not to be a revenue or tax Bill, but what
it really is, an act of public policy
wherein the money clauses merely inci-
dentally affect the revenue. The Bill is
not passed with the intent of raising
money to put into the public treasury,
nor with the iptent of appropriating any
public money. The impost of $50 en-
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trance money might as well have been
called a fine or a penalty as a tax or
customs duty. It is not called a tax in
the original Bill, althoigh we have called
it a tax and speak of it as a Bill imposing
a tax. It is not properly called a duty.
It does not appear in the tariff among
other duties. It is emphatically a fine
upon any Chinese person coming into
Canada, and it has already been assented
to, that this House is perfectly at liberty
to deal with a fine. I notice in looking
over these authorities that they have
not questioned the right of this House
to deal with the question of fines
and penalties as it has done this
many times, and in fact if
our legislation is looked through it will
be seen that a very large number of bills
initiated or amended in this House have
as direct relation to taxation and revenue
as the clause of this Bill to which this
House has already made an amendment
in committee. That the fee imposed is
neither as a tax nor as a duty but only
as a penalty is what I claim to be the
true meaning of that law. Then the very
disposition of the money indirectly sus-
tains my view of the question. The
money collected does not go wholly into
the public treasury-part of it goes to
the Province wherein it is collected,
much in the same way that we find in a
law imposing a penalty for its infraction,
the fine is often divided between the
Crown and the prosecutor or informer.
The money levied under the Act before
us is partly appropriated to the Provincial
treasury. Now we do not levy taxes for
the Provinces, and money paid over in
that way cannot be considered as part
of a revenue tax appropriated to them.
A further proof that the Bill before us is
not a revenue bill may be seen in the
fact that on its introduction in the House
of Commons there was no intimation
given that the Governor General had
recommended it, which is essential to
every bill imposing a tax or appropriat-
ing revenue-thus plainly showing that
that House regarded it as a matter
of public policy and not of revenue,
although by its first clause it
takes away a portion of the revenue,
by admitting without a payment of $50
any number of women of Çhinese origin
married to persons not of Chinese origin.

HON. MR. VIDAL.

There is thus a direct interference with
the revenue-a direct taking away from
what might be the revenue, but only in-
cidentally,-clearly showing that my
position is right in claiming that the Bill
is not a tax bill. I think I have clearly
and distinctly shown that the Bill is one
within the competence of this House to
deal with, and that we have both the
right to amend the Bill now before us,
and also to pass the Bill which I had the
honor to introduce to repeal the Act now
upon the Statute Book. If it is not
within our power to amend the Bill which
we are about to consider, and the House
has on that account to recede from the
position it has taken, and to acknowledge
that we were wrong, even in that case I
still maintain that though we may be re-
strained from amending it, we have still
the power to reject it as a whole. No
person disputes that. We did it last
year and we can do it this year; but
while there may possibly be a question
with respect to this first clause,
no such question can, I think, possibly
arise with respect to the Bill that I in-
troduced to repeal the existing Act. It
appears to me plainly within our power
to do it. It does not amend a money
Bill. It is not within the ordinary mean-
ing and acceptance of the term a money
Bill, for the tax is only incidentally im-
posed in carrying out a public policy
which is intended to be promoted by the
Bill. I am quite conscious of the fact
that I have a very slender acquaintance
with books on parliamentary procedure
and still less acquaintance with constitu-
tional law, and it is not for the purpose
of making a parade of knowledge which
I do not pretend to possess, but recog-
nizing it to be important that we should
decide what our powers are, I have
ventured to bring the matter before the
House, feeling confident that it will be
taken up by master minds and so dis-
cussed that we will be able to come to a
correct conclusion of the matter. Hold-
ing the views I do I have ventured tO
make the motion I have put- in the
Speaker's hands. I do so with the
utmost courtesy towards the Speaker and
only because I feel it to be necessary in
consequence of the awkward position we
are in through having two decisiOns
clashing one with another.
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lION. MR. MILLER-I think the
House must feel obliged to my hon.
friend for the trouble he has taken to
bring a subject which infinitely concerns
the authority of the Senate before us in
the manner in which he has presented it.
I am sure every one of us will sympath-
ize with the motives which have induced
him to take this action. Every one of
us must be desirous of maintaining intact
whatever privileges are guaranteed to us
by the constitution. None of us desire,
and I am sure my hon. friend would be
the last to desire, to assume any rights
or privileges which do not properly belong
to us, and which might have the misfor-
tune of bringing us into collision with
the other branch of Parliament. I think
my hon. friend, however, will be satisfied
before this debate concludes that the
position which he has assumed in attack-
ing the ruling of His Honor the Speaker
on the Bill mentioned in his resolution is
not a sound one. For my own part I
have given the subject of the present
motion a little attention and have had
occasion, while occupying the position
which His Honor now fills, to give ques-
tions involving the same principle some
consideration, and I have before now
satisfied my mind that the power for
which my hon. friend is contending does
not belong to this House. He has stated
that if the Speaker's ruling was right in
relation to the Bill which he introduced
the other day, then the decision of the
House on the arnendment to the Bill re-
lating to Chinese Immigration Bill now
on the orders of the day is wrong-that
we have two conflicting decisions. I do
not agree with my hon. friend that more
than one decision has been given on the
subject of thisresolution and that decision
was in relation to the Bill introduced by
himself. The passage of the amendment
which was moved to the Bill of the hon.
leader of the House. and which is
shortly to come up again for consider-
ation on a motion to concur in the report
of the Committee of the Whole, was not
a decision of the House as to its regular-
ity-for no point of order was raised on
that amendment-and certainly was no
decision of the Chair on the occasion.
It is well known that it is the practice of
the House, even .when questions are put
before the Senate which are not in order,

that unless the question of order is raised,
it is not the duty of the Speaker to make
a ruling upon it. Every day motions are
allowed to pass which are not in strict
accordance with the rules of the House
simply because no member thinks proper
to take exception to them. The amend-
ment made to the Bill which is soon to
come before us is of that character. I
have no doubt when it arrives at the
proper stage for the consideration of
that amendment-when the Bill comes
before the Senate for concurrence in the
amendments-exception will be made to
the amendment to the first clause, and I
have no doubt that the ruling of the
Chair will be that that amendment is out
of order. Therefore we have nothing to
fear with regard to any clashing or con-
fusion of precedents if the motion which
is now before the House is not sustained.
There is no ruling-there is no decision
to which the House is committed: it is
therefore almost absurd to endeavor to
enlist the House in an attempt to sustain
my hon. friend's position on the resolu-
tion before us by contending that the
House has already committed itself to
the principle involved in the Bill which
was rejected the other day. That is not
the case. I do not think my hon.
friend need attempt to argue in that
direction with any chance of convincing
the House that he was right. I do not
intend to go over the numerous authori-
ties my hon. friend has cited. I have
not got thern at hand, but I may say at
once that many of then are irrelevant to
the point at issue. Most of thern simply
assert a principle and a doctrine which no
one in this House disputes. It is not
disputed that this House has a right to
reject a money Bill. We have instances
and precedents enough for this position
in the parliamentary history of the old
country. The question here is whether
this House has the power to originate a
Bill to repeal a money Act. My hon.
friend affirms that the Senate possesses
that power, but he has not produced, and
it is impossible for him to produce, any
authority to sustain his contention. If
my hon. friend's contention is correct,
then the Senate might indirectly control
the imposition of taxation and the direc-
tion of the fiscal policy of the country.
Such a power never was intended to be
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given to the Senate by the constitution.
This House might by the repeal of certain
taxes compel the Commons to impose
other taxes to supply the loss
thereby occasiored to the revenue.
It is remarkable to say that in the
parliamentary history of England notwith-
standing the numerous conflicts that have
taken place between the Lords and
Commons with regard to the initiation
and rejection of supply bills, there is not
one single instance to be found on record
of a bill having been introduced in the
House of Commons to repeal a money
act. Not one single instance can be
found. I have searched myself and
applied to others who are good authority
and well acquainted with the subject, and
my information is that there is not in
English parliamentary annals one single
instance where such a bill has been
introduced in the House of Lords. Now
does not that of itself argue strongly
against the improbability of any right on
our part to introduce such a bill in this
Senate where our privileges are very
much the same as those of the House of
Lords to repeal such an act ? 1 think it
does, but I intend. to show my hon.
friend that when the controversy arose
between the two branches of Parliament
in Great Britain in 186o on the Paper
Duty Bill the House of Commons then
reasserted its rights and privileges in
regard to such bills in so unmistakable
and comprehensive a manner that the
power claimed for the Senate by my hon.
friend was implicitly denied in the
clearest manner-that is if the money
clauses of the Act in question can be
considered supply clauses. The question
must be decided on two propositions
which I contend for, namely: That
this House has not the power to originate
a bill to repeal an Act, the initiative of
which belongs exclusively to the House
of Commons. Secondly, that the money
clauses of the Act sought to be repealed
by the hon. member from Sarnia could
only have originated in the other branch
of Parliament. These two propositions
involve the whole question at issue.
My hon. friend has cited no authority tn
disprove the first proposition as he was
bound to do before asking the Senate to
take a course which I believe is without
precedent, and is besides in violation of
the'spirit of our constitution.

HON. MR. MILLER.

I think the second proposition, that
the money clauses of the Chinese Act
make it, so far as these clauses are
concerned, a measure of supply coming
withn the terms of my first proposition.
Let me show how the money clauses of
the law sought to be repealed were
treated by the Commons. The Chinese
Immigration Act was introduced in the
House of Commons on the 2nd July,
1885. The resolutions imposing taxa-
tion in the Act were originated in a
Committee of the Whole and were
reported as follows:-

" Mr. Speaker resuned the Chair and
Mr. Daly reported that the Committee had
come to several resolutions."

Ordered that the report be now received.
Mr. Daly reported the resolution accord-

ingly and the sanie were read as follows:-
1. Resolved, that it is expedient to impose

an entry fee or duty of fifty dollars on every
person of Chinese origin entering Canada.

2. Resolved, that no vessel carrying
Chinese immigrants to any Port in Canada
shall carry more than one such immigrant
for every fifty tons of its tonnage.

3. Resolved, that the Master of any vesse]
bringing Chinese immigrants to any Port of
Canada shall be personally fiable to Her
Majesty for the payment of such fee or duty
in respect of any immigrant carried by such
vessel.

The said Resolutions, being read a second
time, were agreed to."

Here we have then the usial course
which is taken in regard to supply bills
in the House of Commons by referring
to a Committee of the Whole House the
resolutions on which the money portion
of the Act was founded. We have the
usual form pursued in that House in the
initiation of money bills adopted, and
we have these resolutions afterwards
embodied in the Bill which became law
which my hon. friend's Bill the other
day was intended to repeal. Now let us
come to the Act itself. My hon. friend
has contended that this is not strictly
speaking a revenue Act-that it merely
relates to a question of public policy and
in relatiòn to such questions the Senate
would have the right to make amend-
ments incidentally affecting taxation. I
admit in a bill containing penalty clauses
which is intended not to raise revenue
but to. regulate a question of public
policy, we may amend the other
clauses and thereby incidentally affect
the fees or the penalties. But in
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regard to the two subjects there is I
a great difference so far as the privileges
of this House are concerned. The House
of Commons have never admitted our
right to interfere with the imposition of
a duty (saving our right to object) which
is payable into the consolidated revenue,
but they have seldom questioned our right
to make amendments or impose fines and
penalties necessary for the carrying out
of any law which may pass Parliament.
How are we most safely to judge
whether this is a revenue Bill or not-
whether the duty imposed here is intend-
for revenue and no other purpose ? We
can only judge by the language of the
Act. There is nothing dubious about
the language of the Act-no difficulty
of construction or interpretation about it
at all. The language and object of the
law are as clear as possible. I read from
the 8th clause of the Chinese Act, (Re-
vised Statutes of Canada,)

"Every person of Chinese origin shall pay
into the Consolidated Revenue Fund of Can-
ada, on entering at the port or other place
of entry, a duty of fifty dollars, except the
following persons who shall be exempt from
such duty, that is to say:"

and the clause then goes on to exempt
rnembers of the diplomatic corps and
other officials, as well as tourists, mer.
chants, men of science, etc., etc.

Now can anything be more clear than
the language of this clause. I contend
that if the clause here was in.the tariff, it
could not be more clearly a question of
revenue and tariff than it is made by the
terms of this Act. It is not necessary for
subjects of taxation to be contained in
the Tariff Act. We know that in
England it used to be the practice to in-
troduce separate supply bills and impose
duties on single commodities or a small
class of subjects in one bill and although
the practice has been greatly changed
since 186o, it may yet be followed, if
thought necessary either in England or
this country. I say therefore that this is
such an Act. There can be no doubt of
it, because in other portions of the Act
it is clear what the intention of the
Legislature was. The language is expli-
Cit ; it leaves us no room for doubt that
the intention of Parliament was to impose
a duty on these people coming into this
Country which should go into the consol-

idated revenue fund of Canada and be
appropriated afterward as Parliament
might declare. I think the point being
clear that this duty goes into the consoli-
idated revenue fund, it is equally clear that
this House has not the power to remit it.
I alluded just now to the celebrated con-
troversy which occprred between the
House of Lords and the House of Com-
mons of England in connection with the
action of the Lords on the paper bill.
On that occasion Lord Palmerston intro-
duced three resoutions defining the
powers of the House of Commons in
connection with this question. During
his speech he cited from Hatzell to the
following effect:-

SIii whatever mode the words have ad-
mitted to invade this right (of granting taxes
for the public service) the Commons have
unifornly and vigorously opposed the at-
tempt, and have asserted and maintained
this claim through such a long and various
course of precedents, particularly from the
time of the Restoration, that the Lords have
now for many years desisted either from be-
ginning any Bill, or from making amend-
ments to Bill@ passed by the Commons,
which either in form of positive taxes or
pecuniary penalties, or in any other shape,
might by construction be considered us
imposing birdens on the people."

I contend that the Senate has no more
right to begin a Bill to repeal an Act
imposing taxation, when the repeal of the
Act might necessitate other taxation, than
it has to originate a Bill directly to im-
pose such taxation. If we have not the
right to do the one thing it follows logic-
ally that we have not the right to do the
other.

If we have not the right of originating
a Bill to impose taxation, what right can
we have to originate a Bill to repeal
taxation ? If the money produced under
the Act which we repeal was necessary
to the Government and they had to
supply it in some other way, would we
not by our action indirectly change the
taxation and interfere with the exclusive
right of the Commons to regulate it?
The third resolution of the three which
I alluded to just now as having been
introduced and passed in the English
House of Commons in 186o as a declara-
tion of rights, is I think conclusive on
this point. It is as follows -

" That to guard for future against an
undue exercise of that power by the flouse
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of Lords and to secure to the Commons their
rightful control over taxation and supply,
this House has in its own hands the power
so to impose and remit taxes, and to frame
Bills of Supply that the right of the Coni-
mons as to the matter, manner, measure
and time may be maintained inviolate."

The Commons in the above resolution
expressly claims the exclusive power not
only to impose, but to remit taxes. This
authority is directly in point in the
present discussion. The Lords have
tacitly acquiesced in the claim of the
Commons as asserted in that resolution.
The position taken by the House of
Commons in England will be asserted as
a matter of course by our House of
Commons if we attempt to deal with the
buestion as my hon. friend recommends
us to do, and the result will certainly. be
a conflict between the two Houses in
which we are sure to be worsted in the end.
The hon. member from Sarnia was not
fortunate in many of his quotations from
May, Bourinot, and other authorities.
Take for instance his citation of the three
standing orders of the English House of
Commons, from the first-named author.
My hon. friend relies on the first of these
rules, which is as follows : "When the
object of such pecuniary penalty or for-
feiture is to secure the execution or pre-
vention of offnces." He argues that as
bills imposing such penalties or forfeit-
ures may be amended by the Loras, so
the Chinese Immigration Act may be
amended or repealed by this House, as
the duty is in reality only a penalty. But
I think I have already shown that the
hon. gentleman is in error in that respect,
and therefore that this standing order
does not help his argument in any way.
The other two standing orders are direc-
tly and expressly in the teeth of his con-
tention, for they expressly deny the right
of the Lords to amend Bills where
the penalties are payable into the
exchequer, or in aid of the public
revenue, or in the case of a private
Bill for a local or personal act.
I repeat again emphatically the tax im-
posed by the Chinese Immigration Act
is not a pecuniary forteiture, it is a duty
in aid of the public revenue. Therefore
the rules of the Imperial House of Com-
mons, which I have just read, do not
apply at all in this case. The money
raised by the duty is payable into the

HON. MR. MILLER.

treasury. Then this is not a private bill.
Therefore under not one of the three
conditions enforced in the House of
Common in England has my hon. friend
the right that he supposes he had to-
introduce such a Bill as this, because its
object is to repeal a revenue Act or
an Act with supply clauses, while at the
same time controlling a question of pub-
lic policy. My hon. friend alluded to
the Canada Temperance Act as a prece-
dent. I think nay hon. friend will find
that when this House applied to the
House of Commons mn 1874, when that
question was before it, for a joint com-
mittee in connection with the subject of
that Act and the money clauses in it,
the other Chamber refused to have any
such committee, and for this reason.
Bourinot says :-

" In this case the question to be consider-
ed was the passage of a prohibitory liquor
law. Committees were formed in each
House, but the Commons after discussion
thought it inadvisable to unite their Com-
mittee with that of the Senate, as the result
might affect the revenue, over which they
claim exclusive control. This illustrates
the jealousy with which the Commons re-
gard even a possible infringement of their
privileges."

So on that occasion, the passage of that
Bill which my hon. friend considers is an
argument in favor of his present motion,
he will find that the House of Commons-
refused to do what he says they did.
There was no clause in that Bill appro-
priating directly the public moneys, but
there were certain clauses, recommending
a certain course which would have in-
volved a question of appropriation of
taxation, and these were taken up and
passed by resolution in the House of
Commons and not as a part of the original
Bill. I did not intend to trespass upOn
the time of the House beyond six o'clock,
but I find I have done so, and I an"
afraid I have tried your patience too far
beyond the dinner hour. There is a
very important consideration for this
House in connection with this matter,
and it is the unwisdom of our attempting
to infringe on the privileges of the House
of Commons whèn it would only lead tO
a conflict with that House and to the
destruction of that harmony which should
exist between the two branches of Parlia-
ment, while doing us no good whateVer,
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The House of Commons will not enter-
tain my hon. friend's Bill ; it will reject
it both on its policy and on its being an
infraction of their privileges, and we have
nothing to gain, therefore, by taking a step
which I believe is contrary to the powers
we possess under the constitution, and
would be an insult to the other House.
I do trust that the sense of the Senate
will lead us to see that we are not yield-
ing up anything in rejecting the motion
of my hon. friend. While I fully concur
in the motives which induced the hon.
gentleman to bring this question before
the House, and am very glad that it will
have a full discussion from members who
take an interest in the subject, still I
h>pe that the House will not place itself
in a false position by allowing the motion
to receive the endorsation of the Senate.

At six o'clock the Speaker left the
chair.

AFTER RECESS.

The debate was resumed.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-
After hearing the able exposition of the
case by the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond, I must say that I have changed
my niind. I did consider that this Bill
was merely a bill in which penalties were
imposed, but I see now that there are
also duties and if we look at the proce-
dure followed in the House of Commons
we shall be more confirmed in that opin-
ion. The Bill was first introduced with-
out a message from His Excellency and
without being referred to the Committee
of the Whole. A few days afterwards
there seems probably to have been a
discussion on that point ; a message was
brought down, the House resolved itself
into Committee of the Whole in which
resolutions were passed andi the Bill was
withdrawn and another bill was intro-
duced based on these resolutions. This
shows that it was intended to be a tax
bill. Therefore I think we have not the
right in this House to initiate a bill of
this kind either to increase or diminish
the public revenue. But does it follow,
that the majority of the Senate who are
against this Bill have no means of pro-
testing against the measure ? I think

they have. We cannot introduce a re-
venue bill, but we can either propose a
resolution condemning the Bill or pass
an address to His Excellency and ask
him to cause the Bill to be withdrawn.
I wanted to give these explanations
because having spoken to some
of my friends who are in favor
of the motion of the hon. gentleman
from Sarnia, and having been convinced
by the reasoning of the hon. gentleman
from Richmond that my first impression
was wrong, I thought it was due to the
House to explain why I changed my
opinion.

HON. -MR. TRUDEL-I have the
misfortune not to concur in the present
opinion of my hon. friend from Montar-
ville. I have not the presumption to
think that I am able to adduce arguments
sufficiently strong to bring him back to
his former opinion, but it seems to me
oerfectly clear that the motion of the
hon. gentleman from Sarnia should be
adopted. I shall give in a very few
words my reasons for thinking so, but
before so doing I may say that I do it
only because I find this to be a matter
of very great importance-more than an
ordinary decision upon a point of order
or the application of an ordinary rule of
the House. It seems to me that the
motion of the hon. gentleman from Sarnia,
as-stated by himself, is a very conrteous
mode of having the point decided indi-
rectly without reflecting in any way upon
the ruling of His Honor the Speaker.
That this Bill has been introduced as a
money Bill the hon. gentleman from
Richmond has stated very plainly; but
can we say that a measure takes its
character from the forni in which it is
introduced to Parliament ? I do not
believe it does. If b? its nature this
Bill is not a money Bill, supposing it had
been brought in by the ordinary proce-
dure which accompanies the introduction
of money bills, it does not follow that it
is a money Bill. It is a monetary princi-
ple that it is not the matters which are
accessory or extend to a Bill which give
character to the law. I believe every-
body in this Dominion are aware of the
circumstances which occasioned the in-
troduction of this law, but I do not
believe there is a single man in the
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Dominion who would seriously contend
that the Government introduced it as a
means of adding to the public revenue.
It is well known that the law was urgent-
ly asked for by the people of British
Columbia. It is also known that the
intention of the law was not to bring
money into the treasury ; that the only
object of the measure was to embarrass
the entrance into Canada of Chinese
immigrants. If the law had been an
absolutely prohibitory law, excluding the
Chinese from coming on to our territory
altogether, it would have been an infringe-
ment on the treaty existing between Great
Britain and the Chinese Empire, and
would therefore have been disallowed.
But it was decided to obstruct the entry
of the Chinese into the Dominion as
much as possible by imposing a penalty
or fine-call it what you like, but the
name does not change the nature of the
impost. Supposing it is called a duty,
it does not change the nature of the
measure, so long as the only object in view
at the time the measure was introduced
was to obstruct or embarrass the entry of
Chinese into Canada. Can it, therefore,
be pretended seriously that it wasintended
as a money Bill? The hon. gentleman
fron Richmond has said that we should
avoid as much as possible any conflicting
between the two Houses. I agree
in his proposition that we would be in-
fringing on the rights of the other House
in repealing this Bill if it is a monetary
bill; but if it is not a money bill there is
nothing-in his argument, and what he has
stated to the House is precisely the argu-
ment of the hon. gentleman from Sarnia,
that this is not a money bill, and conse-
quently we have a perfect right to pass a
measure repealing it in this House. It
is true we ought to do our best to pre-
vent any collision between the two
branches of the Legislature, but there is
another principle which is of still higher
importance, and it is that we ought to be
anxious to preserve all the rights and
privileges of this hon. body and to leave
to each branch of Parliament its own
exclusive powers. It seems to me if we
admit too easily the principle that this is
a money bill or that it is a Bill in which
the money consideration is public rev-
enue, and bow down at once to the deci-
sion that we have no power to deal with

HoN. MR. TRUDEL

it, one of the consequences may be ,that
we shall diminish and destroy to such an
extent the powers of this House that we
will render the Senate comparatively
useless. Therefore I think it is our duty
to examine first if there is not something
in the decision against which the hon.
gentleman from Sarnia is protesting-
if there is not something in that ruling
which might not have the effect of
diminishing the powers and privileges
of this House. I may say that when
this legislation was first introduced I left
a strong repugnance at the idea of a tax
being imposed upon members of the
human family. There is something ex-
traordinary in the idea of taxing-not
the goods or the property but the man
himself-taxing human flesh. There is
something in the proposition which, at
first sight, strikes me as being repulsive.
If the contention is that we have no
right to interfere with any measure which
bas originated in the other House under
the ordinary procedure of a money Bill-
that is based upon resolutions in Com-
mittee of the Whole-if by this fact we
lose our initiatory power it might happen,
for instance, that a Bill would originate
in the Commons to enact that for the
purpose of increasing the public revenue,
a tax should be imposed on orphans, or
that those poor destitute creatures should
be sold by the Government. Of course
it would be an absurd proposition in
such a country as this, but it is a public
policy not unknown in the past history
of other countries. Would not such a
bill be a revenue Bill, if the contention
of the hon. gentleman from Richmond is
admitted ? Certainly. But is there a
gentleman in this honorable House who
would not contend, if such legislation
were introduced, that it would be our
duty and our right to initiate and to
pass a measure to repeal such an ex-
traordinary law ? What would be our
answer to the objection which might be
raised that it was a monetary Bill ? We
would say it may be a monetary Bill; but
it is above all a great social question-it
is a question of natural law; and the
miserable monetary interest incidental
to it is of such secondary importance
that the measure itself does not take its
character from its monetary clauses. It
is a measure affecting social order: it is
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a bad law in this sense, and we ought to
repeal it and it would be the duty of this
House to take the initiative in repealing
such a law. It may be said of course
that the two cases are not parallel. I
am ready to admit that the present law is
not so barbarous as the supposititious
one I have laid before the House, and
which I have quoted to show that the
pretension that this Chinese Bill is a
monetary Bill, does not depend on the
manner of its initiation. I contend that
questions of social order may be so
mixed up with such a measure that the
monetary consideration may be of such
a secondary character that its importace
in that respect is entirely overshadowed.
We have to examine this law to see if it
is really a monetary measure. I do not
believe that there is a single member of
this House who will pretend for a mo-
ment that the Chinese Immigration Act
is essentially a monetary law. I can
very easily see the embarrasment of the
Government in having to face the anti-
Chinese movement in British Columbia
when their friends in that province at
the time gave very strong reasons
why the Chinese immigration should be
prevented; and we can easily see that
the Government having to decide on
some way in which to prevent that
immigration without a direct breach of
the treaty which exists between the two
great nations, adopted this mode of
meeting the difficulty. The monetary
feature of the Bill consists only of the
mode of its introduction ; but the end in
view was the exclusion of Chinese
immigration, and it is well known that
the Government and Parliament did not
consider for a moment the monetary
features of the Bill at the time it was
introduced to the Legislature. If at that
time a proposition had been made to the
Government which would legally and
properly shut the door against the
Chinese without putting a tax on them,
I ask the hon. gentlemen if the ministry
would not gladly have accepted such a
neasure instead of the one that has been
passed ? Certainly, because the object
the Government had in view was to
prevent Chinese immigration and the
monetary consideration was merely an
incidental one. It is for this reason that,
although I feel a good deal of reluctance

in declining to accept the ruling of the
Speaker I feel it my duty to vote for the
motion of the hon. gentleman from
Sarnia.

HoN. MR. GIRARD-When the
question came before the House in a
more direct way I expressed an opinion
which agrees completely with the decision
which has been given by the
Chair on this question. I at the
same time expressed my view
of the Chinese immigration question.
I deplore the consequences of the
law, but I suppose it was passed at a time
when circumstances required such a
measure. It was at a time when we had
not direct communication with British
Columbia, and our friends in that prov-
ince, under the apprehension of an inva-
sion of laborers from China, came to
Parliament and asked for protection.
Under the circumstance, I suppose the
best measure was adopted. The circum-
stances are not now the same, and I think
the discussion which has taken place in
this House will serve some good end.
The Government will understand by the
debates we have had that the sentiment
of the House is opposed to severe treat-
ment of Chinese immigrants. My hon.
friend from De Salabery, in support of
his contention, supposed a case in which
the House of Commons might pass a Bill
to impose a tax upon orphans or to per-
mit their sale by the Government. There
is'no probability of legislation of such a
character as that ever being introduced
into the Canadian Parliament, and if it
were at any time I am sure there would
be but one voice in this House, a protest
against such a measure, and the law
would be repealed as soon as possible;
but it would be repealed in the right way
and not in the manner in which it is
proposed to repeal the Chinese Immigra-
tion Bill. It is not ipso facto a money
bill, but it provides for the collection of
a certain proportion of public money
which goes into the consolidated
revenue fund to meet the expenses
of the Government during the year.
From that law the Government receives
$5o from each Chinaman who lands
in Canada. If to-day, when there is now
no time to make other provision for the
collection of that amount of revenue, we
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repeal the Chinese Immigration Act, the therefore, if I on this occasion happen
Governinent will be that much short of to differ from His Honor he will not
the revenue that they calculate upon to conceive for one moment that I do so
meet the expenses of the administration out of disrespect for him. On the con-
during the year, I have no objection to trarv he would have a very contemptible
the repeal of the law, but let it be done opinion of me if from mere courtesy I
in the proper way. I have before ex- was content to overlook the great princi-
pressed an opinion that we may get into pie involved in the question before the
a conflict with the Commons if we repeal House and yieid up my better judgment
the Immigration Act. I do not care, in bowing to a decision which in the
however, whether a conflict arises with future he as well as myseif may be glad
the other Ilouse if that conflict arises of an opportunity to escape from. We
out of the discharge of our duty. The are ail endebted to the hon. gentleman
hon. gentleman from Sarnia has put a from Sarnia for having brought up the
motion before the House which has the subject before us in the grave and court-
sympathy of every one of us, but I say eous way in which he has deait with the
that it affects a law which appropriates matter. i do not propose to follow him
public money, and as such could only through the argument he has used; to
originate in the House of Commons I my mmd it was quite satisfactory. I shah
think we would certainly be wrong if we simply advert to some points that have
were to deviate from rules which are so been raised in opposition to the views he
clear as the 23rd section of the British expressed and give the opinion that I
North America Act, and the 47th rule of entertain in reference to those debatable
our own House, in the- face of the points. Now, as to the first proposition,
authorities quoted to us this afternoon. it seems to me we ought to consider
I rely too much on the intelligence of what was the object of Pariament in
this House to arrive at any decision that passing this law? Can it for a moment
is flot legal and right. The motion to be contended that this is a revenue Bih?
repeal the Chinese Immigration Act has 1-on, gentlemen in discussing it have
been decided here by the proper tribunal. imported into it that celebrated case
No one will believe that it is from f rat- known as the Paper Duties Case-the
tery or any other improper motive that I repeal of the paper duties by the House
express the opinion, but I believe that of Lords in i86o. It was not simply a
when a rule is made by the Chair it refusa to pass the Bil in its then shape,
ought to be respected, except the Speaker but the Bie embraced two features. t
acts s0 unfairly and in a manner so embraced the feature of increasing the
unjust that prima fade bis decision tax on land and on furniture and of
is wrong. In this case I think the decis- reducing the t tx on paper. There were
ion is based upon sound principles, and two propositions: an increase of the ta
even if there was any doubt in the m d on one hand and a reduction on the
of anyone as to the soundness of that other, and yet the House of Lords threw
decision, the Speaker is entitled to a cer- out that Bil, and though the Commons
tain amoun t of respect fro us, and if laid down the abstract proposition that
bis decision appears to be at ail correct they had certain rights and preroga-
it is the duty of every member of this tives it was not contended that
House to adopt it and flot to entertain the Lords were not perfectly right
any longer the proposition of the hon. and justified, under the preedent of
gentleman from Sarnia. centuries, in throwing out that Bi.

And what have the duse of CommoCs
HON. MR. SCOTT-I do not think done ever since? Why they have tacked

the Speaker would care to screen himself Bil s of that kind on the Supply Bil sa
under the language of the hon. gente- that they could not interfere with it uness
man from St. Boniface. It seems to me they threw out the whoe thing. There
that the Speaker of this Chamber would fore, this Bil is in no sense analagoUs
be quite as sensitive as to maintaining to the one that has bten quoted as a
the prerogatwve of the House as any in- precedent. But now, coming to the
dependent Senator in this body, and, principal argument, I desire to caBi attell

HoN. MR. GIRARD.
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tion to what Parliament itself said when
it put on record that Act which has
created this discussion-the Act of 1885
to restrict and regulate Chinese Immi-
gration. The title tells truthfully what
the object was. Now we will read the
preamble. In consolidating the laws it
was found convenient, by way of short-
ening things, to cut down all these pre-
ambles and cite the object of each Act
as briefly as possible; but we must go
back to an Act of Parliament to find out
the ruling motive for passing it-we must
take the legislation itself. In this case
what do we find in the preamble ? It
sets forth :-

" Whereas it is expedient to make provi-
sion for restricting the number of Chinese
Immigrants coming into the Dominion, and
to regulate such immigration ; and whereas
it is further expedient to provide a system
of registration and control over Chinese im-
migrauts residing in Canada, etc."

That is the Act that was passed-the
Act that we are now proposing to repeal.
What did this House do when it was
proposed to further increase the restric-
tions to Chinese immigration last year ?
It threw out the Bill. Did the House
of Commons say that we had exceeded
our authority in doing so.

HON. MR. MILLER-No one dis-
putes that.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-We do not
deny the right of the Senate to throw
out the Bill.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Where is the
difference between throwing out the Bill
and repealing the Act ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-There is a
good deal.

HON. MR. SCOTT-It is quiteevident
from this legislation of 1885, what the
object of Parliament was : it certainly, as
is made clear on the face of it, was not to
raise a revenue. If it had been, then we
would make ail Chinamen pay revenue,
but the taxes are imposed on only a
class-the laborers. An educated China-
man coming to Canada does not pay
$50 : it is only the man with horny
hands, who enters into competition with
the laboring classes of this country.

This Bill was passed through the inflence
of the laboring classes of British Colum-
bia becduse they did not want the com-
petition of ,Chinese labor. That is
evident from every clause in the Bill.
If we were scattered provinces, as we
were twenty-five years ago, and not
enjoying the large constitution we possess,
this law would have been declared un-
constitutional, because it would have
been regarded as a discrimination law in
favor of broad-cloth and respectability
and against the lower orders. It does
not apply to every Chinaman : the fol-
lowing persons are exempt from it,
although they are Chinese-Members of
the diplomatic corps or other Govern-
ment representatives and suite ; their
servants ; consuls and consular agents;
tourists, merchants, men of science and
students. Can it be said that Parliament
would stultify itself by passing a revenue
measure discriminating against certain
classes of society ? It is quite
clear that the Act, as I have shown,
was passed at the instance of the laboring
classes of British Columbia, to keep out
other laborers objectionable to them
because they sold their labor at too cheap
a rate. That is quite evident on the face
of it. The statement has been made
that under the Canada Temperance Act
we did not interfere with the revenue.
I say that by the Temperance Act,
which originated in this House, we
took away revenue and imposed taxes,
yet that Act was declared to be constitu-
tional and we had a right to pass it.
We imposed taxes, because the penalties
under that Bill are very large. They
were fixed in this House, and ail
penalties collected under that Act go
into the consolidated revenue fund. We
also took away revenue by that Act,
because we provided that where that Act
goes into operation licenses issued by the
Crown to brewers or distillers shall have
no force or effect. In that way we
reduced the revenue. It is admitted on
all hands that the effect has been to
diminish the revenue, not by a small
amount as would be the case by repealing
the Chinese Immigration Act, but by
over a million dollars a year. Now, that
was an Act, which originated in this
House, interfering with the revenue. It
was an incident of the legislation and
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therefore it fell within the purview of the
House to make the enactment. In the
same way this penalty imposed on the
Chinese is simply for the purpose of
keeping Chinese labor out of the country,
and not for the purpose of raising a
revenue in any sense whatever. There-
fore, I think it is quite within the prerog-
ative of this House to alter, modify
or change that law in any manner
we think proper. I do not propose to
read the authcrities, because the hon.
Senator from Sarnia has already read the
various authorities which ought to influ-
ence the House, but I consider the pre-
cedent which has been adverted to, the
course adopted by the British House of
Commons with reference to the Paper
Duties Bill, is in no sense analagous to
this, because that was both taking off and
putting on taxes-taxes proposed for the
very purpose of bringing up the revenue.
There had been a failing revenue and a
deficit, and the Finance Minister of the
day desired to equalize matters by in-
creasing the property tax and stamp
duties and repealing the duties on paper.
The Lords interfered with the Bill to
repeal the paper duties and threw it out.
That was quoted as shewing the justifi-
cation that the House of Lords had for
putting on record the assertion of their
rights, but the assertion of their rights
did not interfere with the prerogatives of
the Lords. The Commons did not de-
mand a conference. May says distinctly
that the House of Lords had the right to
reject the Bill. He says :-

" That House was naturally sensitive to
this novel encroachment upon its peculiar
privileges; but as the Lords had exercised
a legal right, and their vote was irrevocable
during that session, it was judiciously re-
solved, after full inquiry and consideration,
to maintain the privileges of the House, not
by vain remonstrances, but by an assertion
of its paramount authority in the imposition
and repeal of taxes, at once dignified and
practical."

Then in July it was put on record the
quotation which has been cited. It took
a very decided way of avoiding for the
future giving the House of Lords an op.
portunity to exercise the undoubted right
that it had exercised, and that was in the
way I have explained. May remarks :-

" The significance of these resolutions was
illustrated in the next session," (there was

HON. MR. SCOTT.

no remonstrance that session) "when the
Commons, without exceeding their own
powers, were able to repeal the recent en-
croachment of the Lords, and vindicate their
own financial ascendancy. They again
resolved that the paper duties should be
repealed; but instead of seeking the concur-
rence of the Lords to a separate Bill for that
purpose, they included the repeal of those
duties in a general financial measure, for
granting the property tax, the tea and sugar
duties, and other ways and neans for the
service of the year, which the Lords were
constrained to accept. The financial scheine
was presented for acce ptance or rejection, as
a whole; and,in that fo'm, the privileges of
the Conions were secure. And the budget
of each year has since been comprised in a
general or composite Act."

Showing clearly that the House of
Commons quite recognized the right of
the House of Lords to reject such bills.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-Nobody has
ever disputed it

HON. MR. SCOTT-What I am con-
tending here is that we are not going
anything like that length. We are not
imposing taxes or removing taxes. The
$50 imposed upon a Chinaman coming
into Canada is a penalty: we have the
right to impose or remove penalties in
bills that come before this House, as I
have shown we did in the case of the
Canada Temperance Act. In that
instance there was no dispute as to our
powers to do what we did on that
occasion.

HON. MR. PLUMB-The House of
Commons refused a conference on ac-
count of it.

HoN. MR. SCOTT-That was not at
the time the Canada Temperance Act
was passed. The House of Commons
declined some years before to have a
conference because it would be a recog-
nition openly and pointedly of our rights.
I should be quite as sensitive as anybody
else on this subject, because I quite
recognize that the Senate does not stand
in the opinion of the public on as high
and lofty a plane as I should like to sec
it, and for that reason I am not disposed
to carry our privileges or prerogatives to
an extreme degree. I think it would be
a very dangerous and improper thing to
do, at the present time particularly, but
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I am not aware that in any case such as
the one now under consideration that the
House of Commons would be so pain-
fully sensitive as to consider that we had
in any degree encroached on their rights.
I do not myself gather that that would
be the opinion of the House of Com-
mons or that the country would consider
we were going beyond the powers con-
ferred upon us by tbe Constitution. If
we put on record that our powers are so
limited you will find it extremely awk-
ward when Bills come before us in which
this question is involved. I remember
incidentally very many Acts of the kind
in which penalties are provided for, and
where it has been the province of the
Senate in the past to express an opinion
either to reduce them or to increase
them, but if we ourselves lay down a
principle, when it has not been challeng-
ed in any sense, when the House of
Commons has not advanced the propo-
sition that we have no right to interfere
in the present instance, I think we should
be conceded the privileges and preroga-
tives of this House before they are chal-
lenged.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It may be ex-
pected that I shall say a few words on
tiis subject, and they shall be very few
for the reasons, in the first place, I have
not had an opportunity of looking fully
into the question, and in the next place,
that I am under the disadvantage of not
having heard the decision of His Honor
the Speaker upon the question that was
raised on a former occasion, as I was
not present. I understand, indeed, that
that decision did not turn on the same
point which is raised by the resolution
now before the House. It was an opin-
ion given upon a bill affecting legislation
upon the Statute book. In expressing,
as I intend to do very briefly, the opinion
I have on this question. I cannot ex-
actly agree with the position taken on
either side in this debate. I cannot
agree with my hon. friend from Ottawa
in saying that the duty imposed by the
Act which he has quoted, the Chinese
Immigration Act of 1885, was not a tax.
I think it was clearly a duty, or tax, and
it was such a one as, I think, could not
have originated in this House, because
we are regulated in ail these matters by

a delegated power, a power, where it is
expressed, that is above the ancient
powers which belong to the House of
Lords, our great prototype. We derive
our powers from the British North
America Act, and the 53rd clause of
that Act is in these words :-

" Bills for appropriating any part of the
publie revenue or for imposing any tax or
impost, shall originate in the House of
Commons."

It is quite clear that Bills of that char-
acter cannot originate in this House.
By the 54th rule it is provided :-

" It shall not be lawful for the House of
Conimons to adopt or pass any Vote, Reso-
lution, Address or Bill for the Appropria-
tion for any Part of the Public Revenue or
of any Tax or Impost, to any purpose that
has not been first reconmmended to that
House by message of the Governor General
in the Session in whicl such Vote, Resolu-
tion, Address or Bill is proposed."

Now it is quite clear, under that rule,
that this House has no power to reject
measures for the purposes mentioned,
and that a power of raising a revenue by
taxation rests entirely with the House o(
Commons upon a recommendation ori-
ginating with the Governor General.
That is the true doctrine with regard to
the origination of money votes : but as-
suming that to be so, I may be asked-
does it then follow that, because the
House of Commons has the exclusive
power of originating these measures, it is
not in the power of this House to reject
them if they choose ? I say that most
undoubtedly they have the constitutional
power to do so, and I am prepared to go
a step farther. 1 say that if they have
the power to originate these measures
and to throw them out, they have,
according to the authority which has just
been quoted from May, the indisputable
power of repealing them. That is my
position.

HON. ML VIDAL-That is mine
too.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I say so from
the authority which is to be found in
Bourtinot's work on Parliamentary pro
ceedure, page 502

He says :-
" Though the Upper House may not

amend a Supply Bill, yet aIl the authorities
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go to show that theoretically it has the con-
atitutional right to reject it in its entirety."

There is no doubt, therefore, of the
power. If they have the power to reject
such Bills, I think it is a logical sequence
that they must have the power of repeal-
ing them afterwards, but under what cir-
cumstances ? Then we come to the
propriety of the exercise of that power.
I have always taken strong grounds in
favor of the privileges of this House, and
I should be the last one to abandon or
yield up any privilege which rightfully
belongs to us, but I think the exercise of
any powers we have must always be sub-
ject to the law of expediency and pro-
priety, and I find I am not alone in that
opinion, because the writer of this work
goes on to say immediately afterwards-
" but such a right will never be exercised
by a legislative body not immediately
responsible to the people, except under
circumstances of grave public necessity."

HON. MR. SCOTT-That is the
Supply Bill ?

HON. MR. DICKEY-The Supply
Bill, and it is a Bill which votes noney.
Reasoning upon analogy, the same rule
applies to every case where we are called
upon to reject a Bill which either imposes
a tax or repeals a tax. I maintain the
opinion I held when the matter was first
suggested : I think it would be unwise to
attempt to repeal this Act, and, there-
fore, the proper course for us to adopt
is not to insist upon passing a Bill
for that purpose, but to amend the law,
as far as we constitutionally can. Under
all the circumstances, therefore, I shall
certainly not be prepared to vote for the
repeal of that Act although I admit, as
the witer here admits, that theoretically
we have the constitutional right to do so
if we choose. That is shortly the view
I take of it, and I think it narrows down
the question with which gentlemen who
hold with me that they are not prepared
to take one side or the other in this con-
stitutional argument have to deal-is it
wise under the circumstances, which cer-
tainly do not amount to a grave public
necessity in the present case, to insist
upon this and take the opportunity of
putting ourselves in an attitude of an-
tagonism to the other House on a

HON. MR. DICKEY.

question where, theoretically, we are right
and where, perhaps, according to all the
rules of prudence and in view of the Act
itself, we may be found to be wrong ?
For -this reason I cannot vote for the
repeal of this Act,

HON. MR. POWER-As I understand
it the question before the House just now
is not the repeal of the Chinese Act; the
question is whether the ruling of His
Honor the Speaker in connection with
the Bill for that purpose is sound, and
although a good deal has been said on
the subject I may be allowed to say a
few words on it. I have not a very
strong opinion in the matter. I had not
until to-day looked into it, although my
own impression was rather in the direc-
tion of favoring the propriety of the
course taken by the hon. member from
Sarnia; but when I listened to the learn-
ed and able argument of the hon. gentle-
man from Richmond, and when I con-
sidered his large experience in dealing
with questions of this character, I felt
any little confidence I might have had in
my own opinion very considerably shak-
en. Fortunately, perhaps the hon. gen-
tleman closed his address before the
recess; and since that time then I have
had time at any rate to think the sub-
ject over, and get away, so to speak, from
the influence of his speech, and I am
now once more pretty much in the frame
of mind that I was in before I heard him.
I sympathize very much with the hon.
gentleman who has just sat down : if it
was a question of voting for the repeal of
this Chinese Act, I should do as the
hon. member from Amherst says he
would do, I should vote against the
repeal just now. But the question is
whether the motion to repeal the Bill is
out of order. On that point I am con-
strained to say, after giving it a reason-
able consideration, that I am dis-
posed to think it is not. There is
on doubt at all about the right of
this House to reject a money Bill.
That, I think, is not denied, but I
might call the attention of the hon.
gentlemen to some two or three very
remarkable cases in which the Upper
House has undertaken to do that. Hon.
gentlemen will remember that Mr. Joly's
Government at Quebec was defeated by
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the action of the Legislative Council in
refusing to pass the Appropriation Bill;
and no question whatever was raised as
to their perfect right to do so. Another
question which had important results
arose in the Legislative Council of old
Canada in 1856. At that time the Legis-
lative Assembly passed an appropriation
bill, included in which was a provision
for the purchase of land for the construc-
tion of Parliamentary buildings at
Quebec, with a view to making that city
the permanent seat of Government. I
find that that Bill was thrown out by the
Legislative Council of the old Province
of Canada, sitting at the time at Toronto,
and thrown out in the most summary
way on the first reading. No question
was raised as to the constitutionality of
the action of the Legislative Council and
the result was that the capital instead of
being fixed at Quebec was fixed at
Ottawa. There is no question, therefore,
as to the right of the Upper House to
reject an appropriation or other money
Bill. I quite agree with the hon. gentle-
man from Amherst that where the House
of Commons have passed a Bill with a
sole view to dealing with supplies, which
is their peculiar province, if the Upper
House can reject that Bill surely it will
have the right to pass a measure repeal-
ing an Act, in which, as was most clearly
shown by the hon. membei from Ottawa,
the revenue element was a mere incident.
I think the preamble of the Chinese
Immigration Act shows quite clearly
that the House of Commons had no
intention of raising a revenue at
all when they passed the Bill. I agree
with some of the hon. gentlemen who
have suggested a doubt as to whether it
is a judicious course for us to exercise
the power we have. Certainly it is not
a question of order : it is a question
which might be raised by the House of
Commons. If we passed this measure
and it went down to them they might
think that we were interfering in a matter
in which Parliamentary etiquette, not
Parliamentary law, forbade us to inter-
fere. There is no law on the subject
whatever : it is a matter which rests
purely on Parliamentary practice and
etiquette and while the House of Com-
mons might raise that question, I do not
think it is one that can be brought up

bere as a question of order at all. It
may be wise or unwise to exercise this
power; but I think we have the power
technically and theoretically, and whether
we shall exercise it or not is a question
of judgment and taste and not a question
of right. Consequently I think that the
decision of His Honor the Speaker was
hardly defensible on that ground. The
only guides that I can find on this sub-
ject are two sections in the British North
America Act and two of our own rules.
Section 53 of the British North America
Act says-" Bills for appropriating any
part of the public revenue, or for impos-
ing any tax or impost, shall originate in
the House of Commons." This Bill
does not appropriate revenue or impose
any tax, or impost on subjects at any
rate. We could not originate a bill like
the Chinese Immigration Act I admit,
but it does not follow that we could not
repeal it. The 54th section provides
that no bill shall be submitted to the
House uf Commons for appropriating
any part of the public revenue or for
any tax or impost which has not been
recommended to the House by message
of the Governor General. Our own
4 7th rule is as follows :-

" The Senate will not proceed upon a Bill
appropriating public money, that shall not,
within the knowledge of the Senate, have
been recommended by the Queen's repre-
sentative."

Now this can hardly be called a Bill
appropriating public money. Then Rule
48 says :-

" To annex any clause or "lauses to a Bill
of aid or supply, the matter of which is
foreign to and different iroin tle matter of
the Bill, is unparlianentary."

That rule was intended to protect the
Senate from a practice which had occa-
sionally been indulged in by the Lower
House of tacking to the Supply Bill
other provisions which did not deal with
the matter of supply, and in that way
obliging the Upper House to assent to
measures which were not approved of by
the Senate. That rule does not apply to
this case. This is not a Bill appropriat.
ing public money, and consequently does
does not come under the rule. I contend
that as far as the law goes, and as far as
theory goes, this House has a perfect
right tc do what it pleases with Supply
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Bills or Bills respecting the revenue,
except that it cannot originate a Bill
appropriating any part of the revenne or
imposing any tax or impost.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I would call
the hon. gentleman's attention to section
20 of the Chinese Immigration Act,
which provides that all dues, pecuniary
penalties and other sources of revenue
under the Act shall be paid into and
form part of the consolidated revenue
fund of Canada.

Hox. MR POWER-That is the
original Act ; we are not passing that
Bill. That measure originated in the
House of Commons. We could not
have originated it. As I have said, I
think there is a question of etiquette
involved : it has been a rule generally
observed that the Upper House will not
interfere with questions of the franchise.
The franchise is a matter which according
parliamentary etiquette should be left to
the House of Commons-but this Senate
has not hesitated to deal the most direct
way with the franchise. It will be
remembered that some years ago the
Senate tacked to a Bill relating to a
different matter altogether a provision
that certain Governnient employés should
be allowed to vote. That I think was a
much more serious violation of parlia-
mentary etiquette than would be the
passing of this Bill. The objections to
his honor's decision are to: first, that it
is not a question of order at all ; it is a
question which may be raised between the
two Houses, but I do not think it will be
found that in any case in the House of
Lords the ground has been taken that that
House had not the power to deal with
financial measures. The objection has
been taken by the House of Commons,
not by the House of Lords themselves,
and in the authority which was read by
the hon. member from Richmond, the
resolutions of the House of Commons
would not be recognized by the House
of Lords as binding. The Lords may
have thought it more judicious on the
whole not to precipitate a conflict with
the Commons, but I do not think that
any hon. gentleman can show that in
the House of Lords a question of this
sort has been ruled out of order. The

second objection is that in the case before
us the tnatter of revenue is only a second-
ary and an incidental consideration, so
that even the resolutions of the English
House of Commons which have been
quoted would hardly apply.

HON. MR. POWER-It may be un-
wise but it is not out of order.

HoN. MR. MILLER-Can it be
shown that it was ever before the
House.

HON. MR. POWER - Presumably.
We presume that we can do anything
that ar.y House can do, and it is on the
gentlemen who deny the right of the
Senate to deal with the measure to show
that the Senate cannot deal with it.

Hox. MR. MILLER-Is not the rule-
on the contrary that the party affirming
is bound to prove his affirmative before
calling on the other party to prove the
negative.

HON. MR. POWER-The presump-
tion is that the powers of the two Houses
are co-equal. A practice has grown up
as shown by the section of the British
North America Act which we have read,
and by our own rule No. 47 that money
votes must originate in the House of
Commons, but the rule goes no farther.
There is just one other remark which
occurs to me before I sit down. What
was the origin of this rule ? It originated
I suppose first in the jealousy which the
Commons had of the Crown's taxes
without the consent of the representatives-
of the people. . That was the way in
which it originated, I suppose the Com-
mons resented the interference of the
House of Lords as being more or less
the friends of the Crown. And what was.
the object of it ? That is a point to0
which I should like to call the attention
of the Leader of the Government. The
object of this rule was that the Upper
House,the irresponsible House should not
levy taxes on the subject, on the people of
the country. Now what does this Chinese
Bill propose to do ? It does not propose
to levy taxes on the subject, but on tht
stranger coming in from the outside. I
does not interfere with the property of

HoN. MR. POWER.
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the subject at all, but it interferes with
the property of the stranger who is
coming in, and does not interfere with
the original limitation of the powers of
the Upper House in any way.

HON. MR. ALLAN-If an hon.
gentleman of such an acute legal mind
as ny hon. friend the senior member
from Halifax confesses that he was so
nesmerized before dinner by the able
speech of the hon. gentleman from
Richmond that it required all the power-
ful influences of a good dinner and good
digestion which waits on health, after-
wards, to do away with the effect of it,
what must be the condition of the
unhappy man who was mesmerized
before dinner by the remarks of the hon.
gentleman from Richmond and after
dinner was again mesmerized by the
speech of the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa. After all are we not travelling
away from what is practical and useful.
There seems to be a very grave doubt in
the minds of hon. gentlemen who are
well able to form an. opinion, by their
legal training and otherwise, as to the
constitutional question, and to what
purpose are we asked to decide it ? For
the purpose, as I understand, not merely
of affirming this question of order but
to enable the hon. gentleman from
Sarnia to introduce his Bill.

HON. MR. VIDAL-It is not my pur-
pose. My purpose is solely to settle the
question of order, and not to go on with
the Bill. I said that distinctly.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-If that is the
object, then my objection falls to the
ground, because the hon. gentleman will
remember when he mentioned that sub-
ject to me I said I could not see what
good he would achieve by forcing the
repeal Bill through this House, because
if the Bill passed this House it could
hardly pass the House of Commons, and
therefore the very amendments which
were sought to be made to the Act by
Bill before the House would be lost, and
instead of there being any improvement
in the condition of those people whose
cause he has espoused they would be
left in their present unsatisfactory state.
Now, when I had charge of the Bill upon
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the same subject last year there were
many of the clauses which I thought
hard and restrictive, and at my sugges-
tion the Government altered many of
those clauses, and I thought that I could
conscientiously say to the House that
the effect of that Bill would be to place
the Chinese on a letter footing than they
were under the original Act. At the
same time I perfectly remember, and I
have been refreshing my memory by
reading the report of the debates that
took place on that occasion, that when
the proposition was made with respect to
two or three of those clauses to diminish
the penalties the very same objections
were successfully raised to the jurisdiction
of this House to interfere with legislation
by which a tax was imposed. Therefore
I cannot see how, in the present instance,
when a much stronger measure and
proposition to repeal the Bill is before
us, it can possibly be within our jurisdic-
tion. Theoretically 1, to a certain ex-
tent, agree with the hon. gentleman from
Ottawa that the original bill seemed to be
more of the nature of a restrictive Bill
than a Bill for the purpose of raising
revenue ; but through the clauses of that
Bill there are statements which go to
show that the tax is cousidered as a mat-
ter of public revenue, and being a matter
of revenue I do not see how we can
possibly interfere with it. The case
quoted by the hon. gentleman from
Halifax of the vote of the Legisiative
Council of Old Canada in reference to
the grant for the buildings at Ottawa was
a vote which was taken upon the pro-
priety of removing to Quebec and sitting
there for five years before the Legislature
ultimately came here, these buildings not
being quite ready for occupation at the
time ; and at that time the House had
either to reject the whole Supply Bill or
to take it as a whole. The result was.
that they did vote against the whole
Supply Bill, and in the exercise of
their powers throw out the supplies and
Government had to take measures to,
bring up other members of the Counci)
before the supplies could be passed
through the Upper House. The cases
are not analagous at all. I think in the
present instance, where there is so much
doubt as to whether we can constitution-
ally pass such a Bill as the hon. gentle,
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man from Sarnia bas introduced, as a
practical matter, it would be far better
that we should spend no further time on
this discussion, or issue something like
a challenge to the House of Commons
with respect to their jurisdiction as be-
tween this House and themselves.

HON. MR. POIRIER-I make a great
deal of difference between the repealing
of a Bill and the introduction of a Bill.
The hon. gentleman from Halifax spoke
about the origine of the law prohibiting
the House of Lords from bringing in a
Bill by which taxes might be imposed
upon the people or revenue raised. This,
as we all know, was made in order to
protect the people and to prevent the
King from putting too large a burden on
his subjects ; but I am not aware that
anything, on the contrary, tending to al-
leviate the burdens of the people could
not originate in the House of Lords.
Where I disagr2e with the hon. gentle-
man from Halifax is in this : I see no
difference in imposing taxes on foreigners
or on our own people for revenue purpose.
Following the same argument we would
be able to originate a bill establishing
taxes on foreign goods, which we cannot
do. I do not see any difference in in-
troducing a bill by which foreigners are
taxed and British subjects. But that is
not the question. The question is the
repealing of a bill. I will ask this ques-
tion : supposing the very same bill had
originated during this session in the
House of Commons, instead of originat-
ing here, have we the power of rejecting
the Bill or not ? I believe we clearly
have. If that same Bill had originated
there, we could have rejected it. If my
memory serves me aright we have done
it before. What is the difference in re-
jecting a measure that is actually in the
statute book and one that is going to be
in the statute book ? If we can reject a
bill coming from the other House, this
very same Bill, surely we can now blot
it out of the statute book, although it has
not actually been passed. The principle
is identically the same ; and therefore,
although I have no special learning on
the subject, I believe it is a legal and
strict deduction that this law is within
our power, and if such is the case
we should not curtail our own wings

by our cwn motion when in my
opinion there is no occasion for it at all.
We could have rejected the Bill if it had
originated in the House of Commons.
The Bill originated somewhere and it
exists now ; therefore we can repeal it
according to my humble opinion.

HoN. MR. WARK-I think it would
have been better if this Bill had not been
introduced, because it is not going to
serve any practical purpose ; but having
been introduced I have listened to the
arguments on both sides to see whether
it may be considered a revenue Bill or
not, or whether it may be considered as
a tax levied for revenue purposes. I do
not think that was the intention of the
legislature. At one time we had a large
number of immigrants coming into our
province, some of whom became burdens
to us, and those who had charge of the
poor petitioned the legislature to levy a
tax of so much per head for each im-
migrant, for which sum the master of the
ship which brought them was responsible.
The proceeds of that tax was to be dis-
tributed amongst those who had to
support the poor through the country,
and to prevent them incurring expenses
to which they did not think they were
justly liable. I think this Act is some-
thing of the same nature. The Chinese,
if they cone into the country, may in
many ways prove burdensome, but
whether they do or not I do not see
much difference between the tax which
we formerly imposed on immigrants
coming into this country and the
Chinese tax. I can hardly concur
with my hon. friend from Rich-
mond when he says that every bill
introduced into the House of Commons
in the way he indicates, is a Bill or an
Act with which this House cannot inter-
fere. If we admitted that principle the
House of Commons might resort to such
a plan with regard to bills which we
ought to have a right to interfere with in
order to prevent us from doing so.
am not going to occupy the time of the
H ouse because the question bas been very
ably and fully discussed, but I would say
to the hon. gentleman from Amherst
that when he was closing bis speech he
was arguing against the passing of the
Bill and not against my hon. friend's

HON. MR. ALLAN.
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motion to place it again on the order
paper. If my hon. friend will vote for
placing it on the paper again I will vote
with him against the Bill.

HON. MR. GOWAN--I must say that
all my sympathies are with my hon.
friend from Sarnia. I sympathise with
him in his desire to have the piocedure
of this House defined and ascertained,
and strongly sympathise with him in the
desire to see this law struck out of the
statute book. Had I been present in
the House at the time it was passed I
certainly would have been disposed to
vote against it believing it to be a bad
measure. It is a sad contrast between
us and the nation we éall an uncivilized
nation to find that they are making
efforts just the very reverse of the efforts
this country is making in respect to
the Chinese. I wish I could agree
with him. I really and earnestly
desire I could, but after' what
he said, and giving all weight to it, I can-
not come to the same conclusion that he
has arrived at, and I am thoroughly con-
vinced by the very able and conclusive
argument of my hon. friend from Rich-
mond that the proper view to take is that
interference by this House with this Act
in the way desired would be decidedly
unconstitutional. I do not hope to
throw any light on the discussion, and
I merely desire to express the views that
are now present in my mind and to some
extent to justify the vote that I must
give, unless my mind is changed by fur-
ther debate, when the question comes to
be decided. The first question the
hon. gentleman fron Sarnia speaks
of, touching the difference between
the ruling of the Speaker and
the action of the House, .s he puts
it, is a subordinate question, a question,
if one may so speak, of internal economy.
The other opens a broad constitu-
tional question, a very important ques-
tion indeed. With regard to the first
question, my hon. friend from Sarnia
would have more ground for his conten-
tion if the ruling of the House and the
ruling of the Speaker were on record;
but I do not understand, from my appre-
hension of the proceedings, that the
decisiQn of a Committee and that of the
House has equal force, or that the

lecision of the House, incidentally made
and without argument on the point spe-
cially raised, should have weight as op-
posed to the ruling of the Speaker. I
im not troubled therefore with consider-
itions affecting the question of. the con-
flict between a Committee of the House
and the Speaker's ruling. Upon the
other subject, avery important one, which
brings us nearly face to face with a great
constitutional question, my idea is this :
I think we cannot judge of the nature
or character of an Act merely by refer-
ring to its title or even by referring to its
preamble. The hon. gentleman from
Halifax and the hon. gentleman from
Amherst both know that the title, strictiy
speaking, is not a part of the Act
for the purpose of construction ; neither
would the preamble be allowed to con-
trol the express language of an Act of
Parliament. If we look at the Act of
Parliament referred to what does it say ?
It seems to me that nothing can be
clearer, whatever may be the intention of
those who put it on the statute book,
aqd whatever may be its primary object,
that cannot settle the question. It must
be determined by the examination ofthe
Act itself and by the way in which it was
treated before it came to this House.
The Act itself distinctly in the 4 th clause
says in terms " that every person of
Chinese origin shall pay to the consoli-
dated revenue fund the sum of $50."

The 4th section speaks of " The en-
trance duty."

In the 3rd section it says " Shall be
liable to pay the duty imposed" and in
the 6th section again it is repeated " The
payment of the duty imposed by that
Act " and so on.

The language and purpose of these
clauses convince me that whatever may
have been the final intention of the Act
it is clearly an Act respecting revenue
and is it therefore outside of the powers
and privileges of this House to originate
a measure to repeal it. I think the
argument of my hon. friend from Rich.
mond is conclusive upon that point.
How did it come before the Commons ?
That point was well and forcibly
presented by the hon. member, and is a
very important aspect of the case. The
Commons at all events treated it as being
of that character-a reven'ue bill. It was
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introduced in that way with the usual
legal preliminaries and it was treated by
them as a revenue bill and so sent to us.
That being the case, I think it is quite
clear that the Bill is beyond the purview
of this House to deal with it. I happen-
ed incidentally in looking into a work
on private bills -I was not looking up
this case, but another matter-I hap-
pened to notice sone observations bear-
ing on this question, and I regret that I
had not the time to look fully into the
case cited, and I am obliged to form my
opinion of the arguments I have heard-
but in that work on private bills legisla-
tion I find some reference showing the
extreme lengths they have gone in Eng-
land holding certain bills, notwithstand-
ing their object was not raising a revenue,
outside of the province of the Lords. I
quote from Clifford's Private Bill Legis-
lation, the latest work I believe on the
subject. In speaking of the privileges
of initiating bills on page 784 the writer
observes :-

"Each House has, at various times, as-
serted its privilege to iniitiate legislation
upon certain classes of Bills. Personal
Bill ot a quasi-judicial character, such as
those relating to divorce, naturalization,
estates. or restitution, were always clained
by the Lords. On their side the Commons
jealously maintained the constituting princi-
ple thet ail Bills authorizing taxation muet
begin with them, and they extended this
principle for some centuries even to Private
Bille imposing toile for services rendered or
rates by local authorities.

"An instance of this nature occurred in
1661, upon a Bill sent from the Lords, for
paving and repairing streets and highways
in Westminster and parts adjacent. Observ-
ing that this Bill ' was to alter the course of
law in part, and lay a charge upon the peo-
ple, and conceiving that it is a privilege in-
herent tothis House that Bills o that nature
ought to be first considered here,' the House
of Commons ' ordered, that the said Bill be
laid aside, and the Lords be acquainted
therewith, and with the reasons inducing
this House thereunto: and the Lords are to
be desired for that cause not to suffer any
mention of the said Bill to remain in the
Journais of their House. And, the Lords
are further to be acquainted that this House,
finding the matter of their Bill to be very
useful. and of public concernment, have
order a Bill of the like to be prepared and
to be brought in to morrow morning.' At
a conference the Lords wereacquainted with
this decision, accepted it, and passed the
i ubstituted Bill of t e Commons.

Acting upon this case, the House of Coin-

HON. MR. GOWAN.

mons, in 1752, even laid aside an estate Bill
promoted by surviving trustees and execu-
tors of John, late Earl of Ashburnham,
which seems to have infringed in some way
the principle asserted in 1661. A new Bill
was accordirgly introduced there, and passed
the other Houte."

He then goes on to observe that:-

" As the num ber of local bills increased,
great inconvenience arose from this indis-
criminate maintenance of their privilege by
the Conmmons. No canal or railwav - bill
imposing toile could originate in the Upper
House. In years of pressure, the resuit was
almost a deadlock in legislation. Opposed
bills came before the ords at so late a
period of the session that ail were hurried
and some laid aside. Delays and unneces-
s-,ry expense to suitors were not the only
evile, for as the rule applied even to alter.
ations of toil charges, Lords' Committees
ofiten had to choose between permitting an
injury to individial toll-payers and causing
the loss of a bill admitted to be of publie
utilitv.'

He points out how impossible it was
under the system described to give
proper consideration to the numerous
railwaybills (24S) promoted in Parliament
during the session of 1845, and concludes
his observations in the following words:-

" So grievious was the lose caused to
individual projectors by this rule through
the repeated postponenent or rejection of
their schemes, and so irrestible also was the
evidence of public injury through railway
bills passed too hurriedly to ensure regard
for either private or public interests, that,
in 1846, the Commor.s resolved to waive
their privileges upon any bille brought from
the Upper House fixing or regulating rates
or tolîs. With a view also to ' afford early
and increased means of employment in
Ireland.' the Coumons at the same time
resolved that it was 'expedient to give
facilities for the early consideration of Irish
railway bills,' by allowing these bills to
commence in the House of Lords."

These resolutions only held good for the
session in which they were passed, and when
railway extensions revived after the panic,
the same evil was ex perienced. Mr. Card-
well's committee in 1852-53 recommended
that a large portion of private business
should begin in the Lords. It was not, how-
ever, until 1858 that the Commons con-
sented to forego their privileges, and by a
resolution, which afterwards was made a
standing order, allowed the Lords first to
consider bills of this character if they only
imposed toile and charges not in the nature
of a tax, but for services performed, or if
they referred to "rates assessed and levied
by local authorities for local purposes."
With the same object of ensuring a more
equal distribution of business between the
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two Houses, another standing order directed
the Chairnan of Ways and Means to confer,
at the commencement of each session, with
the Chairman of Committee in the Lords
"for the purpose of determining in which
House of Parliament the respective private
Bills should be first considered."

These resolutions and the consent of
the British House of Commons to forego
its privileges do not apply to the Com-
mons and Senate of Canada, and no
argument can be drawn from recent
-cases in England based on this con-
cession and the order of the House in
England. So that the older cases, before
1852, are those to which we should look
for any exposition of the constitutional
principle touching the matter under con-
sideration. And all I have been able to
look at plainly show that even in the
matter of private bills the Commons
jealously maintained and guarded their
constitutional right to institute and begin
bills in any way infringing the principle
.asserted in 1661, and as I have men-
tioned even with respect to private bills
and bills evidently not for the prime or
main purpose of imposing taxation. I
think these two cases referred to, if one
had time to follow them up, would
support the contention that not merely
bills which on their face profess to deal
with revenue, but bills which though
on their face professing to deal with
other subjects yet including a matter of
Tevenue were not considered within the
·scope of the Lords to inaugurate or to
amend. Several hon. gentlemen have
mentioned the fact that we have the
power to reject such bills. No doubt
that power is beyond question, but it was
contended that becausewehave the power
to reject we have the power to amend. I
-do not think that that is at all a necessary
or logical consequence. On the contrary
I think it is an unfounded conclusion. I
think one hon. gentleman put it thus:
" If we have the power to reject a
measurd from the House of Commons,
-does it not follow we can ourselves send
a measure to repeal it, when on the
statute book, to the House of Commons."
I think there is a very material differ-
ence-the constitutional question is
" with which body rests the power to
aorinate a measure of the kind referred
to." There is a material difference in
dealing with a measure which remes to us

from the House of Commons, and this
House sending a like measure to the
Commons-in the latter case we are
usurping authority when we send that
to the Commons we had no right to
initiate, especially to repeal an Act of that
nature on the Statute book. It is there-
fore, I think, a mistake and an unwar-
rantable conclusion to say that we have
the power to repeal if we have the power
to originate. We have not the power to
originate such a bill as this, therefore we
have no power to repeal it and if the
motion goes to test the Speaker's
ruling I should hold that he has
rightly ruled. Whatever may be the
decision of the Committee of this House
it is not binding on this House, especially
as it was done hastily, without argument,
and the question not specifically raised.
I have spoken with some diffidence on
the point and not with a view of arguing
the matter out, and not with any hope of
enlightening hon. gentlemen as to the
solution of the question, but merely to
vindicate to some extent what I have
expressed. I must vote against the mo-
tion of my hon. friend. I have been
entirely convinced, as much as any man
can be convinced, after hearing the
argument of the hon. gentlemen from
Richmond th-.t the ruling of His Honor
the Speaker was the correct one in this
case.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I am exceed-
ingly sorry that for the first time since
I have had the honor of a seat in this
House I cannot agree with the hon. gen-
tleman from Sarnia. There can be no
kind of doubt with regard to the powers
of the Commons over the expenditure
and revenué of the country. Whatever
constitutes revenue, no matter where it
comes from, is revenue within the view
of the law. It is not the first time I have
had the question before the House, and
I have taken a little time to read over
the discussion we had ten years ago
when the same question was raised by a
member of this House. The question
was first raised in discussing the
expenditure .of the Government then
in power. The notice was brought
in by our late Speaker, then Hon. Mr.
Macpherson, and the discussion went on
from day to-day, and one of the principal
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arguments adduced was on the construc-
tion of the British North America Act,
which declared the privileges, immunities
and powers to be held and exercised by
the Senate and by the House of Com-
mons respectively. It would be impos-
sible for the Government of any country
to initiate and carry on the public policy
if at any time, froni whim or caprice, a
body which is not responsible to the
people could by any act of their own
destroy that policy. It may be in this par-
ticular case of ver> small moment, but if
we have the power in one case
we have the power in another.
We have the power to throw out the
Supply Bill but we cannot amend it. We
can throw out any Bill, as we did last
year the Bill with regard to the Chinese
immigration ; and even when that matter
first came up the question in my mind
was whether we could interfere with it.
Because if it appropriates public money,
it does not matter where the money
comes from ; if it goes into the consoli-
dated revenue fund and is appropriated
in the same way as duties on teas, liquors
and tobaccos and other merchandise
coning into the country it thereby
is constituted a money bill. But
aside from that point I hope my hon.
friend will see what an improper posi-
tion we should place ourselves in by
asserting this power. The Government
think it in the interest of the public
service, and in the interest of the coun-
try that certain legislation should take
place. I believe from what I have heard
from the leader of the House that if he
were an independent member of the
Senate instead of being a member of the
Government, his views would be perhaps
very much opposed to the principle of
the Chinese Immigration Act ; but from
being a member of the Executive Coun-
cil, with the oath of office upon his hips,
and hearing there what may bd the pub-
lic policy, he is compelled to take a
different course. In 1878 when this
constitutional question was fully discuss-
ed by some able men we had then upon
the floor of this House, a very distin-
guished and able Parliamentarian who
has since departed this life, the late
Senator Brown expressed his opinion
with regard to our right to criticize the
expenditure of the Government. He

HON. MR. HOW LAN.

was finding fault with the fact of the
Senate discussing either the expenditure
or the revenue of the Government.

He states:-

" The British Parliamentarv svsten wise-
ly provides that the control of the details of
money Bills-that the power that makes
and unmakes ministries-shail rest with the
popular branch of the Legislature. It does
not admit of the two Chambers equa ly
powerfuil and possibly discordant with each
other. Two, separate, cannot speak the well
undertood wishes of the people, unless they
happen to be in harmony. The power of
the purse-springs is, therefore, most wisely
lodged with the representatives of the peo-
ple. We are not elected by popular vote;
we are appointed by the Crown on the nom-
ination or the Dominion Government of the
day; we are appointed for life; we cannot be
removed except for cause; our numbers
cannot be increased without our consent;
practically we are directly resp:nsible for
our acts as legislators to our own con-
sciences only. I ask the Senate, then, if
this chamiber is a fitting theatre for such
wholesale railing discussion as the present?
The Lower House has ail the appliances for
rigid examination into th. d.tails of money
expenditures-but we have not. Every
shilling of public expenditure must be auth-
orized before the money is paid-and for
criticising the estimates closely and wisely
the Commons have ample facilities that we
do not ssess. The Minister or Finance site
in the Lwor House; be is practically con-
versant with every transaction of the year;
lie opens tbe budgets; he frames and pro-
poses ail changes of tariff or taxation ; he
discloses the financial policy of the Govern-
ment ; and be stands prepared to defend the
very moment every feature of that policy.
Then comes the Committees of Ways and
Means and Supplies in which the estimates
of the yeai and &ll proposais of revenue
changes are overhauied critically and
severely for many daye in succession, and
questions are put and answered on the
moment, on every doubtful point, with a de-
gree of freedon and plain speech that could
hardly be surpassed. And then again, at
the opening of the following session the Pub-
lic Acts Committee is liard atwork compar-
ing the sums granted with the sums spent,
narrowly criticising every item, and gather-
ing full information on every point for the
corning debate on the supply Bill. I ask
the Senate il it is convement iht we should
set up here rival Finance Ministers and
Finance Committees to control the action ot
the popular branch on such matters? I ask
if it is not wandering beyond our province?
If it will add either to the usefulness or the
dignity of this House? If1 arn rightlyin'
forned, this reckless raid into the territOrY
of our neighbors is the first thing of the
kind that lias happened for many years; and
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I respectfully subnit for the consideration
of the Senate whether it ought not to be the
last."

HoN. MR. POWER-I would ask my
hon.'friend was that discussion ruled out
of order?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-No, it was
not ruled out of order.

HON. MR. POWER-Then it is no
precedent in favor of the hon. gentle-
man's contention.

HON. MR. ODELL-The hon. mem-
ber from Toronto told us a short time
a.;o that the speech from the hon. sena-
tor from Richmond had mesmerized the
senior member from Hahfax and the hon.
member from Ottawa. I think the same
influence has affected the hon. member
from Toronto. I do not know whether
others have been influenced to the same
extent, but I must confess I have not
been influenced that way. I will refer
to the question before the House. It ap-
pears to me that there is some misunder-
standing with regard to it. One hon.
member addresses the House upon the
motion of the hon. gentleman from Sar-
nia which refers to a bill to repeal the
Chinese Act. Another hon. member
addresses this House upon the Bill to
amend the Chinese Act which was before
us yesterday and in that respect it appears
to me there is some little confusion as to
what is really before us. Now, in my
opinion, the question before the House
is upon the motion of the hon. member
from Sarnia, which is that the Bill to re-
peal the Chiinese Immigration Act, ruled
out of order on the 14th inst., be restor-
ed to the orders of the day for a second:
reading to-morrow. If that is the ques-
tion before the House it appears to me
that it is the one which ought to be spo-
ken to. That brings up the ruling of His
Honor the Speaker upon the Bill. Now
I feel sorry to say that I differ from the
hon. leader of the Government on whose
motion the ruling was made. I differ
also from the ruling of His Honor the
Speaker of the Senate. I really felt, in
the first instance, when the motion was
made by the hon. leader of the Govern-
ment, that he was so fresh from another

place that the feelings which would of
course affect him there had been, to a
certain degree, brought with him here,
otherwise I do feel that he would be
more inclined to uphold what I consider
to be the privileges of this House than
appeared to be the case. So with regard
to lis Honor the Speaker : I say it with
all due deference to the opinion he has
given and his position, that he was called
upon at the moment and suddenly to
give a decision on a very important point
whch he evidently had not had time to
fully consider, and therefore I think a
great deal of allowance is to be made for
it, especially by those who happened, un-
fortunately, to differ from him. Let us
look at the entry in the journals of this
House, and I would draw the attention
of the hon. member from Amherst to this
entry, because I do not think that he
spoke clearly to the point ; the entry is
as follows :-"A question of order was
raised, and His Honor the Speaker ruled
the said Bill to be out of order, as inter-
fering with the public revenue under sec-
tion 53 of the British North America
Act and the 47 th rule of this House."
This was upon the order of the day being
called for the second reading of a Bill
entitled, "An Act to repeal the Chinese
Immigration Act." Now, I may be
wrong in the construction which I put
upon this rule and upon the section of
the British North America Act upon
which this decision appears to have been
founded, and if so, of course I shall bow
to any decision at which the House may
arrive with regard to it. Thefirstauthority
named is section 53 of the British North
America Act, which is as follows-" Bills
for appropriating any part of the public
revenue or for imposing any tax, or im-
post shall originate in the House of
Commons." Now I contend that the
Bill introduced by my hon. friend from
Sarnia respecting the Chinese Act did
not appropriate any part of the public
revenue or impose any tax or impost.
Then with regard to the 4 7th rule of the
Senate, it provides that the Senate will
not proceed upon a bill appropriating
public money that shall not, within the
knowledge of the Senate, be recommend-
ed by the Queen's representative. Now
my hon. friend's bill did not appropriate
any public nioney in any way whatever,
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and therefore it does not come under
that rule. I am compelled therefore to
conclude that the ruling under this sec-
tion 53 of the British North America Act
and under the 47th rule of the Senate
cannot be maintained. It therefore rests
with the House to say whether that rul-
ing is to remain upon our journals as the
decision of this House and one which
is to form a precedent and to be hereaf-
ter acted upon as one of our rules. That
is all that I will now say with regard. to
the ruling of His 1-Honor the Speaker. It
appears to me from the decisions, rulings
and precedents which have been so
clearly quoted by the hon. member from
Sarnia, that there can be but one opinion
in this House with regard to our right
to reject an Act whether for the imposi-
tion of taxes or raising a revenue from
the people of this country in any shape
whatever. We have a perfect right to
reject these Bills and equally a right to
repeal the Chinese Act.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-Can you re-
peal a revenue bill ?

HON. MR. ODELL-I do not go that
length. If we cannot repeal it we can
reject it; but this Chinese Act is no
revenue act. One of the strongest argu-
ments made with reference to this point
was that if we repeal this Act it involves
the necessity of introducing another Bill
to supply the deficiency of the revenue
caused by the repeal of the Chinese Act.
That is what I understood the hon.
member from Richmond to say.

HON. MR. MILLER-What I meant
to say was this : if we repeal this Act or
any other Act for raising a revenue it
might, directly or indirectly, necessitate
the introduction of other measures to
raise a revenue.

HON. MR. ODELL-My contention
is that this is not an Act for raising
a revenue. If it were such an Act, then
I admit that the argument of the hon.
member would have had some weight.
The hon. member also told us that there
was no doubt if %e passed this Bill to
repeal the Chinese Act it would be
rejected in the other House the moment
it went down there. I would not wonder

if they did reject it after all that has
passed in this House, because we our-
selves have raised the question here: and
some are arguing that we have no right
to pass such a Bill, and we make the
suggestion to them to reject the repealing
Bill. It appears to me that this House
ought to maintain its own privileges.
When there are nice distinctions with
regard to the privileges of the Senate,
we ought not to fritter them away.
I am the last one in this House
who would endeavor to trench upon
the rights and privileges of the other
branch of Parliament, but at the
same time I contend that we ought here
to maintain our rights and privileges, and
that unless there is a clear case made
out we ought to assume that we have the
right to legislate and let the other branch
of Parliament object to our action if they
wish. After the debate which has taken
place here on this subject if the Bill were
sent down to the House of Commons
they would say at once " a large number
of the Senators admit they have no power
to pass this Bill ; let us take advantage
of it and tie up their hands a little tighter
than they have been." We know per-
fectly well that for years there was a con-
flict between the House of Commons
and the House of Lords in England and
than the rule was laid down very strictly
by the Commons whenever the Lords
attempted at all to extend their privi-
leges, and led to a very great inconve-
nience and modifications were made with
regard to the powers and privileges of the
two branches which were very material.
The hon. member from Sarnia has
quoted a large number of authorities
which are clearly applicable to the case
before us. I intend very briefly to refer
to one or two of them. I quote now
from May's Law and Usage of Parlia-
ment page 521 :-

" As a general rule bill@ nay originate in
either House but the inclusive right of the
Commons to grant supplies and to impose
and appropriate all charges upon tlie people
renders it necessary to introduce by jar the
greater proportion of bills into that Rouse.
Bills relating to the relief and management
f the poor for example involve almost

necessarily some charge upon the people
and generally originate with the Conions.

But in 1858 a poor relief Bill was received
from the Lords with all the rating "clauses
printed in red ink which were inserted by

HON. MR. ODELL.
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the Commons according to a comparatively
recent custom-but amendnents involving
the principle of a charge upon the people
bave frequently been made to send bills by
the Lords.

Again in page 522 a Bill applying a
million from the surplus revenues ot the
disestablished church in Ireland to inter-
mediate education was received from the
Lords and passed without objection."

HON. MR. MILLER-That Bill,
though, did not appropriate any part of
the public revenue ?

HoN. MR. ODELL- It changed the
appropriation very considerably, amount-
ing to a repeal and a reappropriation to
a different purpose, and I am not
prepared to admit, and I do not think
the hon. member from Richmond is
preparcd to say that there was no
variation whatever in regard to the
appropriation. I think very probably,
when we come to look into it, we shall
find that there was a variation, and if
there was then it is still further in favor
of my contention, Then at page 643, I
find the following:-

" In case other arnendments have affected
charges upon the people incidentally only,
and have not been made with that object,
they bave been agreed to."

I have one observation to make upon
the modification of the rule as existing
between the House of Commons and the
House of Lords which was quoted by the
hon. member from Sarnia, which is I
think about the latest that has been laid
down as governing the action of the two
Houses:-

" With respect to any bill brought to this
House from the House-ofLords,or returned
by the House of Lords to this House, with
amendments whereby any pecuniary
penalty, forfeiture or tee, shall be author-
"ized, imposed, appropriated, varied or
extinguished, this bouse will not insist
upon its ancient and undoubted privileges
in the following cases:" 9 When the
object of such pecuniary penalty or
forfeiture is to secure the execution of the
Act or the punishinent or preventioq of
offences:" " When such bil shall be a
private bill for a local or personal act."

By these rules it is admitted that when
the object of any pecuniary penalty is to
secure the execution of an Act or the
punishment or prevention of offences, it
comes within the purview of this House.

Now, I would ask hon. members what is
the object of this fine or penalty imposed
upon the Chinese. Is it not to secure
the execution of the Act, or to punish
and prevent offences ? It is nothing but
a fine or penalty, and therefore it comes
directly within that rule, and I do not
see how it is possible for a member of
this House to get over that point. Then,
it refers to Bills which are of a private
or local character : I will come to that
point further on and show that this Act
is for a local purpose and a personal Act
and cannot in any possible way be viewed
as an Act for raising a revenue or placing
upon the people any burden whatever.

In taking up the question with regard
to money Bills and votes for taxation and
revenue you must go back to first princi-
ples. Now what are those first principles?
Originally the two Houses of Lords and
Commons sat in one Chamber. They
sometimes voted separately, I admit.
This was found inconvenient. After
some time they separated and then
began the difficulty with regard to these
votes upon certain matters of taxation,
and the Commons claimed the right of
introducing all Bills for revenue and im-
position of taxation and for levying bur-
dens on the people. This went on for a
long time and the rules were very strin-
gent. By degrees these rules were
modified and made very much less strin-
gent. That is still going on and from
year to year, they are becoming less strin-
gent than they were. The question now
arises. what was the foundation of those
money bills and these taxes and imposts
and burdens upon the people ? I want
to know if it is not part of the constitu-
tion that representation and taxation are
bound together, and I ask is this princi-
ple regarded in any degree in the
Chinese Act imposing fines and penalties
upon Chinese immigrants coming into
the country? I contend there is not
the slightest similarity, and if you look at
what is the real ground of distinction
that is made between the two houses
with regard to measures of this descrip-
tion you must go back to that principle,
and I say that taxation and representa-
tion go together. I want to know if
there is any similarity whatever be ween
the impost which is placed on a pound
of tea or a bar of iron and the tax or
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fine imposed by this Act on a Chinaman HON. MR. ODELL-If he loses his
coning into this country? certificate he has to pay another tax in

order to re-admit him into the country.
HON. MR. DICKEY-Yes, the tea What do ve do with the money which

comes from China. we take out of his pocket? By the Act
a portion goes into the consolidated

HON. MR. ODELL-Is there any revenue fund, and therefore iL is con-
similarity between that which is a ,ax or tended that this of necessity constitutes
a burden which is introduced into the it a monetary measure upon the same
Commons by resolutions and is embodi- principie as a money bil which imposes
ed in a revenue bill, which revenue bill burdes upon the people. The hon.
we have a perfect right to reject if we gentleman from Richmond drew a com-
please, and the Bill to restrict Chinese parison with reference to the general
immigration ? None whatever. Rev- Immigration Act and the Chinese Immi-
enue taxes are duties agreed to by the gration Act. There is no parallel at ail.
people themselves, and in all cases they Vhat is the case of the man who cores
are brought in by resolution in the in here under the Immigration Act?
House of Commons and agreed to by The shipowner has to pay something for
the representatives of the people, embod- him, but what is he when he lands
ied in the supply bill and are brought up here? He is a free man. There is
here. Can any hon. gentleman show me nothing to prevent him frcm having ahi
the slightest similarity between a bill of the advantages of any other citizen in
that kind and. the tax which is put upon the country, and what is more, as soon
the poor Chinese men, women and chil- as he qualifies himsef, which is a very
dren on coming into the country ? What simple thing to do, he can vote-he bas
do we say to a Chinaman when he comes an influence in the country, and has a
here ? "Hold up your hands and let us voice by representation in all money bis
empty your pockets !" is the first de- and in deciding the burdens to be placed
mand. We strip him of what money he upon the people and bis taxation. I
has and then when he is thus made a want to know do the Chinese get this
pauper we say to him, "You must stay privilege? No, you wiil not, give it to
here. If you choose to go and work and them. Taking this view of the case I
make your own living you can do so, but say there is no parallel whatever between
you shal not go out of this part of the the immigrant who cores under the
Province or travel through the country Immigration Act and the Chinese who
unless we get our hands into your cores in under the Chinese Act, and
pockets and pick them again." This therefore it is preposterous to tell me
Chinaman builds our railways, he builds that this Act is in reality a roney grant
our canals, works our mines, and does or creates a tax or charge, or a burden
any work that we require. He is taken upon the people, but is one which I
into our houses as a domestic servant, contend canne be classed with Acts by
and makes a very good servant, and then which supplies or money is granted for
when he wants to return home again he th2 maintenance of tbe Government or
must go through a lot of formalities and the wants of the country. I think I
is obliged to pay another tax to enable understand my bon. friend ftom Barrie
him to get out of the country. He is to imply that when a decision was given
thus taxed at every step. Has he any by the Speaker that the decision was tO
representation or is he placed in the same be absolute, and we were not to ques-
position as any other man coming into tion it.
the country ? Not at al]. When he
goes back to his own country we tax him HON MR. GOWAN-I said that un-
again, and if he desires to return to th.e tii it was overruied by the House it was
Dominion and has lost his certificate he absolute; tbat decision of tbe Comnittee
is required to pay another tax. would fot restrain or contrai that of the

Speaker.
HON. MR. MACDONALD-There is

a "mis" before bis "representation." HON. MR. ODELL-I quite agree

HON. MR. ODELL
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with the hon. gentleman in that, but the opposed to the Chinese Act in every
hon. member from Barrie perhaps did phase in which it is presented to us. I
not take into consideration the question certainly hope, if there is any hitch abolt
before the House. The question before it this session, that the hon, gentleman
the House was that a Bill to repeal the will be able to bring in a repealing Bil
Chinese Immigration Act was ruled out next session, and I assure him that if I
of order when its second reading was shah be spared to core back here again
moved on the i4th inst ; we are not now he shah have ry hearty support.
discussing it in Committee.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I am afraid that
I did not make myself clearly understood.
What I meant to convey is this : The
Speaker having ruled that the Bill was
out of order, it was contended that the
House had previously taken another
view in respect to the same subject mat-
ter, although not the same identical
proposition, and that one ruling was on
one side, and the other on the other side.
The latter I spoke of and said that I held
it to be a domestic matter of procedure
-that it was not the ruling of the House.

HON. MR. ODELL-There is only
one question before the House, that is,
the ruling of the Speaker, and we are
now in Committee of the Whole, and this
is the time to raise any question with re-
gard to the ruling, and, therefore, when
the hon. gentleman from Barrie was
referring to what was done in Committee
he was not speaking to the question
before the House. I understood him as
objecting to this question we are raising
now at this moment. With regard to the
amendment of the leader of the Govern-
ment, when the amending Bill was before
the House he did not pretend that there
was any objection to amending it, for he
himself produced several amendmrents,
and was quite ready to have them adopt-
ed, but what changed his opinion I do
not know. Certainly I.do not think that
having agieed to such action and having
made amendments himself, that it rests
with him now to raise the objection to
the amendments that have already been
made to the Bill. I confess that with
regard to the amending Bill I am rather
in favor of it, because it is an ameliora-
tion of this horrible condition which I
have attempted to describe in relation to
the admission of Chinese to this country;
but when the hon. gentleman from Sar-
nia insists on a vote for his Bill I shall
certainly have to vote with him for I am

HON. MR. ROSS (de la Durantaye)-
Theie are bills that we cannot amend,
but there is no bill that we cannot reject.
The hon. member from Acadie (Mr. Poir-
ier) said a few minutes ago that if we
have a right to reject a bill coming
from the other House we ought to have
the right to repeal a law. Of course we
have a right to introduce a bill to repeal
a law if that law does not affect the rev-
enue of the country ; but if it does affect
the revenue we have not that right-that
is, according to my opinion. In this
particular case I heard some of the hon.
members say just now that while this Bill
does affect the revenue of the country
it was not introduced or passed to create
a revenue for the Government.

HON. MR. ODELL-I said so.

HON. MR. ROSS (de la Durantaye)-
That may be, but it affects the revenue
of the country as a matter of fact. No-
body can say that it does not, though
the intention of the law was to prevent
the Chinese coming to this country, and
not to create a revenue. That may be
true, but the principle of the National
Policy underlies it all. When we impose
a duty upon a bar of iron, the principle
is the same, because it is to prevent that
sane bar of iron from coming into com-
petition with iron manufactured in this
country and to protect our native manu-
facturers.

HON.
duty ?

MR. ODELL-Who pays the

HON. MR. ROSS-We pay it.

HON.
pays it.

MR. ODELL-The consumer

HoN. MR. ROSS-The consumer pays
it of course, and those who import the
Chinese will have to pay the fifty dollars
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when they work in this country, because
if they had not to pay that fifty dollars
when they came in, they would be able
to work for less wages. The same argu-
ment applies in both cases-in both in-
stances it affects the revenue of the
country. It is protection. It is National
Policy, although I must say, I do not
approve of this particular phase of the
National Policy. I would like to have
it modified in some way or other, and I
hope the House and the Parliament of
this country will find some means at an
early day to modify thit law. I contend,
however, that it is not within the purview
of this House to initiate a Bill to re-
peal a law which interferes with or
affects the revenue of the country.
In the first place, to pass a law which
will affect the revenue of the country,
the sanction of the Governor General
must be obtained. This sanction is
granted on the advice of his constitu-
tional advisers. Where are the advisers
who recommended or sanctioned this
Bill, and where is that sanction ? We
have not got it that 1 know of; conse-
quently I maintain that the decision of
the Speaker is a perfectly correct one,
and, as far as I am concerned, I am pre-
pared to sustain it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I hope I shall
not be obliged to trouble the House
very long, although this subject has been
debated in such a way that it is made to
cover a great deal more ground,
and more questions of law, of practice,
and of constitutional procedure than I
think are involved in the question before
us. In the first place what is it we are
asked to decide ? It is not a question
of order. This is not an appeal on the
question of order which was decided by
His Honor the Speaker the other day.
There was no appeal taken from that
ruling. This is a substantive motion to
be dealt with by this House, to place
upon our order paper a bill to repeal the
Chinese Immigration Act, and iris for the
House, on whatever considerations may
niove it, to say whether it is expedient to
bring before the Hcuse a bill of that
description ; or whether it is constitution-
ally appropriate that the House should
deal with it. We are not confined to
the question of order, nor is it necessary

by any means that the ruling on the
question of order should be sus-
tained in order to reject this motion.
At the same time I must say that the
ruling of His Honor the Speaker on the
question of order was perfectly correct.
I do not think it is essential to the
rejection of this motion, but nevertheless,
en passant, I say it is correct, because
although the quotations which the
Speaker made in support of the ruling
do not literally sustain it, they embody
the principle upon which we here, I
think, ought to refuse to entertain this
measure, and measures of this descrip-
tion. If a bill to appropriate the revenue
of the Crown cannot properly originate
in this House then a fortiori a bill can-
not be introduced to repeal an act creat-
ing revenue. The effect of this Bill is to
destroy revenue created by the Act alto-
gether, rather than to appropriate the
revenue for some other purpose than
that for which it was intended. It might
be appropriated to one branch of the
public service or another ; whereas if you
destroy the Act, the revenue derived
through it ceases to exist altogether. I
do not propose to go further into that
question than I have done, but I would
like to examine the position which has
been assumed by those who support this
motion. In the first place by what is
this House to be guided in disposing of
questions like this ? Is it by the prece-
dents which establish the relations of the
two Houses through centuries past that
we are to determine our position. Are
we to decide whether this is a duty or
not by looking at the statute which im
poses it, or are we to allow the language
cf the statutes to be talked away,
or reasoned away, as was attempted by
one or two hon. gentlemen, or to be
laughed away as attempted by the hon.
gentleman opposite ? It appears to me
that we are to look for a solution of the
first question in the records of the prac-
tice of the two Houses in England to
which we are assimilated, where we do
not find it literally laid down in our
written constitution ; and that we are to
look for the nature of this tax to the law
which created it, and if that law decides
it absolutely and positively, we cannot be
permitted, and we cannot permit our-
selves, to reason the law away, and to say

HoN. MR. ROSS.
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that the impost which the law declares
to be a duty, which it deals with in every
respect as a duty, is no duty at all. The
law says this is a duty ; my hon. friend
says it is a tax, or penalty, it is a forfeit-
ure, or a fine. Which are we to take-the
enactment of the statute, or the opinions
of our friends, or our own opinions ? We
have simply to take what we have before
us,authentically laid down in thelaw before
us, and whatever may be our position,
and it is the highest legislative position
in the Dominion, we are nevertheless as
much bound by those laws as the hum-
blest inhabitant of this great country. In
the first place, is this tax a part of the
revenue, or is it not ? The revenue is
composed of certain duties imposed by
Act of Parliament, which duties go into
the consolidated revenue of the Domin-
ion. No one can possibly dispute that
proposition-that the revenue created by
duties, which revenue goes into the
consolidated fun:i of the Dominion, is a
revenue within the meaning of all the
precedents and rules which have been
quoted on both sides of this question.
Even at the risk of tiring the House I
would like to refer to the exact language
of the law. " Every person," says the
law, " of Chinese origin shall pay into
the consolidated revenue fund of Cana-
da, on entering Canada, at the port or
other place of entry, a duty of $5 o." Now,
my hon. friend says this is not a duty.
Whose authority are we to take ? The
authority of this statute, or my hon.
friend's authority

HON. MR. ODELL-Does the Act
not call it fines, forfeitures and penal-
ties.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-No. My hon.
friend will not find in this Act one single
word which characterizes the $50 duty
as a fine, a penalty or a forfeiture ; nor
will he find a single word which read by
any construction, however forced, will
constitute it a fine, a penalty, or forfeit-
ure. There are fines, penalties and for-
feitures provided for by the Act. That
we find distinctly there and it is the
strongest argument which can possibly
be produced against the hon. gentleman's
pretension that this $5o is a fine, or
penalty, and not a duty. If this Bill

deals with a duty which it declares shall
be paid into the consolidated revenue
fund ; and if by another clause it deals
with fines or forfeitures, it is quite plain
that the two are not identical. Now
with regard to this expression " duty "
which some people think accidental, the
preamble of the amending Bill provides
for, " from the payment of the duty im-
posed by the Chinese Immigration Act."
In the first clause it says " no duty shall
be paid, " etc., etc.

The latter part of the second clause
says "In addition to the entry dues
payable, the party is liable to a penalty
or forfeiture for non compliance with
customs binding regulations. The eight
section of the Chinese Immigration Act
provides, that every person of Chinese
origin shall pay into the consolîdated
revenue fund of Canada on entering
Canada a duty of $5o." Sub-section
four of the same clause, provides that
the " entrance duty " is not to be levied
on Chinese resident in Canada at a time
specified. The ninth clause provides
that the " duty " imposed by the next
preceding section shall be paid to the
Custons officer of the nearest or most
convenient port. And that the control-
ler shall deliver to each Chinese immi-
grant in respect of whom the duty has
been paid, a certificate of such "entry
and payment." The tenth section makes
a similar provision in detail. The twelfth
section provides that every master of any
vessel bringing Chinese immigrants to
any port in Canada shall be personally
liable to Her Majesty for the " payment
of the duty imposed." The next clause
deals with the certificate of entry which
the Chinese immigrants receive from the
Custom House officer for the payment
of the " entry duty " and so cn. I would
like to know from the hon. gentlemen
who contend that this is not a duty,
what form of expression in the English
language, or any other language, could
more clearly provide that this is a
duty, payable into the consolidated
revenue fund of Canada, beyond any
possibility of any kind of ambiguity, than
the language I have just read from the
Act? The Act is full of similar expres-
sions from end to end, making the clear-
est possible difference between the duty,
and the different fines, penalties and for
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feitures which it provides for. Section
17 imposes a "penalty" on the master of
a vessel violating the law. Section 18
provides a "fine" for taking part in organ-
izing unlawful courts for trying offences
by Chinese. Section 19 provides a "fine"
for molesting officers in the discharge of
their duty. Section 20 provides a "fine"
for other controventions of the law, etc.

HoN. MR.
penalties all
revenue also.

SCOTT-The fines and
go into the consolidated

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes, but that
does not prove that the $50 "duty" is a
"fine" or "penalty." That has no effect
as an argument to show that it is not a
duty. The hon. gentleman from Ottawa
and the hon. gentleman from Rookwood
took similar grounds, although strange to
say the latter gentleman in one part of
his argument insists that the impost is a
protective duty, and in another part of
his argument that it is not a duty at all.
He insists on the entire absence of a
distinction between the duty on the
individual and the duty on goods, the
presence of which distinction the hon.
gentleman opposite insists on so'strongly.
The hon. gentleman from Ottawa is per-
fectly right in my opinion, and I agree
in that respect entirely with the hon.
gentleman who spoke last in saying that
this is absolutely a protective duty. It
is not a duty imposed to prevent Chinese
from coming to this country; it is a duty
imposing a burden on Chinamen landing
in this country in order to discourage
competition with our own laboring
classes; exactly as we impose a duty
on a bar of iron, for the purpose of
protecting those engaged in the manu-
facture of iron in this country. The
absolute exclusion of iron from Canada
would have to be done by a different
process, but imposing a burden on the
entry of iron into this country, handi-
caps the importer, and gives the benefit
to the manufacturer here. My hon.
friend describes the process by which,
what he consider a real duty, is put. on
goods imported into this country. He
says the duty originates in a committee
of the House of Commons. When the
resolutions are reported from the Com-
mittee, they are embodied in a bill,

which passes through that House, and is
brought up here for our assent or dissent,
and we pass or reject it as we please.
He asks the question what similarity is
there between that and the process by
which this tax is imposed. It happens
that the process is exactly the same in
both cases. The duty on the Chinese
originated in a Committee of the Whole
in the Lower House. The resolutions
were reported from the Committee : they
were embodied in a bill and the measure
was brought to this House two years ago,
and actually passed this very Act, in
opposition to which so much has been
said. The processes were the same in
both cases. This law possesses all the
characteristics of an imposition of an
import duty on Chinese, which are im-
posed by an import duty on iron, or on
any other commodity mentioned in the
tariff.

HON. MR. ODELL-And not similar
to immigrants from any other part of the
world.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
is quite right, but in that he deals with
the principle of the Chinese Immigration
Act, in which I think I might say I
would agree with him. As a matter of
abstract principle I agree with every word
that my hon. friend has said ; but the
Chinese Act, to begin with, was not
assumed to be founded upon an abstract
principle of justice. It was a compromise,
a matter of convenience; it was expedient,
on &coult of the great agitation which
prevailed in British Columbia in conse-
quence of the extreme competition to
which our laboring classes there were
subjected. It is unnecessary for me to
discuss the causes which led the House
of Commons to introduce the measure
and this House to pass it, in 1885.
There must have been strong reasons for
it or the hon. gentlemen I see around
me so strongly objecting to it, would not
have voted for it two years ago. Those
reasons are disappearing, and 1 join in
the gratification that a great number of
us must entertain, in believing that the
causes of the agitation, the feeling which
led to the passage of this Act, are in a
great measure passing away. We have
now got through certain points in this

HoN. MR. ABBOTT.
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argument, and I will not dwell upon
them, especially as they have been dealt
with more forcibly than I can deal with
them. We are now asked to decide, not
on an appeal frorn the Speaker's decision,
but on the expediency of passing this
motion. It is proposed to repeal a law
which we find creates a revenue payable
into the consolidated revenue fund of
the country. This point we have got to:
I shall endeavor to proceed one step
further. I would ask my hon. friends
who have cited with approbation the pre-
cedents which my hon. friend from Sar-
nia quoted, to point out to me one
single authority among all those that
have been mentioned, that maintains
the principle that a Bill to set aside
a revenue act can be originated in the
Senate or in the House of Lords. I
venture to say without the least hesitation,
that there is not one single authority-
not one single word in any one of the
authorities cited, which sanctions the
doctrine that this House can introduce
a bill destructive of the revenue. I am
perfectly willing to sit down if any hon.
gentleman who has argued this question
can cite a single authority that supports
that principle. My hon. friend from
Sarnia cited with approbation an author-
ity from Todd which declared that there
was no distinction between rejecting a
bill, imposing a tax, and a bill repealing
a tax.

HON. MR. VIDAL-No, repealing a
bill and rejecting a bill.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-That is at page
458. I think my hon. friend attaches
very considerable importance to that
quotation.

HON. MR. VIDAL-It is my whole
case.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am very glad
to have that admission. It is what I
would expect from my hon. friend: I know
that he only wants a right decision in
the matter, and when he makes an
admission that gives away the whole
case, it can very soon be decided. I
admit that the question is one which
should be examined and discussed, al-
though I am not certain that a decision

on his motion will decide the question.
However that is what the authority says:

"The control of the public finances by the
House of Cominons js a constitutional right,
and t.hey are presumed to be the bestjudges
of the financial condition of the State, its
obligations and requirements. Nevertheless
every bill to impose or repeal a tax involves
other considerations besides those which
are purely questions of revenue."

The House will observe that the auth-
or is speaking now of a Bill in the House
of Commons to repeal a tax. It con-
tinues :-

"It necessarily includes principles of pub.
lic policy, or of commercial regulation, and
on points of this kind, 'he Lords as a co-
ordinate branch of the Legislature, are con-
stitutionally free to act and advise as they
nay judge best for the public interests."

That is a power which nobocy denies.
It was unnecessary to state a single au-
thority in support of it, because there is
no member of this House who is not
perfectly aware, and will not instantly
admit, that this House has a right to ac-
cept or reject any bill, money bill or
otherwise, sent up from the House of
Commons. Now this is part of that par
agraph, from which hon. gentlemen may
see the precise value of the authority on
which m5 hon. friend relies. It is as
follows :-

"Of late vears an attenpt has been made,
by an ingenious process of reasoning, to es-
tablish a distinction between the right of the
Lords to reject a Bill inposing a tax, and
one repealing a tax. Bu this distinction is
fallacious, and is not warranted either by
precedent, or by constituional authority."

What does this mean ? It refers to an
attempted distinction between the right
of the Lords to reject a Eill from the
House of Commons imposing a tax, and
the right of the Lords to reject a Bill
from the House of Commons repealing a
tax. What has this to do with the pres-
ent case ? Both originate in the House
of Commons, and it has been admitted
over and over again, and at all times,
that the Lords have the right to reject a
Bill imposing a tax ; the only doubt was
whether they have the right to reject a
Bill repealing a tax. When the Bill came
up imposing a tax on the Chinese, the
Senate had a right to reject it, if they
thought proper to do so. The writer
lays down the principle that every money
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Bill can be accepted or rejected by this
House, if they think proper, but he goes
on to say, " some people have raised a
question whether the House has the
right to accept or reject a Bill repealing
a tax, as it can undoubtedly do if it* is a
Bill imposing a tax," but he says there is
no distinction between the two. If a
Bill comes from the House of Commons
repealing a tax, the House has just as
much right to accept or reject it, as if it
were a Bill imposing a tax. That author-
ity has nothing to do with the question
before us. The question is, have we a
right to originate a Bill repealing a tax ?
I say the authority cited by my hon.
friend has no bearing on this question;
it does not deal with the subject at ail;
it deals with a totally different subject,
the right of exercising our power over
Bills of two classes coming up from the
House of Commons, one class of Bills
imposing, the other repealing a tax. The
doubt arose as to whether we had a right
to deal with both, and Todd commenting
upon it, and quoting precedents, says we
have as much right to accept or reject a
Bill repealing a tax as one imposing a tax.
That is the authority on which the hon.
gentleman relies.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-Do I under-
stand my hon. friend to deny the right
of this House to initiate a Bill repealing
any Act at all which contains clauses
imposing taxation.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes, and when
I deny it, I do so, not on my own opinion
merely, but because I find it so decided
by the current of authorities. I do so on
the judgment I form on the authorities I
find. As I have just stated not only has
there not been a case cited here to-day,
but there is not a case in the books
where the House of Lords or the Senate
of Canada have ever initiated a Bill re-
pealing an Act creating a public revenue.
As far as my research has gone, there is
not one precedent, either cited or not
cited, for the initiation of a Bill of this
House repealing an Act creating a public
revenue, and it seems to me the reason
of this is plain enough. If we were to
assume the right of repealing Acts creat-
ing a revenue, we would practically as-
sume the entire control of the financial

system of the Dominion. By simply in-
sisting that the current of taxation should
run only in one direction we could enforce
in this Dominion our own ideas about its
financial management. If the Senate has.
that power, it can force the lower
House to adopt whatever financial policy
it pleases by simply refusing its sanction
to all bills creating a revenue which did
not assume the particular shape, or rest
upon the particular principle, which this
House chooses to adopt. Now that is
directly in the teeth of the constitution-
in the teeth of the constitution of these
two houses, their origin and practice for
two centuries past, and it is precisely for
that reason that the House of Lords has
never attempted to exercise the jurisdic-
tion of repealing Acts creating a revenue.
They have regarded the House of
Commons as being charged with the
financial system of the country, as is
shown by the authorities which my hon
friends themselves have quoted. The
House of Commons is trusted with the
imposition of taxes : the power of taxing
the people is given to the representatives
of the people, who vote the taxes, and it
has gradually, as we know, come to this,
that the country is governed hy a com-
mittee of the people practically. In this
cornmittee originate these financial
measures, and it is the people through,
their representattives who decide upon
them. It would be therefore violating
this fundamental principle of the consti-
tution, and the line between therespective
powers of these two houses, for this
House to-take up itself any jurisdiction
which would enable it to destroy the
financial system which the other House
deems best for the country. It is just
for that reason no doubt, that the House
of Lords have never attempted it : it is.
on that account that it has never been
tried for centuries past. If that be not
so, there ought to be some dicta,
some authorities which lay down such a
rule as is contended for, and I
say that while you cannot on the one
hand find any precedent in the proceed-
ings ot the House of Lords for doing
what this Bill of my hon. friend's would
do, on the other hand you can find
declarations of the House of Comnions
declaring what they consider to be their
rights in this respect, in which declara-

HoN MR ABBOTT.
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tions the House of Lords acquiesced;
which defined the positions of the two
Houses in a manner the House of Lords
have never attempted to violate, and
which at this moment govern the pro-
ceedings of these two Houses. We
have here an authority on such points to
which we often refer, and we have all of
us cited the gentleman's book on this
occasion. He has looked into this ques-
tion, and I hold in my hand a memo-
randum that he has made of authorities,
and the conclusion he draws from them
on this particular point. I shall not
trouble the House with the citation of
the authorities, because they have all
been quoted with one exception, which I
may as well mention at once. That
exception is the declaration of the House
of Commons on the subject of the paper
duties, which has been referred to to-
night but I do not think has been quitê
appreciated. The memorandum which
Mr. Bourinot has prepared for me com-
mences with a statement of the
principle on which His Honor the
Speaker's decision rested the other day,
namely, the rule laid down by section 53
of the British North America Act. After
citing other cases, he refers to the Com-
mons resolution of i86o, proposed by
Lord Palmerston, by which it was de-
clared

" That to secure to the Commons their right-
ful control over taxation and supply this
House has in its own hands the power so to
impose and remit taxes, and to frame Bills
of Supply as to their matter, manner, mea-
sure and time may be maintained invio-
late."

That resolution was communicated to
the House of Lords. It was never dis-
sented from: no attempt has been made
since to Act contrary to its terms, but
the practice of sending up separate Bills
for different subjects of taxation was dis-
continued. Since then all taxation has
been sent up in one Bill, and the Lords
have either accepted it or rejected it;
but if the theory asserted here in support
of the motion of my hon. friend were to
prevail, it would stop the whole business
of the country. After the Supply Bill
had been passed, the Upper Houýe could
ntroduce a Bill to repeal any tax they

chose, just as this Bill repeals the tax
on the Chinese.

32

HON. MR. ODELL-They would
have to repeal the whole Act.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Not at all.
The objection to my hon. friend's Bill,
and to putting it on the paper is, that it
violates a constitutional principle-if it
proposes to repeal the duty on Chinese.
That is the objection which I raise, and
the same objection could have been
raised if the Act contained 50 other taxes,
and my hon. friend's Bill was intended
to destroy only one of those taxes. The
principle is the same. Supposing there
had been six or seven different species
of taxation in one Act, and one of them
were this tax on the Chinese, the princi-
ple my hon. friend contends for would
enable him to bring in a bill to repeal
one of them just as completely as to
bring in a bill to repeal the whole of
them. As I have just shown, May
quotes that resolution of the House of
Commons with approbation. He says
they .they " justly claim " the right of
imposing and remitting taxes; "it was
judiciously resolved" to maintain the
privileges of the House by asserting its
paramount authority in tle imposition
and the repeal of taxes. Of course it
is the origination of such legislati4 n that
they mean, because if a bill should be
introduced in the Lower House to re-
peal or to impose a tax, in either case,
as was shown by the authority on which
my hon. friend relied a little while ago,
the Senate could accept or reject the
Bill, just as they pleased. But that it
quite different from initiating a bill to
repeal a law and disturb the financial
system of the country. My hon. friend
says that this Bill of his does not disturb
the financial system of the country be-
cause it does not affect a large revenue :
but it will be at once seen that if the
Upper House can initiate legislation
affecting the public revenue to the extent
of $5,ooo a year they can initiate meas-
ures affecting it to the extent of $5,ooo,-
ooo a year. A bill could be sprung on
the Government at any time the object
of which would be to destroy a large
amount of the revenue of the country.
The House of Commons could reject it
of course, but how would the Senate
look sending down a bill disturbing
the whole financial equilibrium of
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the country. Would that be dignified,
sagacious or prudent conduct on the
part of a body like this ? It seems to
me that while we should be anxious to
preserve our privileges, we should not
forget our dignity-we should not forget
that thc true way to have our rights res-
pected is to respect the rights of others,
and obey the laws ourselves. The con-
clusion which Mr. Bourinot comes to I
take the liberty of reading to the House.
I thnk his opinions deserve consideration
by the House, as we attach a great deal
of weight to them in his book. He has
certainly had much experience and has
shown remarkable aptitude in dealing
with questions of this nature $e says:

The nature of the Bill proposed to be re-
pealed can be understood from the fact that
it had to be initiated by Resolutions in Com-
mittee of the Whole in the Route of Com-
mons, since it imposed charges and burdens.
Had it been first represented in the Senate,
the clauses imposing penalties, fees and
duties, would have been in italics or practi-
cally blanks, as otherwise the Commons
would not have rceived it. This fact shows
that it clearly falls within the category of
these measures would affect those constitu-
tional privileges to which the Coinions
adhere with unswerving tenacity.

Considering the nature of the Bill and the
meanidg of the authorities cited we nay
then fairly corne to the following conclusion:

1. That there are no precedents for the
initiation of a measure in the Lords repealing
duties the proceeds of which go into the
public treasury.

2. That the principles which govern the
relations of the two Houses-principles
tacitly acquiesced in by the Lords and en-
ate, and successfully systematically asserted
by the Commons-even forbid the amend-
ment by the Upper House of the Bill to be
repealed so far as it touches free duties or
penalties.

3. That the spirit of constitutional usages
that now gui e Parliament are directly
against the initiation of any measure in the
Senate, limiting for repeahing taxation, and
affecting the publicrevenues.

4. That the passage of such a Bill would
be in the direction of asserting a right on
the part of the Upper House to first present
and pass any measure repealing duties and
burdens on the subject.

5. That the House of Commons give that
consent to the passage of a Bill the effect of
which would be to remit duties or taxes
and consequently direct violation of the reso.
lutions wfiich were laid down in 1860 and
more practically direct the proceedings of
the two Bouses.

That is the opinion of Mr. Bourinot,

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

which I think is entitled to a good deal
of consideration. Now, what would be
the probable fate of this Bill if we sent it
down ? No doubt the Commons instead
of putting it on the order paper and
letting it die, as it would do, at this late
date of the session, would take steps to
vindicate their constitutional privileges.
In that case, in the face of these authori-
ties-in the face of the books that have
been quoted-in view of the fact that
there is not a precedent to sustain the
position in which the Senate would
stand, could we hope to maintain the
position we claim by this motion, the
right of repealing an Act affecting the
revenue of the country? If hon. gentle-
men cannot see that we would have any
possible chance of maintaining that posi-
tion why should we provoke a conflict
upon it? I am as desirous that we
should preserve our privileges as any
member of this House, and I feel as
strongly on that point as any other hon.
gentleman, but there is no use in ignoring
the fact that many contemptuous things
are said about this Senate throughout
the Dominion, and we should, therefore,
see that on no occasion should we give
any pretext for such criticism, by
taking a position we could fnot constitu-
tionally sustain beyond a possibility of
doubt. I should be very sorry to find
that the opportunities for speaking of us
slightingly should be increased, or a
reason of any kind given for aspersions
upon our actions as a branch of the
Legislature. And I do honestly think
that it would tend in that direction, if we
were to attempt what my hon. friend
from Sarnia wishes us to do; pass a Bill
which we know will bring us directly
in conflict with the views of the Com-
mons respecting the rights and privileges
of the two Houses, when we know we
cannot produce a single precedent to
sustain us in our action. That would be
exactly our position, and why should we
provoke a conflict at all ? My hon.
friend does not intend to push his Bill;
we are not going to gain anything by it ;
we are not by this motion asserting any
important abstract proposition-all we
asked to say by it is that my hon. friend's
Bill shall be replaced on the order paper,
and it would be open for me to-morrow
to take exeption to it as I did before,
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and it would be perfectly competent for
the Speaker to rule my hon. friend's
Bill out of order. That being the case,
why, at this stage of the session, with so
much work before us, should we occupy
ourselves with a measure which can
result in no possible advaatage, but
on the contrary may bring upon us an
unpleasant conflict with the Commons,
and obloquy through the country. If the
object were to assert it to be one of the
privileges of this House to pass a Bill
repealing a revenue Bill, then I can
understand that many gentlemen might
desire to avoid r;egativing the motion,
and endeavor to preserve to this House
privileges which some of them think we
possess. But here we have not even that
kind of object to attain by this motion.
Its passage will not affirm that principle.
It will not establish that we have the
right to repeal that law. It is not until
the Bill itself comes before the House
and the question is raised upon it, or

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-What is the
question?

HON. MR. TRUDEI-The question
is this : The hon. gentleman (Mr.
Abbott) to establish that it was a money
bill took the statute and said " these are
the words of the law and what have you
got to say against the wording of the
law ?" What I want to know is this :
Does the Minister pretend that here we
have to interprel the law as we should
before a tribunal, as a judge is bound to
do, as lawyers are obliged to do ; that
we are not above the law-that we have
no right to take cognizance of the facts
on which the law is based when we know
that the statute, in being given the color
of a money bill, was only a false pretence
to attain another object, which was to
prevent the immigration of Chinese into
the country ?

until it is raised by a resolution placed HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon.friend,
before this House, that the question of if I understand his question, asks me
our power can be affirmed or negatived. whether we have fot the right, in looking
In saying that however, I do not intend at this law, to interpret it by trying to
to abandon the position I assume, that ascertain what the motives of the law
the passing of this Bill would bea violation were? I say we undoubtedly have
of the privileges of the Commons, and that right if the Iaw is in any re-
that it would produce a conflict in which spect ambiguous-if we cannot un-
we could not maintain our position dergtand it by reading its terms we
between ourselves and the Commons as have a right to look at the surrounding
to our respective rights and privileges. i circumstances and find out what it
would therefore ask the House to reject means. But my hon. friend thinks that
this motion. because he considers that the motive of

Parliament in passing this law was to ex-
HON. MR. TRUDEL-I desire to put clude Chinese, and fot to get the

a question to the hon. minister. He has revenue; therefore this duty which the
rested his case upon the supposition that statute calls a duty, is not a duty; that
the Chinese Immigration Act is a money this revenue which the statute calis
Bill, and I think upon that assumption revenue, is fot revenue. I maintain
it would be unfair for those who sustain that no such rule of interpretation of a
the other proposition to leave the country statute would be accepted for a moment
and even the majority of the Senate under in any court of justice, or in any Parlia-
the impression that certain hon. genle- ment.
men of this House have clained the
privilege of repealing a money act. The HON. MR. VIDAL-I wish to say
The hon. gentleman from Sarnia has that had 1 seen that written opinion by
declared that, for his part, his case rested Mr. Bourinot I do nut think I should
on the authority which he quoted. have brought my motion before the
While I respect his opinion I may say House at ail. But I waited upon that
that my opinion, and 1 think it was the same gentleman and, on putting that
opinion of other hon. gentlemen, rested question before him, I was told distihctly
upon the assumption that the Chinese and clearly that the Bill was fot a
Immigration Act is not a money Bil. revenue Bill but was a Bill on public
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policy which affects the revenue only
incidentally.

HON. MR. POWER-I understood
the same officer in the sane way.

HON. MR. VIDAL-Mr. Bourinot
had not time then to look up the
authority. Whatever his view may be,
however, it does not change my private
opinion that the Chinese Immigration
Act is not in any true sense a
revenue Bill. I believe it still to
be a matter of public policy, and
the way in which it affects the
revenue is incidental, I therefore fully
concide in the sentiment of the hon.
gentleman from Amherst. It seems to
me to be a reasonable proposition. If
it was in the power of this House, when
the Bill came up to us, to throw it out
entirely it seenis to me to be a irresistable
and logical conclusion that if we had the
power to so reject the Bill that the
power remains with us to repeal the Act
whenever we see fit to do so. Of course,
if it is a revenue bill, there may be a
question about it, but I am quite sure
that even we have not the right to do the
same with it. I have already announced
to the House that notwithstanding what
my hon. friend, the leader of the Govern-
ment, has said, my intention in putting
the question was solely to decide a mat-
ter of order, and I explained to the
House in my opening remarks that I
thought it was the most courteous way
of appealing from the Speaker's decision
ývithout actually taking that shape. I
thought his decision was not correct and
was sustained in that view by a great
many hon. gentlemen in this House.
My object has been gained. There has
been a most able and interesting
discussion on the subject. We have
the matter as fully set before us as it
possibly could be. and I have no particu-
lar reason for insisting upon my motion.

HON. GENTLEMEN- Withdraw,
withdraw !

HON. MR. DICKEY-I will suggest
to my hon. friend, as he has stated that
he does not intend to press the Bill, that
there is no practical end to be gained by
a division on this question.

HON. MR. VIDAL.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I am not at all
desirous of pressing my motion; my
object has been gained in having the
point ably discussed.

THE SPEAKER-I cannot permit this
discussion to close without offering a few
remarks, inasmuch as it has been brought
about my ruling on the point of order
raised by the hon. gentleman from Sarnia.
I have no fault to find with the hon.
gentleman, but I do not think the House
Will refuse to allow me to say a few
words on the subject, and they will be
very brief. My hon. friend, the leader
of the Government, asked for my ruling.
I felt a conscientious conviction that this
Bill was not in order, on account of its
dealing with the revenues of the country.
I ruled upon the 47th rule of our House
and the 53rd section of the British North
America Act. It has not been the
practice in this House, since I have been
a member of it, to raise questions of this
kind. I knew that it was an agitated
question as to the privileges that exist
between this House and the House of
Commons. My hon. friend who so ably
elucidated the question upon our side-
so ably that I thought it could not be
replied to, and I venture to say that it
has not been replied to-has often ruled
Bills out of order because of involving
money questions. .1 did it without citing
authorities. I might have gone further
and shown that this Act of Parliament
had been made a part of the consolidated
revenue fund. It is perfectly easy to show
that it is a Bill imposing taxation, which
is a part of the revenue just as much as
the revenue upon anything included in
the tariff. The sentimental appeal of the
hon. gentleman from De Salaberry as to
its being taxation of human flesh has
nothing to do with it, and the senti-
mental question with regard to the re-
striction of Chinese immigration has
nothing to do with it. I am opposed to
the Chinese Bill, and everyone knows
that last year when the question was up
I did not certainly advocatethat measure.
The merits of this Bill are beside that
question altogether. The feeling of the
House towards this Bill is beside the
question altogether ; it is simply a ques-
tion of the jurisdiction of this House,
and it would place us in a most awkward
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position ii we were to assert that privilege
and find we were constitutionally wrong,
and that is exactly where we would find
ourselves. 1 am very glad to know that
the discussion has ended so far in the
House finding the ruling against the hon.
gentleman, and that he has withdrawn
his motion. I could not refrain from
saying, in making this ruling, that I felt
myself sustained by the principles estab-
lished by the section of the British North
America Act which I quoted, and by the
rule of our own House. Those princi-
ples are elaborated and extended through-
out the whole discussion of the position
as hetween the two Houses, and they
ail point to one conclusion, and I believe
that it will be in the sense of this House
that the position which I took is not one
likelv to be reversed. It has affirmed a
principle which is necessary for the
furtherance of legislation, and it will
prevent a recurrence of the discus-
sion we have had to-night. The
more it is discussed and ventilated the
more it is discussed and ventilated the
stronger will appear the reasons for
adopting the position I took. I must
say now at the outset that I felt great
hesitation as occupying this Chair, and
having only so recently come into it, in
taking any part in the debate on any
question of order. I did not wish to
intrude myself on the House but wished
to carry out the merely mechanical
duties which at this time of the session
are sufficient to occupy my attention in
the House. In the discharge of my
duties I did not think it required any
hon. gentleman of the House to say to
me that my functions were limited as I
know they are to being merely the
Chairman of the House. I have before
me all the authorities and all the points
which have been so ably dwelt upon,
most of them, by hon. gentlemen who
have taken part in the debate. They
are men of legal training and they are
men to whose opinions I defer, and it
may seem an act of temerity on my part
to interfere in any way in such a
discussion and I should not have done
so if I had not felt myself personally
interested in it and I know the House
will pardon me at this late hour of the
evening for saying a few words before
closing the debate. The discussion has

been an important one, and it has been
carried on with that courtesy which
characterizes the hon. gentleman from
Sarnia in bringing any matter to the
notice of this House, as well as by the
gentlemen who hold opinions adverse to
the ruling I gave. The hon. gentleman,
and others who sustained his views have
done so I am sure without any intention
of saying anything personal with regard
to myself. That is gratifying, and now
that the discussion is ended I trust that
the House will not think that, in making
the ruling, I did so hastily and without
consideration. I say now that if the
same question were to come up again
I should be strongly fortified in ruling
in the same direction.

With the consent of the House the
motion was withdrawn.

The Senate adjourned at 11:40 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Saturday, June, 18th 1887.

The SPEAKER took the chair at 3
p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

ST. MARTINS & UPHAM RAIL-
WAY BILL.

THIRD READING.

Bill (134), "An Act to enable the St.
Martins & Upham Railway Company to
sell its railway, and for other purposes"
-(Mr. Dickey).

CANADA ATLANTIC RAILWAY
COMPANY'S BILL

THIRD READING.

HoN. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors, reported Bill (132), "An Act
further to amend the Act incorporating
the Canada Atlantic Railway Company,"
with amendments.
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He said-The first amendment is in-
tended to meet a provision in the Act
that the directors should have power to
divide amongst themselves all unsub-
scribed stock. It was a startling provi-
sion, and on examining the Bill it was
altered in that way. The next amend-
ment is that the mortgage debts should
be placed in the office of the Secretary
of State and iotice thereof should be
published in the Offcial Gazette. The
other amendment relates to the
promissory note clause. The most
important amendment is that which
relates to the fourth clause which pro-
vides for the issuing of series" A" bonds
and authorizing the shareholders to give
priority to certain of those bonds. We
found some considerable difficulty in
arranging that clause and finally it was
met with an arrangement to say that the
priority of the different bonds in that
clause should be specified in a resolu-
tion authorizing the issue, and on the
face of the bonds themselves and in the
deed of mortgage to that effect.

HON. MR. CLEMOW - Since this
Bil passed through the Committee the
promoters desire to obliterate altogether
the clause with reference to priority and
precedence of bonds.

The report was agreed to.

HON. MR. DICKEY moved the third
reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. CLEMOW moved that the
said Bill, as amended, be not now read
the third time. but that it be further
amended as follows:-Page 2 line 37,
leave out from "(72)" to "(2)" in line 46.

THE SPEAKER-That strikes out
the amendment of the Committee alto-
gether.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It does.

HON. MR, McINNES (B.C.)-I would
ask the chairman of the Committee on
Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors if
this is a private or a public Bill?

HON. MR. McINNES-If it is a pri-
vate Bill I think the same objection
which was taken to a private Bill the
other day before the House, is equally
good in this case. Bills of this kind are
allowed to pass through without any
objection when it suits the purpose of
certain individuals. I am not going to
object to it, but I think it is necessary, if
the rules of the House are to be observed,
that notice should be given and that this
Bill should be brought up on Wednesday
next.

THE SPEAKER-If objection is
made, of course it will be taken notice
of, but if no objection is raised in a case
of this kind it passes as a matter of course.

HON. MR. McI&NES-It depends
entirely on whose ox is gored.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is the pro-
moter of the Bill himself who proposes
this amendment, and as nobody would
probably object to the promoter of a Bill
making such an amendment, it is proper
to allow it to be made and the Bill to
take its stage.

THE SPEAKER-The hon. gentle-
man from New Westminster insinuates
that there is a different mode of pro-
cedure as between different gentlemen in
this House. He must understand that
if an objection is made the objection is
considered; if no objection is made the
proceedings go on as a matter of course.
There was no objection made in this
case.

The motion was agreed to and the
amendment was concurred in.

HON. MR. CLEMOW moved the
third reading of the Bill as amended.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was~read the third time and passed.

WINNIPEG & HUDSON BAY RAIL-
WAY COMPANY'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY-It is a private HON. MR. DICKEY, from the- Corn
Bill. mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and

HoN. MR. DICKEY.
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Harbors, reported Bill (79) "An Act to
consolidate and amend the Acts relating
to the Winnipeg & Hudson Bay Railway
and Steamship Company, and to change
the name thereof," with amendments.

He said :-I may explain that the last
of these three amendments refers to the
promissory note clause, to make it con-
formable to our legislation. The next
preceding amendment is that which re-
quires that the mortgage deed shall be
deposited in the office of the Secretary
of State, and notice thereof be given in
the Canada Gazette. The other amend-
ment is a mere verbal one. I see no ob-
jection to the adoption of the amend-
ments.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. GIRARD moved that the
Bill be now read the third time.

HON. MR. READ-I would like to
draw the attention of the House to what
I consider a very important matter in
connection with this Bill, one that I have
not seen in any other railway charter, to
my.knowledge. In the 4 th clause you
will find that the Company are authoriz-
ed to build, purchase, acquire, lease or
possess and work grain elevators and
other warehouses, and to carry on a gen-
eral warehousing business, and "may pur-
chase grain and other freight and the same
may sell and dispose of." This is the por-
tion of the Bill that I intended to move
against. I doubt whether in all the
legislation of this Parliament we can find
any such provision in a railway charter,
and I cannot conceive why it is necessary.
Are we to place the inhabitants of that
country for all time to come under a
railway monopoly ? Even as the law is,
railway companies can have their favorites
in the way of freighting, and if, as this
Bill proposes, the Company are to be
permitted to buy in England, or any
other country in the world, and bring
the freight out over their own railway,
and buy grain and other products of
the country on -their own line, what
chance will there be fJr the public ?

It may be inquired how such a clause
came in the Bill. In i88o a Bill was
passed here incorporating the Nelson
Valley Railway and Transportation
Company. I see in the i8th clause of
that charter the Company may also build,
purchase, acquire, lease, charter or pos-
sess, work and operate sea-going vessels
and elevators, and if necessary, may pur-
chase grain and other freight to complete
or make up the cargoes of such vessels,
and the same may sell and dispose of.
The charter of the Winnipeg and Hud-
son Bay Railway and Steamship Com-
pany wa acquired three or four years
later. It provides that they may require
the charter of the Nelson Valley Rail-
way and Transportation Company, with
all its privileges, immunities, franchises
and everything else in connection with
it. I think this objectionable clause
must have found its way into the Bill in
that way. I do not think that Par-
liament would have granted such a
privilege to any company if it ,had
been properly brought to the notice of
the House. I may be wrong in
thinking so, but I consider it my duty to
move that the Bill be referred back to
Committee, with instructions to strike
out the words from " business " on the
forty-second line to "to" on the forty-
fourth line. That would strike out the
objectionable words to which I have
referred.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B.C.)-
What is the danger of giving the company
power to buy and sell wheat and other
freight ?

HON. MR. READ-The danger is of
creating an intolerable monopoly. If
the hon. gentleman were a trader living
alongside of a railway which possessed
such powers he would find himself in a
very difficult position. This company is
given power not only to build a railway
to Fort Churchill, but also to build a
branch line from the north of Lake Win-
nipegosis to the Canadian Pacific Railway
right across the continent, placing the
people of that portion of the North-West
for all time to come under a powerful
monopoly. We know that the Hudson
Bay Company kept that whole country
a close preserve, and if this railway com-
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pany 3hould get the charter in this shape
it will become even a greater monopoly.

HoN. MR. VIDAL-It must be borne
in mind that this Bill has been carefully
examined by the Committee 'on Rail-
ways, Telegraphs and Harbors ; that the
points to which the hon. member has
alluded were brought up and fully dis-
cussed, and that the judgment of the
Committee was that the Bill might be
allowed to pass in its present shape. It
would be unnecessarily taking up the
time of the House to refer it back to the
Committee.

HON. MR. DICKEY-This matter
was discussed in the Railway Committee,
but no motion whatever was made to
strike out these words. What was called
" the sweeping powers " given in this Bill
were adverted to and to some extent
dis.cussed, but I may say, though I have
no interest in this matter at all and never
expsct to have any (I certainly would
not take any stock in the company), it
was considered that this railway was in
an entirely exceptional position. From
Winnipeg to Fort Churchill, it traverses
an uninhabited country for 400 miles,
where there are no nierchants or any
persons interested in traffic, and it was
thought nothing but fair that this Com-
pany might have the power to buy and
sell grain and other products of the
country. The project is exceptional-
so exceptional in its character that it may
perhaps have escaped the attention of
the House that its promoters ask that the
Bill shall contain a clause preventing
them from amalgamating with the Can-
adian Pacific Railway.

HON. MR. GIRARD-I hope that the
hon. member will not insist upon his
amendment, but will allow the Bill to be
read the third time presently.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-There is a little
point in the Bill which we should not
pass over altogether without notice.
This clause as it stands was objected to
in the Committee, as my hon. friend
from Sarnia says, and that objection was
withdrawn or abandoned. It was not
pressed because it was stated that this
was a power which the company originally

HON. MR. READ.

possessed, and we were only asked to
continue that power. I know that I,
myself, felt some doubis as to the pro-
priety of giving this power, and expressed
them, but I said no more about it when
I was informed that this was an exact
copy of the Bill which the company
already possessed : but I judge
from the remarks which have been
made that this power conferred by this
Bill is larger than the power given in the
original charter. Although I do not
propose to offer any opposition to the
Bill, I think the House ought to be
aware that we are asked to give the
company greater powers in this respect
than the original Bill contains.

The amendment was withdrawn and
the Bill was read the third time and
passed.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (102) "An Act to amend the Act
incorporating the Pontiac & Pacific
Junction Railway Company." (Mr.
Abbott, in the absence of Mr. Ryan.)

CHINESE IMMIGRATION ACT
AMENDMENT .BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Corn-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (54) "An
Act to amend the Chinese Immigration
Act."

In the Committee, on the first clause,

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
House do not concur in this amend-
ment.

HoN. MR MILLER-Does the hon.
gentleman raise the question of order?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I intended not
to raise the question of order: I hoped
that on the ground of public policy the
House would consent to recede from
this amendment, which I consider out of
order as being an amendment to the
principal clause of the Bill, which affects
the revenue. The authorities which
were cited in the debate yesterday, and
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which are fresh in the mind of every
hon. gentleman present, without excep-
tion agree that it was incompetent for
this House to amend a Bill affecting
the revenue. Some gentlemen, while
they insisted (as is the fact and the
law) that this House could either reject
or pass a Bill coming from the House
of Commons respecting the revenue,
agreed that that Bill could not be
amended ; and that stands upon the
principle, of course, that it would be a
violation of the practice of Parliament
as to the duties and powers of the two
Houses with regard to each other. I
think I would prefer to have the House
accept my proposition on that ground
rather than raise the question of order,
but of course I should be compelled
afterwards to raise the question of order
in case the House did not concur in my
opinion. It appears to me that, as itis
obviously quite impossible that this
amendment could be accepted by the
House of Commons, there would be
no object in pressing it, because there
are advantages in this Bill ; it really does
ameliorate the condition of Chinese
immigrants very materially in the form
in which it is put, and those who con-
sider that the Act itself is bad, nust be
in favor of improving it to such an extent
as is practicable. Now, it is practicable
to improve this Act so far as to admit the
wife of a person not of Chinese origin
without paying duty ; that is certainly a
step forward and removes a difficulty
which actually occured under the Act,
and prevents its recurrence. The Bill
as it stands is undoubtedly a great
improvement: it enables a Chinaman to
travel from one end of the Dominion to
the other under such arrangements as, I
am informed, can be readily made with
the railway and steamboat companies.
There is no difficulty, I am
told, in obtaining a bond from
the person travelling, or his
friends, to protect the company against
the penalty, and therefore that second
clause is not only an advantage to the
Chinese, but also a great advantage to
our own carrying trade. The third clause
is struck out. The fourth clause is so
obviously just that no one would object
to it in the interest of the Duminion-
namely that the expense of collecting the

revenue should be taken from it before
it is distributed. My theory of what I
hope the House will think the proper
thing to do is, that as this Bill is an
amelioration of the Act, it will be accept-
ed in the form in which it can be put
through the other House, and it is abso-
lutely essential that this first clause
should be restored to its original form
for that purpose. I ask the House to
let the first clajse stand as it was
originally.

HON. MR. ALMON-I rise to a ques-
tion of order : no notice of reconsidera-
tion has been given, and the clause hav-
ing been passed I do not think it can be
again discussed without notice.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I may be per-
mitted to express the hope that we are
not going to have this matter discussed
ad nauseum. The suggestion which the
hon. leader of the House has made com-
mends itself to my approval. If we do
not raise the question of order ourselves,
and do not choose to get into an argu-
ment on it, no precedent will be est-
ablished with regard to this particular
Bill, and for that reason I think we
should not put ourselves in the position
of dlriving the Minister to take exception
to the amendment ; because in that way
we will keep our privileges as they are
and as I think they should be, and we
will be in a far better position than
if we renew this'tangle of debate that we
had yesterday, and get into another fight
on the question. This is a public Bill,
brought in by the Government on their
own responsibility, they have had full
notice and warning by the arguments of
those who object to this clause, and 1, as
one of them, am prepared to take the
position of letting the Governnent
assume the responsibility of passing the
Bill, and let it go.

Hox. MR. ABBOTT-Of course I
understand the seitiment of this House,
and my colleagues understand it. The
feeling of this House is not going to be
disregarded, but will receive the most
careful possible consideration. I am not
in a position to say what steps will be
taken, but the obvious fact that this
House, which is quite as important a
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branch of Parliament as the other, is
opposed to the Chinese Act, enables me
to say that the matter will receive most
careful consideration by the Government
before another session.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I was in hopes
that so decided an expression of opinion
in this House would have been met in a
different spirit by the Government, and
that they would have conceded the point
that was so fully debated last evening.
They do not do'the House of Commons
justice in assuming that the Bill would
be stopped in that Chamber in conse-
quence of the amendment which has
been made here. On the contrary, I
think the Bill would be much more
favorably received in the House of Com-
mons if the aiendment introduced by
the hon. member for Halifax had been
allowed to remain in the Bill. It is pro-
posed that the functions of this House
shall be completely set aside. It is known
that when the Government appeal to their
followersin this House they carry anything
they choose. It is a complete abdication
of our functions when we consent to the
Government carrying a Bill of this kind
contrary to our better judgment. I think
so small a concession as we ask might be
made, and the amendment might be
allowed to go. I do not intend to repeat
the points that, as my hon. friend from
Amherst has observed, have been dis-
cussed ad nauseum, but I wish to remark
that although a majority of this House
may yield their judgment as to whether
the amendment shall be pressed or not,
they are not yielding either one point or
the other. I argued this point on the
assumption that this is not a revenue
bill, and I am prepared to establish to-
day that it is not. My hon. triend says
we are bound to take this Bill and con-
sider it as judges and lawyers. If I were
discussing this question purely as a bar-
rister-at-law, as to whether this Bill affects
the revenue or not, I would say that it
does. But I am ndt arguing from a
lawyer's standpoint. Where a branch of
the legislative power has a subject of this
kind before it, we are permitted to take
a broader and more general view, and
ask what was the object in the first place
of putting a law of this kind on the
Statute Book ? Was it a question of

HON MR ABBOTT.

public policy, or was it fôr revenue ? Is
it using too strong language to say that
we would be stultifying ourselves, without
any expression in the other House when
this law was put on the Statute Book, to
say that it was for revenue purposes ? 1
took the trouble last night to read Mr.
Chapleau's speech when the Bill was
introduced. There was nothing of
the kind suggested then. He quotes
the opinions of the representatives
of labor in British Columbia,
who desired this legislation, that
the object was to keep the Chinese out
of the country. The very fact that a
Chinese woman who is the wife of a per-
son not of Chinese origin shall not be sub-
ject to this tax, but that the wife of a
Chinaman shall be, is proof that the ob-
ject was not to raise a revenue. I do
not propose to press this matter now ; I
simply appeal to my hon. friend as to
whether it would not be more proper and
prudent, and in the right direction, that
the Government should, of their own
motion, make this concession and see
what the effect of it would be ? If after
the experience of twelve months it should
be found that this concession was made
a cloak for the purpose of bringing in
Chinese women who, strictly speaking,
were not the wives of Chinamen in this
country, I should be the first to take part
in repealing it, but I have yet to be con-
vinced that tht action of the Senate, in
proposing that a man may bring his wife
and family into this country on paying a
duty of $50 for himself is, unwise, or that
a man can have any but the best of mo-
tives in bringing his family with hirm. I
think it would be in the interest of the
community to which he cornes that his
one wife should be with him and live
with him.

THE SPEAKER-How many wives
would the hon. gentleman allow a China-
man to bring with him ?

HON. MR. SCOTT-The proposition
is so simple that I think any gentleman
who wishes to understand it need have
no difficulty in seeing the point. The
language of the clause is not open tO
doubt or ambiguity.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not think
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it would be judicious to raise a debate
on the same subject we discussed the
other night. Of course the reason why
I cannot respond to the hon. gentleman's
appear is that I do not think the clause
would result in Chinamen bringing to
this country their lawful wives with the
intention of living with them and main-
taining the martial and family ties as
Christians understand it; and that is the
reason why the Government cannot con-
cur in it. Of course if the Gouernment
were satisfied on that point they would
concur in it I have not the slightest
doubt, but when a Chinaman can marry
as many wives as he likes for loquacity
by handing them a piece of paper, any
number of Chinese women might be im-
ported into this country who would not
be any credit there.

HON. MR. ALMON-I move that
House do concur in my amendment.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I did ruot wish
to obstruct the hon. gentleman in making
him motion, but it would not be regular
at this moment. The question now be-
fore the House is the question of non-
concurrance in the clause moved by my
hon. friend from Ottawa.

HON. MR. SCOTT - I made no
proposition.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Then in the
clause as it stands the motion, is that the
House do not concur in the amendment.

HON. MR. VIDAL-I cannot allow it
to pass in this way. Without any desire
of reopening the question which occupied
our time so much yesterday I cannot
refrain from referring hon. gentlemen to
the sentence in May which prevented
me from accepting the ruling that this
Bill is out of order. The position I
take is that the .amendments made to the
original Act by the Bill before us are so
trifling that they would not induce me
to accept them and place them here
on record, because I think it would
be a quasi sanction of the principie
of the Act now on our Statute Bock.
My idea is that if we allow the Bill to be
amended in some slight degree this ses-
sion, it is a consent on our part to the

Bill being there, and probably next ses-
sion there will be another little amend-
ment, and the following session still
another amendment, and so on until the
principle of the Act and its right to be
on the Statute Book is admitted and
sanctioned. My opinion is that if the
Senate will adhere to its expressed con-
victiorns on the subject, as we did last
year, we will not pass such an amendment
We will say to the Commons, "you deny
our right under the Constitution to
repeal the Bill, therefore we have a per-
fect right to reject any amendments
which you think will make it more pop-
ular-we will not accept the amendments.
We will allow the difficulties to go on
and increase until the Government is
forced to recognize the fact that it is not
a proper law to be on the Statute Book,
and will consent to its being repealed."
I trust hon. gentlemen will not agree to
this motion to erase the amendment sug-
gested by the hon. gentleman from Hali-
fax, and which was carried in Committee.
I do not see any reason whatever for
going back on the sentiments which we
then expressed and approved.

The House divided on the motion,
which was agreed to on the following
vote:

CoN1 ENTS:

Hon.
Abbott,
Allan,
Boucherville, de
Carvell,
Casgrain,
Chaffers.
Clemow,
DeBlois,
Ferguson,
Girard,
Gowan,
Guévremont,
Howlan,
McCallum,
McDonald (C.B.),

NoN
Ho

Almon,
Armand,
Baillargeon,
Bellerose,
Dever,
Dickey,
Flint,
Grant,
Haythorne,
Leonard,
Lewin,

Messrs.
McKay,
McKindsey,
Macdonald (B.C.),
Merner,
Miller,
Montgomery,
Plumb (Speaker),
Read,
Robitaille,
Ross (Laurentides),
Ross ( de la Duran-

taye),
Smith,
Sullivan,
Sutherland.-29.

-CONTElTS:
n. Messrs.

McClelan,
McInnes (B.C.),
Odell,
Pâquet,
Reesor,
Scott,
Stevens,
Trudel,
Vidal,
Wark.-21.



Chinese LSENATE] Immigration Bil.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved concur- the question to-day will vote another was
rence in the remainder of the amend- on the same question on a future occas-
ments made in committee of the whole. ion.

The motion was agreed to on a division. HON. MR. MILLER-The hon. gen-
tleman from Halifax was hardly in order

HoN. MR. ABBOTT moved that the when he characterized an Act of this
Bill be now read the third time. Parliament as an outrage. It is certainly

contrary to the rules of Parliament relat-
HON. MR. VIDAL--I object to the ing to debates to permit such a latitude

Bill being read the third time to-day. of expression. I may say to the hon.
gentleman at once that if I thought the

HON. MR. MILLER-If it comes to a amendment which he made to the first
question of right the hon. Leader of the clause of this Bil could possibly have
House has a right to move the third gone through the House of Commons,
reading of the Bill, now I think at this and would not have înjured the the
period of the session he would only be rest of the Bil which is an ameliora-
consulting the expedition of public tion of the Act upon our statute book,
business by insisting on the third reading I would have voted with him; but it
presently. is because I conceive that the amend-

ment would not be accepted by the
HON. MR. ABBOTT-If the subject House of Commons on two grounds

were a new one I should not move it First as an infringement of their privi-
now, but I think as the matter has been leges, and secondly in consequence of
very fully discussed on three or four oc- the public policy on this question which
casions there is no reason why I should we think a majority of that Fouse is dis-
not move that the Bill as amended be posed to support, that I cannot accept
now read the third time. the amendment. But on whatever

ground the majority voted against the
HON. MR. ALMON-I have very first motion of the leader of the house

great objection to that Bil being passed. there is not the slightest ground what-
The Flouse ahmost unanimoushy objected ever for voting against the motion which
to the passing of the Chinese Immigration my hon. ftiend has now proposed. The
Bill. If we pass this BilI now we shawl f hrst motion was, in the opinion of the
not occupy a very exalted position before Flouse, a decided improvement on that
the country when we say, as we shawl say clause, and I can understand how those
by the passing ofhis BillHthat the opinion gentlemen who entertained that opinion
we formed two days ago we have entirely and believed that it might possibly go
changed to-dae-that the now notorious through- the couse of Commons and be
Chinese Bill which we were almost un- accepted in that fouse, voted against
animouspy opposed to we shasl adopt- the motion of my hon. friend for non-
that the structure which was rotten and concurrence in the amendment; but I
which we said was on a false basis and cannot understand why the rest of the
erected for false purposes we shaîl alhow Bill which is now under the considera-
to be painted and varnished to make it tion of the louse and which in every
look a litte more respectable and then one of its clauses is an amehioration of
adopt it. I say , the Bi is an outrage the Act as it stands on the statute book
of the feelings of the present centuTy should be opposed. It is, to the extent
and the more obnoxious it is the sooner it goes, an amelioration of the law, and
it will be repealed. This ittle bit of for that reason intend to vote for it,
painting and varnishing only makes the flot that I would repeal the Chinese
structure hast a littfe longer but does not Immigration Act if we had the power to
add to its usefulness or beauty. I shatl do so. If a n easure coes up fromn the
therefore oppose the third reading, and other louse to repeal that Act at any
divide the Flouse so that we shaîl see time I shal certainly support it, but I do
when tge question again comes up before not wish to have the stigma attached to
us whether those who vote one way on my vote which the hon. gentleman fron
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Halifax desires to attach to it on the
present occasion, and I trust to the com-
mon sense of the House and of the
country to draw a logical conclusion
from my action and my vote on
this Bill. I cannot understand how
any gentleman can vote against
the motion of the leader of the
House-because that motion for the
adoption of the rest of the clauses of the
Bill is a decided amelioration of the Act,
and I should suppose that the 21 or 22

gentlemen who voted in the negative just
now should be the first 22 gentlemen to
rise in support of the motion which the
hon. gentlem:n has just made.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I believe it is
quite true that a great many more mem-
bers would have voted for the amendment
which my hon. friend moved had there
been a prospect of its being carried to a
successful issue and being made part of
our legislation. I think it was an excel-
lent amendment, and the prospect of a
conflict with the other louse did not
deter me from giving my vote in favor of
that amendment. But with regard to the
Bill itself, I have always stated that if
it could be improved in any particular,
so that it would be an amelioration of
this harsh legislation, I would vote for it.
I am for it still, and I am not ashamed
to state here that although I voted for
my hon. friend's amendment, as we can-
not get that amendment, I am prepared
to vote for the Bill as an improvement
on the Act.

Ho. MR.* DEVER-I take issue at
once with the hon. gentleman from Rich-
mond. He assumes that the gentlemen
who vote in opposition to the amendment
now are inconsistent, inasmuch as they
voted formerly in favor of another propo-
sition. The reason why I vote as I
intend to do, and I think the reason why
those who voted with the hon. gentleman
from Halifax did so,is this: that when this
debate was up before, nearly the universal
feeling was against the principle of. the
Bill. Consequently, if the almost univer-
sal opinion of this House is against the'
principle of the Bill, I think we are more
nconsistent who now refuse to support
an amendment which is an amelioration,
but which also admits the principle of
the Bill.

HON. MR. MILLER-I am sure my
hon. friend does not wish to misrepresent
me. I brought no charge of inconsis-
tency against any member of the House.
What I said was this, that I would sup-
pose the twenty-two gentlemen who voted
in the negative just now would be the
first twenty-two members of this House
to vote for the present motion.

HON. MR. DEVER-That is an im-
putation that we are inconsistent and I
repudiate that imputation, and I think it
is quite consistent and honorable for
every gentleman who is, opposed to the
principle of this Bill to vote for the
amendment of the hon. gentleman from
Halifax, and against the motion on the
other side.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I recollect well
on a former occasion the hon. gentleman
from Sarnia introduced a measure for
amendment of an Act that I certainly
would not have voted for had I been in
the House when it passed. He spoke
so strongly and so forcibly about improv-
ing the measure and the duty of the
House to improve it, that he convinced
me. I thought his argumen ts were co.
gent and suflicient and that I ought to
support his contention. This is a meas-
ure to improve a law that we all of us,
or most of us at all events, would not be
a party to passing in the view we now
take of it and I certainly will
and must support this amendment as an
amendment of the Act as it exists. I
think I would be utterly inconsistent if
because I object to the Act itself or
would have objected to the measure in
the first place, I failed now to give my
voice in favor of any amendment of the
law.

HoN. MR. ODELL-When the
matter was under discussion last evening
I then said with regard to the intro-
duction of this Bill to ameliorate the
condition of the Chinese, and to remove
some of their disabilities, I would be
prepared to vote for a measure of that
sort provided we could not carry the
repeal and I am very glad to find that
the leader of the Government has struck
out a good deal from this Bill which I
think is objectionable and especially
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those portions which relate to the " trans-
portation" of these poor creatures that
come into the country, and giving them
" tickets of leave," as if they were felons.
I see also there is another portion which
it would have been as well to strike out
-the provision which states that the
duties payable under Section No. 8 of
the Act 'Shall be liable to the penalty
or forfeiture provided by law for non-
compliance with customs bonding
regulations." There you are treating
human flesh like a chattel and these
expressions I think are altogether mis-
placed in the -ill. We are treating
these poor Chinese worse than we would
treat a savage from the Cannibal Islands,
for if a cannibal were to land here he
would not have to pay these penalties for
coming into the country and could go
out of it again when he pleased. The
only thing necessary would perhaps be
that notice should be given that children
should be kept at home, and care taken
that he did not breakfast on any of them.
Anendments have been made striking
out nearly the whole Bill. I do not
know whether the House will permit,
but I am about to suggest that we might
strike out a little more, that is if the
Leader of the Government will concede
that the Act imposing those duties upon
the Chinese is before the House.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I think not.
I do not think that Act is before the
House at all.

HoN. MR. ODELL-If that Act is
not before the House how can we deal
with an amendment to it ? It appears to
me where an amendment to an Act is
brought up and the Act is specially re-
ferred to in the amendment, as it is here
in several places, that you cannot take
into consideration the amendment with-
out also taking intu consideration the
Act. You will see also that by this Bill
certain sections of the Act are repealed.
How are we going to repeal these sec-
tions unless we have the Act under con-
sideration before us, and how can we tell
what is proposed to be repealed unless
the Act itself is on the table along with
the amendment? If the hon. gentleman
from Sarnia had made his motion in a dif-
ferent way I think this House would have

HON. MR. ODELL

been prepared to accept it. I believe
it would be according to the ex-
pressed views of this House, because
the Leader of the Government has
stated that he is himself opposed
to the Act. What has occurred to me
is that we can bring up the question of
the repeal of the original Act which I
contend is now before the House by a
further amendment to the Bill. It has
been held that we cannot introduce a
bill to repeal the Chinese Act but we
have the right when before us to reject
it. Taking that as a point I propose to
strike out all the rest of the amending
bill with the exception of a portion of
the third section containing merely the
following words : " The Chinese Immi-
" gration Act is hereby repealed " and
all you have to do then is simply to alter
the preamble of the Bill and to say
" Whereas it is expedient to relieve all
persons of Chinese origin from the pay-
ment of duties payable under the
Chinese Act therefore we enact so and
so." The point which I raise is this : 1
contend that the original Act is now be-
fore us as well as the amendment to it.
You cannot take into consideration one
without the other ; therefore it appears
to me that the House has a perfect right
to express its opinion upon the general
Act and repeal it if they think fit. If
the House is of the opinion that that
Act is not before us, then, of course, the
decision that was come to last evening
precludes any amendment of that sort
under the ruling of the Speaker. Other-
wise, if the Act is before us, I hold such
an amendment is in order-

HON. MR. ALMON-I rise to a ques-
tion of order. Is it right to pass the
amendment proposed by the leader of
the Government without the House go-
ing into Conimittee on the subject ?

HON. MR. McINNES-Although this
debate has been going on day after day
I have refrained from taking any part 1i1
it, and I am not going to detan the
House at this late period of the session
with any extended remarks. r have an
amendment to move, and it is that the
Bill be not now read the third time but
that it be read this day three months. I
do so for several reasons. The principah
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one is that the most important and vital
amendment made to the Bill as it came
up from the House of Commons has
been expunged by the House a few
moments ago. The other amendments
that have been made to the third section
are of such a trivial character that I do
not think it is worth while passing the
Bill in its present amended form. We
may varnish it up as we choose-we may
eliminate the most objectionable clauses
and make it more workable, but in so
doing we are affirning the principle that
it is right to have such an Act on our
statute book byadopting this measure,and
the more frequently we interfere with it
and amend it the more formaliy we are
committing ourselves to the principle of
the restriction Act. Last year, in no un-
inistakable manner, the House rejected a
similar Bill brought up from the House
of Commons and I really think that we
will only be doing justice to ourselves
and acting consistently if we reject this
Bill in toto. I have contended for years
that there was little necessity for a
Chinese restriction Act-that the people
of British Columbia could not get it
when it was needed, namely, before the
construction of the Canadian Pacific
Railway. I informed the House years
ago that an effort was made, before the
Canadian Pacific Railway was begun
in British Columbia, by members
of the House of Commons and
in this House from British Columbia.
Many earnest appeals were made to the
Premier to have a clause or condition
inserted in th'e Government railway con-
tract with Mr. Onderdonk-who had the
contract for building the first 25o miles
of the Canadian Pacific Railway-ex-
cluding all Chinese labor. Unfortunately
for British Columbia our advice was not
taken, though we urged the importance
of our representations, but we were un-
heeded. We foresaw what would take
place if such a provision was not made,
and our predictions were realized, for
within a few months after the contract
with Mr. Onderdonk was entered into,
shipload after shipload of Chinese labor-
ers were brought into British Columbia,
and it is not fair, as asserted by some of
the hon. members during this discussion,
that British Columbia forced this measure
on Canada. I claim that the entire onus

and responsibility for having that law on
the Statute Book to-day rests on the
present Government, because before the
letting of the railway contract and a large
importation of these Chinese laborers,
there was comparatively little agitation
against the Chinese in British Columbia.
It was not until after they were brought
in by thousands that this intensely bitter
feeling was aroused, and the Government
was compelled to take some action
whereby the agitation would be allayed.
As a preliminary, the notorious Chinese
Commission was appointed. It visited
British Columbia, and after a period of
six months' incubation was safely deliv-
ered of the futile Chinese Act of 1885.
Immediately after the completion of the
Canadian Pacific Railwa; the Chinese
beg-n to leave the country in large
numbers, and I believe that for every one
that is now coming into the country two
or three are leaving. In view of these
facts, I think it is just as well that we
should reject this Bill and allow the
evil to work out its own cure. For this
reason I have moved the three months'
hoist.

The House divided on the motion,
wh ich was lost on the following division:

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
Almon, McClelan,
Armand, MeInnes,
Dever, Pâquet,
Grant, Reesor,
Haythorne, Scott,
Leonard, Stevens,
Lewin, Vidal-14.

NON-CONTENTS.

Hon. Messrs.
Abbott, McKav,
Allan, McKindsey,
Boucherville, de Macdonald (B.C.),
Carvell, Merner,
Casgrain, Miller,
Chaffers, Montgomery,
Clernow, Odell,
DeBlois, Plumb (Speaker)
Dickey, Read,
Flint, Robitaille,
Girard, Ross [de sa Durantaye
Gowan, Smith,
Howlan, Sullivan,
McCallum, Sutherland,
McDonald (C.B.) Wark-30.

THE SPEAKER-The question is
now on the third reading of the Bill.

511



512 Ratural Food Product [SENATE] of t/e JVorth- WFe8t.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the third time on the same
division and passed.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of Bill (11i) "An Act to amend
the Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act
to make better provision for the trial of
claims against the Crown."

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the third time and passed
without debate.

MONTREAL HARBOR COM-
MISSIONERS BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

HON. MR ABBOTT moved the
second reading of Bill (92) " An Act to
amend the Act relating to the Harbor
Commissioners of Montreal."

He said :-This is a short Bill cover-
ing only one small point. The law
respecting the loans affected by the
Harbor Officials of Montreal requires
them to sell their bonds at or above par.
They have been consulting with the
Finance Minister and he concurs in the
view that if they were allowed to sell
their bonds at a small amount below par
they would get more money from them
and obtain a better market for the bonds.
The Finance Minister concurs in the
view that if they would sell the bonds
4 per cent. below par thev would get a
better price for them than sell 5 per
cent. above par.

The Bill was read the second time at
length at the table.

It was then read the third time under
suspension of the rule and passed.

DOMINION ELECTIONS BILL.

SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of Bill (i 15) " An Act to amend
the Dominion Elections Act and to re-
move doubts as to the rights of certain
persons to vote at elections of Member
of the House of Commons."

He said: This also is a short Bill
and not very important, to remove a
doubt which has existed for some time
as to the right of deputy returning offi-
cers and poll clerks and constables to
vote. This is to remove that doubt and
to declare that they have the right to
vote.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the third time and passed under
suspension of the rules.

SECOND READING.

Bill (41) " An Act respecting the De-
partment of Customs and the Depart-
ment of Inland Revenue " was read the
second time without debate on the un-
derstanding that the debate on the prin-
ciple of the measure should take place
when the Bill was referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole.

SECOND AND THIRD
READINGS.

The following Bills were read the
second and third time under suspension
of the rule and passed without debate :

Bill (R) " An Act further to amend
the Act respecting the Department of
Finance and the Treasury Board." (Mr.
Abbott.)

Bill (116), "An Act to amerd the Act
respecting the Department of Agricul-
ture."- Mr. Abbott.

Bill'(1 3 9), "An Act to provide for an
additional subsidy to the Province of
Prince Edward Island "-(Mr. Abbott).

Bill (146), "An Act to amend the
Speedy Trials Act " Chap. 175 of the
Revised Statutes.-(Mr. Abbott).

NATURAL FOOD PRODUCTS OF
THE NORTH-WEST.

MOTION.

HON. MR. SCHULTZ moved the
adoption of the second report of the
Select Committee appointed for the pur-
pose of collecting information regarding
the existing natural food products of the
North-West Territories, and the best
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means of conserving and increasing
them.

He said :-Before the adoption of this
report,1 may explain that the Committee
bave caused their list of questions to be
sent to many more gentlemen than those
whose names appear upon the list
appended to the report submitted yester-
day, and that, on account of the great
distance, or from other causes, answers
have not yet been received: in such
cases I would ask that all communica-
tions which were received up to the date
of Prorogation should be considered as
being now received, and appear in the
printed evidence. I now move, seconded
by the Hon. Mr. Girard, the adoption of
the report, and as there only remains
half an hour before six o'clock, I will be
more brief in my remarks than if the
time were longer, and confine myself to
the subject of former official and Par-
liamentary reports upon the North-
West, then known as Rupert's Land and
the leased territory of the Hudson Bay
Company, the latter being all the por-
tions of the present North-West Terri-
tory, the waters of which do not flow
into Hudson Bay, and the former com-
prising Assiniboia, Alberta, Saskatchewan
and a very considerable part of northern
Minnesota. The first of such reports,
which has more than a passing
interest, was made by a committee
appointed by the British House of
Commons in A.D. 1749 and contains
some very curious and valuable informa-
tion from which I would like to read
lengthy extracts had the time allowed.
Evidence .was given before this Com-
mittee that near the shores of Hudson's
and James' Bay, Barley, Oats and Rye
were grown and the witness had seen
ornaments of silver and copper on the
Indians and one witness who had got
further into the interior had regaled
himself on rice which he said was blacker.
but as good as that in England. Another
had planted, and succeeded with many
English seeds and would have continued
but for fear of his officers "who liked it
not." The nexf was a most important
one, as it was to determine whether the
North-West was to be opened thirty years
ago for settlement by Canadians and
others, or whether it was to be closed
again till this Dominion, when only twc

33

years old, became the arbiter of its des-
tinies. It will be seen from the Journals
of the British Houses of Commons that
two committees were ordered, one which
sat during the winter session of 1857 and
the other during the summer session of
that year, consistng of nineteen members,
and comprising such well known names
as those of : Lord Stanley, Sir John
Packingham, Lord John Russell, Mr.
Gladstone, Viscount Sanden, Mr. Lowe,
Mr. Roebuck, Mr. Labouchere and Mr.
Edward Ellice. The instruction of the
H-ouse to these Committees was "1 to
consider the state of those British pos-
sessions in North America which are
under the administration of the Hudson's
Bay Company, or over which they pos.
sess a license to trade."

These Committees held a number of
sittings and examined many witnesses,
who were, or had been, overland Arctic
travellers, Hudson Bay Company's offi-
cers, officers of the army and navy who
had served in the country, missionaries,
Red River settlers, and Canadians. And
two draft reports, widely divergent in
character, were submitted to the Com-
mittee by Mr. Labouchiere and Mr.
Christie. Those are very interesting,
but too long for me to read at this late
hour, and during the discussion of these
reports Mr. Gladstone proposed ten
resolutions, two or three of which I will
read

Ist. "That the country capable of colon-
ization should be withdrawn froi the
jurisdiction of the Conipany."

4th. " That such jurisdiction should
henceforth reet in the basis of Statute."

7th. " That in reference to Her Majesty's
Government to consider how the ]and capa-
ble of colonization, detached accordingly
from thejurisdiction of the Company,should
be settled and governed under free institu-
tions."

And it nust always remain a matter of
regret among Canadians that those reso-
lutions, so comprehensive in character,
and so tersely worded, were lost simply
by the casting vote of the Chairman, Mr.
Ed. Ellice, a large stockholder of the
Hudson Bay Company, and shortly after-
wards its Governor.

Had I time I would like to read por-
tions of the evidence taken before this

1 Committee, and in the light of subse-
quent investigations, some portions
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would appear very ridiculous to hon.
gentlemen, who would find it difficult
to believe that no wheat could be grown
where its export has since reached up into
the millions of bushels. However, the re-
port of this Commission closed the door
of enquiry for many years. It is true that
the people of Upper and Lower
Canada still believing that their opinions
about the British portion of this conti-
nent might possibly be as good as those
entertained in England, continued to
seek information from Professor Hind
and from Simon J. Dawson, Esq., C.E,
now a member of Parliament, yet so
effective was the result of the enquiry in
the British House of Commons to which
I have referred, that Dawson was looked
upon by many as a dreamer of dreams,
who gave illusionary visions of fertility
in a land which had been looked upon
in the Old Country "as a place where
the frost never left the ground, andl
where musk-rats and frogs disported
themselves on the slightly thawed sur-
face." Another Commission, however,
(and this time of the Senate of Canada)
put an end to all doubts and fears when
in r87o, after the examination of a num-
ber of witnesses, they submitted the
following report, which can be found in
the Senate Joui rnal of that year :-

" The vast extent of country capable for
cultivation, the favorable accounts given of
its agricultural qualities, and the salubrity
of the climate leave no room) for doubt, on
the minds of the Comnittee that the Region,
North of the United States boundary, West
of the watershed of Lake Superior, and ex-
tending nôrth of the northern banks of the
Saskatchewan River, is a good vheat and
vepetable producing Te'ritory.

The principal drawbacks would seeni to
be distance from navigation and railway
communication, absence of markets for
agricultural products, occasional visits from
grasshoppers, and the cold of winter. But
the testinony of'all the witniesses examined
upon this latter point tends to establish the
fact, that although the thermometer indi-
cates a much lower degree of temperature
at Red River, in winter months, than in
Ontario, yet the cold in its effects upon in-
dividuals, produces scarcely if at all more
inconveniences in the former than in the
latter country.

The Committee are satisfied that if mea-
sures are taken at an early date to afford
facilities for access through British Terri-
tory to the Red River, it will be found to be
not only a very desirable home for iiimi-

HON. MR. SCHULTZ.

grants, but will materially enhance the
prosperity and promote the best intereets of
this Dominion."

This report was adopted, and five
thousand copies of the report itself and
the evidence attached, were ordered to
be printed.

I need not recapitulate my estimate of
the great value of that report to the
immigration, and other interests of
Canada, and will content himself with
saying that I know many prosperous and
contented settlers in Manitoba who have
been induced to go there by the reading
of this report, and I might now add that
all the conclusions then arrived at, have
been borne out by subsequent practical
facts, and the very proper suggestions of
possible drawbacks have not proven to
be such as would materially lessen the
value of the country nor retard its
progress.

As to the value of the present report,
it is not for us but for the House to
determine. I can only express my grati-
tude to the members of the Committee
for their unwearied patience in its almost
daily sittings ; their zeal in the procuring
of evidence, and the valuable information
given by themselves on subjects which
engaged their thoughtful attention when
travelling through or residing in the
North-West, and thus contributed so
much to make the Report and the evi-
dence what it is, and as it is said that
" He is a benefactor who shall cause two
blades of grass to grow where but one
has grown before," in this I know that I
express the feelings of the members of
the Committee, by saying that they will
be satisfied with the result of their work
for some weeks past, if the information
obtained, and the conclusions arrived at,
are even in a small way, an advantage to
the great region which has occupied
their attention, to this hon. House and
to the Dominion at large.

HON. MR. GIRARD-In seconding
the motion, I think I express the opinion
of the House· when I say that the hon.
gentleman from Winnipêg is entitled to
the gratitude of the country at large for
his services to the public. He was One
of the first, I think, uuder the DW
regime to use his best efforts to promote
the greatness ,and prosperity of tb
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North-West, and I hope that he will live
long enough to see the success of the
work with which he bas been so closely
identified. I am sure that the House
will concur in the opinion expressed by
the Committee in their report as to the
great value of these North-West Terri-
tories to the Dominion, and will concur
in the conclusion at which they have
arrived, that nowhere has nature showered
blessings with a more bountiful hand than
in the Canadian North-West. This may
be denied by some members of this
honorable body, but I do not think that
the report states more than is due to that
great country. It must be borne in
mind that what is to be seen at this day
in the North-West is the work of about
1o years, yet you will see a great deal
there that will compare favorably with
the results of 300 years work in the
eastern provinces. What may we not
expect from the development of that
country in the future, when so much bas
been accomplished in ten years? The
hon. member from Winnipeg, in pro-
posing the committee, has done a good
work which will remove a great deal of
the prejudice that prevails as to the
North-West and which leads some people
to believe that we are rather a burden
than a benefit to the Dominion. If
our progress and development are not
arrested, the Dominion will possess in
its North-West Territories one of
the finest countries in. the world.
Anyone who will read the refort
carefully will observe that the products
and resources of the great North-West
are so vast and varied that we have all
the elements within our own borders ne-
cessary to maintain ourselves. One great
source of food supply has disappeared
with the buffalo. Twice in the year the
Indians went to hunt the buffalo. Often
in a couple of weeks they could make
ample provision to supply them for half
the year; but that time is gone and the
indians must either submit to civilization
or go the same way as the buffalo. I
think that the policy which has been pur-
sued towards the Indians will yet be re-
garded as a bad one. It will be found
before long that we must change our sys-
tem and bring them more speedily into
civilization. For some hundreds of
years we have been trying to civilize the

Indians of old Canada, and though some
of them have made progress, I think it
will be found that, generally speaking,
they are no more advanced to day than
they were when the country was first dis-
covered. They cannot remain long in
that condition, and the sooner they cap
be brought to the same plane as the rest
of the population the better it will be for
the people of the Dominion, and for the
Indians themselves. They have been
long enough kept in a state of tutelage ;
they should be now regarded as men. I
think in some cases they are prepared tô
accept civilization. As will be seen by
some of the evidence taken before the
Committee, where schools have been es-
tablished and education has been diffused
amongst them, the Indians ' are law-
abiding and are more provident and
industrious. The House will learn
with pleasure that there is a
prospect that our responsibilities in
connection with the support of the
Indians will diminish, and suggestions
will be found in this report which will
lead to the saving of a good deal of the
public money. One suggestion is made
which I think, if acted upon, will prove
a great advantage to Manitoba and the
entire country-that is the introduction
of wild rice into the North-West. There
are many places throughout that country
which to-day are worthless but which
present all the conditions necessary for
the successful growth of wild rice. If it
can be cultivated in that country (and I
have no dqubt that it can) it would be
of incalcuable value to whites and Indians
alike. I think the Committee have done
a good work; that they will direct atten-
tion to the great value of the North-
West to the Dominion, and that .steps
will by taken to have their report printed
and distributed generally.

HON. MR. ALLAN-When the hon.
member from Winnipeg moved for this
Committee, he did me the honor to
place me upon it as one of its members.
Although in consequence of there being
a great deal of work on other committees
of which I was also a member, (and one
of which I was Chajrman), it was not in
my power tg attend the meetings of that
Committee as regularly as I should like,
I will take this opportunity of testifying
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to the great zeal and energy with which
my hon. friend has worked out this whole
matter and endeavored to secure a large
amount of valuable and interesting
information which, as my hon. friend
from St. Boniface has said, it is to
be hoped will be extensively cir-
culated and be the means of
making very much better known the
capabilities of that vast country. My
hon. friend from Winnipeg alluded to a
report of a Committee of the Imperial
House of Commons in reference to the
North-West. It so happened that this
last winter, in looking over some books
in my own library, I came across that
very volume and read some of the evi-
dence which the hon. gentleman has
quoted to-day. I read more particularly
the evidence of a relative of my own, a
gentleman who, in his youth, was station-
ed for some time in the North-West.
He was then in the Royal Artillery, for
the purpose of taking certain meteorolo-
gical observations. He now holds a
high rank in the army. In giving his
evidence before that Committee, he
stated, amongst other things, that a great
part of the North-West was utterly unfit
for cultivation, because the ground was
always more or less frozen. If my hon.
friend had read more quotations from
the book it would have been found ex-
ceedingly amusing in the light which we
have now with regard to that whole
North-West Territory. I think that the
information collected by the Committee,
whose report is before us, will be of use
in dissipating many erroneous opinions
formed about that country. From the evi-
dence attached to the report, and what
my hon. friend from St. Boniface has
said with regard to the capabilities of the
Indians, and the benefit they derive from
instruction, it is evident that they are by
degrees becoming more and more civil-
ized, and that they may at last be self-
supporting. I trust that the evidence
will not only be of use, but that it wili
induce our Governmeut to take still
greater measures to bring about that
result. I, myself, when in the North-West
the year before last had the pleasure of
seeing Indian boys working on several
farms, amongst the rest at Qu'Appelle,
and I believe, taking them at that age,
there lies the greatest hope of inducing

HON. MR. ALLAN.

them to become real workers and
self-supporting. I think the more that
can be done in that direction the sooner
will the very difficult problem of the food
supply for those tribes, which are so
dependent upon the bounty of the
Government, now that the game has
been almost entirely destroyed, be satis-
factorily solved.

HON. MR. ALMON-I must intrude
upon the House at this late time,although
I feel that anything I can say will be
received, perhaps, with less pleasure than
it should be: but I must give my meed
of approbation, as a member of the
Committee,-to the Chairman. When I
was first appointed a member I accepted
the position with pleasure not so much
because of the subject to be investigated,
as out of compliment to the person who
was appointed Chairman. I felt that the
Hon. Mr. Schultz was a man whose name
will live in history when we are ail dead
and gone-that in history will live the
record of his memorable trip on snow
shoes when he escaped from prison-of
his having taken his rifle and fought for
that old flag for which 1, at ail events,
cherish an affection. It was because I
feit that a compliment was paid to me
when he asked me to become a member
of the Committee, that I consented to
act, not thinking that it would amount to
anything. When I went there I found
tha instead of being a clap-trap affair, as
I supposed it would be, that it was a very
useful idea, and one to which I think
the hon. mover of the Committee must
have given his whole attention for months.
There was not a subject brought
before the Committee that was not at his
finger ends. He took the whole manage-
ment of the thing on himself, not of
course excluding us who wanted infor-
mation, but he knew everything that was
brought before the Committee by others,
and the best way of eliciting the infor-
mation. I think it was a remarkably
useful Committee, though I do not think
as much of land I saw in the North-West
as many people do. However the capa-
bilities of the country, such as they are,
were fully brought out, not so much by
the Committee, as by the hon. gentle-
man himself. I must give my humble
tribute the hon. member for the zeal and
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energy he displayed. We now know all
that the North-West can produce-and
the chief articles are wild turnips and
wild rice.

HON. MR. CARVELL-All that has
been said of the zeal and energy of the
Chairman of the Committee will be en-
dorsed by every one who has had the
privilege of attending its meetings. I
only rise to remind the junior member
from Halifax that in making his trip from
Brandon to Medicine Hat, he did so in
very much the same way that I had made
it two years previously-by rail-and he
had no opportunity of learning the value
of that land than I had, which is exactly
nothing. I defy the cleverest man in the
world to take a railway ride through a
thousand miles of that country and pro-
nounce a correct judgment upon it. I
think the evidence we have had before
us in reference, not only to that part of
the country, but the North-West gener-
ally, has been of such a nature as to con-
vince any unprejudiced mind that it will
be a very valuable country ; and the sec-
tion to which my hon. friend has referred
more particularly, that between Brandon
and Medicine Hat, is valuable and will
grow very fine crops of wheat before long.

HON. MR. GOWAN-At this late
hour I do not propose to say more than
two or three words. If it be a fixed
principle of justice to -render every one
his due and no doubt it is, I must not
torbear saying a word or two on this sub-
ject. With singular modesty my hon.
friend from Winnipeg has kept in the
background his patriotic, intelligent and
persistent efforts to make fully known the
capabilities and resources of this great
country. He attributes to this House
all the honor and credit, but it is a well-
known fact that he has been the motive
power and whatever credit is due to this
Senate must be based mainly on the wis-
dom and readiness with which it has met
the suggestions of my hon. friend. I do
not propose to say anything more, but I
cannot allow this matter to pass without
rendering my testimony to my hon.
friend's laudable, patriotic and persistent
efforts to accomplish a great and good
work in making the character and resour-
ces of this vast country known.

THE SPEAKER-I had promised my
hon. friend to make some remarks on
this report before putting the question.
The hour is too late and I shall defer
doing so. I can only say, as others have
said before me, that I consider this
report one of the most valuable additions
to the information we have concerning
the North-West that has ever been laid
beford the public. I consider also that
it settles some very grave questions
in respect to the value of that
great country, much as we appreciated it
before, and I can say further that we all
must congratulate the hon. gentleman
that upon the recovery of his health,
which we are so much gratified to learn
and to see, that he has with characteristic
energy and patriotism devoted the first
fruits of that recovery to the service of
the country which he has so long and
ably represented, and which I hope he
may long continue to serve-the great
North - West, where he has lived the
greater part of his life. I believe I
speak the language of the whole House
and, in anticipation, the opinions of the
country, when I say that the obligations
we are under to the hon. gentleman are
incalculable. (Applause.)

The motion was agreed to.

SECOND READING.

Bill (113) "An Act to amend the
Dominion Lands Act." (Mr. Smith.)

The Senate adjourned at 6 o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Monday, June 201h, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at 3
p. m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

Bill (133) "An Act respecting the
Manitoba South Western Colonization
Railway Company" was reported from
the Committee on Standing Orders and
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Private Bills and read the third time and
passed without debate.

PONTIAC AND PACIFIC RAIL-
WAY COMPANY.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. DICKEY, from the Com-
mittee on Railways, Telegraphs and
Harbors reported Bill (102) "An Act
to amend the Act incorporating the
Pontiac and Pacific Railway Company
with amendments."

He said: The last amendment is
purely a verbal one although it makes
the effect of the clause obligatory rather
han optional with the Company. The

first amendment arises from the fact that
this is an amending Act of the Pontiac
and Pacifie Junction Railway Company,
and in one of the clauses it states that
the mortgage deed shall be according to
the terms assented to by the share-
holders ; but on referring to the Act
there is no provision whatever for
any such assent, consequently these
bonds could have been issued by
the directors but it was thought better
that the assent, instead of being put in
the terms used in that clause which
amounted really to nothing, because
there was no assent in the previous Act
and the words were simply superflous
and nugatory-instead of that it should
point out that the bonds should be issued
on a resolution passed by two-thirds of
the shareholders. The other amend-
ment was with reference to the mortgage
to be given for the security of those
bonds, and by a singular lapse there was
no provision whatever in the original Act
or in the amending Act for a mortgage
securing those bonds. It was found
necessary to ask for power to issue mort-
gage bonds, and there was a provision to
register them in the county, tut it was
thought by the Committee necessary that
notice should be given to the public that
the mortgage should be filed with the
Secretary of State and notice thereof
given to the public. The Bill as it stood
was entirely nugatory and the second
amendment is only following the usual
course, that the mortgage for notice to
the public should be filed with the

Secretary of State and notice thereof
published in the Official Gazette.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
amendments be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. POWER -While these
amendments are under consideration
I think it well to direct the attention
of the leader of the Government
and the attention of the House
to one fact in connection with this
Bill-that this company, as is generally
known, is a local company incorporated
for the purpose of building a local rail-
way situated in the counties of Ottawa
and Pontiac in the Province of Quebec
and crossing the Ottawa River at some
point to the northward of the city, and
connecting with the Canadian Pacifie
Railway either at Pembroke or some
place between Ottawa and Pembroke.
That was what the company was ongin-
ally chartered for, and that is what they
have been doing. They have built
altogether some forty or fifty miles of
railway on the Quebec side of the Ottawa
River, and in this bill they have fixed
the place for crossing at Allumette Island
and propose to go on and carry the road
to Pembroke. That is perfectly reason-
able and proper. They also ask for
power to build a northern branch in the
County of Pontiac. They ask also for
power to enable them to dispose of their
bonds, and to take over the section of
the Pacific Railway line between Hull
and Aylmer. These are all things that
come reasonably within the purview of
the original charter, and the charter as it
existed before the -introduction of this
Bill ; but in addition to this they ask by
this Bill power to go to Sault Ste. Marie.
I do not see what a local company like
that wants to go to Sault Ste. Marie for,
and I think as there are two strong conli-
panies who have already charters to go
there, and one of them has its road nearlY
finished, and the other, I understand, is»
about beginning to construct, there is no
necessity for this third charter bemng given
to a comparatively weak company to go
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to the same point. I think the practice
of chartering several companies to go
over the same ground is very undesirable.
North of Lake Huron there is but a
comparatively small space over which
railways can pass; in fact, I understand
that the space there is so narrow that the
Canadian Pacific Railway and the Grand
Trunk Railway have great difficulty in
finding room for two tracks between the
mountains and the lake. To charter
a third company to go over that same
ground is not a judicious or a proper
thing. There is not the slightest proba-
bility that the third coipany will ever
undertake to build this road. On the
face of it one would suppose the object
of getting this charter to extend to Sault
Ste. Marie would be to make a little
money out of it by selling it to one of
the other companies. Since we have
undertaken to amend this Bill in some
particulars, it would be well to amend
it further by striking out the provision
authorizing the company to extend to
Sault Ste. Marie.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I may mention
that I have taken charge of this Bill be-
cause it is in the division I represent,
and from that fact the hon. gentleman
may infer that the Government see no
objection to the powers claimed by this
railway company. Of course every com-
pany is in one sense a local company
until it extends its line and- makes it large
enough to be considered as having a
Dominion interest. This company has
got pretty near the boundary of the
two provinces, and they desire to carry
their road further into the Province of
Ontario than they originally intended
and of course the House can see no ob-
jection to that. As to more than two
lines being extended to Sault Ste Marie,
it is a point something like Niagara Riv-
er. It is a point that all railways seeking
that connection with the United States
must reach and the ordinary rule on
which the House acts, that they will not
charter a company that seeks to go through
the same territory as another does not ap-
ply here, because it is not for competition
for business on the line north of Lake
Huron that the Company asks its charter
but for competition for business in the
United States. I do not see any objec

tion to this inasmuch as the Grand
Trunk Railway and the Canadian Pacific
Railway have made no objection, as far
as I have ascertained, to this charter.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

CONTINGENT ACCOUNTS COM-
MITTEE.

FOURTH REPORT.

HON. MR. HOWLAN moved the
adoption of the fourth report of the Se-
lect Committee on the contingent ac-
counts of the Senate. He said the re-
port recommended a bonus of $ioo to
Mr. Pierre Rattey, doorkeeper of the Sen-
ate, and also a similar bonus to Mr.
Thomas Wheeler. At a previous meet-
ing of the Committee there had
been several applications before
them for increase of salaries, at which
meeting it was decided that no further
increases should be made this year. At
a subsequent meeting of the Committee,
much against his will, the two votes
recommended in this report were moved
and carried. He had then stated to the
Committee that he did not think it was
fair to the oth¶r applicants who had been
told at the previous meeting that no
increase would be given this year. The
report was now in the hands of the House
to be dealt with..

HON. MR. BELLEROSE asked if
other increases had not been made dnring
the session?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-The only
increase made this session was in the
salary of the Law Clerk, but there had
been applications from the Accountant
and some of the messengers and a couple
of clerks who were told that no further
increase could be afforded this session.
A certain amount was appropriated for
the use of the Senate and he could not
see any reason why that amount should
be exceeded, nor could he see why they
should say at one meeting that no further
increase in salaries would be made thi
session, and then at a subsequent meet-
ing vote increases to other applicants.
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,HON. MR. McINNES-What was the
vote on the question ?

HON. MR. MILLER-There is no
record kept of votes in the Committee.
What motion does the hon. gentleman
from Prince Edward Island make to the
House in respect to the report ?

Hox. MR. HOWLAN-I make none.
It is in the hands of the House.

HON. MR. DICKEY said :-As this
,was a question not of increasing salaries
but of granting a bonus,it would be better
to postpone the consideration of it for
this session, as it would be most unfair
to other parties who had applied for an
increase of salary and had been told that
their applications could not be considered
this year. As to the person who was
acting as doorkeeper, there was no
necessity for an increase in his case at
all ; it was merely because the bonus to
Mr. Rattey was granted that the bonus to
Wheeler was proposed. The House
should be very carful about opening the
door to bonuses and especially in this
case where there was an actual preference
given to these particular officers over
others. He was a member of the Com-
mittee but was not present when the
motion was made or he yould certainly
have opposed it. He did not know how
it happened but a message was sent for
him and he was taken out of the Com-
mittee, and on his return he found it
was too late to vote on this bonus. At
all events his voice could not be stifled
in the House, and he had no hesitation
in saying that this was a report which
ought not to be adopted. He would
therefore move that the consideration of
the report be postponed until next ses-
sion.

HON. MR. MILLER said he was also
a member of the Contingent Committee,
but was not present when the first item
was brought up for discussion. When
he arrived at the Committee Room he
ascertained that this vote was passed,
and he then informed the Committee
that had he been present he should have
opposed it. He understood that at the
same tinie an application had been made
for a similar bonus for Wheeler, but the

application was thrown out by the Com-
mittee. He considered that if Rattey
was entitled to a bonus Wheeler was
much more entitled to it, and he asked
the Committee to reconsider the appli-
cation. They did so, and placed
Wheeler's name with Rattev's in the
report. He had since ascertained that
there was no direct application from
Wheeler for this bonus. Of course had
he known that he would not have insisted
on the money being voted to him. On
several grounds he was opposed to the
report, and would support the motion of
his hon. friend from Amherst. The
Contingent Committee had no power to
grant the bonus on its own authority, and
such a vote required the sanction of the
other House before it could be paid.
The Committee had exceeded its powers,
as this bonus was not necessarily a por-
tion of the contingent accounts over
which the House had control. The
Supplementary Estimates had all been
presented to the House of Commons, and
there were to be no further Supplement-
ary Estimates to be brought down this
session, even if there were in this case
he presumed the Government had very
good reasons for refusing to ask the
House to sanction it. He (Mr. Miller)
was not a party man, but he did not
believe in indecency of conduct and
insubordination on the part of humble
employees of the Government in political
elections. He would concede the right
of civil servants going to the poll and
voting as they pleased, but he objected
to an oflicial of this House taking an
offensive part in an election campaign
against the Government, as he was
informed had been the case with Mr.
Rattey. If he were a member of the
Opposition he would take the same
ground exactly as he took to-day, and if
Mr. Blake or Mr. Mackenzie were in
power he would assert the same principle
that he did now that petty officers in the
service of the Government should not be
permitted to act with a degree of
insubordination and indecency that set
a bad example to the whole service.
With regard to the vote, why should
Rattey gec a bonus ? What are his du-
ties ? He is the doorkeeper of the House
and is required to attend here during the
sittings of the House only. During the
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recess he is his own master. For his ser-
vices he is paid $8oo, nearly the indem-
nity of a Senator. Will anbody tell me
that the House could not obtain for half
the money an individual who would at-
tend to his duties ? I say we could, and
to give such an individual, a servant of
the House who is now overpaid, in my
opinion, a bonus under circumstances
like these is an act of which I do not
think this House will be guilty. With
regard to Wheeler, he is one of the most
worthy servants of the House. What
are his duties? He is here from early
morning until late at night, and he is
occupied all the year round. He is re-
quired to sort and file these newspapers
and magazines, a work requiring a good
deal of intelligence and care, and these
duties he has to perform the entire year.
He receives for this $8oo. Whereas
Rattey gets $8oo, the other should receive
$i,6oo, in proportion to the work done,
and I think in other respects Wheeler
will not lose anything in comparison with
Rattey. I think the House will be doing
wrong in establishing a precedent of this
kind, granting bonuses to these subordi-
nate officers of the House in this way ;
but if these bonuses are to be granted to
Rattey and Wheeler, why should they not
be granted to the other messengers as
well ? Has Rattey any peculiar claim that
he should be singled out, or is it desirable
to repay him for his work during the last
recess by giving him a bonus ? I speak
strongly because I feel strongly on this
subject and I repeat, not as a partizan, but
as an independent.mernber of this House,
I am desirous that the conduct of subor-
dinate officers should be consistent with
decency and not certainly so gross a
violation of that subordination which
these officers should be required to ob-
serve towards their superiors. I would
give to every civil servant from the
highest to the lowest the freest right to
his franchise, but I am not prepared to
encourage indecent and offensive con-
duct on the part of inferior officers
towards their superiors.

HON. MR. READ-As a member of
the Committee, I took exception-very
strong exception-to those bonuses, and
I spoke as strongly as I knew how in the
Committee. After it was carried I said,

"if Rattey gets this increase I am sure
Wheeler should," and I did propose that
Wheeler should get an increase of $xoo.
It seems to me if I had proposed half a
dozen more the increases would have
been granted, judging fron the spirit of
the Committee. I had no instructions
from anyone to make that proposition, I
merely did it knowing that Wheeler's
services were required all the year round.
while the services of the other were only
required during the session of Parliament,
I know that Wheeler does a great deal
of work for his money, and the other
does very little : if one gets a bonus I
see no reason why the other should not
get it also. In that spirit I made the
motion and it was carried ; but I disap-
proved of both, and if it comes to a vote
I shall oppose both, and for this
reason - there have been numerous
other applications before the Committee
for increases and all have not been
considered, but have been laid over
becaife it was thought that it was not
time to increase the pay of the messen-
gers. Then I considered that Rattey
was well paid-doubly and trebly paid,
-and knowing that I voted and spoke
against the increase. I am still of that
opinion, and though I moved to have
the salary of the other men increased, I
am prepared to vote against the whole
report.

HON. MR. POWER-I, like the two
hon. gentlemen who have moved against
this report, had not the pleasure of being
present at the Committee where it was
adopted, but unlike those gentlemen I
do not feel that the report deserves to be
treated as the hon. gentlemen propose
to treat it. The sudden accession of
virtue on the part of my hon. friend from
Nova Scotia is very remarkable, and a
striking case of straining at a gnat after
swallowing a camel. Large increases
have been made in former years and this
year to which the hon. gentleman took
no exception. It is probably an open
secret that an hon. gentleman who thinks
that giving $ioo to a deserving officer is
unjustifiable extravagance was prepared
to-in fact both of them were prepared
to increase the salary of another official
of the House who was already well paid
by $6oo.
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HoN. MR. DICKEY-Name!

HON. MR. POWER-If the hon.
gentleman desires to have the names I
am prepared to give them.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-Name any
gentleman whose salary I proposed to
increase by $6oo.

HON. MR. POWER-The seal of
secrecy which is supposed to cover the
proceedings of a committee is now
removed ; both the hon. members from
Amherst and Richmond proposed to add
$6oo to the salary of the Law Clerk.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I most emphat-
ically say no. We proposed to increase
the salary by $300.

Ho,. MR. POWER-Excuse me, the
salary was $2,200 and either the hon.
member fron Amherst or some other
member of the Committee moved that it
be made $2,800; then an amendment
was moved by somebody else and it was
made $2,500.

HON. MR. MILLER-My hon. friend
is wrong in this: when the question of
salary of our Law Clerk came before the
Committee, there were several proposi-
tions, one of which was to increase it by
$200. I argued in the direction of
increasing the salary to that of the old
officer, $2,8oo. I thought Mr. Creighton,
the present officer, was as wellentitled to
it as the former law clerk, but when the
suggestion was made by the Leader of
the House that the sum be fixed at
$2,500 I acquiesced in it.

HON. MR. POWER-One or the other
of these hon. gentlemen moved that it be
made $2,8oo. That was not the only
case ; that was one out of a number.

HON. MR.
other?

HON. MR.
others.

BON. MR.
there were.

MILLER-Was there any

POWER-Yes there were

MILLER-I do not think

HON. MR. POWER-There have
been several others within the last two
or three years. The ground taken by
these hon. gentlemen now is that Mr.
Rattey is sufficiently paid. 1 think that
our officers on the whole are about as
well paid for the work they do as any
employés in the public service. It was
also said that we could get a man to
discharge the duties of a door-keeper for
half the money that is paid to Rattey. I
suppose there is not an officer in this
Hou-e whom we could not find a substi-
tute for half his present salary. Whether
he would be as good a man is another
question, but we have to consider here
length of service and other circumstances.
As I understand it the door-keeper has
been in the service of this House for
over 20 years and has had no increase
for a very long time, while officers subor-
dinate to him have had their salaries in-
creased. The messenger who has charge
of the wardrobe receives $750 ; and I
do not think it is unreasonable that the
door-keeper who is his superior officer,
should receive $îoo or $i5o more.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-He has
more to do.

HON. MR. POWER-If it comes to
that, I presume that the junior messen-
ger has more to do than the Clerk of
the Senate but the junior messenger gets
only $2 a day while the Clerk gets only
over $3,ooo a year. We do not measure
the salaries here or anywhere else by the
amount of work done. I have no special
interest in this matter, but it has not
been customary to attack the reports of
the Committee on Contingencies, and I
do not think that any good reason has
been shown for it in this case. It is
true the hon. member trom Richmond,
who said he spoke without any party
feeling whatever,referred to the indecency
of the conduct of the doorkeeper in con-
nection with the recent elections I
made some inquiry upon that subject,
and have had information upon pretty
good authority that our doorkeeper did
not take any active or prominent part in
the recent elections at all. It is true his
son, who was formerly employed in the
Library, did take an active part in the
election, and for that part has been dis-
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missed. I think it is hardly fair that the
father should be held further responsible
for the offence of his son. We are töld
that the sins of the parent are visited on
the children, but I do 'not think we
should reverse the doctrine and visit the
sins of the children on the father. That
is going a little too far. I notice that
the Chairman and other members of the
Committee from whom I expected better
things use as an argument against the
granting an increase to Wheeler, that he
had not asked for it. Now, if there is
anything more to be condemned than
another it is servants of this body being
allowed to ask for increase of salary.
If an employé deserves an increase of
salary then the employers give it to him
without being asked, and Wheeler is to
my mind one of the most deserving men
we have in our employ, and if he has not
asked for an increase I think that is an
additional reason why he should get it.
TheCommittee on Contingencies, I think
it was in 1884, adopted a resolution con-
demning in the strongest way officers of
the House asking for increase of pay.
Wheeler holds the position which was
formerly occupied by a man named Jones
and gets the sane salary, but there were
perquisites attached to the office before
which brought it up considerably. I un-
derstand that the perquisites amounted
to about $3oo. The perquisites have
been done away with, and the salary re-
mains as it was before, so that the posi-
tion of Wheeler is worth some $300 less
than it was a few years ago. I think
Wheeler is entitled to the increase of
$1oo. No one is more deserving of it,
and inasmuch as our ordinary messen-
gers get $700, it is not too much to ask
that the salary of the doorkeeper and
Wheeler be increased to $9oo each.

HON. MR. SCOTT-I was not present
at the meeting of the Committee, but I
think if I had been I should not have
opposed the increase which has been ob-
jected to. When a committee has come
to a conclusion on such a subject it has
not been the practice to object to it, and
I think we are losing a good deal of time
over a proposal to increase the salaries
of two old servants of the Senate. I
quite agree with the hon member from
Halifax that we have not a more deserv-

ing employé than Wheeler, and that the
fact of his not having asked for an in-
crease makes his claim for it all the
stronger. He certainly is doing the work
of a clerk who, in the past, received a
much larger salary. He is employed
here the whole year, is responsible for the
papers in the room, and has to be in at-
tendance here during the session, not
only the whole day, but to a late hour in
the evening. It is a small matter and I
do not think the House should hesitate
to adopt the report.

HoN. MR. MILLER-I do not think
the case of the Law Clerk affords room
for any comparison with these cases now
under consideration. Mr. Creighton is
one of the highest officers of the Senate;
and there is no analogy between his case
and that of two very subordinate officers.
The general impression of the Committee
was that Mr. Creighton's salary should
be increased and that he should be put
on the same footing as Mr. Montizam-
bert, his predecessor. These servants
of the House, whose cases are now
under consideration, are at .the very
top of the ladder with regard to
their salaries-they are receiving more
than their predecessors were paid. I
think the predecessor of the doorkeeper
had only $6oo, and I think when Mr.
Jones came in the salary of the news-
room keeper was $6oo. As the chair-
man of the Committee very properly
remarked, at the second meeting of the
Committee it was understood that no
applications from the subordinate ser-
vants of the House should be entertained
this session. The meeting at which this
report, which is now under consideraticin,
was adopted was a comparatively small
one, and this thing was rushed through
very hurriedly. I do not think it would
be fair to the other subordinate officers
and messengers of the same class as
Rattey that this bonus should be given
to him withouc considering their caset.
On that ground alone I would oppose
this report.

HON. MR. ODELL - The senior
-member from Halifax has attempted 'to
draw a parallel between the case of the
law clerk and the application made by
the door-keeper for an increase of salary.
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There is no similarity at all between
them. When Mr. Creighton was first ap-
pointed he was a young and untried man.
His salary was reduced very far below
what his predecessor's had been. It was
supposed that he could continue his
pxivate practice and in that way could
add sufficient to his salary to place him
in a position of competence and enable
him to maintain his family. There was
a tacit understanding that his salary
should be increased. He has be2n found
highly competent to discharge the duties
of his office, as any member who has had
to confer with him on legal points and
drawing bills knows perfectly well. In
addition to that, his duties have been
wonderfully increased and he performs
now a variety of duties to which his pre-
decessor was not required to attend.

HON. MR. POWER-Nobody denies
that. I simply used his case by way of
comparison.

HON. MR. ODELL-The Law Clerk
holds a very responsible position, and he
has filled.it with great credit to himself
and satisfaction to every member of this
House.

HON. MR. POWER-There is no
difference of opinion as to that.

HON. MR. ODELL-I merely rose to
make these few remarks because I do
not think it should go abroad that the
position of our Law Clerk should be
placed parallel to that of the door-keeper.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-It seems
that the great point with some hon.
members is whether a man is rich and
educated or whether he is poor-if he is
rich he must receive more money, if he
is poor he should remain all his life poor.
I have always considered it my duty to
advocate the cause of the poor man. I
have been some 33 or 34 sessions in
Parliament, and my principle has always
been to pay employés according to their
merits. I am in favor of economy, and
during the seven or eight vears that I
was Chairman of the Contingent Ac-
counts Committee at Quebec, I effected
an economy of $12o,ooo in four years;
but I have never refused to vote an

increase of salary to a deserving official
because a man happened not to belong
to my nationality, or because he held an
humble position. Why is it that when-
ever a French-Çanadian's case comes up
before us we must consider the pay of some
Englishman, before an increase is grant-
ed, and then allow both an increase ?
When the case of Mr. Gibbs was before
us last year we all voted to increase his
salary, and we did so with pleasure
because he was a good and efficient offi-
cer and the son of a deserving father,
but when I look at the Journals I find
that he was given besides the money a
new title, so that two or three years hence
he will be in a position to ask again for
an increase of salary. That is the way
things are conducted when we have to
deal with our friends of other origins.
We understand it, and if we keep silent
it is not because our eyes are shut. But
we feel ashamed to offer such opposition.
Only a few days ago I told the Chairman
of the Committee that I would have
voted with the minority against an officer
of my own nationality, and I will explain
the circumstances. Men are generally
appointed because of their nationality-
that is, if a French-Canadian dies or
resigns he is succeeded by a French-
Canadian, and an Irishman by an Irish-
man, but promotion goes by seniority.
I challenge any gentleman in this House
to deny that. The other day when a
question of promotion came up, the old-
est messenger happened to be a French-
Canadian, but I told my friends on the
Committee that we should not force his
promotion, because we would have too
large a number of French-Canadians on
the list. That is liberality, and shows
that though we are a minority we ask
for nothing more than equal justice.
To-day there is another question before
us. A French officer is recommended
for an increase and we are told now that
we cannot be increasing the salaries.
That we have no such power. Are not
the Government increasing salaries everY
day ? Look at the estimates and yoU
find that old officials are having their
salaries increased. And this House has
been also increasing salaries every year
since I have had a seat in the Senate.
Why then should we not increase the
salary of Mr. Rattey who has been 29

HON. MR. ODELL.
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years in the public service? We are
told here to forget that we are descended
from different races and to remember
only that we are Canadians. That is
what I have been aiming at, but do you
think that we can ever become a united
people in this country if there is dis-
crimination against any particular race ?
Is it possible that we can be made to
forget that we are descended from the
first settlers in this country, who have
made Canada what it is ? I wish to be
a Canadian : it was for that reason that
I voted for Confederation, but there is
only one way to bring about a union
which will be more than a union on the
Statute book, and that is by doing justice
to every man irrespective of his origin.
It has been stated here to-day that Rattey
has teen meddling in politics. I deny
it, and I am surprised that such a charge
should be made against him. I know
that his son actively opposed the Gov-
ernment of the day in the late elections,
but the father should not be held ans-
werable for the conduct of the son.

HON. MR. MILLER-I was inform
ed, on what I think is good authority,
that our door keeper made himself offen-
sive during the late election in the man-
ner I have stated. If the statement is
incorrect it would be a very easy matte
to settle it, if my hon. friend wilî consent
to have it referred back to the Committee
for investigation. Unless I am very
wrongly infornied, evidence could be
submitted which would be very con-
clusive on that point.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-In a mat-
ter of this importance a man ought not
to be charged with wrong doing unless
the evidence can be brought forward to
sustain the accusation. I have no ob-
jection to an inquiry, and I have never
made a charge against anybody that I
have not been ready to submit to an in-
vestigation. If on another matter I have
made charges which have not yet been
proved, my action has at all events led
to an inquiry. The hon. member from
Amherst knows that last session he made
a promise in the name of the Government
that an investigation would be held on
charges made by me from my place in
this House, and if it has not taken place

the fault is not mine. The case of the
Law Clerk has been referred to in this
debate: no doubt Mr. Creighton is a
very intelligent and capable official, and
I would remind the House that we all
voted to increase his salary. The fact
shows that there is no basis for the state-
ment that there was no intention to in-
crease salaries of any of the employes of
the Senate this year. If necessary, I
could go over the journals of the House
for the last fourteen years and show that
every year the Senate has voted money
to increase the salaries of different em-
ployes of the House on recommendation
of the Committee on Contingencies.
They have no less power to-day than
they had last session or two sessions ago,
therefore why use that argument ? He
was against those increases in salary,
and had always been, but he was not
unjust. If they give to Peter an increase
in salary for certain reasons, and John
asks for an increase for the same reasons
he has a right to get it as well as Peter.
During the present session the House
had voted an increase of salary to the'
Warden of the Pe.nitentiary in Ontario,
who had been a public officer for 16 or
18 years, though he was a wealthy man;
but here was a poor man who had been
in the public service 29 years, and when
it was recommended to give him a bonus
of $zoo it was objected to. Then as to
the question of politics, it would seem
that hon. gentlemen were prepared to
adopt the principles of the neighboring
Republic, that to the victors belong the
spoils-that because Mr. Rattey meddled
in the Commons elections he should be
kicked out, or if he is not kicked out he
is not to receive the same consideration
as other public officers. Mr. Rattey had
been an efficient and attentive officer;
there was no reason why he should not
be voted this increase and it only showed
that intrigue had been at work, and that
members had been approached and even
urged not to vote for this report.

HON. MR. DICKEY-What! Bribed !

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-No, but
it showed that the case must be bad
when intrigue had to be used to
influence members not to vote according
to their conscience or to Jeave the room.
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The principle had been laid down by the
lae leader of the House, Sir Alexander
Campbell, that unless extraordinary
circumstances should be shown, and
that a committee were doing an injustice,
the House should show confidence in
tieir Committee by accepting their
report, and that principle should be
carried out with respect to this report.

HON. MR. ALLAN thought the
Committee had placed the House in
rather an awkward position. They had
brought in a report on which the
Cornmittee .seemed to be very much
divided themselves and the Chairman of
the Committee had simply declared the
report to be in the hands of the House
without making any motion in respect
to it. He strongly protested against
raising questions of nationality or creed
in relation to matters of this kind.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I do not
raise them ; I defend them on all
occasions. Let equal justice be done
fnd they will never be raised.

HON. MR. ALLAN did not know
what the hon. gentleman meant when he
insinuated that there had been intrigue
4hout this matter. He would say for
himself he did not know what the report
was until it was presented to the House.
As it was not a full committee, and the
members seemed to be very much divided
in opinion, it would be better to refer the
report back to the committee-especially
as very grave charges had been made in
reference to one of the officers of the
House concerned in this report, and he
should be given an opportunity to make
a» explanation before the Committee.

HON. MR. SMITH said he had enter-
ed the Committee Room about the time
the vote was being taken on this bonus,
and on asking the question as to what
was going on, he learned from the Chair-
man that this money was being voted,
though it was understood on a previous
occasion that no further increases should
be recommended by the Committee
dwing the present session. As a large
4nurber of the Committee were not
present, he thought it was unreasonable
to ake advantage of their absence and

HON. MR. BELLEROSE.

vote bonuses to some of the officers while
others would be deprived of the oppor-
tunity of applying. On this ground he
had voted against the appropriation, not
because Rattey was a Frenchman, but
because he thoughtit was unjust to spring
the matter on the Committee. He was
not opposed to any man because of his
creed or nationality, and it would be
found, if it was enquired into, that the
Frenchmen were as well taken care of in
relation to appointments and salaries in
these buildings as any other class in the
community.

HoN. MR. MAcCALLUM said it was
no question of creed or nationality that
influenced him in this matter. He be-
lieved that all should be spoken of as
Canadians. The question with him was,
is this man paid sufficient for the duties
he discharges ? It appeared to him
that $8oo a year was quite sufficient
for opening and closing the door
of the Senate for three months
in the year, and the question with him
was to be just before being generous with
the people's money. They could get
plenty of men in the country who would
perform the duty equally as well for half
the money. The Governrpent of this
country should pay every man in their
employ proper remuneration for the du-
ties he discharges, and he considered
that they were doing so in this case and
for that reason he would vote against this
appropriation.

HON. MR. McCLELAN said it was
very interesting to hear such expressions
in favor of economy in the payment of
salaries, and he trusted it was the inaug-
uration of a new era in that re-
spect. With reference to any in-
trigue with members of the Commit-
tee he knew nothing of it. The mo-
tion in the Committee was to increase
the salary of the doorkeeper by $xoo a
year, and the expression around the table
seemed not to favor that resolution ; but
after talking the matter over it was con-
sidered, it being Jubilee year that a bonus
of $ioo would not be objectionable, and
the resolution was modified in that way.
Subsequently another motion to approp-
riate a bonus in favor of Wheeler was
passed and those two items were embrac-
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ed in the report as presented to the Sen-
ate. He believed that, as the recommen-
dation of the Committee had generally
been accepted by the House, this report
should nqt be objected to.

HON. MR. GIRARD regretted to see
any race feeling aroused in this House.
For his part he had always received the
greatest courtesy from the English speak-
ing members, and he trusted that nothing
would be introduced to interfere with
the harmony which had existed up to the
present time. He was opposed to being
canvassed to vote in support of increase
of salaries but he thought a bonus of
$1oo could be paid in this case without
any great injustice to the public. The
question had been raised, however, that
there was no money which could be
appropriated for this purpose, and they
had no authority to vote money in this
way. While he was well disposed to
vote an increase to the door-keeper it
would be contrary to his duty to support
this report under such circumstances, as
it would be beyond the authority of the
House.

HON. MR. GOWAN could not vote
for the adoption of the report because it
was beyond their authority to vote this
bonus and because the Committee was
not fully represented on the report. With
every inclination to give a bonus to every
officer in the House who could show that
he deserved it, he would have to vote
against the report on the ground suggest-
by his hon. friend from Toronto.

HoN. MR. McINNES said that as a
member of the Committee he was pre-
sent at the meeting at which the bonus
was recommended to be granted to the
door-keeper and had seconded the
motion of the hon. gentleman from
Trent to that effect. His reason for
supporting the motion was that the door-
keeper was an old employé some 30
years in the service of the Government ;
that he was a most attentive and effieient
officer, and not only t1at but had to
appear on duty in full dress which other
civil servants were not required to do,
and hon. gentlemen must be aware that
it was more expensive to wear a full
dress than ordinary Canadian tweed.

Those were the principal reasons ad-
vanced by the hon. gentleman from
Trent division in support of his motion.
I concurred in his views and seconded
his motion. I must confess that had I
been present I would have supported the
increase to Wheeler just as strongly, and
probably more strongly than that to
Rattey, because he is equally efficient. It
has been charged here that Rattey took
part in the late election, and that is ad-
vanced as a sufficient reason why he
should not get any bonus or increase of
salary; it has also been stated that the
door-keeper's son, who was employed in
the library, took part in the election, and
the hon. gentleman from Richmond says
that an official of the Government should
not put himself in opposition to the
powers that be.

HON. MR. MILLER-I did not say
anything of the kind. I thought I had
made myself understood to every mem-
ber of the House but the hon. gentleman
himself. I said distinctly that while I
would not deny to employees of the
House the right to the free exercise of
the franchise, I would not permit them
to make themselves obnoxious and offen-
sive to the Government of the day.

HoN. MR. McINNES-That is what
I endeavored to convey, though I did
not do so in the nice silvery manner in
which the hon. gentleman clothed his
idea; but the impression was made on
me, and I think on the House, that the
hon. gentleman contended that no officer
or person employed by the Government
had a right to interfere in politics so as
to make himself offensive, and we know
the only way in which he could make
himself offensive to the Government
would be by opposing their candi-
dates. The hon. member from Rich-
mond stated that if the reports
were referred back to the Committee to
be investigated it could be proved that
the doorkeeper had made himself offen-
sive and obnoxious in politics. Does the
hon. member mean to say that Mr. Rattey
is the only official in the public service
of Canada who took an active part in the
late general elections ? If the hon. gen-
tleman will make enquiry he will find
that every single Tory in the employ -of
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the Government was actively and effi-
ciently engaged in the interest of his
party in the late elections, and probably
at the instigation of the highest authori-
ties, too - at the instigation of their
superior officers and heads of Depart-
ments. I know it was the case in my
own province. I believe that Govern-
ment officials should be absolutelyi eutral
in elections, and that they ought to be
disfranchised-that when a man accepts
a position under the Government he
should cease to exercise the franchise or
take any part whatever in elections, and
until some such regulation as that is
established and enforced I believe we
will have Government officials interfering
in elections according to their political
proclivities. It would be absurd to think
otherwise. How were offensive Tory
officials punished ? By in many instances
having their salaries largely increased.
There appears to be one law for the Tory
and another for the Grit. I am rather
surprised that this report is opposed ; it
is the first time that I have known such
a recommendation of the Committee to
be opposed or attempted to be rejected
in this House. The hon. member from
Halifax (Mr. Power) has shown that large
increases have been made to other em-
ployés, and amongst them the Law Clerk.
I could not but admire the eloquence
and ability with which the hon. members
from Richmond and Amherst advocated
the cause of that gentleman in the meet-
ing of the Committee on Contingencies.
They were anxious that he should have
the full salary that his predecessor had
received. Mr. Creighton was appointed
four years ago at a salary of $2,ooo ;
that was increased by $200 two years
ago, and the senior member from Hali-
fax moved in the Committee this year
that it should be increased by $200 more,
making his yearly salary $2,400. I mov-
ed that it be increased by $3oo and sug-
gested that the hon. members from Rich-
mond and Amherst withdraw their propo-
sition which was to increase the salary
by $6oo, but it was not until the leader
of the Government stated that he was not
in favor of such a large increase that they
ceased their advocacy of the larger
amount. Now I clàim that those hon.
gentlemen in order to be consistent in
this matter must support the adoption of

HON. MR. McINNES.

the report of the Committee. The Law
Clerk, it is true, is an exceedingly able,
efficient and courteous official but, as has
been said with respect to the doorkeeper,
you could get a man to discharge his du-
ties, I admit only alter a fashion-for
probably one-half the sum he receives.
The profession* of law is overcrowded to-
day throughout the Dominion, and I
have no doubt that you could get any
number of lawyers who would be willing
to take the position of Law Clerk of the
Senate for one-half or nearly one-half
what we pay Mr. Creighton.

HON. \IR. GOWAN-Such a man
would not be worth his salt.

HON. MR. McINNES-Most lawyers
are not worth their weight in salt. Very
few lawyers in the country are million-
aires, and I know a great many of then
who are actuated by honest motives and
moral principles who would gladly go to
work in our service here for twelve or fif-
teen hundred dollars a year, and would
prefer it to sponging their way through
the world as many of them unfortunately
do.

HON. MR. GOWAN-Thaý is not the
case in Ontarig.

HON, MR. McINNES-My experi-
ence is that even Ontario is no exception.

lON. MR. McCALLUM-Is that the
case with the doctors ?

HON. MR. McINNES-The doctor's
are not all saints, but they are immeasur-
ably better than the lawyers. I did not
support Mr. Rattey's claim on account
of his origin, religion or politics. I an
not influenced in such matters by a man's
nationality, religion or political convic-
tions : I support a man just as I find
him worthy of my support and confidence
irrespective of his position in society, I
see no good grounds for opposing the
adoption of this report. We are at the
tail end of the session and in a few hours
we will ail be rejoicing as we have just
cause to rejoice, in the great jubilee. We
are within a few hours of an event we
have all been looking forward to with
feelings of just pride and pleasure-an
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event that has occurred only four times
in the history of our great and glorious
country. I therefore think on this occa-
sion we should open our naturally obdu-
rate hearts and act justly if not generously
by adopting the report.

HoN. MR. ARMAND (In French)-
I do not understand what motives prompt
the hon. gentlemen from Richmond and
Amherst to oppose so vigorously this
slight increase to an old official like Mr.
Rattey. He has been 30 years in the
employ of the Senate and, as the hon.
member from New Westminster has
stated, he has to incur an expense which
Mr. Wheeler is not subjected to in pro-
viding himseif with full dress clothing.
He is very attentive to his duties and has
always performed them faithfully and
cheerfully, and in my opinion is fairly
entitled to the increase recommended by
the Committee.

HoN. MR. CLEMOW-It occurs to
me, from the discussion that has arisen
on this question, that it has not received
the attention in Committee that it de-
serves. I do not think the members of
Committee sufficiently considered the
effect which the adoption of this report
would have on the employes of the Sen-
ate, and the civil service generally. I
could understand, if a general system of
bonusing the public service had been
agreed upon, that it should be granted
irrespective of any other consideration,
but I cannot see why they should single
out two men for this mark of their favor.
If this is a bonus, certainly there are
others who are just as well entitled to it.
A great deal of irrelevant matter has
been imported into the discussion. It
seems to me that this is not a question
of natiocality, but whether on this occa-
sion a general bonus should be given all
round. The political position of Mr.
Rattey has been introduced into this dis-
cussion. Being here on the spot, I can
say this-that Mr. Rattey is a violent
partizan. I think he has a perfect right
to express his opinion on all occasions,
if he would do so in a decent and proper
manner, but I agree with the hon. mem-
ber from Richmond that it is rather un-
seemly to see these men mounting the
rostrum, interrupting speakers and dis-

34

turbing public meetings. However, if
the majoricy of the Senate approve of it
I make no complaint; but there is a
principle involved in it, and if it is con-
sidered necessary to bring this matter
to the consideration of the Committee in
the future, there are men who can be
brought forward to give evidence substan-
1 iatirg the accusation to the satisfaction of
every member of this Senate. I do not
approve of the report ; it is establishing
a bad precedent. I always try to mete
out equal justice to all, irrespective of
other considerations. If you think you
are in a position to grant a general bonus
to all employés of the Government, I
have no objection, providing the Finance
Minister and others having control of
the finances of the country say that we
are authorized to carry out such a pro-
position. I hope the House will con-
sider the effect which the adoption of
this report would have. I believe there
was a very small meeting of the Commit-
tee when the report was adopted, and I
arn sure they could not have considered,
as carefully as they should have done,
the bad effect which such a precedent
must have on the management of the
affairs of the country in the time to
come.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL-I regret that
a discussion of this character takes place
nearly every year in the Senate. If it
could prove to the country that this
House approves of economy it would be
justifiable to spend half the day in dis-
cussing the propriety of increasing the
salary of a public servant of 29 years
standing by $1oo ; but I express the
earnest hope that some means could be
devised to have these matters of detail
decided and discussed in Committee
without taking the time of the House
which should be devoted to more im-
portant business. The rule should be
to adopt the report of a Committee
unless there was an evident encroach-
ment on the rights of the House
or a manifest injustice. Comparisons
have been made as to the merits of dif-
ferent officers of the House. There is
an old saying that comparisons are odious.
It is hardly possible to compare the effi-
ciency of any two men without wounding
the feelings of somebody. It would be
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more profitable if a general rule were
adopted in engaging employés, and that
this House should only interfere when
that rule was violated. Allusion has
been made to the caretaker of the news
room. I am sure that he fulfils his
duties in a most satisfactory manner, but
in his case, as in others, those of us who
are not very familiar with the English
language find it difficult to converse with
him. It seems to me that the ability of
an employé to speak the two languages is
not sufficiently considered. Those of us
who are not familiar with the English
language are put to a great deal of
trouble and inconvenience owing to the
fact that there are so few of our employés
who are familiar with the French
language. Suppose one-half or two-thirds
of the employés of the Senate could not
speak the English language, I think the
majority in this House would corne to the
conclusion that they were not properly
qualined for their position. I do not
wish to be understood as casting any
reflection upon those officiais of the
House who do not speak French ; I
know that if they are unfamiliar with it,
it is owing to circumstances beyond their
control. I merely refer to the matter to
suggest to the House that being able to
speak the two languages should be con-
sidered a qualification deserving of some
consideration. Now, our doorkeeper
may not occupy a very important
position, but he requires a certain
amount of education, and in this respect
is not deficient, and I think there is a
good deal in the argument that he has
to provide himself with full dress. I add
to this the qualification that he is able to
speak the two languages with fluency.
He is able to receive a stranger at the
door of this House with perfect satis-
faction to everybody. In the army, as
hon. members are aware, where personal
merit only should be taken into consider-
ation, there is at the head of each
battalion an officer who is called the
drum-major, who is selected because of
his fine appearance. He wears a mo e
b.rilliant uniform than any of the officers
and is well paid-why? Simply for
thow, and there is something in it. Now
that is something which is required in a
door-keeper in this House, and I think-
in this respect our present door-keeper

is pretty well qualified. I think it is an
injustice therefore to say that he does
not work so much as some other officiais.
As we all know you can get men to chop
wood for $1.5o a day who work harder
than officiais who are paid $2,ooo a year.
Another point which has been lost sight
of is this that Mr. Rattey has duties to
perform outside of the session in
connection with the Post Office.

HON. GENTLEMEN-No.

HoN. MR. TRUDEL-It seems to me
that this House should not reject the
report of one of the Standing Committees
unless the House is convinced that it is
contrary to its rules or that some flagrant
injustice has been done. There is no
evidence of anything of that kind, and I
think the report should be adopted.

HoN. MR. HOWLAN-As a member
of the Committee I can assure my hon.
friend that they are not influenced in
their decisions by the creed or nation-
ality of anybody, and I regret that he has
brought up or advocated Mr. Rattey's
claims on the ground of his nationality.

HON. MR. TRUDEL-I only said
that the speaking of the French language
should be considered a qualification. I
intended to refer to this point and to
state that among the lower officiais we
have a good share, but it was not so in
other departments. For instance I hap-
pened to refer to the Post Office, and of
28 inspectors I could find only one of
French origin.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-With regard
to the higher officiais of the Senate, my
hon. triend will see that those employed
on the floor of this House, with the ex-
ception of one, are of French extraction.
We find no fault with that; but this is
not a question to be settled by a man's
nationality, and that is not the spirit in
which it is dealt with by the Committee.
After an experience of 14 years in this
House and as a member of that Con-
mittee, I can say that they are entirely
clear of any imputation of having in any
way proscribed any race, and I think My
hon. friendJwhen he cornes to consider
the matter calmly will. admit that his

HON. MR. TRUDEL
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remarks are not applicable to us. What
we did complain of was that every officer
of this House had conceived the notion,
because the report had gone abroad that
this was jubilee year, that they were
necessarily'to have a bonus and a certain
document came to me to that effect. I
told Mr. Rattey that there was no such
intention, so far as I could learn,
and I counselled him and others not
to put any application in-that
whatever chance there might be for an
increase on another occasion would be
diminished if his application were thrown
out this year. If this report is thrown
out Mr. Rattey will not be the only suf-
ferer: there will be an Irishman as well
as a Frenchman injured, so that it is
evident that Mr. Rattey is not singled out
because he happened to be a Frenchman.
At the meeting at which this report was
adopted only about one-half of the thirty-
six members of the Committee was pres-
ent, and the matter was sprung on the
Committee. I told the Chairman that
it was not fair that a small portion of the
Committee should alter the decision of
the whole, and while I, as Chairman, was
obliged to put the report before the
House, I would do so and explain it, but
that I would attack the report. That is
why I made the explanation, because I
thought it was necessary, and I wish the
hon. gentleman to understand that there
was not the most remote intention of op-
posing the application of - Mr. Rattey
because he happened to be a French-
Canadian.

The Senate divided on the amendment
to postpone the adoption of the report
for three months, which was adopted on
the following vote :-

CONTENTS:

Hon. Messrs.
J bbott, Macdonald (B.C.),
Allan, MacInnes (Burl'ton),
Almon, Merner,
Carvell, Miller,
Clemow, Montgomery,
Dickey, Odell,
Girard, Plumb (Speaker),
Gowan, Read,
Howlan, Robitaille,
Kaulbach, Schultz,
McCallum, Smith, and
MoKay, Vidal.-25.
McKindsey,

Armand,
Baillargeon,
Bellerose,
Casgrain,
Chaffers,
Dever,
Guévremont,
Haythorne,
Leonard,
McClelan,

NON-CONTENTS:
Hon. Messrs.

McInnes (B.C.),
Paq uet,
Pelletier,
Poirier,
Power,
Scott,
Stevens,
Trudel, and
Wark.-19.

THE LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT.

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ADOPTED.

HON. MR. ALLAN moved the adop-
tion of the second report of the Joint
Committee on the Library of Parliament.

Hie said :-This Report recommends-
that the Government be requested to con-
sider favorably the preparation and print-
ing of a complete index to the catalogue
of the Library for distribution amongst
the members ; the reprinting of the scrap
books of the Debates of the years 1867
to 1871, and of the Debates from 1871
to 1875, so as to provide-for members a
sufficient number of the volumes of those
Debates, and lastly the preparation and
publication of a complete Index to those
volumes, that is to say, a full index of the
Debates from 1867 to 1887. I may ex-
plain, with regard to the first item, that a
catalogue of the Library has now become
very necessary if members are to have
any book placed within their reach which
will give them an opportunity of referring
to the books in the Library without great
labour. It is a matter which the Librar-
ian has been anxious to bring to the no-
tice of the Government and have prepar-
ed. With reference to the scrap books,
it may not be known to most hon. mem-
bers that prior to the establishment of an
official report, the only records to which
hon. members could refer were the news-
paper and other reports of debates in Par-
liament trom 1867 to 187r, which were
cut out and pasted in scrap books in the
Library. They have now become a good
deal worn and defaced, and there is great
danger if anything should occur to any
of these volumes that there would be a
gap in that way to the reports of the
diebates of Parliament that it would be
impossible to fill. It is therefore pro-
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posed to have them reprinted with an
index. Of course it would be manifest
to hon. gentlemen that without an index
these volumes would be of very little use.
Those are the recommendations which
the Committee make, and for which they
ask the favorable consideration of the
House.

HoN. MR. POWER-I do not rise
for the purpose of opposing the adoption
of the report. I am a member of the
Committee; but unfortunately was not
present at the meeting where this report
was adopted. I may venture, however,
to express my individual opinion that the
re-printing of those old debates is not
worth the money that will be spent on
it; but inasmuch as the Committee took
a different view, I do not propose to raise
any further question about it.

The motion was agreed to.

DEPARTMENT OF CUSTOMS
AND INLAND REVENUE

BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (41) " An
Act respecting the Department of Cus-
toms and the Department of Inland
Revenue."

In the Committee, on the first clause,

HON. ML SCOTT said :-The pro-
position of the Government, in submitt-
ing to us this Bill, is based on the sup-
position that there will be a saving to
the country. It is not a multiplication
of offices, inasmuch as two departments
are consolidated, but the financial effect
of it will be to increase the public ex-
penditure. In the place of these Depart-
ments of Customs and Inland Revenue
we are to have a Minister of Trade and
Commerce. The salaries done away
with amount to $14,ooo; the Minister's
salary added is $7,ooo, and we have in
addition to that the salaries of two new
officials who are to be called controllers,
one of Customs and the other of Inland
Revenue, who are to hold positions
usually taken by Under Secretaries in

HON. MR. ALLAN.

England, and to have seats in Parliament,
and not necessarily having seats in the
Cabinet. They are to receive $5,ooo
each, and consequently the increased
expenditure will be at least $3,ooo. Of
course there will necessarily be a staff
connected with the Departnent of Trade
and Commerce. I cannot see the object
that the Government hope to attain by
the new proposition. The Minister of
Trade and Commerce now is really the
Finance Minister. You cannot dissociate
him from the natural position he occupies
in connection with the trade and com-
merce of the country. The trade and
commerce depend upon the fiscal policy,
which is framed by the Minister of
Finance, aided no doubt by the Minister
of Customs, who is supposed to have
pretty large experience in revenue mat-
ters. The Minister ot Inland Revenue
has his functions necessarily confined to
a very limited sphere embracing only cer-
tain well known subjects which form the
ground work for internal revenue. I think
it would have been better to have merged
his office in that of the Minister of Cus-
toms, and to have left the respective
positions of the officials of the Govern-
ment as they are to-day. It seems to
me rather paradoxical that an adminis-
tration that is seeking to restrict, by
various impositions, the trade of this
country-whose policy has been rather
to diminish than to extend our foreign
trade, should be inaugurating an office
of this kind. If we go back io or 15
years we will find that in proportion to
the natural development incidental to a
new country like Canada, the bulk of our
trade has not increased as it should, not
in the ratio that people on the other side
of the line, speaking relatively as to their
numbers, enjoy compared with ours. I
find in the Trade and Navigation
Returns that in 1872, 15 years ago, the
bulk of our trade that year (and it was a
normal year) was $193,000,000. That was
the total exports and imports: while last
year it was only $189,ooo,ooo. The
general trade of the country, therefore,
has not developed, I am sorry to say, in
as large a proportion one would expect
in a new country. The volume of trade
has fluctuated very greatly during the
last 20 years. The highest imports, I
find, were in 1882-3, which were what
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might be called booming years, and no commerce which really was fot needed
doubt they had their influence on our -because trade and commerce must stili
whole system as indicating the importa- depend on the fiscal pelicy. The fiscal
tions of this country, and consequently policy is initiated and carried out by the
the revenue collected on such importa- Minister of Finance The Minister cf
tions was likely to give us abundance of Finance is essentialty the Minister cf
money in the future. If anyone will look Trade and Commerce. Trade and com-
back at figures prior to the introduction of merce must necessarily be subordinate te
the National Policy and since its adoption, the fiscal policy of the country which is
be will be led te the conclusion that under the office cf finance. nt is net te
under the fiscal policy at present existing be supposed that the Minister cf Trade
in Canada we are net likely te have such and Commerce can initiate or carry eut
a bulk of trade as one would naturally anything that would be hostile or antag-
look for in a country lke Canada. Our onistic to the National Policy. He can-
traffic has nmt been increased in the nt develop trade now with the outside
large proportion hoped for, and there- world. We are drawing the rynes more
fore the proposition te appoint a Minister tclosely year after year. We are putting
cf Trade and Commerce seems a rather up our tarif at such a rate that it will
paradoxical one. Iad any change been sen be impossible for outsiders te trade
thought necessary in the offices held by with us, and the hon. gentleman must be
the administration, I would have thought under a great delusion if he supposes we
fhat it would be better te abolish another are going te create any greit national
department and substitute for it an weal h by trading amongst ourselves.
office entirely different. In 1878 Or 79, Our wealth naturally cees from outside
the Public Works Department of this countries where we sel our natural pro-
country was divided, and a Departrnent ducts which are limited almost te the
t Railways created. I arn net disposd produce f the farm, the forest and the
te say but it may have been a wise fisheries.
measure at that time. We were just
cornpleting the Intercolonial Railway and HON. MR. KAULBACH-And the
commencing the construction of that mines.
gigantic work, the Canadian Pacific Rail-
way, and there were many miner works HON. MR. SCOTT-The mines have
in which the Government were engaged. neyer gene above four millions a year and
The Intercolonial Railway and its the substantial wealth of our country-
branches may be considered finished, and the source from which we have tget ou
the Canadian Pacifie Railway is ne money is the natural products I have en-
longer under Government control. I t urnerated. Why is it that Canada bas
seems te me, there fore, that the office f been growing rich and progressing in
Minister ef Railways might very properly wealth and population? Lt is due en-
be merged into the office of Minister tirely in my opinion te our large exporta
cf Public Works. Outside of the canais, and the large amount cf foreig money
the only works under the control of the that is being spent in this country.
Department now are the public buildings No doubt the money borrowed by the
of the country. The management of the Governent fren tirne te tine there by
Intercolonial Railway is a separate Dep- swelling up the public debt for the tine
artment and cannot any longer be called. being is a very great benefit te the
a ministerial duty. Lt is now a business Dominion. Lt is money distributed
enterprise and net one subject te a special through the country that bas net been
policy on the part of the Government. gained or earned. The roney that
Therefere, it appeared te me that, in private enterprises have borrowed bas
making changes in the several Depart- ains been an enormous gain to the
ments, the circurwstances of the day country. The building cf the Canadian
rather poînted te a marriage of those two Pacifi Railway bas boomed the country
offices, the Public Works and the Rail- for the Iast five years. If honr gentle-
ways, inte pne than the creation men will just look forward te the tihe
of a new office of trade and when we will nt be borrowing money
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and building railways, and when we will that 1 take a very different view of the
not be entirely dependent upon our own importance of this subject from my
natural develôpment, how can a Minister worthy confrere. It is a matter, ta my
of Trade and Commerce develop any mmd, of such practical importance in
great wealth to this country. Our ex- reference to the legislation of this country
ports are fortunately beyond the control thar it is well worthy of consideration,
of Governments. We are not likely by particularly of gentlemen occupying the
Act of Parliament to put an export duty position of Senators. Tbey are, generally
on any of the natural products of this speaking, men of large comnercial
country, and as that is the source of ail experience and can appreciate the
our weakth I cannot myself see what the importance of having the trade affairs of
mission of the Minister of Trade and the Dominion placed in such a position
Commerce is to be unless there is in as will guarantee ta them in the future
some degree a loosening of the bonds of such a supervision of trade as will be
the National Policy. Unless there is to conducive to the general welfare and
be a mitigation of the high tariff, and an prosperity of the country. As I under-
intimation given ta the outside world stand this Bulits object is te create a
that we are ready to trade, a Minister Department of Trade and Commerce,
of Tra<e and Commerce will be alsolute- with a Minister at the head of it who
ly unnecessary. In the prosecution of his will have a general supervision over
duties if he were ta convince bis col- the trade, commerce and finances of the
leagues that the road to wealth did iot country and ail subjects connected with
lie altagether in taxing so highly imports the inancial and trade relations of the
coming iro this country, then, probably, Dominion with ftreign countries. Every-
be would do a good thing by initiati rg one of those subjects bas hitherto been
a'free trdeplicy. Withoutdesiring to within bejurisdiction of the Ministers
go intothis subjeettothe length one would of Customs,Finance and Inland Revenue.
naurally feel inclined, at this period of 0f course such duties devolving upon
the session it is not a very tempting sub- gentlemen, who bave in addition te
ject for discussion, therefore I shahl fot carry out the generat supervision and
continue my observations further than to administration of the details of their
say if motives of economy prompted the different Deparments is incompatible
Government in establishing this depart- witl the faitfl discharge of the higber
uent their object will nct be realized. I duties involved in this question, and 1

have no doubt it will be urged that the take it that the creatian of a Departrent
Deputy Ministers of the two departments of Trade and Commerce wil obviate the
that aïe tw be abolished will be alloted necessity for this Minister interfering
positions in the new department at tbe with tbe minr details of these Depart-
ful salaries they are under at present. ment. If such is tbe intention f tbe
The salary of the Commissioner of Bi , and ta appoint under secretaries
Customis and the Commissioner of Inland similar ta those in England, who wil be
Revenue wilh be bereafter $2,800 a year. cbarged witb the administrative duties
That will be a falling off of $400, but the pertainng ta these officers, I think 
Bin provides tbat "nothing herein con- will bave tbe effect of sowing, in avery
tained shal operate ta diminish tbe short time, that the expense attending
salary of the present incumbent of eitber this additiona bureau wil be insignifi-
of the said offices," so that in the lifetime cant in comparison with the great bene-
of the present incumbents-and it is fits that wil accrue in its creation ta the
soped tbey may ive for many years ta country. Every man whoisconnectedwit
come-there will be no reduction of trade and commerce knows tbat frequet
salary. The natural deduction ta be ly foreign countries apply ta the Boards
drawn froM it aIl is that this Bill is of Trade of the Dominion for infora
practically t provide for some aother tien upon a variety of subjects and there
gentleman w o is not already in the is no bureau fror whicb reliable statiSti
Cabinet, cal information of any kind in relation

to trade can be obtained by these
HON. MR. CLEMOW-I may say -Boards. By having an office and an

HO0N. MR. SCOTT.
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officer specially devoted to this purpose
we will secure a vast amount of valuable
statistical information that our merchants
will be able to impart to foreigners who
may seek to do business with this country.
As a rule we know very little about our
own country though our trade at present
is in the infant state as compared with
what it will be in a very few years.
Hitherto we have been content to re-
main under the idea that our lumber in-
terest and fishing interest and agriculture
and a few other interests were sufficient
for this country ; but now that we are
increasing so largely in population and
wealth, and have shown that we are
capable of still greter expansion, we
s>hould have a Department specially de
voted tothese matters of trade and com-
merce so closely affecting the interests of
the Dominion. On the head of this
Bureau, whoever he may be, will
devolve a great responsibility in collect-
ing and classifying information of im-
portance to the commercial classes,
and I am satisfied that in a few years
the effect of it will be very noticeable
upon the trade and commerce of the
country the resources of which are at
present comparatively unknown. I can-
not see why any person should object
to a proposition so manifestly in the
interests 'of our Dominion. When
this question was brought up this year in
the Governor General's Speech, I
for one believed that it was a move in
the right direction. I was satis5ed that
it was a statesmanlike view of the pro-
gressive character of this country. We ail
know that the resources of the Dominion
are capable of great expansion and unless
we have some means of ascertaining the
best means to expand our trade and
commerce the process will be slow. It
is true that editors of newspapers devoted
to commerce write articles upon a great
variety of subjects, but these articles are
written by individuals instigated by dif-
ferent objects either political or senti-
mental, who have -not the means of
obtaining reliable or official information
with which the people will be satisfied.
A great many questions are agitating the
public mind at present, for instance the
banking question, the insolvency question
and others of cognate character, and
there are no means by which these mat-

ters cm be properly brought to the
notice and consideration of the people
in order that they may judge of their re-
lative merits or demerits. Therefore it is
evidently in the interests of the future of
this Dominion that somebody ought to
be charged with this special duty.
The head of the Bureau of Trade and
Commerce will have to ascertain from
actual experience and personal inter-
views and by visiting localities if sorne-
thing cannot be done te increase the
trade and manufactures of the country.
I believe they can be increased to a
very large extent, provided we can
find foreign markets for their absorp-
tion. This is one of the important
matters which the gentleman charged
with the administration of this burau
will have to carefully consider. I think
the time is opportune now for an effort
to expaid our trade; the North-West is
growing rapidly in wealth and popu-
lation, and the time will shortly arrive
when we will have to look for a market
for the surplus products of that country.
We hear that dissatisfaction- com-
mercially and otherwise - exists in
certain parts of the Dominion. It will
be the duty of the Minister of Trade and
Commerce to enquire whether there is
any real ground for this dissatisfaction,
and if there is what is the remedy he
would propose. I have no doubt that
the remedy will be found and will be
applied. Taking this view of the question,
as a practical man, I believe that a satis-
factory solution of our business and
commercial difficulties will be arrived at,
by the appointment of a Minister who
will devote his time to the study of this
question. The head of a Deparment
who may be called upon to settle a $ro
claim on a disputed question ot cus-
toms or inland revenue tax has no time
to attend to the higher duties involved in
the office of trade and commerce. We had
recently a long and interesting discussion
on the subject of repatriating the French
Canadian population who have settled in
the Eastern States. I think the best way to
secure their repatriation is to show to
those people that Canada is and can be
made in every way acceptable to them ;
and they will return without any other
inducement than the assurance that in
the land of their birth they will prosper
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as well as in the neighboring republic.
1 believe that they can succeed as well
in this Dominion as in any other country
in the world provided they take advant-
age and assist on their return in the
development of its natural resources,
and then these French Canadians
once they can be assured that such is the
case will be only too glad to return to
their own country. I certainly differ very
much from my confrere, the leader of the
Opposition, on this question. I know
he is a man of long experience in law,
but as far as commercial affairs are con-
cerned, he is not a practical man. If we
take a practical view of this question we
must admit that this is a move in the
right direction and I think the Govern-
ment deserves Lhe thanks and will re-
ceive the thanks of the country for
trying every means in their power to ex-
pand the operations of trade and com-
rnerce in this Dominion.

HoN. MR. POWER-The hon. gent-
leman who has just sat down, by his dis-
course, carried me back some consider-
able disfance in our political history. I
can hardly believe that instead of this
being the year of grace, 1887, it is not
the year 1877 or 1878, because the
speech which the hon. gentleman has
made is just the kind of speech he might
bave delivered during the election cam-
paign of 1878. There are still in the fu-
ture all those blessings which we used to
hear about then.

HON. MR. ALLAN-And have since
been realized.

HON. MR. POWER-Not realized
since. The hon. gentleman admits that
we are only starting now in this era of
prosperity and that it is all in the future.
This prosperity which the National Pol-
icy was to give us is a sort of mirage-
the nearer we come to it the further it
moves away from us ; we have never got
just the right thing yet ; there is always
some little screw to be adjusted still,
and then the machinery will
work beautifully, but in the meantime we
are paying the piper dearly. The truth
is, as the hon. gentleman from Ottawa
says, we have been doing our best to
abolish trade with the outside world by

HON. MR. CLEMOW.

putting the tariff at such a height as to
shut out the manufactures of other
countries; and it reminds me a good
deal-this talk of baving a Minister of
Trade and Commerce when our com-
merce is being destroyed-of the lines
of Swift, in which he said:-
" Here is a proof of Irish sense,

Here Irish wit is seen;
W hen nothing's left that's worth defence

They build a magazine."
We are gomg to start a Department of
Commerce after we have done our very
best to destroy commerce with the out-
side world. I am not speaking without
the book, because our official returns
show that the shipping of this country
has diminished very considerably since
the initiation of the National Policy, and
that our exports have in many ways
fallen off largely; and the volume of our
trade, if not seriously diminished, has
not increased as the trade of a young and
vigorous country like this should increase.
The hon. gentleman behind me, from
Rideau Division, seems to think that this
office was about to be created because
the country needs it. There is not the
slightest foundation for that allegation.
The country does not need it, but the
Government need it; and the Govern-
nient intend to make provision by it
for some special friend of theirs, and for
that reason this office has been created.
If the hon.- gentleman who leads the Gov-
ernment would throw a little light on
the intention of his collegues with
respect to this measure he might
possibly secure the support of the oppo-
sition. We have, as I stated when the
speech of His Excellency was under con-
sideration, in this comparatively poor
country of Canada a small population.
We have more Ministers in the Govern-
ment than in any other civilized country
in the world ; and this proposition *is
really to add another Minister, because
the two controllers of Customs and In-
land Revenue will be practically heads
of Departments with salaries almost as
large as the salaries of regular Ministers;
and so we are now about to add another
Department to these which are already
too numerous. If the great republic to
the south of us can manage its immense
business with seven Ministers-if the
Secretary of the Treasury of the United
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States can deal with the tariff and ail of information before us, and there is no
other financial business in that country, necessity for creating another Minister
I fail to see why we should require four for giving it to us, because the informa-
Ministers to deal with the same subject tion is already in the departments. A
here. I am rather surprised at my hon. question I was going to ask the leader
friend who has just spoken, because he of the Government is this: We have
is a practical man, contending that it is increased the number of Ministers con-
necessary that we should have a Minister siderably, but it is a singular tact that
of Commerce to settle those questions while the number of Ministers is increased
about markets-where the markets are tle number of Ministers in this branch
to be found, what the tariff should be, of the Legisiature has diminished.
and all that kind of thing. Is not that After Confederation while there were
the duty of the Finance Minister ? If only tweive Ministers in the Cabinet
not, what is the Finance Minister for? five of them were ir, the Senate. That
It is the duty of the Finance Minister. number was afterwards diminished to
It is the duty which the Finance Minister three and finally it was brought down to
discharges in every country, to settle the two. Nowtherearetobetwelvepaidheads
fiscal policy of the country. The Finance of Departments in the House of
Minister says he wants so much money Commons and we are to have no
to carry on the administration of the coun- Departmental Officer in this House at
try, and it is his duty, as it is in every ail. I should not look upon this measure
country the duty of the same Minister, with so strong a feeling of hostility if I
to find out how the money is to be sup- understood that the new Minister was to
plied. We should not have a Commit- be in this House or that in consequence
tee of Ways and Means and a Commit- of the appointment of this new Minister
tee of Supply under two different we were to have one ofthe old Ministers
administrations. They must be under in the Scnate. I think it is an utterly
the same head ; one is co-relative to the indefensible thing to deprive the Senate
other. As far as I can gather from the of the Ministers whom it bas had and to
unpractical and indefinite speech of the increase so very much the influence of
hon. gentleman from Rideau Division the Government in the House of
(Mr. Clemow) the principal reason why Coinmons. The work proposed to be
this new Minister is required is that done by the Minister of Trade and
Canada is a country capable of great Commerce is work which is done every-
expansion. There has been too much where else by the Minister of Finance,
of that sort of tall talk in Canada for the and it bas been done here by the Finance
past 20 years. Canada is surely big Minister; and h occurs to me that the
enough now. It stretches from the new Minister may be intended to lrovide
United States to the North Pole and for the case of the absence of the Finance
from the Atlantic to the Pacific. How Minister. le have a Finance Minister
much further does the hon. gentleman now who acts in the double capacity of
wish the cotntry to expand ? Would he Minister of Finance and High Commis-
like to take in Siberia or Greenland, or sioner to London as he did former]y
is there any other country that he wishes as Minister of Railways and High
to take into the Dominion ? I think it Commissioner. This gentleman having
is to be regretted that we had not come out here to save the Government,
devoted our energies to taking care of and having done that work, and having
the country we had some time ago succeeded in putting through this abom-
rather than to expanding the country as inable tarif on iron, is going back to
much as we have done. Surely the England, it is understood, at the close
mountains of blue books we get ought tu of the session as High Commissioner.
contain all the necessary statistics of Lt may be that this new Minister of
trade and commerce; and if they do not Trade and Commerce is intended simply
it is because the members of the Govern- to do the work which the Finance
ment do not do their duty properly. Minister ought to do while he is absent.
When so much statistical information is Perhaps the Minister who represents the
printed we ought to have the right kin o Government here can explain whether
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that is the meaning of the new Department
or not ? I do think the hon. gentleman
owes a duty to this House to say whether
the Government propose to show a little
more respect to the Senate than they have
shown during the past few years and
whether they propose that there shall be
at least one head of a Department in
this House. There isone other point about
this Bill which one cannot help being
struck with. It was assumed in talking
about this Bill and about its twin brother
the Bill respecting the Minister of Trade
and Commerce that this legislation was
the result of a long felt want-that the
Government felt compelled, driven by
the necessities of the country to intro-
duce this measure. If that is so, the
Government ought to kisow where the
want is feit and what they do want. The
Bill for the creation of the new Depart-
ment is very vague and this Bill is also
vague in its provisions. The clause, the
adoption of which the hon. gentleman
has moved, says that the two sub Depart-
ments shall be "under the control and
management of the Minister of Trade and
Commerce or the Finance Minister, and
the offices of Minister of Customs and of
Minister of Inland Revenue shall cease
to exist as soon as this Act is brought in
force as respects the Department of
Customs and the Department of Inland
Revenue as the case may be." The
Government have not yet made up their
mind under which thing it is to be. It
shows they have given no thought or re-
flection to the matter ; that they do not
know what the duties of the new Minis-
ter are to be, and that is merely creating
possibly an office for the purpose of find-
ing a place for some particular follower,
and certainly for the purpose of creating
the patronage which it will place at their
disposal.

HON. MR. KAULBAC H--I never
before heard my hon. friend speak so
convincingly in favor of a Government
measure. He has told us that if this
Department was to be represented in
this House he would have no objection
to it.

HON. MR. POWER-Not so ruch
objection.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH-The hon.
gentleman has not attempted to touch
the logic or the potency of the speech of
the hon. gentleman from Rideau division.
I am sure that the manner in which that
hon. gentleman presented the case to
the House was so forcible, showing the
importance of the Bill, that his arguments
were irresistible. Trade and Commerce
are the basis ofthe prosperity of Canada.
It is from trade and commerce we must
expect progress and prosperity, and the
Bill before us shows that the Government
are still, as they have been at all times,
anxious to do their best to promote the
development of the country notwith-
standing the pessimist views of the hon.
gentleman from Halifax and those who
think with him, and who endeavor to
belittle every branch of trade and com-
merce, to keep emigration out of the
country and to embarrass the extension
of trade. Every such effort always comes
from the Opposition. Even our trade
with the West Indies has degenerated
into a schooner business. The hon.
gentleman from Halifax and his friends
have advocated that the commerce of
Canada with the West Indies shall be
done by a few fishing schooners when
they have nothing else to do. Up to a
recent date the merchants of the United
States have been the middle men
through whom the produce of Canada
has been exported to the West Indies,
and our trade in that direction has been
paralysed largely, I believe, by not having
a department to grapple with this subject
and collect information that would be
of value to our merchants. For want of
such a Department I believe we have lost
a great deal of trade that we might other-
wise have secured, and I don't think
there ever was a time in the history of
Canada that it was more important than
now to have a Minister whose especial
duty it will be to look after our commer-
cial relations with other countries. The
duties of the Minister of Finance are en-
tirely different. His duty is to see how
the Public Accounts stand, and how he
can out of the revenue of the countrY
provide for the expenditure, but as far as
the expansion of trade is concerned it is
not specially within his province, and it
is required more particullarly now than
at any other time that it should be care-

HON. MR. POWER.
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tully looked after, and every avenue
should be opened for the profitable ex-
change of the products of this country.
As to the iron duties lately imposed, my
hon. friend from Halifax cannot be a true
patriot when he refers to them as being
abominable duties. The coal and ircn
trades are at the bottom of all the indus-
tries of this country, and they are almost
the life of our province, and when my
hon. friend talks of the abominable and
iniquitous tax on iron, he is using lan-
guage that is not compatible with the true
interest of Nova Scotia. The iron indus-
try is the basis of the future wealth of
this country. England, early in her his-
tory, took advantage of and prospered
by the development of those industries.
In the same way the United States has
prospered by the development of its
coal and iron interests, and when we
have the example of those two countries
before us, and when we know that our
country possesses coal and iron in abund-
ance, it ill becomes a representative from
Nova Scotia to belittle a policy which is
intended to develop the best interests
of that province and to call it an abomi-
nable policy.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I regret very
much that we have not the time at our
disposal to discuss this important
question, but I may say that I am amazed
that the hon. gentleman from Halifax,
who is a member of the Board of Trade,
should object to the creation of this new
Department If there is no necessity for
a Minister of Trade and Commerce, what
necessity can there be for boards of
trade ? I tbought the era of grumbling
and fault-finding had gone by in this
country. It was all very well fourteen
years ago when the Dominion was
suffering fron depression, but we have
since experienced years of prosperity
which have continued and are continuing
to-day notwithstanding the annual pro-
phecies of hon. gentlemen opposite of
evil times, which have not been realized.
The imports and exports of this country
are to a great extent the barometer that
indicates the condition of trade. W'e
have been told that because our exports
are less than in former years that conse-
quently the country is in difficulties.
The argument of the hon. gentleman

from Ottawa has shown how little thought
he has given to the question of the trade
of the country when he told us that our
prosperity was due entirely to the millions
of dollars of foreign money that
were borrowed to build our railways,
and it was by that * means the
commerce of the country was being
extended. If we had no country worth
going through, certainly foreign capital-
ists would not care to invest their money
in railway enterprises without a prospect
of some return for their investment.
They invest their money in these enter-
prises because they see that those rail-
ways run through a good country and
are necessary to bring the surplus pro-
ducts of the interior from the places
where they are grown to the seaports,
that they can be sent to the marke's of
the wor.ld where they are required. With
respect to our imports and exports, it is
a well-known fact that we are now manu-
facturing a great many of the articles
that are consumed in the country, and
although the imports may be less, still
the amount consumed is greater, and if
any proof is wanting of the fact it is found
in the increase in the accumulations in
the Savings Bank. If we analyze these
deposits we will find that they belong
principally to the working classes of the
community, and if we ask the Building
Societies throughout the provinces how
they are progressing, they need only refer
us to our own experience during the
present session with regard to the many
Bills that have come before us asking
for permission to extend the operations of
those societies throughout the Dominion.
All this must be proof of the benefits
arising from the development of the
industries of the country and I am quite
surprised that any hon. gentleman living
in the city of Ottawa, seeing the improve-
ments that are going on all around him,
and the general prosperity that exists,
street after street and house after hopse
being built and the population increasing,
can say with any degree of sincerity that
the country is not prospering under the
policy of the present Government. The
facts show that the country is prosperous
and that every branch of industry is pro-
gressing. In the face of opposition and
fault-finding we have undertaken and
carried through to success the construc-
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tion of a transcontinental railway that
would have been considered, by the
United States even, as an enormous un-
dertaking. Is any man, woman or
child suffering because of the building of
that road? Is there any mouth which
is not filled, ôr any back which is not
clothed because of the building of that
road? Is there less coming to those who
work on the farms, in the workshops or
on board ships? Have we any poor or
poor houses amongst us as an accom-
paniment of this state of things? Every
gentleman who travels through this
country must come to the conclusion
that this is an era of prosperity and
progress, and every working man must
acknowledge that he receives a fair day's
pay for an honest day's work. The
hon. gentleman from Ottawa has argued
that our shipping tonnage is decreasing.
Everyone knows that the wooden ton-
nage of the world is decreasing and that
iron shipping is taking its place.
We know that in the past one
of the great industries of Canada
was the building of wooden ships
and we know that in the neighboring
Republic our flag covers about forty-eight
per cent. of their ocean trade-carrying
the products of the Republic to all coun-
tries of the world, and necessarily those
who are engaged in this carrying trade
are taking more to iron vessels. Why ?
Because in the first place they are cheap-
er and can be insured for less money and
are in every way much superior to the
wooden ship. For instance you can buy
an iron trading steamer, fully equipped,
everything complete for f 12 sterling per
ton and you can insure such a ship Class
A i, oo years, while you cannot get the
best wooden ship at Lloyd's classed for
more than twelve years. If there is one
particular interest that the proposed Min-
ister of Trade and Commerce should look
after in the Dominion of Canada it is to
thoroughly investigate the question of
iron ship building and make our people
as fully acquainted with it as are the ship
builders on the Clyde and in certain
ports of France and Norway. The hon.
gentleman from Halifax finds fault with
the iron duties imposed during the pres-
ent session. I am surprised that an hon.
gentleman coming from Nova Scotia
where the iron and coal, and the lime-

stone to make the flux are found in the
same hill, should raise such an objection.
If for one thing more than another Nova
Scotia is known it is for its vast natural
wealth of iron and coal,and the mineral de-
posits of Cape Breton to-day are of more
value to Canida and to the empire than
the great province of Ontario,
I do not at all underrate the value and
importance of the great Province of
Ontario in making this statement, but
let me say to the hon. gentlemen that
the Dominion of Canada could not be
protected to-day without coal. We have
no coal on the Atlantic Coast except
what lies in Cape Breton-we would
have no coal for our vessels, and we
could not smelt our iron, gold, copper
and silver without it, and I say it is the
most important item of the trade of the
country. One important duty of the
Minister of Trade and Commerce would
be to gather such information as would
lead to the establishing and the develop-
ment of iron ship building in the
Maritime Provinces. In that portion of
Nova Scotia in which lie these vast beds
of iron and coal, live also a hardy, thrifty
and industrious people who are skilled
as their forefathers were skilled in the
building and sailing of ships. Many of
these men on the coasts of Nova Scotia
and Cape Breton take as naturally to the
sea as a Newfoundland dog. They are
very easily taught the building and sailing
of ships and by the establishment of this
new industry we would soon have iron
vessels that would take the place of
wooden ships the building of which is
fast falling away from us. We could in-
crease that industry easily from oo to
500 per cent. with great advantage to the
Dominion. Hon. gentlemen will renen-
ber that the foundation of all manufac-
tures is iron, that iron enters into almost
every article in the Dominion.

HON. MR. POWER-Is it a good
reason for making iron dearer ?

HON. MR. HOWLAN-No, it is not
a good reason for making iron dear but
it is a good reason for making iron. Let
me tell the hon. gentleman that there is
no article of commerce into which so
much labor is put to prôduce it as iron.

I For every dollar's worth of the product

HON. MR. HOWLAN.
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8o cents represents the labor in produc-
ing iron, therefor it is one of the most
important facts that we should have our
iron industries developed, and that iron
should be manufactured in this couritry.
I stated before that the iron trade is the
barometer of commerce. Where there
is commercial depression and decline in
values it is first felt in iron ; when iron
is depressed sugar, cotton, boots and
shoes and every other article of manu-
factured goods is depressed correspond-
ingly. On the other hand when iron is
on the rise there is corresponding ad-
vance in values in other articles of .nanu-
facture. Therefore it is necessarv, if a
nation is to be great and powerful, that
she shall be great in the manufacture of
iron. A few years ago there were hardly
any manufacturers of iron in the United
States and the steel rails used in their
railways were ail imported from England.
Steel rails are now sold by United
States manufacturers for less than $35 a
ton, and there has been a corresponding
decrease in the cost of production of
iron goods of ail descriptions. We are
told by the hon. gentleman opposite
that it is impossible to extend our com-
merce under our protective policy. The
very same argument was used by a cer-
tain party in the United States that held
the reins of power for some fifty years,
towards the manufacturers of that
country. The other party took the
opposite course and said " what
is the use of protecting infant
manufactures ? Can you go into the
markets of the world and compete with
France and Germany?" The protec-
tionist said " yes, we have cheap material,
plenty of capital and if we are careful of
what we have got we will be able to pro-
duce the same results as have been pro-
duced in other countries," and they have
proved that they are right. It is said
here that the United States has no
Minister of Trade and Commerce. I
would ask the hon. gentleman if every
consul and every consular agent of the
United States throughout the world is
not an agent for trade and commerce ?
It is his duty to find out what goods
come into his agency and to render a
quarterly account of all the imports and
to ascertain whether the same goods are
produced in the United States, and what

proportion of United States manufactures
is consumed in his consular district. He
is also obliged to send patterns of
foreign and domestic goods which are
used in his agency and to send them to
the Secretary of the treasury at Washing-
ton for the information of the manufac-
turers of the United States. So you find
them pushing their trade in Japan and
Australia. Take the great firm of
Cameron & Comtany of which Sir
Roderick Cameron is the head, and you
find that for thirty-eight years he has put
on a ship from the city of New York to
Australia for the shipping of manufac-
tured goods and for the building up of that
trade and bringing back the products of
Australia, for which service Her Majesty
Queen Victoria knighted him. So it is
throughout England. If you go into any
particular manufacturing house you will
fnd that whatever is manufactured or pro-
duced or goes into the particular manu-
facture in that business, they know where
it is produced and know the cost of it,
and everything about it. Here we have no
bureauof trade todisseminate information
that is necessary for shippers by which
markets can be found for manufacturers
of iron and cotton, and goods of every
description produced in Canada. When
a manufacturer ships goods from Canada
he should know what are the qualities
required in the particular place to which
he ships them. A certain manufacturer
of boots and shoes in Montreal who had
been manufacturing boots and shoes for
25 years, conceived the idea that in
one of the ports of the West Indies a
certain chss of goods would be saleable,
but after shipping a cargo he found
he could not sell them because
they were Canadian goods, and
were unknown to the trade there.
But from the information which he then
received he shipped the next cargo via
New York and succeeded in estab-
lishing a trade. He has been able to
keep a market there, to this moment,
and so it might be with many other
manufacturers. If there is one thing
that the Government are to be thanked
for more than another, it is that they
have brought many of our manufactures
into prominence abroad. We have a
market just opening up in Japan, China
and the Sandwich Islands for a certain
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class of goods which can be manufac-
tured in Canada. I asked a friend if he
could compete and he said certainly, but
we would require to have the peculiar
prints and styles necessary for those
countries. It is a well known fact that
when manufactures of white and grey
cottons and prints were first sent to
Australia, Japan and China they could
not compete with English goods, because
the latter were madé up with starch.
Specimens of those cottons were sent
home and from those samples the manu-
facturers produced cottons to suit those
markets. The result has been that they
have been manufacturing millions of
dollars worth of such goods for those
markets. We have the advantage of
shipping cod and other fish to Havana
and other West India Islands which,
instead of going directly to the con-
sumer, now go through the United
States. Why? Because the United
States have greater privileges in their
markets than we have. They have a
reciprocity treaty. Until a very recent
period there was no use of sending car-
goes of cod fish and other products of
this country to the West Indies, because
we could not manufacture their raw
sugars here. Now we can, and if a
Department of Trade and Commerce
were properly organized I have no doubt
it would be found that other articles of
commerce could be profitably exchanged
between the two countries. I am not
one of those who have lost faith in this
country or who believe that the boom
caused by the building of the Canadian
Pacific Railway is over, and that the
country is threatened with great depres-
sion. The same doctrine was preached in
the United States at the time of the build-
ing of the first Pacific Railway ; it has
been preached here time and again. It
was preached at the inauguration of the
Grand Trunk Railway and of almost
every great enterprise that the country
has undertaken; nevertheless we find
that Canada is progressing. We were
told in the same way with regard to the
ocean tonnage, that we would lose it,
but we have not lost it or our hardy
mariners and ship-owners. They still
keep the trade and are steadily improving
on it. I hope to see the day when we
shall have as large a number of tons of

HON. MR. HOWLAN.

iron shipping manufactured in our own
country as we have now of wooden
shipping, and when we will be pleased
to see iron ships with Windsor, Lunen-
burg or Halifax on their sterns, and to
know that they have been produced,
owned and sold by our own people.
When that day comes and Nova Scotia
has her smelting furnaces and ship-build-
ing yards I hope the hon. gentleman will
be satisfied that he was wrong in his
predictions, and that the policy of the
Government was a step forward, that the
prosperity of the country warranted.

HoN. MR. DEVER - We have
listened with a great deal of pride to the
quantity of matter gone over by the last
speaker. He has given a sufficient
quantity of speech, but for the quality I
cannot say much. He spoke in the
most glowing terms of the great prosper-
ity of the working classes in this country
at present-that they were all able to
pay their bills, and were all prosperous.
That is in his imagination. He forgot
to tell you of one great section of Canada
where the merchants have been obliged
to compromise with their creditors owing
to the alarming depression which prevails
in that part of the country at present.
He told you about the great prosperity
of the country, but iimmediately after-
wards spoke of the depression in the
boot and shoe trade.

HON. MR. HOW LAN-I never spoke
of any depression in the boot and shoe
trade.

HON. MR. DEVER-The hon. gentle-
man professes to be an expert in matters
of trade and commerce, and to be able
to tell all about the statistics of the trade
of the world. I have listened frequently
to his eloquent speeches-he has always
been eloquent, but I cannot say much
for his logic. I am 'rather a close
reasoner myself, and I will not state
matters that will not bear investigation.
I think it would be far better for us, as
sensible men, to give such information
to the House and country as will sustain
the assertion that we are in a prosperous
condition. I am in favor of the prn-
ciple of this Bill: I think it is a very
long step in the right direction, and that
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it foreshadows a great improvement in people of Halifax. Those who work in
the administration of affairs now con- the harbor at tide work have a specialty
ducted by the Departments of Customs and they are only anxious to get a fair
and Inland Revenue. I think the House day's pay for a fair day's work. We know
will agree with me that itwould have been also that the shipping of St. John is in a
well had these strictly commercial dep- very depressed state and that, taking the
artments been presided by trained mer- average earnings of the year, do not far
chants, selected because of their standing exceed $300 per man.
as commercial men, and not because of
political exigencies. Hitherto the prac- HON. MR. VIDAL, from the Com-
tice has been to appoint politicians to fil mittee, reported the Bill without amend
those important offices in order that they ment and it was then read the thirdr
might learn their business at the public time and passed.
expense. We recognize the value and
importance of having a trained profes- IN COMMITTEE.
sional man as leader of our House, and
we can see how the gentleman who fuis The following Bis were reported
that position because of his legal.raining from Committee without debate
does so with credit to himself and Bill (77) "An Act respecting the Ox-
advantage to the country. It is only by ford Junction and New Glasgow Branch
being trained in his profession that a man o
becomes efficient, and therefore I hold ot t(
that it is essential that the heads of these
commercial departments shall be trained Bill (113) "An Act to amend the
commercial men. If that idea is carried Dominion Lands Act." (Mr. Abbott.)
out I have no hesitation in saying that
the change will be a great benefit to the FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.
country.

HON. MR. ALMON-The hon, gent- Bil (165) "An Act to provide for ad-

leman speaks of a depression in St. John ;'vanices to be made by the Government

the Canada ato te workeco andciat.

can he tel us what wages are paid pert a

day to the daboring men on the wharves Mary's Railway Bridge Company." (Mr.

of that cityt? Abbott.)
Bivr (152) "An Act to amend the

HON. MR. DEVEk-If the hon, gent- general Inspection Act." (Mr. Abbott.)
leman wishes to know I can tell him; Bi (140> "An Act in addition to the
the wages are very low. I am Tot aware Revised Statutes, chap. 6, respecting
that I mentioned St. John. renresentations in the House of om-

HON. MR. ALMON-I have known
vessels to leave Halifax with a doubled
crew in order that they might be able to
unload at St. John, because the wages at
that city were so high that they could
not afford to discharge their steamers
there unless they took extra hands from
Halifax, paying them as sailors, to do the
work, and therefore if any part of the
Dominion is suffering from depression
of trade it cannot be St. John. The
laboring men on the wharves there get
$4 to $5 a day.

HON. MR. DEVER--The laboring
people of St. John are about as reason-
able in their demands as the laboring

mons." (Mr. Abbott )
Bill (159) ' An Act to amend Chapter

2 of the Revised Statutes of Canada
entitled an Act respecting the Publication
of the Statutes." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (42) " An Act to make provision
for the appointment of a Solicitor-
General." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (166) " An Act to amend Chapter
138 of the Revised Statutes respecting
the Judges of Provincial Courts." (Mr.
Abbott.

Bill (136) " An Act to confer certain
powers on Boards of Trade as to the
the Licensing of Weighers." (Mr.
Abbott.)
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Bill (141) "An Act to amend the and traders in four through their organ-
Revised Statutes Chapter 39 respecting ization, principally the Montreal Board
the expropriation of lands." (Mr. of Trade and the Toronto Corn Ex-
Abbott.) change. It is really a Bil supple-

Bill (158) "An Act to authorize the mentary to some extent to the General
advance of further sums for completing Inspection Act. The General Inspec-
il nil A pg tion Act for flour remains in force.

LII~ kJA4VIization, principally the Montreal BoardII.

t e rav ngrQ oci an t; e mprovemtlcis

in the Harbor of Quebec." (Mr.
Abbott.)

Bill (157) "An Act to confirm a
certain agreement between Her Majesty
and the Western Counties Railway
Company, and for other purposes."
(Mr. Abbott.)

The House adjourned at 6:30 p. m.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Tuesday, 21st June, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at
2 p.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

Bill (77), "An Act respecting the Ox-
ford Junction and New Glasgow Branch
of the Intercolonial Railway." (Mr.
Abbott.)

Bill (113), "An Act to amend the
Dominion Lands Act." (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (165), "An Act to provide for
advances to be made by the Government
of Canada to the Fredericton and Saint
Mary's Bridge Company." (Mr. Abbott.)

INSPECTION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (152), " An
Act to amend the General Inspection
Act."

In the Committee.

HON. MR. ABBOTT said :-This is a
Bill which is sought for by the dealers

If fidur is sold by sample and a question
arises as to the quality of the flour deliv-
ered on sample this Bill authorizes the
Inspector to inspect it and certify to the
number of barrels sold which are in ac-
cordance with the sample and also as to
the weight and soundness of the flour.
Of course even after inspection there is
a certain amount of flour pronounced fine
or extra fine which is always a shade be-
low the'tandard but which would not
justify it being put in another category
though it would affect its value. Even
after being branded its soundness might
be affected by heating or wetting, and it
is proposed that power should be given
to the Inspector to settle the quality of
the flour delivered on sample. In addi-
tion to that it has been suggested not
only by those dealers and traders but also
by the millers that different names should
be given to some of the classes of flour
and this second clause provides the names
which shall be used in branding those
classes.

HoN. MR. POWER-I should like to
ask the Minister where those new names
have been obtained from.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-They were got
from the millers and Boards of Trade
jointly, in Montreal, and they where sup-
ported by representations from the Corn
Exchange in Toronto.

HON. MR. POWER-These names
will not convey any definite idea to the
ordinary consumer. The names given
here are substituted for the names given
in the Inspection Act. There are
eight grades of flour in the section
which this clause professes to repeal,
and their names have been used for a
great many years. This clause proposes
to have in fact only five grades. That
may be just as well, but the names that
are used do not, at any rate to the con-
sumer's mind, suggest very much. The
two first highest qualities are called
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"patents ;" the second quality "straight
roller." A miller may understand very
well what that means but the ordinary
outsider will not. The other names are
names that we are familiar with-those
of the third and fourth qualities. In the
law as it stands flour of very superior
quality is called "superior extra," and
second "extra superfine ;" the third
quality "fancy superfine;" the fourth
quality "spring extra," and so on. Of
course, if the Chambers of Commerce of
Toronto and Montreal who represent the
purchasers as well as the manufacturers
think those names are an improvement,
we are not in a position to find fault, but
the names do not on the surface strike
one as being as appropriate as the old
ones. .

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I entirely con-
cur with my hon. friend ; I do not think
that those naines are an improvement on
the old ones ; rather the reverse ; but
these changes have been introduced on
strong representations made to us by
both Chambers of Montreal and Toronto
and concurred in by the dealers else-
where. There was a sort of conven-
tion about it and these names were
adopted by the convention, and
we have had strong representations
made to us that it would be
a convenience to the trade to accept
those names instead of the old ones. I
had a strong letter to-day from a gentle-
man who is a member of the Toronto
Corn Exchange, begging me to have
those names adopted.

HON. MR. McKAY (C.].)-Those
names are the names now used generally
in the sale of flour. The mills have
changed largely their system of manufac-
turing, and now use rollers for grinding,
and the names have changed with the
process. In these first two items I am
unable to understand why patent winter
and patent spring wheat are put in the
same category. As 1 understand, patent
winter wheat stands to be a better quality
than patent spring wheat, but here they
seem to be designated the same quality.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will observe that they are destinguished
as winter wheat and spring wheat. I

35

have no doubt there is a good reason for
wishing to change those names.

HON. MR. MAcKAY-I think they
are correct according to the way the
millers grind the wheat now.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE, from the
Committee, reported the Bill without
amendment. The Bill was then [read
the third time and passed.

REPRESENTATION IN THE
HOUSE OF COMMONS C

BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Corn-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (140) " An
Act in addition to the Revised Statutes,
Chapter 6, respecting Representation in
the House of Commons."

In the Committee.

HON. MR. ABBOiT said:-This is
an Act merely to define the number of
members and the different provinces from
which they should be returned-92 from
Ontario, 65 from Quebec, 21 from Nova
Scotia, 16 from New Brunswick, 6 from
Prince Edward Island, 6 from British
Columbia, 5 from Manitoba and 4 from
the North-West Territories. The second
clause is simply declaratory of an inter-
pretation, that in speaking of any place,
it will be understood to be as it was
when the Revised Statutes became law.

HON. MR. ALLAN from the Corn-
mittee reported the Bill without
amendment, and it was then read the
third time and passed.

THE PUBLICATION OF THE
STATUTES BILL

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a
Committee of the Whole on Bill (159)
" An Act to amend Chapter 2, of the
Revised Statutes of Canada, intituled
'An Act respecting the Publication of
the Statutes.'"
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In the Committee,

HON. MR. ABBOTT said :-This is
an Act which regulates the publication
and distribution-mainly the distribu-
tion-of the Statutes in the future. It
provides in effect that members in each
House shall receive as many copies as
the Governor-in-Council shall order from
time to timne, and that other copies of
the Statutes .shall be sent to public
departments, administrative bodies and
officers throughout Canada as the
Governor-in-Council may direct. At
present the distribution of these Statutes
involves quite a large burden upon the
country, they are distributed to so many
people. I forget exactly how many
thousand of these volumes are distributed
evéry year, but there is a very large
number. It is proposed that the Acts
shall be printed in two separate volumes,
one containing the criminal laws which
would be useful to Justices of the Peace,
to be sent to ihose persons who have no
claim to the Statutes generally except
for the purposes of their offices.

HON. MR. POWER - This clause
simply strikes out half a dozen words in
the old law-"including Justices of the
Peace in the distribution of the first and
not of the second volume." It seems to
me it would have been a better plan
simply to say that these words are struck
out of section 9 of the Act than to
ie-enact the whole of section 9 and its
two sub-sections merely omitting these
words. The difficulty is that unless one

pages of statement as useless as a genea-
logical tree. I am inclined to agree with
my hon. friend that this is going to the
other extreme.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-I am sorry that
I do not quite agree with the Leader of
the House on this point, and I certainly
disagree with my hon. friend from Halifax.
I have had very large experience in the
consolidation of the Statutes, and am
acquainted with those who have made
consolidation their study, and it is found
exceedingly convenient to amend by re-
enacting what is altered in its new form
as it is intended to be on the Statute
book. To that extent this goes and I
think it is a very wise and valuable plan
which meets with the approval of every
one that I know who is engaged in the
consolidation of the Statutes.

HON. MR. DICKEY froni the Com-
rittee reported the Bill without anend-
ment, and it was then read the third time
and passed.

SOLICITOR GENERAL'S BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Corn-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (42) " An
Act to make provision for the appoint-
ment of a Solicitor General."

In the Committee,

HON. MR. ABBOTT said :---The
looks very carefully at a Bill he really purpose of this Act is apparent on its
cannot see what it does. I have on face. TRie Governnient desire to have
former occasions called attention to this power to appoint a Solicitor General to
practice of re-enacting a great deal of assist the Minister of Justice. This is
law for the simple purpose of making a not a new idea. It has been entertained
very slight change. I think it would be by successive Ministers of Justice, and I
better to indicate the change and nothing may say by successive Governments.
more, as is done in the case of a Bill we Mr. Blake had an idea of appointing a
are to take up in a few minutes respect- Solicitor General, and, in fact, it is
ing Judges of Provincial Courts. It absolutely necessary that there should be
would save a great deal of printing. some assistance of this kind given-to the

Minister of Justice.
HON. MR. ABBOTT-This practice

has grown out of one in the opposite
direction which had prevailed to a con-

HON. MR. SCOTT-1 suppose there
is no doubt of the fact that the Crown

siderable extent of amending Statutes by business of this country is increasing,
striking out certain words and inserting from the number of briets held by coun-
so and so until we had got a couple of sel outside, and if it is proposed to make
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this officer perform the work of holding
briefs not only in the Supreme Court
but in the Exchequer Court, and taking
the position now held by many gentle-
men retained permanently by the Crown,
it may be that there will be no substantial
increase in the expenses of the Adminis
tration. I see that the Solicitor General
is to be a kind of Under Secretary too-
he is to hold a position somewhere be-
tween Minister of Justice and the De-
puty Minister. Of course I am unable
to say what functions will be allotted
to him, but I assume that he will not be
merely an ornamental officer, but one
prepared to do the work of the Depart-
ment before the Courts, and one who is
in active practice as a professional man.
He is however to have a seat in Parlia-
ment though not in the Cabinet.

HoN. MR. POWER-This would be
an opportune occasion for the leader of
the Ilouse to give explanations of the
intention of the Government as to
representation of the Cabinet in the
Senate. We have not had any ex-
planations on the subject this session.
This will make the second ad-
ditional Minister ; and I think the
Senate ought to have some assurance
that they are to receive at least one of
those additional Mnisters-and that we
shall not in the future be treated in the
contemnptuous manner in which we have
been in the past.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Every one may
casily see, from the experience of this
session, how difficult it is for one Minis-
ter to explain the business of all the De-
partments. One of the motives -which
guided the Government in seeking to ob-
tain these subordinate Ministers was that
the Departments might be more largely
represented in the Senate. There is no
doubt that it is the intention and that it
will be so, but what Department it is
impossible to say, because the whole
scheme of reconstruction has to be gone
into, and a scheme consistent with itself,
meeting all the wants that can be met by
it has to be prepared carefully, and the
Government will consider that to be their
duty during the vacation. With refer-
ence to the Solicitor-General, it is the in-
tçntion that he shall hold briefs. It is

impossible for the Deputy Minister of
Justice to.go into court, and it is hardly
to be expected that we can have a man
of sufficient ability in that position to go
into court. In recent appointments we
have had men, quite competent to take
that position in court, but that is an un-
usual rather than an ordinary thing, and
the intention is that the Solicitor-General
shall, as one Solicitor-General did in
the past, conduct the Crown business in
the Courts.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Does the hon.
gentleman think that a barrister of stand-
ing, at all events in Ontario, will accept
the position of Solicitor-General at a
salary of $5,ooo a year ?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think so.
There are Ministers of the Crown in. the
Province of Ontario who have less than
that.

HON. MR. SCOTT-They are not
precluded from private practice. I see
that he is not ineligible to sit as a mem-
ber of the House of Commons, and I
assume that he is not ineligible to be
appointed to the Senate, although no
mention is made of the Senate in the
Bill.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My impression
is that he is to be eligible to sit in either
House ; if not, I should be disposed to
amend the Bill so as to render him
eligible to sit in either House.

HON. MR. VIDAL, from the Commit-
tee, reported the Bill without amendment.

JUDGES OF PROVINCIAL
COURTS BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a
Committee of the Whole on Bill (166),
"An Act to amend Chap. 138 of the
Revised Statutes respecting the Judges
of the Provincial Courts."

In the Committee, on the first clause,

HON. MR. ABBOTT-This Bill is tQ
.enable;the appointment of a judgewhose
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office has been enacted by the Province
of Quebec as absolutely necessary in the
district of Terrebonne and the adjoining
district, and for that purpose the Govern-
ment is empowered to appoint another
Judge. There is no Judge in that dis-
trict, and it has hitherto been served by
a Judge from the district of Montreal or
the Judge from Aylmer.

HON. MR. POWER-They want more
judicial power in the district of Montreal
at any rate.

HON. MR. SCOTT-Does the hon.
gentleman not think it would bé wise to
have some uniform system in amending
sections of the statute. There is nothing
more inconvenient to a lawyer than to
have to refer to different volumes to find
out what amendments have been made
to an Act. The rule should be that no
amendments should be enacted without
incorporating the whole clause. The
man who has had to turn up book after
book and sometimes have two or three
volumes on his table at one time in
order to find out the amendments to
an Act will appreciate the difficulty
of not having a uniform system.
I should object to any Act of Parliament
being amended in this way without the
whole clause being re-enacted. Those
who have the daily and hourly experierce
of reference find that it is exceedingly
inconvenient to have to resort to more
than one book in order to ascertain what
is the law.

THE SPEAKER-I fully agree with
my hon. friend. In all private Bill
legislation and matters of that kind I
have always insisted that when a clause
is amended the Bill should be re-enacted.
When it is inconvenient to a lawyer to
have to turn up so many books to find
what are the amendments to a clause
how much more inconvenient it must be
to a layman to do so.

HON. MR. GOWAN-The careful
practitioner generally takes his statutes
after each session and goes over them
and marks the amendments on the face
of the book. I quite agree however with
the hon. gentleman from Ottawa, and
would even in this trifling alteration

HoN. MR. ABBOTT.

prefer having the clause re-enacted in
full. It is a great saving of time to the
practitioner.

HON. MR. POWER-If every practi-
tioner was to do what the hon. gentleman
from Barrie says he does-if he were to
annotate the Consolidated Statutes every
year with the amendments, then when he
comes to an amendment like this he sees
at once that there is just one word altered
in the chapter. He makes a note on the
margin of his volume of the chapter and
the year of the amending Act.

He might take some of those amend-
ments and would have to read the whole
Bill over twice before he could just tell
where the change was. That is just
the question. There is a good deal of
force in what the hon. gentleman fron
Ottawa says. In many cases if you have
the whole amended section before you
it may not be necessary to refer to the
original statute at all. There is that
convenience, but there is also an incon-
venience. For persons who are enacting
those laws it is more convenient to have
those amendments themselves and
nothing more. That is the opinion I
entertained and even though the hon.
gentlemen from Ottawa and from Barrie
were disposed to differ from me I was
still inclined to maintain my own opinion.
But since His Honor, the Speaker, has
added the weight of his vast professional
experience to the arguments of those
other hon. gentlemen I am almost
convinced that I am wrong.

THE SPEAKER-I have only to say
in reply to the sarcasm of the hon.
gentleman from Halifax that I have
frequently advocated the same thing and
it is no new thing to me during rmY
experience in private bill legislation, in
which I have taken considerable part
during the past fourteen or fifteen years
in both Houses-quite as large a part
perhaps as the hon. gentleman fromn
Halifax.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-1 think the hon.
gentleman from Halifax has very fairly
put his side of the case and it is jUst
a question of convenience. The hon.
gentleman from Halifax and the hon.
gentleman from Ottawa and myself wilI
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no doubt take our books in our hands
and make the alterations on the margin,
but how many practitioners will go to
the trouble of doing so and how many
laymen will do so at all? I think on
the whole that the suggestion of my
bon. friend from Ottawa is the best.

HON. MR. HOWLAN from the Com-
mittee reported the Bill without amend-
ments. The Bill was then read the third
time and passed.

THIRD READINGS.

The following Bills were reported from
Committee of the Whole without amend-
ments and were then read the third time
and passed without debate.

Bill (136) "An Act to confer certain
powers on Boards of Trade as to the
licensing of weighers. (Mr. Abbott.)

Bill (141) "An Act to amend the Re-
vised Statutes, chap. 39, respecting the
expropriation of lands." (Mr. Abbott.)

QUEBEC HARBOR IMPROVE-
MENT BILL.

THIRD READING.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (158) "An
Act to authorize the advancing of further
sums for completing the graving dock
and the improvements in the harbor of
Quebec."

In the Committee on the first clause.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-These sums ot
money which it is proposed to advance
for the purpose of completing these works
the graving dock and the improvement
of the harbor I understand will be
sufficient to pay off all liability connected
with them and to complete them in all
respects.

HON. MR. POWER-I think when
the House is called upon to vote so
large a sum of money we should have
more explanations than are offered. 0I
think the Minister ought to tell us how
much money bas been already appro-

priated for this purposei As I under-
stand it the country bas nominally lent,
but really given to this corporation some-
thing like two millions of dollars and we
now propose to give them $r6o,ooo and
also $î,iro,ooo. I understand that in
the past interest bas been paid out of
principal instead of being paid out of
receipts from the work. As far as I can
gather, the business of the port of Que-
bec is continuously diminishing, and the
business that was formerly done in Que-
bec is now done in Montreal, which is
the great port of the Province ; and the
advisability of spending all this money
in Quebec is very doubtful. I know
that when oLher ports besides Quebec
have applied for comparatively modest
assistance for the purpose of construct-
ing graving docks they have not met
with much success ; and I do think the
attention of the country should be
directed to the immense sums that are
being, as I believe, squandered on this
undertaking at Quebec. As far as I can
learn the work is not likely to prove of
any great advantage. The money bas
been improvidently spent, and before we
are asked to spend so much additional,
the House ought to have some further
explanations than we have had.

HON. MR. ABBOTT -The hon.
gentleman from Halitax will perceive
that with regard to paying interest out of
capital there is no possibility of those
works earning interest until they are
finished. A graving dock cannot be ex-
pected to pay revenue until it is finished,
and so with the harbor improvements.

HON. MR. POWER-The harbor
commissioners have other sources of
revenue than the graving dock.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Yes, but they
have to meet other obligations and other
expenses and I expect their revenue and
expenditure bas been about the same.
On that point I regret to say I am not
exactly in a position to answer my hon.
friend, but with regard to the graving
dock it can produce no revenue until it
is finished and fit for use. He com-
plains that this a purely Quebec expendi-
ture. I do not think it is. This is the
only graving dock we have for the
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navigation of the St. Lawrence. It is
as useful for ships which corne to Mont-
real as it is for ships which come to
Quebec. I daresay members from
Quebec will know more about it than I
do, but this is the way I understand it.
It is practically a Dominion work. It is
a graving dock which serves for ships in
the eastern navigation of the Dominion
and I do not think this money should be
considtred altogether as a donation or
aid to Quebec. I am not prepared to say
either that money has been squandered
there. It is a magnificent work,
a credit to the Dominion, and
large enough I think to serve all
the purposes of navigation at Quebec,
so that I do not know that we are autho-
rized in pronouncing that there has been
any undue expenditure of money. The
amount which has been expended and is
asked to be expended will together
make about $9oo,ooo on the harbor,
and $3,ooo,ooo on the graving dock.
The amount asked for now is $16o,ooo
for completing the new graving dock,
and $1,1oo,ooo to enable them to com-
plete the harbor.

very scrupulous as to their word of honor.
I had occasion to submit to this
House conclusive evidence that
solemn promises made to me by
the Government had not been car-
ried out. This year we find in the
estimates a great many items which, in
view of the state of the revenue, it is
difficult to explaita in this way, that in
portions of the Dominion where the
Government lost a good deal of support
in the late election, they are expending
money in every county so that they may
recover if possible their lost popularity.
Under the circumstances I hope the
House will not be too hard on the Gov-
ernment for what they are doing for
Quebec.

IION. MR. READ-I am sorry to hear
that business is leaving Quebec, but it is
not to be wondered at. If we can be-
lieve the reports we see in the press, the
people of Quebec are driving trade from
their city. I am told that it costs more
to unload a ship in Quebec to-day than
the freight across the Atlantic. Only the
other dty Sharples & Son, of Que-
bec, were obliged to send their barges to

HoN. MR. BELLEROS.-It is well Three Rivers to load there, because they
known that the trade of Quebec is could fot get thern loaded at a reason-
diminishing, The loss of the trade of able rate at Quebec. We are told that
the city is due to the action of the ma- a ship has lain there fror day to day and
jority of both Houses of Parliament. By could fot be urloaded, because the peo-
the consent of the Governmeut and the pie of Quebec wouid not unload it
majority in Parliament the Canadian themselves at anything like a reasonable
Pacific Railway Company are expending price and wouid fot aiiow anybody else
their money in building a line from to do it. These are the causes that are
Smith Falls to Lachine and thence, driving business away frorn the far-lamed
through the South-Eastern Townships, City of Quebec: the people therselves
to a port in the United States, and since are at fault. Ever since I have been in
that scheme has been decided upon the Parliarent we have been voting large
trade of Quebec has been diminishing. sums year after year for inproverents in
Therefore, I think we should not re- the harbor of Quebec. No doubt they
proach the Government of the day when were necessary, and nobody objected to,
they are endeavouring to make some rep- the expenditure, but I would like my
aration for the injury they have done hon. friends in that section of Canada to
the ancient capital. I think they are understand that there is no one to blarne
doing very little for Quebec in view of for the failing off in the commerce of
the fact that the trade of the west is be- Quebec but the people themseives.
ing diverted to seaports in the United
States. When Parliament voted the HONi. MR. DEVER-I have no desire
money for the construction of the Cana- to compain of the expenditure of public
dian Pacific Railway it was said that the mraney at Quebec, but I ar surprised to
raiiway wouid run from ôcean to ocean heAr the hon, gentleman from Delanayt d'a
through Canadian territory, but it seems iere speak so contemptuousey ofthe f-
that the Government of the day are not ors bestowed upon that city. We have

HON MR ABBOTT.
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a seaport city in the province of New
Brunswick. At one time we used to con-
sider it the second, at least, in trade and
commerce in the Dominion. Before
Confederation, and at the time of Con-
federation, we were led to believe that St.
John would become the Liverpool of
Canada, but somehow or other, none of
those favors which are granted to Que-
bec, Montreal and other cities, have been
lavished on St. John.

HoN. MR. KAULBACH--Have you
a harbour there?

T-ION. MR. DEVER-I fancy we could
take care of you if you were there. How-
e er, I am not going to complain except
tu say this-that inasmuch as the harbor
of Quebec is being so well taken care of,
some consideration might be extended to
the harbour of St. John. It is not an un-
important harbour. Halifax has an ex-
ceedingly fine harbour and it has been so
well provided for that we hear no com-
plaints about it, but giving Halifax harbor
its full due, it never was cousidered as
a shipping port equal to St. John. It is
a well known historical fact that the har-
bour of Halifax has been frozen over,
but such a thing has never occurred at
the harbour of St. John. Therefore, in-
asmuch as it is a harbour fit for winter
and summer service, I think it is but
right and proper that when the question
of appropriation for harbour improve-
ments is spoken of some money should
be devoted to the port of St. John. Hali-
fax is well represented in both Houses
of Parliament and the interests of its port
are taken care of. The harbour of St.
John has been neglected but I hope in
the future there will be less cause of com-
plaint on that score.

HoN. MR. ALMON-I am very glad
to hear the patriotic remarks from the
hon. member from St. John, but in
sounding the praises of the harbour of
that port he forgot to mention one ad-
vantage which it has over the harbour of
Halifax-when the tide is out, every dock
in the harbour of St. John is a dry dock.

HON. MR. DEVER-The hon. gent-
leman speaks of the harbour of St. John
being dry : it is possibly too dry for some
Senators.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I hope my hon.
friend from St. John will not forget that
the Government have not entirely ne-
glected the harbour of that city in the
last year or two, because it is impossible
to deny that we are paying $25o,ooo a
year in order to give St. John direct
internal communication with the whole
Dominion, and having got that, probably
the next thing to be done will be to see
after its harbour.

HON. MR. DICKEY-There is some-
thing more than that about it. I believe
the people of St. John have had the offer
of having their harbour put into commis-
sion, and they have steadily objected to
it and they cannot, under the circum-
stances, claim the same consideration
that Quebec receives.

HON. MR. DEVER-That is some-
thing we do not want : what we do watlt
we do not get.

HON. MR. POWER-Hon. gentlemen
seem to treat this as, a matter of jest,
but I do not think it is. According to
the statement made by the leader of the
Government, the sums that are proposed
to be loaned to the Harbor Commis-
sioners of Quebec by this Bill, together
with those which have been already
loaned, will amount to something over
$4,000,ooo. That, even to a Parliament
which is as used to magnificent expendi-
tures as we are, is a considerable item,
and I do not think it is an expenditure
that should be treated as mere matter of
laughter. I think it deserves a good
deal of consideration, particularly when
we look at the existing position of things.
If the Government had come here with
an application to lend money to the
Corporation or Harbor Commissioners
of Mor.treal-

HON. MR. OGILVIE-They won't
do it though.

HoN. MR. POWER-I do not say
that the Government ought to do it, but
in that case there would be a compara-
tively reasonable ground for the applica-
tion. The people who represent Mont-
real could say that there is an immense
business done at their port. Nearly all
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the trans-Atlantic business of the Dom-
inion, at least of the upper provinees, is
now done directly through Montreal. and
the interests of the whole country
demand that the facilities at Montreal
should be the very best possible; but
those arguments do not apply to Quebec
at ail From various causes-I do not
care to go into the causes-the business
which Quebec did has almost altogether
left it, that is the shipping business.
Some of it has gong up to Montreal, and
some has ceased altogether. I do not
object particularly to the expenditure on
the graving dock, although I know when
the City of Halifax applied for aid
to build a graving dock, the best
the Government would do was to
guarantee one-third of the interest on
the cost, and the people had
to advance a similar proportion them-
selves, while I believe the British
Admiralty have agreed to advance the
other third. In the case of Quebec we
advance the whole amount. Still I do
not object to it because, as the hon. gen-
tleman says, the graving dock at Quebec
is for the whole St. Lawrence. But the
harbor work is a different matter. If
things go on as they are now there will
soon be practically no shipping coming
to the harbor of Quebec, and we are
spending millions of dollars preparing
for shipping that is not likely to touch at
Quebec. There may be, as the hon.
member from De Lanaudiere has sug-
gested, some political reason for making
this grant. It is generally understood
that the hon. Minister who represents
the district east of Montreal in the Do-
minion Government, to his surprise and
disgust found himself alter the last elec-
tion with hardly a follower from that part
of the province. These indications of
independence on the part of members of
Parliament and constituencies are the
very be:t means of inducing Government
to make appropriations, and if the con-
stituencies of Montreal and vicinity had
treated the Government as those of
Quebec did we would probably see a large
sum devoted to the purposes of the
Harbor Commissioners in Montreal. I
regret in the interest of the province from
which I come that the people there did
not show the same spirit as the electors
in Eastern Quebec did, because proba-

HON. MR. POWER.

bly something more would have been
done for them if they had been less
favorable to the Government.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I agree with
the hon. member from Halifax that there
is something very peculiar about the
expenditure of money in Quebec.
Money is spent freely there, and
why it is spent I, nor any other business
man, can understand. The City of
Quebec literally has no trade now. So
far has it gone that one of the principal
steamship lines on the Atlantic from
Montreal last week notified their custom-
ers in Quebec that if they wanted freight
taken from Quebec they would have to
send it to Montreal and ship it from
there. They would not take freight to
or from Quebec. That was done last
week. Not only bas Montreal paid for
its harbor improvements without assist-
ance from the Government, but it bas
also unaided paid for the deepening of
the channel of the river to 27 feet.

HON. Me. McCA LLUM-By taxing
the commerce of the country for it.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-There is no
tax imposed on the commerce of the
country ; the only tax is on shipping
entering the port. No other city in
Canada is treated with such gross in-
justice, but I suppose Montreal must
stand it because the city is able to pay
its own bills. The harbor commission
in Quebec has not paid interest for many
years, and it owes in interest alone more
than the amount mentioned by the hon.
gentleman from Halifax, to say nothing
about the capital. The Montreal Har-
bor Commission pays interest steadily
and its bonds are at a premium. It is
not right that the trade of Montreal
should be taxed to deepen the channel
of the St. Lawrence. My hon. friend
from Monk (Mr. McCallum) says
that the commerce of Canada
is taxed to make these improvements at
Montreal. I know that the ambitious
little city of Hamilton, as well as the
Queen City of the West, are somewhat
jealous of Montreal, but whatever trade
Montreat has got is due to its own busi-
ness enterprise and not to favors froi
the Government. Whatever we have
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got we have worked for and paid for,
and that is a good deal more than Que-
bec can say. I may tell the leader of
the Government here, who so ably con-
ducts the business of this House, that I
hope he will not forget his own city, and
that he will infuse some spirit into the
Government, and show them that it is
unfair to tax Montreal for what is legiti-
mately the trade of the Dominion, be-
cause every man who gets a bill of goods
from Calgary east is just as much enti-
tled to pay his share of the expenditure
for these improvements in the St. Law-
rence as the merchants of Montreal.

HON. MR. READ-We pay for it
now.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I say Mont-
real pays for it.

HON. GENTLEMEN-No, no.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I répeat,
Montreal pays for it. We are quite able
and willing to look after the improve-
ments of the harbor of Montreal, but
the deepening of the channel of the St.
Lawrence is just as much the business of
Ontario as it is of Montreal, and they
should be taxed for it.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-Of course
we all feel interested in the wellfare of
Montreal, but the hon. gentleman is in
error in stating that the commerce
of Canada has not paid for the harbour
improvements at Montreal. The people
of Montreal are very enterprising and
they tax the commerce of the country to
make Montreal an Atlantic seaport to the
detriment of Quebec. Every bushel of
corn carried from the west to Montreal
and every bill of good sent from Montreal
to the west pays toll at the harbour of
Montreal in order to make these im-
provements. Quebec is losing its trade
because the timber trade of this country,
on which the city mainly depended, is
diminishing, and of course there is not
so much business done there now as
formerly. As to the graving dock, I
think it is the business of the Government
of the country to see that there is a good
graving dock there for the accommodation

HoN. MR. OGILVIE.

of the trade of the St. Lawrence. There
is no other place in the St. Lawrence
where a ship can be taken for repairs,
and is it reasonable to suppose that the
people of Quebec should be taxed forits
construction ? No doubt they could do
it if they adopted the rule followed in
Montreal-if they would tax the com-
merce of the country for it.

HON. MR. MACDONALD (B. C.),
from the Committee, reported the Bill
without amendment, and it was then
read the third time and passed.

WESTERN COUNTIES RAILWAY
BILL

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved itself into a Com-
mittee of the Whole on Bill (157) " An
Act to confirm a certain agreement
between Her Majesty and the Western
Counties Railway Company" and for
other purposes.

In the Committee,

HON. MR. ABBOTT said-This is a
bill to settle some long standing litigation,
disputes and ineffectual efforts to get a
railway, which have been going on for
several years past. The Government
make an advance of $5oo,ooo in aid of
the completion of the Western Counties
Railway, and the entire chain of railways
of which it forms part, and an agreement
has been entered into between the Gov-
ernment and the Company by which the
proceeds of the securities which are to be
issued by this Company are to be placed
in the hands of the Government, and
they are enabled to see that this money
is properly laid out and this line of rail-
way completed. This is the entire ob-
ject of the Bill-to sanction this grant
and approve of the arrangements which
are made for carrying out the object of
the grant.

HON. MR. POWER. from the Com-
mittee, reported the Bill without amend-
ment.
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COMPANIES PENSION FUND SO-
CIETIES BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

Bill (52), "An Act to empower the
employees of incorporated companies
to establish pension fund societies," was
introduced and read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT said :-This is a
Bill introduced at the request of the
banks, and with an object which the
Government approves of entirely. It is
to enable bank officials and employees
of companies to forni amongst themselves
pension funds for their aid in sickness,
and other provision when they become
incapacitated for carrying on their work.
It seems to be an excellent Bill, and one
which should be encouraged. Two or
three of the railway 1ompanies have
already come before Parliament for per-
mission to incorporate societies for this
purpose amongst their employees, and
the charters were granted to them without
any objection. It has been thought bet-
ter, however, to have a general Act like
this by which the employees of banks
and other corporations may form them-
selves into associations of this kind. The
Bill has been accepted in the other
House; it has been submitted to the
banks, and perhaps the House will be
disposed to adopt the measure without
passing it through Committee. There
are one or two amendments which Mr.
Hague proposes, and which seem to be
judicious. Instead of providing that the
General Manager of the bank shall join
with two other officers named to form an
association, Mr. Hague suggests that the
person acting as Assistant General Man-
ager should have that power.

Hox. MR. DICKEY--I understood

immediately before its passing the other
House its powers were expanded and it
was made suitable for any corporation.
I move the second reading of the Bill.

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

The House resolved itself into Com-
mittee of the Whole on the Bill.

In the Committee, on the flrst clause,

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The amend-
ment that I would ask to this clause, in
accordance with the suggestion of Mr.
Hague, is that after the words Assistant
General Manager, these words shall be
added, "or person acting.as such."

The amendment was agreed to.

On the sixth clause.

HoN. MR. POWER-I think that it
is rather a sweeping measure to give to
the council of the society unlimited
power to impose fines and penalties. I
think those by-laws should be subject to
the approval of the Governor in Council
as well as the council of theparent cor-
poration.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-This is the
same power that is given to building
societies in respect of fines. It is really
nothing more than the right of imposing
a small fine of five or ten cents, or
something like that on members who are
in arrears with their pay.

HON. MR. DICKEY-After all it is
a matter of internal regulation, and if the
members did not like it they would not
remain in the society.

rny hon. friend to state that this was to HON. MR. POWER-The object of
be a general Act, which would obviate this enactnent might be defeated. The
the necessity of applying for separate penalties and forfeitures might be
Acts. I should like to know whether inflicted upon subordinate enp/oyees in
this Bill is confined to banks, or does it such a way as to deprive them of the
include other companies benefit or the association; and .t might

be weIl to imit the power by providing
HoN. MR. ABBOTT-This Act ap- that the by-laws should be submitted t»

plies to companies as well. It was initi- the Governorin-Council.
ated by the banks and brought by them
to the notice of the Government, but HoN. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE
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from the Committee reported the Bill
with amendments.

The amendments were concurred in,
and the Bill was read the third time and
passed.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD
READINGS.

Bill (151) " An Act for granting certain
powers to the Canada Atlantic Steamship
Company (limited)," (Mr. Power), was
read the first, second and third time,
under suspension of the rules, and
passed without debate.

THE JOINT COMMITTEE ON
PRINTING.

FOURTH REPORT.

HON. MR. READ moved the adoption
of the seventh report of the Joint
Committee of both Houses on the
Printing of Parliament.

HON. MR. POWER-One of the
suggestions of this report is that the re-
port of the Committee of which the
gentleman from Winnipeg was chairman
should be printed for public information.
Now that undoubtedly is a valuable re-
port ; the Committee collected a great
deal of very valuable information, and I
quite concurred in the praise that was
bestowed on that Committee and the
gentleman who procured its appointment
when the report was adopted ; but I
could not help thinking when I listened
to the praise bestowed on the Committee
and on the Chairman of the Committee
that all this praise we were bestowing
were really criticisms of the Government.
We have spent money by the million on
the North-West through the Department
of the Interior and the Indian Depart-
ment and in other ways for a great many
years. This question of food for the
Indians has been brought before the
notice of the public and of the Govern-
ment continually by the fact that we
were paying hundreds of thousands of
dollars annually to feed the Indians; and
it seems to me that if there was any duty
that the Government had and which
those Departnents charged with the

administration of the affairs of that
country had, it was to find out how those
Indians could be fed and to do just the
sort of work which this Committee has
done. The fact that all this information
had not been obtained before and that
it was so necessary that this Committee
should sit and get the information, and
that it is now so necessary to publish
that information, show that the Govern-
nient charged with the administration of
the affairs of that part of the country
and with that part of the public business
have not done their duty. It is fortunate
that we can get gentlemen who are not
paid large salaries to do the work for us
which the Government have not done
and which it was their duty to do.

HON. MR. GIRARD-The Commit-
tee have done their best to collect the
information they have obtained, and in
my opinion it has been established before
the Committee that the money expended
by the Government in that territory has
been well expended and will be a benefit
to the Dominion. No doubt the Com-
iittee has done good work and the result
has been a justification of what the Gov-
ernment has done in the North-West.

Hox. MR. ABBOTT-I think my
hon. friend from Halifax is wrong in as-
suming that because this information has
been ollected and put in a formal and
definite shape, and many particulars got
together so that the whole document
forrns a valuable repertoire of knowledge
of what the natural products of the
North-West are, that therefore the
Government wholly ignored all these
facts before. I do not mean to say that
there is nothing in the report that is new.
Far from it. Nor do I mean to depre-
ciate in any way the work of the Com-
mittee. I think the work of the Com-
mittee was a mcst valuable work. It was
valuable in this sense in the way of col-
lecting and embodying in one document
specific and accurate information about
the resources of the North-West, and in
that respect it deserves all the encomiums
passed upon it; at the same time I mustsay
on behalf of the leader of the Govern-
ment that they knew themselves a great
deal of what is contained in this report.
They knew a great deal of the resources
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of the North West, and the principle on
which the Government have been acting
with regard to the Indians is to endeavor
to educate them and train them to utilize
the natural resources of the country and
more especially the agricultural re-
sources-to educate them in fact to
become provident, which they are not,
and to provide for themselves, which
they do not at the present day. It is
entirely in harmony with this report, and
the fact that the Committee has em-
bodied a lot of valuable information in
the report does not seem to operate as a
censure on the Government. While I
do not deny all the credit to the Com-
mittee that they deserve for collecting
this information, I do not know that
they were stepping out of their function
to do it or that the Government were
looking to the Committee to do what
they have done. It is peculiarly the
function of Parliament to enquire into
such matters. Committees are appointed
during the sessions of Parliament in this
House and in the other House and in
the British Parliament just for the pur-
pose of obtaining and classifying such
information as has been embodied in
this report.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I cannot
let this occasion pass without saying a
few words on this subject. I have not
had time to look over the report, but,
according to what is stated by hon. gen-
tlemen, it seems there are many natural
resources in that part of the country. I
must say that though the expense which
has been incurred in the North-West is
very great, I do not believe that the
Government have done their whole duty,
and I am ready to prove it. Although
half of the Indian population of the
North-West is Catholic, will the leader
of this House tell me how many out of
the twenty-seven farm instructors are
Roman Catholics ?

HON. GENTLEMEN-Hear! hear!

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Hon. gen-
tlemen may sneer, but it is well known
in the Province of Quebec that there are
none of those instructors Roman Catho-
lics. What is asked for to-day by the
minority of our province ? Are they

laughed at when they ask that Protestants
should have an insane asylum of their
own ? We do not say there that their
demand is not right. We say it is right,
although the resources of the Province
of Quebec are small. Here, when we
make the same demand for the North-
West our request is sneered at as if it
were an extraordinary thing, yet the
Roman Catholics of Quebec only ask for
what others receive. It is well known
that the Indians are like children-they
must be taught, and how many Protes-
tant members of Parliament would like
their children to be brought up in Roman
Catholic institutions ? Down in my prov-
ince, when a Protestant child is sent to a
Roman Catholic school, the first question
asked by his parents is, " Must my child
attend the Roman Catholic services?"
When there is such care taken by the
Protestants on behalf of their children,
why should we not ask that the public
money be expended in such a way as
to do equal justice to all religions ? A
child will go in the way he is taught, and
if he is brought up by a Protestant
teacher he will probably be a Protestant,
if he is brought up by a Roman Catholic
he will probably be a member of the
Roman Catholic Church. Then, have
we not a right to ask that those Indians,
who are like children, shall have instruct-
ors who will teach thern in the faith
which they profess to have adopted?
Supposing there were twenty-seven
Roman Catholic instructors appointed
for the North-West, what would be the
reflection that would be cast upon the
Government ?

HON. GENTLEMEN - Question!
Question !

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Do hon.
gentlemen imagine that my mouth shall
be closed because I stir up those ques-
tions ? I contend that I am right, for I
ask what every creed and nationality has
a right to demand. If the Government
was supported in 1886 because Arch-
bishop Taché went amongst the Con-
servatives and requested them to sup-
port Sir John Macdonald in his admin-
istration of the North-West affairs.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-I rise to a

HON. MR. ABBOTT.
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question of order. I hope my hon.
friend will excuse me for saying at this
period of the session that we do not care
to listen to a debate that has nothing to
do with the question before the House.
I do not think that anything relating to
farm instructors in the North-West, Cath-
olic or Protestant, or what Archbishop
Taché wrote or said, has anything to do
with this report, and I think that the
hon. gentleman is out of order.

THE SPEAKER-I may say that the
hon. gentleman from DeLanaudiere is
making remarks which are entirely irre-
levant to the subject under discussion,
and in that respect he is clearly out of
order.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Then I
rise to speak to the question of order.

THE SPEAKER-The hon. aentle-
men is out of order.

HoN. MR. BELLERGSE-When a
point of order is raised, the member who
is attacked has a right to rise and speak
on that point of order.

THE SPEAKER-The hon. gentle-'
man from Amherst stated very clearly
that the hon. gentleman from DeLanau-
diere was diverging from the rules of
debate by introducing irrelevant matter
of discussion on the question which was
before the House. The hon. gentle-
man's point was,,in my judgment, well
taken. Therefore if the hon. gentleman
proceeds with his remarks he must con-
fines himself to the question before the
Honse.

HON. MR. POWER-l rise to a
question of order. Perhaps it is to be
regretted, at this hour of the day, when
a number of gentlemen are anxious to get
away, that we should get into a debate
on such a matter as the hon. gentleman
from DeLanaudiere was discussing, but
we have to consider that the decisions
on questions of order made here by our
Speaker are very apt to form precedents,
and that we should be careful not to
allow the inconvenience of the moment
to induce us to sanction a decision
which may form a very bad precedent

The Speaker, I say it with all respect, in
our House is not like the Speaker in the
House of Commons. The Speaker in
this House as the Speaker in the House
of Lords has no rigat, unless asked, to
decide a question of order, to get up ex
mero motu and decide that any hon. gent-
leman is out ,f order. I asked for the
decision of the Chair. The uniform
practice of this House has been not to
prohibit gentlemen fro.n discussing ques-
tions of order. If it is alleged by any
member that another member is out of
order, the uniform practice has been to
allow the gentleman who is accused of
being out of order to defend himself; and
I think it would be a very regretable
thing to close the mouth of any gentle-
man by raising a point of order which
may or may not be well taken, and not
allow him to defend himself.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Out of
courtesy I thought I would submit to the
Speaker's ruling, but from the beginning
of the session I have been surprised to
see the Speaker act contrary to the usage
of the Senate, because it is well known
that in the Commons the Speaker has the
right to call a gentleman to order, but in
the Lords some member must rise to a
point of order hefore the Speaker has the
right to rule a member out of order.

HON. MR. VIDAL-That has been
the practice here.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Yesterday
I was called to order by the Speaker
when he had no right to do so.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I think this
discussion is straying from the point of
order. .The question now is whether or
not the ruling has been properly made.
I think the hon. gentleman opposite said
he had appealed to the Speaker and I
think the Speaker understood that the
hon. gentleman from Delaudiere was
going to raise another point of order
instead of rising to speak to the point of
order raised by the hon. gentleman from
Amherst. Had the Speaker understood
him to do so, he would undoubtedly
have allowed him to say what he had to
say to maintain he was in order. I hope
there will not be any sweeping declara-
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tion made that our Speaker, in whom
we have confidence, would act unfairly
in ruling on a point raised by any gentle-
man in this House, and I do not think
that we should allow, if we can prevent
it, aspersions to be made on his ruling.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE - I said
that I rose to speak to the question of
order.

HON. MR. DICKEY-After I raised
the point of order and appealed to the
Speaker His Honor decided, and the
hon. gentlemen opposite said he either
rose to a point of order or to make a
point of order. The Speaker evidently,
under the impression that he was going
to raise another point of order, said that
any observations the hon. gentleman
might make must be confined to the
point of order, and the hon. gentleman
seerned to misunderstand that and to
imagine that His Honor said lie had no
right to make observations as to the
point of order.

HON. MR. OGILVIE-I think it is
very unfortunate indeed that our Speaker
has not larger powers, and he certainly
exercises those he possesses very gently.
Except some member stands up and
raises a point of order, which is not a
very pleasant thing to do, anyone can go
on speaking in this louse on matters
totally irrelevant to the subject before
the Senate. It has been done frequently
in this House, and we lose a great deal
of time in that way every day.

THE SPEAKER-This is not the
first time that I have been reminded in
this House that I occupy a different
position from the Speaker of the House
of Commons. I should be quite unfit
for the position I hold if I was not
entirely aware of the limitations attached
to the position. The Speaker of the
House of Commons has powers which
are not iven to an officer appointed, as
I have the honor to be appointed, by the
Government. To a certain extent I am
merely the Chairman of the House to
carry on its business. Yet certain
powers must necessarily be left in my
hands to conserve the decorum and order
of debate. It is absolutely necessary

when I am appealed to on a point
of order and asked for a ruling, that I
should give that ruling, and I intend
when thus appealed to for a ruling to give
it in the kindest spirit, without fear, favor
or affection, endeavoring in that way to
do what I conceive to be due to the
dignity of this House. In regard to the
complaint made by my hon. friend I beg
to say that I never have ruled a member
out of order in this House unless I was
called upon to decide a point of order,
but the hon. gentleman must remember
that I stand in a position of equality
with every member of the Senate. I am
required to vote on every question, and
there is no taxation without representa-
tion. If I am required to vote I have
the right to speak. I have the same right
to speak as a private member, though I
do not use it or propose to use it. Now
with regard to the point under discussion,
this is the rule :-

" On all occasions it is the right of a
neniber to rise and cal] another member to
orier. He nust state the point ot order
clearlv and succiently, ard it will be for the
Speaker to decide whether the point is well
taken. A memier is not at liberty, in rising
to a point of order, to review the general
tenor of a speech, [ut nust object tG some
definite expression at the moment when it is
spoken. It is legitimate on sucli occasions
for members to debate the point of order,
but they must confine thiemselves strictly to
it. Wlien the Speaker lias pronounced bis
opinion it is alnost invariably acquiesced
n ; but while no nieiiiber can be permitted
to argué against it. lie cai take the eense of
the onse thereon."

If my hon. friend from DeLanaudiere
supposes that I intended for a moment
to prevent him front speaking to the

point of order he entirely misapprehends
me, and I regret that he has done so.
All that I said on this or the previous
occasion was that my hon. friend in dis-
cussing the point of order must confine
himself strictly to the point. In rising
to a point of order, he must first state his
point of order: he cannot, in my judg-
ment, make a speech beforehand and
then introduce his point of order, be-
cause it would be subversive of all order
of debate. That is my opinion ; I an
in the judgment of the House of course
in these matters.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-I submit-

HON. MR. ABBOTT.

558



iesternl Countie8 [JU NE 22, 1887] Railway Bill. 55

ted to the decision of the Speaker but I
may not have been properly understood.
My intention was to answer the point of
order raised by the hon. gentleman on
the other side, but the Speaker told me
to sit down and I sat down.

HoN. MR. READ-I move that the
report be concurred in.

The motion was agreed to.

FIRST AND SECOND READINGS.

Bill (30) "An Act to amend the
Companies Act." (Mr. Abbott.)

INDIAN INSTRUCTORS IN
THE NORTII-WEST.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
House do now adjourn.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-When I
was called to order, I was stating that
the Government of the day have been
supported in the other House on a ques-
tion which was one of want of confidence.
Some of the members who voted with
them had been in attendance at Arch-
bishop Tach&s and he had advised them
to support the Government, and they did
so. If the Government have been sus-
tained, they owe it to Archbishop Taché.
Now the letter of His Grace has been
published in the daily newspapers, and
in that letter he expresses the hope that
the Government will see their way to do
something better for the North West,
and it was on that ground that lie advis-
ed these members to support the Gov-
ernment. Now, if an agreement is made
and a thing is done on certain conditions,
the price agreed upon ought to be paid.
One of the complaints of Archbishop
Taché was that there were 27 instructors.
all Protestants, at the time. Has the
Government changed that? I do not
blieve there has been a single change
made, so that I am safe in saying that
the promise to which I have referred has
not been carried out. It also showed
that His Grace was too confiding in
relying upon the good faith of the Gov-
ernment. Those were the few words
that I wanted to say when I was called
to order, so that we have lost more time

in discussing the
would have been
statmg my point.

point of order than
occupied by me in

The motion was agreeo to and the
Senate adjourned at 5 o'clock.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Vednesday,June22nd, 1887.

THE SPEAKER took the chair at
ii a.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

SOLICITOR-GENERAL'S BILL.

THIRD READING.

lION. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of Bill (42), "An Act to make
provision for the appointment of a Solic-
itor-General."

He said :--I have verified the terms
of this Biii, and I find that there is
nothing more required to qualify the
Solicitor-General to be a member of the
Senate : that is to say, his appointment
would not disqualify him.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

WESTERN COUNTIES RAILWAY
BILL.

THIRD READING.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of Bill (157), "An Act to con-
firm a certain agreement made between
Her Majesty and the Western Counties
Railway Company, and for other pur-
poses."

He said :-I mentioned yesterday the
purpose of this Bill. My attention has
been called to a point which was debated
in the other House with reference to the
security held by the Provincial Govern-
nient for an advance made to one of the
roads affected by this Bill. I understand
that the condition of the Bill is that ail
previous liabilities shall be paid off out
of the fund for which provision is made
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by this Bill. It was asserted in another
place, and that assertion appears to be
borne out by the Bill itself, that the
financial position of the Government will
be rather improved than injured by this
Bill.

HoN. MR. POWER-I have not seen
the report of the debate in the other
House to which the hon, leader of the
House refers, but looking at the agree-
ment itself which is in the schedule to
this Bill, I find that provision in the
seventh clause, as follows:-

"7. That the moneys of the company in
the hands of the Government shall be ap-
plied and appropriated as follows:-

"A.-To the payment of interest, at a rate
not exceeding four per cent., on the said de-
bentures, debenture stock <f preference
shares of the conpany, limuited in amount
as aforesaid;

" B.-To the building and completion of
the line between Digby and Annapolis as
aforesaid, and for the completion,equipment
and putting in first-class order of the whole
of the Western Counties Railway from Yar-
mouth to Annapolis as aforesaid ; payments
under this sub-section to be made monthly
to the company or its assigne, but only upon
the certificate of the Government Chief En-
gineer of Railways, whose decisions on ail
questions respecting the amount and char-
acter of the work done and equipmhent sup-
plied or otherwise shall be final and conclu-
sive;

" C.-To the payment or satisfaction of
the existing obligations of the company,
subject always to the retention by the Gov-
ernment of funds suffleient to pay such in-
terest and to ensure the conpletion, equip-
nient and putting in first-class order et the
railway in sub-section " B " rnentioned;"

Now, hon. gentlemen will see that the
payment of the existing obligations of
the company, among which is this obli-
gation to the Province of Nova Scotia,
comes behind the payment of interest
and the completion of this line and put-
ting it in first-class order. I think the
Province is not at all sure to
get its money under that pro-
vision. However, I have not examined
the matter very carefully, and as it is one
with which I am not very familiar I do
not propose to make any opposition to
the Bill. If the hon. Leader of the Gov-
ernment has no objection I should like
to add a clause to the effect that nothing
herein contained shall be held to diminish
or prejudice the existing rights or powers

HoN. MR. ABBOTT.

of the Government of Nova Scotia with
respect to the road now owned or to be
acquired by the company.

ION. MR. ABBOTT-I observe in the
report of the debate in another place that
a similar amendment was proposed by a
representative from Nova Scotia, but
after hearing some explanation it was-
dropped. I see by the agreement that
the Government is, in point of fact, very
well protected, because the building and
completion of the line will improve the
Government security, and any expendi-
tures in that direction will be for their
benefit, and the Government must be
paid before the company can receive any
portion of the proceeds of the bonds.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

COMPANIES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL.

REFERRED TO COMMITTEE.

The order of the day having being
called-Committee of the Whole House
on Bill (30) " An Act to amend the
Companies Act."

HON. MR. ABBOTT said-This is an,
Act to amend the general Act allowing
companies to be incorporated, in two re-
spects. They have already the power to
issue bonds, under the general Act, for
the money which they are authorized to
borrow. It is proposed to allow them to
issue debenture stock instead of bonds-
to issue a different security having the
same rank as bonds, so that if they
choose they can issue half debenture
stock and half bonds, both ranking equal-
ly on the assets of the Company. It is
just giving them an option. The advan-
tage of.debenture stock, as I understand
it, is simply this-a bond is issued for a
fixed sum of money, while debenture
stock is issued for any amount that a per-
son wishes to have, and it is a very fav-
ored kind of security in the English mar-
ket. The second object of the Bill is tO
allow two or more of those companies to
amalgamate. There are many of thein
whose efliciency is impaired by the small-
ness of their capital, and it is proposedr
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with proper precautions, to allow them
to amalgamate in one company. I am
informed that there are errors in the
printing or drafting of the Bill which ren-
der some of its clauses almost unintelli-
gible. The amendments required are
too complicated to be considered in the
House and I therefore move that the
Bill be referred to the Committee on
Banking and Commerce.

HON. MiL DiCKEY-Although this
is a public bill, I thisk we. found, in the
case af the Railway Act, which is analo-
gous to this, very gre* advantage in dis-
cussing and perfecting the deaila of the
measure in Committee, whege suoch mWat-
ters ca be dealt with more saeisfactorily
than at the table in Ib House,

HON. MR. POWER-:Theve is just
one point which occus to e in connec-
tion with the principle of tis Bill, that
is contained in the rotb cluause which
embodies the second object of the
Bill, namely authorizing companies to
amalgarnate. While I admit the desira-
bility of weak companies uniting to form
a strong one, I think on the other hand
it is not desirable to allow a number of
large companies to amalgamate and form
a monopoly. , have some doubt as to
whether the unrestricted power to amal-
gamate is a desirable thing.

The motion was agreed to.

The Senate adjourned at 1:30 a. m.

SECOND SITTING.

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

Routine proceedings.

THIRD READING.

BMll (30) " An Act to amend the
Companies Act " (Mr. Abbott) was read
the third time and passed without de,
bate.

PILOT BERNARD GALLAGHER.

MOTION.

HON. MR. POWER moved
That an humble Address be presented to

Ris Excellency the Governor-General;
raying tbat Ris Excellency will cause to

be laid before this Bouse, co'pies of all cor-
respondence between the Government, or
any Department or Ofier thereof, and the
Pilotage Commissiors of Ralitax, Nova
Sootia, soine the tiret of A ugust, 1,884, w"
respect to the administration of the Pilotags
funda under the control of the said Com-
missioners, or te the re-appointnent of
Pilot Bemard Gallagher, and iI orders
with respect t the dame etbjeca sainea th.
said date,

He said :-My object is bo direot
the attention of tdhe GovernmSet to the
manrer in which the pilotage authorities
of Halilhx administer the funds and the
business committed to their care, with
the hope that the Government, ½i they
think sufficient ground has been shown,
will take steps to cause enquiry to be
made into the administration of the pilot
commissioners, with a view of remedying
any injustice that nay bave been done
and improving, if it is found necessary,
the method of administration. I wish
to say a few words about a case which
excited a great deal of interest in Halifax,
which was the subject of a great deal of
correspondence with a Department here,
and which was the subject of long
discussions, and strong resolutions in
the Chamber of Commerce of Halifax.
In speaking of this case, I am doing so
altogether of my own motion. I have
not been requested by Gallagher to in
terfere in the matter, and I do so simply
with a view of getting justice for a poor
man whom I think has sustained a seri-
ous wrong. In order that the Govern-
ment may understand the position I shall
briefly state the case. Some time in the
early part of 1884, Bernard Gallagher
was employed to pilot a steamer, which
was bound for Boston, into the Halifax
Harbor. He came in, and went out
again with the steamer, and when the
steamerihad got out of the harbor to the
point where pilots are generally disei-
barked, the captain of the staixnr
thought it was too stormy to let the
pilot out of the steamer. He did not
care to stop his vessel, and he considered

Pile (JUN E
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it was too stormy to put the pilot
down in his boat. These facts were
established by solemn declarations, made
by the Captain of this steamer and the
Captain of another vessel which was
leaving the harbor about the same time,
as to the severity of the storm, and by
the declaration of Gallagher himself.
The steamer carried the pilot to Boston,
and he got back again within a few days,
on the earliest opportunity, and the sole
offence with which he was charged was
with going to Boston on this steamer.
There was not any regular trial, and he
did not have any regular hearing, but
subsequently the facts of the case were
established to the satisfaction of all im-
partial men, and to the satisfaction of
the Chamber of Commerce.

HON. MR. ALMON-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. POWER -I am glad my
hon. colleague agrees with me in that.

HON. MR. ALMON-You will scarce-
ly call the Chamber of Commerce an
impartial tribunal.

HON. MR. POWER-I find that my
hon. colleague looks at the Chamber of
Commerce in this way : when it happens
to pass a resolution which is in accord-
ance with the views of my hon. friend,
it is then an impartial body; but
when it resolves the other way it is
not an impartial body in the opinion
of the hon. gentleman, and its reso-
lutions are deserving of no weight.
I wish to ask my hon. colleague this:
He is probably acquainted with Mr.
Mackintosh, lately Mayor of Halifax, and
I should like to ask him whether, when
a gentleman like Mr. Mackintosh, whc
in the first instance had been inclined to
look with disfavor on the claim of
Gallagher, turns round and says it is well
founded, he does not consider it worthy
of some consideration.

HON. MR. ALMON-When a pilot
age commission, taken from all-sides o
politics, conclude that te was rightly
dismissed I think that is sufficient.

HON. MR. POWER-My hon. frienc
has not answered the question that I

HoN. MR. POWER.

asked him. Under the Pilotage Act,
which is to be found in the Revised
Statutes, chap. 8o, and under the by-laws
adopted by the pilotage commissioners
of Halifax, which were ratified by the
Governor-in-Council, the commissioners
had the right in an extreme case to dis-
miss a pilot, or they had a right to fine
him. What was done with this man
Gallagher? I have told you what his
offence was : it was not pretended that
it was more serious than that. He was
fined in the first place; that would be
a sufficient punishment. But in addi-
tion to that they suspended him for
three months. I do not think that
under the law and the by-laws they had
the power to both fine and suspend.
After the man- had paid his fine and
been suspended for three months, they
refused at the expiration of the hree
months to re-instate him. He is atpoor
tran with a large family and he was kept
out of employment for -the space of 18
months. They offered to forgive and
re-instate him if he would admit that he
had stated what was not true. Though
he was a poor man he had a little self-
respect, and as he declared that he had
stated nothing but the truth he declined
to make the admission. It struck me that
this was a very extraordinary case, and I
spoke to three of the Pilotage Commis-
sioners, two of whom gave me to under-
stand that they thought the man had
been sufficiently punished and that they
were willing to reinstate him, but one of
the body seemed to have a strong per-
sonal feeling against Gallagher, and
refused to consent to his being reinstated.
As I said before, Gallagher was offered
reinstatement if he would apologize tO
this influential member of the Board and
retract the statement that he had made,
that he had not been guilty of any
offence. The Chamber of Commerce

1 passed resolutions, which were concurred
in almost unanimously, that this man
should be reinstated. At one meeting,
prominent Conservatives, such as Mr.
Morrow and Mr. Stairs, a brother of the

f then member for Halifax, were in favir
of ieinstating this pilot. In AugUst,
1885, the Governnent here having in-
vestigated the matter satisfied themselves

1 that he was entitled to be reinstated, and
1 they compelled the Pilotage Commis-

562



Pilot [JUINE 22, 1887] Bernard Gallagher. 563

sioners of Halifax to reinstate him. I
want to know if my hon. colleague
thinks that the Government necessarily
did wrong under these circumstances.
Gallagher was reinstated in the early part
of August, 1885, at the instance of the
Minister of Marine and Fisheries. As I
understand, the Government took the
ground that the Pilot Commissioners had
exceeded their powers in dismissing him :
that having suspended him for three
months they had done as much as they
had power to do, and the consequence
was that this man Gallagher was entitled
to be paid for fifteen months at the time
he was reinstated. By the unjustifiable
conduct of the Commissioners he had
been kept out of employment and de-
rived of the means of earning a living
for his family for fifteen months. He
applied for the fitteen months pay due
him, and there was a correspondence
with the Department of Marine and
Fisheries here on the subject. Mr.
Stairs, I think, made representations tp
the Minister on behalf of Gallagher. The
matter was not finally settled until
March, 1887. I went into the Depart-
ment of Marine and Fisheries and there
I saw the final answer bearing that date.
It was that there was no fund from which
the money which he had claimed could
be paid. I do not know whether my
hon. colleague thinks that there was any-
thing remarkable in the man being kept
eighteen months waiting for an answer,
and that the answer was only given a
few days after the last general election.
That may, or may not be a singular coin-
cidence. The answer that the Pilotage
Commissioners sent to the Department,
that there was no fund, I have no hesi
tation in saying, was a mere subterfuge
I am prepared to show that they had
money in their hands out of which this
should be paid.

I propose now to call attention to
some points in the administration of th(
funds which are placed under the con

trol of these Commissioners. Where a
pilot brings a ship into Halifax harbor,
it is very frequently the case with a
steamship, that after the pilot has brought
the vessel in the Captain refuses to take
him on board going out. In these cases
the pilot waits until the vessel is about
to leave, or until the Captain refuses
to take him on board. In that
case the money should really
go to the pilot, because he is there ready
to go out, and if the Captan refuses to
take him the pilot is not to be blame,
The Commissioners at Halifax have made
a practice of taking those sums and
instead of putting them into the amount
which is paid to the pilots, put them into
a sort of reserve fund which they have.
I think this is an injustice to a class of
men whose pay is very small and whose
calling is a very dangerous and unpleasant
one. This money certainly should go to
the men who ·risk their lives bringing
vessels into and out of the harbour rather
than to the commissioners to whom as I
can show it. really does go. The admin-
istration of this pilotage fund began in
August 1875. The last report from
which one can get anything like satisfac-
tory information is the Marine and
Fisheries Report for the year ending 3oth
June, 1885. I notice that in the last
report issued there is no detailed state-
ment of the recents and expenditures of
these pilot commissioners at all. There
is simply a sort of general statement from
which one cannot get any accurate
information. It is to be regretted that

*that is the case. I think wherever public
*moneys are being spent, and particularly
in a case like this where the bulk of the

*money should go to the support of a
deserving class of individuals, the public
should have the fullest information as to
the way in which the nioney is expended.
Now I wish to submit to the House the

ifolloW.ing statements which can be
verified.
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STATEMrNT oF EXPENDITURE, BY YEARS, OF THE HALIFAX PILOTAGE CoMMISSION FROM IST
AUGIUST, 1875, TO DECEMBER 31ST, 1884:-

Balance on hand
Salary en t of Print'g' Com is Annual eachyearfrom re-

YEAR. of*Sec. - Retco ta , Orphians Total ceipts;& expenses
Treas' Office. Taxes, sioners. Expend're. account and frometc. superannuation.

Dec. 31, 1876 $500 00 $100 001$ 90 00 ........ $100 00 $ 790 00.$1000. 00
1877 500 00 200 00 103 30 $200 00 .... .... 1003 30 1533 00
1878 500 00 200 00 1222 56 ........ ....... 1922 56 548 63
1879 500 00 200 00 798 00 70 00 ........ 1568 00 615 20
1880 500 00 200 00 819 07 80 00 ........ 1599 07 467 48
1881. 500 00 200 00 202 77 ........ ........ 902 77 1123 93 $35" 5P
1882 500 00 200 00 281 53 60 00 ........ .1041 53 1112 21 260-43
1883 500 00 200 00 219, 89 60 0f' ........ 979 89 980 24 252 98
1884 800 00 200 00 1276 22 60 00 ........ 2636 22 27 21 287 30

Total. $40O 00,$1700 00 $5013 34 $530 00 $100 00 $11843 34 $7419 00tu54 16

StrMMa ONr- E' XPBNDITURE. SUxiAaRT OF BALANc<ES.

Secretary-Treasurer. Salary... $4,500 00 From Receipts and Expense Acet $7,4119 00
Ent, of 0ice................. 1,700 00 Fromi Superanuation ........... 1,154. 16

Taes, PTinting, Stationery, etc. 5,013 34
Orphaea........ .... . 530 00 Total.................. $8,75 16
Commissioners ............... .. 100 0
E.Icpense from lst August,, 1875,

to December 31st, 1876, Rent,
Booke, Stationery and alow-
ancs to Secretary ...... ...... 333 50

Total................. $12,176 841

PORT OF HALIFAX.
STATuir SHOWING Tflr REcEIPTS PROM PILOTAGE DUES; FRom FINES AND FROU LICENiSEs

AND BONDS, IN EACH TEAIL, FROU 1ST AUGUST, 1875, To DECEMBER 31sT, 1884. ANI
ALSo THE AMOUNTS PAID TO PILOTS WITH BALANCES REMAINING TO MEET LEGITIMATE
ExPENSES.

Gross in
and out
Pilotage.

$ 6669 90
13634 00
17918 80
13077 23
14452 10
17503 86
17496 03
16351 86
15646 87
17365 26

$150115 91

Fines.

$130 00$130 00

Licenses
and

Bonds.

$275
209
184
133
193
179

*201
122
150

Total
Receipts.

$6669 90
13909 00
18127 80
13261 23
14585 01
17826 86
17675 03
16552 97
15769 04
17515 26

$1646 28 1$151892 19

Paid to Balance Remain-
Pilota. ing to meet Legi.

timate Expenses.

$6336 401 333 50
12612 08 1286 92
15591 00 2536 80
10790 04 2471 19
12401 44 2183 66
15340 24 2486 62
15299 41 2375 62
14138 80 2414 17
13555 98 2213 06
15264 53 2260 73

$131339 92 $20552 27

HON. MR. POWER.

Year.

Dec. 31, 1875
1876
1877
1878
1879
1880
1881
1882
1883
1884

SUMMARY.

Gross Receipts ................................ $151,892 19
Cr.

Paid to Pilots ................ 131,339 92
------ $20,552 27

-
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It must strike hon. gentlemen that
some of the amounts for printing and
stationery for a Board like that are sim-
ply enormous. There is hardly any
doubt that that money has been approp-
riated by tie Commissioners for their own
uses.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-That is a
serious charge to make against them.

HON. MR. POWER-I quite under-
stand the gravity of the charges that I am
making. I find ir. the report for this
year, evidence to confirm the allegation
I have made. At page 46 I find the
following:-

The returns received f-om the Halifax
Pilotage Authority for the vear ended 3lst
December last, show that the sum of $17,
636.98 was received as pilotage dues, of
which $14,223 93 was received irom British,
and $3,413.05 from, foreig!n vessels. The
receipts for commission on ilotage collect.
ed, outward pilotage on ships having no
pilot, license and inspection fees, together
with cash on hand and anount at credit of
Pilotage Fund in Savings Bank, amounted
to $5,533.55, while the expenditure, includ-
ing payme'nt to Commissioners of $1,000 for
services, secretary's salary and other expen-
ses, amounted to $1,938.95, leaving the sum
of $3,594.60 to the credit of the Pilotage
Fund.

We find here for the first time, in the
report of this year, admission by the
Commissioners that they have taken the
sum of $i,ooo for themselves. That sum
is put in the same category with charges
for printing and stationery. The pre-
sumption is that in other years this was
put under the same head. I do not say
whether these Commissioners should be
paid or not ; that is a question for the
Government and Parliament to consider;
but under the law as it exists I contend
they are not entitled to pay themselves
such a sum, and I think it is a matter
which requires the attention of the Min-
ister of Marine and Fisheries. If inquiry
is made it will be found that not
very long ago the Commissioners raised
the rate of pilotage on vessels coming
into and departing from the port of Hali-
fax. That increase of pilotage was not
necessary, or it would not have been
necessary if the Pilotage Commissioners
had been a little more careful in expend
ing the money entrusted to them. The

Commissioners are authorized by law
to deduct two per cent. for superannua-
tion and five per cent. for expenses, but
they have really deducted about twice
that sum from the amount payable to the
pilots. The superannuation fund is now
largely in excess of the demand, and with
the widows and orphans does not absorb
anything at all hke the amount that is
deducted from the pilotage fund, -and
there would be no difficulty whatever in
paying the comparatively small sum which
this man Gallagher is entitled to for fifteen
months' pay. I am sorry'to trouble the
House with this matter at such a late
stage of the session, but it happens for-
tunately that there is not a great deal to
be done this afternoon. I call the at-
tention of the House to the matter in the
hope that the Minister of Marine will
cause a careful inquiry to be made into
the administration of these Pilotage
Commissioners of Halifax. As my hon.
colleague has suggested, the Pilotage
Commissioners are not, as far as I know,
a political body. There are gentlemen
or. both sides of politics on the Board,
but it does not matter what their politics
may be. I think the Government should
take care that they administer the funds
entrusted to them carefully and accord-
ing to law, and further that they be not
guilty of any tyranny or unfairness to any
of the hard-working and poorly-paid men
who are under their supervision.

HON. MR. ALMON-I suppose I can
scarcely be expected to remain quiet
after having been referred to by my hon.
colleague. At this late period of the
session it is scarcely possible to inquire
into this case of pilot Gallagher. We
have no data to go upon, except the
statement made by the hon. gentleman
from Halifax. It is stated by those who
take the side of the Pilot Commissioners
that there was no storm at all, and that
Gallagher could- as easily have returned
as not. The Pilot Commissioners aie
all old sea captains. One of them I
know, Mr. Cronan, voted against nie,
and that is all I know against him. I
admit it was an error on his part, but
possibly if be lives long enough he may
get over that only defect in his character.

- The others, I should think, are about
equally divided in politics- perhaps
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there are more Conservatives than
Liberals amongst them. Now these
commissioners investigated this matter,
as they thought, thoroughly and gave
their decision. Now as to the amount
provided for office expenses, etc., the
greater phrtion goes to the secretary,
who is an opponent of the Government.
I was taken to task for saying that the
Chamber of Commerce is a political
institution. It is a pity that it is so, but
I have simply mentioned a well known
fact, as I can prove by the following
instance: The British Government
granted a sum of money for a steamer to
run between Halifax and the West
Indies, calling at Bermuda. None of
this money came out of the pockets of
the people of Halifax, or out of the
coffers of the Dominion or local Govern-
ments, while the service was an exceed-
ingly useful one. As a medical man I
know that many a person who was
threatened with consumption was sent by
this steamer to a more genial clime and
thereby saved from an untimely death.
But, because the steamer interfered with
the fish merchants of Halifax (most of
whom I regret to say are Liberals) they
wanted to have the steamer done away
with, never considering for a moment the
interests of those whose lives might be
threatened with consumption. As long
as the fish dealers of Halifax could have
a monopoly of the trade what cared they
how many persons died ? But there was
another object in continuing this steam
service: the fish merchants of Halifax
are a comparatively small body. They
own their own vessels and send their fish
to the West Indies bringing return car-
goes. Since this steamer has been done
away with a young man without capital
finds it almost impossible to commence
business in Halifax. He cannot send a
venture of cod fish or herrings to the
West Indies, as he could have done
when the steamer was running.

HON. MR. POWER-I rise to a ques-
tion of order. The hon. gentleman is
not speaking to the motion.

HON. MR. ALMON-The hon. gen-
tleman has attacked me for stating that
the Chamber of Commerce is a political
body. I was merely showing that I was

justified in making the statement be-
cause when a motion was introduced in
that body in behalf of that subsidy to the
Jamaica steamer, the mover could not
get a seconder. Whether the Chamber
of Commerce is an intelligent body or
not, it certainly is a Grit body from the
President down as low as you can go.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I have no
objection to this address passing, and I
shall have pleasure in calling the atten-
tion of my colleagues to my hon.
friend's statement on the subject.

The motion was agreed to.

RIVER ST. LAWRENCE IMPROVE-
MENT BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRI> READINGS.

A message was received from the
House of Commons with Bill (158) " An
Act relating to the Improvement of the
River Sl. Lawrence."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-moved that
the 41st rule of the House be suspended
and that the Bill be read the second
time at length at the table.

HON. MR. POWER-I wish to ask
the Minister as to the terms on which
this money is advanced. My under-
standing of it is that the money is simply
loaned to the Harbor Commissioners of
Montreal, and that they pay interest on
it at the usual rate. I understood from
the hon. gentleman from Alma Division
that they have always paid their interest
promptly and fully, I suppose there will
be no loss whatever to the country in
lending this money.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
is quite right ; it is merely an advance to
those Commissioners for the deepening
of the channel, at about the same rate of
interest that we pay ourselves for the
money. I may also add that the interest
on those advances is regularly paid.

The Bill was read the third time and
passed under suspension of the rules.

HON. MR. ALMON.
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FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD
READINGS.

Bill 161, "An Act to amend an Act to
authorize the granting of certain sub-
sidies in land for the construction of
railways therein mentioned," was intro-
duced and read the second and third
time, under suspension of the rule, and
passed without debate.

The Senate adjourned at 3:25 p.nm.

THE SENATE.

Ottawa, Thursday, June 23rd, 1887.

The SPEAKER took the Chair at
1i o'clock a.m.

Prayers and routine proceedings.

QUALIFICATION OF SENATORS.

The Speaker having called for the
reading of petitions, the petition of Daniel
Shanks and others of the Division of De
Salaberry, of the Province of Quebec,
praying the Senate to hear and deter-
mine upon the qualification of the Hon.
F. X. A. Trudel, was taken up.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-I take
exceptiorvto the reception of that peti-
tion. I see that it is not signed by the
member who presented it. I find in
May, edition of 1868, page 519, that this
is held to be a valid objection to the re-
ception ot a petition in the British
House of Commons. According to the
British North America Act we have the
same powers as the House of Commons,
and I therefore take exception to the re-
ception of this petition.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I would be
very glad to hear the opinion of mem
bers more experienced in the practice of
this House than I am on the point now
raised, but I perceive by the citation that
this reference is to the presentation of
petitions in the House of Commons, and
it is under an order specially made by
the House of Commons in England di-
recting this to be done. We have nio

such order here, and I understand that
it has never been the practice here for
a member who presents a petition to
write his own name upon it.
The Clerk writes the name upon the
Petition, and in this case the name of the
member who presents the petition is
written on the back of it by the Clerk of
the House. That has always been the
practice of this House and I do not know
of any reason or any rule that would
constrain us to act in a different way.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-
It is not entirely correct to say that it is
not the practice of the House for mem-
bers presenting petitions to affix their
own name to them. I know that it is
done by some members; I know that it
is done by myself, though others may do
differently. It does not follow that
because the regulation has not been
enforced that it does not exist. When
we have no rules here on any subject we
have to follow the rule applying to such
cases in England. To my mind this
petition ought not to be received.

HoN. MR. MILLER-The question
is certainly raised in this House for the
first time. We have no rule of the
Senate requiring that a person presenting
a petition should affix his name to it. I
am not aware that there is any such rule
in the House of Lords in England, by
whose procedure we are governed in the
absence of any rule of our own. This
rule, in my opinion, is not applicable to
this case, and we are not guided by the
usage of the House of Commons in.
matters of this kind. We are guided by
the usages and practice of the House of
Lords ; but we ought to be controlled
largely by the practice which has prevailed
in this House. Since the creation of the
Senate, the practice has been for the
Clerk to endorse the name of the
member presenting a petition on the
back of it. That has invariably been
done, and if the point taken by my hon.
friend against this petition be correct,
then all the petitions, as far as my know-
ledge extends, that have ever been pre-
sented in this House have been presented
irregularly. I do not think that the au-
thority which has been quoted applies to
this House. I think we should be
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governed by the practice which has
invariably prevailed with regard to the
presentation and reception of petitions
here since the creation of the Senate, and
the practice which prevailed also in the
old Legislative Council of Canada. I
regret, myself, that I am not able to sus-
tMin the point of order that my hon.
friend has taken, because I think it is
most unfair at this period of the
session, when it is impossible that we can
have an examination into the matter,
that a petition of this kind should be
preeented.

ÜHLN. MR. SCOTT-Hear! hear !

How. Mit. MILLER-By allaccounts,
Pafliament will prorogue to-day. The
petition cannot be considered any further
this sessiown. There is no possible object
iti veceiving it to-day except, perhaps, to
leave the matter hanging over the hon.
member whose seat is attacked during
the recess. I am sorry that the petition
bas been presented, and I am sorry that
I am unable to sustain the point raised
by my hon. friend from DeLanaudiere.

THE SPEAKER-It is really neces-
sary that the reading of this petition
should take place on a motion. Although
it the other branch of the Legislature
there is a rule which forbids any debate
on the reading of the petition, we have
in this House a different usage. I wish
to nake the proceedings of the House
regular, and therefore someone should
move *that this petition be read and
received.

HON. MR. MILLER-The matter
stands in this wise : the petition, accord-
ing to our custom, is taken up and an
endorsation made by the Clerk. The
point of order was then immediately
raised, which renders this discussion
quite regular, and it is quite regular to
decide the point of order before making
any motion to read the petition. If a
petition is not in order, then no motion
is necessary.

TE SPEAKER-The rule which I
have before me is the following:-

"In case of opposition to the receptioni of
a petition, a debate may take place as soon

HON. MR. MILLER.

as the Speaker has formally proposed the
motion that it be received. In such a case
it is usual for the member who has charge
of the petition to move its reception. This
procedure has its inconveniences since
members may be ignorant of the nature of
the petition, until the motion is made for
its reception ; and it bas, therefore, been
found ad visable under special circumstances
to adjourn the debate on the question until
a future day.

HON. MR MILLER-If the strict
form was enforced with regard to every
petition, perhaps a motion might be ne-
cessary, but it has not been the practice
in our House and a discussion on a point
of order is regular at the stage at which
it is raised by my hon. friend.

HON. MR. DICKEY-I entirely con-
cur in the view taken of this matter by
the leader of the House followed by the
member from Richmond. It is express-
ly provided that in all unprovided cases
the practice of this House shall be gov-
erned by the rules of the House of Lords
and not by the rules of the House of
Commons, and until an authority is
shown that this is the imperative rule re-
quired in the House of Lords, I see no
reason why the Senate should hesitate to
receive this petition merely on the tech-
nical objection made'against it. As to
the other point, I think it is entirely ir-
regular that a petition like this, which
cannot possibly be enquired into this ses-
sion, should be put upon our records in
order that it may be made the subject of
an attack on the hon. gentleman after-
wards.

HoN. MR. BELLEROSE-In rising
to a point of order, I said my authority
was the procedure of the House of
Commons in England, because I thought
then, and I think now, that when there
is no particular rule of the House of
Lords which can guide us, we might be
governed by the practice in the House of
Lords. I raised the point so that the
Speaker might decide the question. As
to some of the arguments that have been
used, I must say that I do not consider
them sufficient to meet the point I have
raised. There are many things in this
House which might be according to the
practice of the Senate, but not according
to the rules here or in England. EverY
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day we have evidence of the fact that we
do not stick closely to our rules.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-According to
the rule of the Senate, no motion is
required to have a petition read.

THE SPEAKER-The question of
order has been raised by the hon.
gentleman £rom Delanaudiere, and I am
asked to iue upo it His point of
order is that a petition should bear the
signature of the member who present it.
He bases that upon a rule of the House
ofCommons in England-an old rule.
It was made a special order in 183 0. It
had not been theTule before. It has not
been the practicç of the Senate to require
that the member presenting a petition
should affix his name to it. It has never
been done within my knowledge, since I
have been a member of the House, and
I bave had occasion to present a great
many petitions. I do not see that there
is any rule of the Senate that requires
that such a signature should be affixed.
The manual from which the hon. leader
of the Senate has read is not a general
compendium of rules ; it is simply a man-
ual of reference. I should be strongly
iaclined to say that any rule that was
followed by the House af Lords,
if there was no provision here, might
govern us, but ît has long been our prac-
tice to admit petitions in the way in
which this petition is presented, and
there is no ruling that I know of to the
contrary, so I shall be constrained, al-
though I feel about this petition very
much as other hon. gentlemen do, to
decide against the point of order raised
by the hon. gentleman

HON. MR. SCOTT-I do not rise for
the purpose of differing from the dicta
laid down by the Speaker, because it is
known to all of us that the practice in
this Chamber has been for the Clerk to
add the name of the member who pre-
sented the petition, the member's name
rarely appearing upon it until it goes to
the Table, but I rise to draw the atten-
tion of the Senate to the necessity for a
rule where a petition attacks the seat of
a senator. I think that no such petition
should be presented unless some senator
assumes the responsibility of presenting

it. Therefore, that was one of the reasons
why I thought it proper, on the present
occasion, that this petition should not be
received. A committee was struck a
few days ago to prepare rules for regu-
lating the presentation of petitions at-
tacking the seats of members, and agree-
ing upon a deposit to be made and other
details. Owing to the lateness of
the season at which the commit-
tee assumued its duties it was too
late to come to a conclusion ; therefore
it stands overuntil another session. I
should be glad to move that the petition
be not now received if a motion is made
for its reception. I think it should be
the rule that when a petition is presented
to this House some Senator should take
the responsibility of moving that it should
be received.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I understand
in this case Mr. Bolduc assumed the
responsibility of presenting the petition.
One of the great difficulties which caused
the work of this Committee to be post-
poned, and which was discussed in the
Committee, was the impossibility of re-
stricting the right of hon. gentlemen of
this House to call attention, either by
petition or otherwise, to the absence of
qualification of a Senator, in case they
believed there was such absence. We
cannot refuse, not only to Senators here,
but to anyone else, the right to come
forward and complain if they think there
is anything wrong or unconstitutional.
That is one of the privileges of every
subject of Her Majesty. The great
difficulty is to make proper rules for
protecting members of this House from
undue and malicious petitions, and at
the same time not to exclude those
which are founded and which every sub-
ject has a right to present. I think in
this case the petition is sufficiently regu-
lar and vouched for sufficiently by one
of the hon. members of this House. I
see no object-in presenting such a peti-
tion at this stage of the session, but it
would be a mistake to say that anyone
at this stage of the session should be de-
barred from presenting a petition.

HON. MR. HOWLAN-I do not see
how such a petition can be presented.
This. is the last day of the session, and
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even if all the allegations in the petition
were correct it would be necessary for a
committee to consider them. , I think
that is entirely out of the question. If
the point sought to be attained by the
petitioners is merely to test the validity
of the hon. gentleman's seat, it certainly
cannot be reached this session, and I
think it must be clear to the mind of
everyone present that this matter cannot
be left hanging over the head of the hon.
member from De Salaberry until next
session. The course pointed out by the
leader of the Opposition is right ; some-
body should move that the petition be
not now received and if such a motion
is made I am prepared to vote for it.

HON. MR. POWER-A better plan
would be to let the petition lie on the
table.

HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-
It seems to me that the member who
bas taken the responsibility of pre-
senting this petition is the one who
ought to move in this direction, and
if he is not here we ought to wait until
he comes. He has taken the responsi-
bility of presenting the petition and he
should take the responsibility of asking
that it be received. There must be a
motion for its reception. I do not think
he has taken the responsibility because
he bas not put his name to the petition ;
but assuming that he bas, he should be
here to ask that it be received. As he is
not here, I think we ought to wait until
he returns to take that course, so as to
continue his responsibility.

HoN. MR. ALLAN-I quite agree
with what bas been said about the
unreasonableness and inexpediency of
presenting such a petition on the last
morning of the session, but while I have
no sympathy whatever with the object of
the petition, I do not see how we can
be guided by any other rules than the
plain rules and orders of the House. I
have presented a great many petitions
during the time I have held a seat in
this House, and in all cases I think they
were simply endorsed and my name put
on them by the Clerk. There has never
been any rule requiring a member to sign
a petition he presents. Under the

HoN. MR. HOWLAN.

circumstancez, unless there is some rule
of the House that will forbid the reception
of this petition, I do not see on what
possible ground we could refuse to
receive it, even though we may consider
it very improper to present it at such a
late period of the session.

HON. MR. BELLEROSE-Is it not
reasonable to say that the member who
presented the petition should be here to
ask that it be received ? If he is ashamed
to be here to take that course, I do not
see why any other member of the House
should take up the petition. - The
gentleman whose seat bas been attacked
has been a member of this House for ten
or twelve years. What is complained
of we have known for à long time, and
the fact of this-petition being brought up
at such a late period of the session
shows that the intention is more
to injure the hon. member than to seek
justice. In view of these facts, and the
fact that the charge will be left standing
against him for six or seven months
more, I think the petition should be
allowed to lie on the table by the-
unanimous consent of the House. I-
may know some members of this House
who are not- qualified. Am I at the
last day of the session to be so low as to
bring those gentlemen before the public
and say they are not qualified and then
wait until next winter before having an
inquiry into the charge? If I 'did so,
hon. members would say I am no gentle-
man. Are those hon. gentlemen acting
as gentlemen when they-

HON. MR. ABBOTT-1 must rise to
a question of order. My hon. friend is
discussing the merits of this petition. If
he were doing so in a certain way I
would not object to it, but he is implied-
ly casting reflections on a mernber of
this House who is absent.

HON. MR. DICKEY-If my hon.
friend will allow me, I will suggest a
medium course in this matter which, I
think, will commend itself to-the sense
of the Senate. I should be prepared to
move that the reception of this petition
be postponed until to-morrow. My rea-
son for that is that there is a possibility
that the hon. member may be in -bis-
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place, and if he is in his place hon.
members can deal with the petition as
they please ; and if the session should
be brought to an end before that time it
will not be our fault but the fault of the
people who insist upon presenting this
petition at such a late period of the
session, if it is not taken up. I there-
fire move that the petition be not re-
ceived until to-morrow.

How. MR. ABBOTT-I am quite pre-
pared to concur in that.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I must op-
pose this motion. It is virtually putting
it off and defeating the petition. Now,
I see no reason why this petition should
not be received. If we are not inclined
to attend to it, the petition can lie over
until next session, but I think it would
not be consistent with our position in
this body if we did not treat it like every
other petition. I think it is the inalien-
able right of every man to petition this
House, and the liberty of the subject I
think should not be restricted in the way
proposed here. Of course we have no
sympathy with these petitioners yet still
we owe it to this body that if a petition
comes before the House we should not
endeavor to defeat its object ; but, if it
comes in a proper way, we should receive
it. No reason has been advanced why
we should not receive it. I cannot. be
a party to any motion which would de-
feat the object of the petition. It is the
right of any person to petition the House;
and to take means to prevent the recep-
tion of such a petition, defeating the ob
ject of the petitioners.

The motion was agreed to.

DUTIES OF CUSTOMS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was received from the
House of Commons with Bill (107)
"An Act to amend the Act respecting
duties of Customs."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the

41st rule of the House be suspended,
and that the Bill be read the second
time presently.

The motion was agreed to on a di-
vision.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved the third
reading of the Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-It is just as well
to have it understood, although we do
not say anything, that we are opposed
most thoroughly, completely and strenu-
ously to the principle of this Bill.

The motion was agreed to and the Bill
was read the third time and passed.

THE ASH DIVORCE CASE.

COMMONS AMENDMENT 'CONCURRED IN.

A message was received from the
House of Commons to return Bill (B)
" An Act for the relief of Susan Ash,"
with amendments to which they desired
the concurrence of the Senate.

HON. MR. OGILVIE moved that
the amendments be concurred in.

HON. MR. DICKEY-As I took a
prominent part in the debate on this
Bill when it was before the Senate, the
House will-perhaps indulge me for a few
minutes in considerirg this question of
the amendments that have been made
to it. This Bill comes to us in a very
different shape from the Bill as it was
sent down to the House of Commons,
and that again was a Bill in a very dif-
ferent shane from the form in which it
was submitted to us originally. The
House will bear in mind that that Bill,
involving the consideration of very im-
portant questions, was fully discussed in
this House, and that on that occasion I
took certain grounds which were explain-
ed hy nm.yself and other hon. members,
for in that contention I was supported
by the majority of legal gentlemen in
this House. I am happy to say in all
the points that I took then I have been
supported, not only by the majority of
the legal gentlemen in the other House,
but, as far as I know, except on one
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single point, by the unanimous voice of
the profession in that Chamber. I men-
tion this, not with a view of wishing for
an instant to take any credit to myself,
any more than my hon. friends who sup-
ported me would like to take credit to
themselves, for discharging a simple duty,
which was to keep the House right as
far as we could with regard to these con-
stitutional questions. If the House took
a different view and did not adopt it, our
duty was ended and the responsibility
rested elsewhere. When the question
cane to an issue, and after I had asked
the leader of the House to point out to
us the course we ought to take in this
matter, and after he had in his usual
clear and forcible manner, explained
what his view of the law was, I felt
it to be my duty not to discuss
the matter further, but to yield to
that opinion, and to say, as far
as I was personally concerned, I should
let the Bill be carried, as these divorce
Bils usually are carried, on a division,
leaving the responsibility of it to others
and trust to the Bill being considered in
another place. The points at issue were
these : I stated distinctly that the
question of the legality of this divorce in
Massachusetts was not to be determined
by the law of the place where the
marriage was consummated but entirely
by the law of the state where the divorce
took place. I also held that, the husband
being domiciled in Massachusetts, the
wife became sysofacto domiciled there-
that she had no other legal domicile
except that of her husband, and that it
was only subject to this necessary
exception that if she desired to take any
proceedings, for example such as this,
for her own relief from that bond with her
husband that she then ex necessitate rei
required to have a forensic domicile.
Subject to that limitation, which was not
required until 12 or 13 years after that
divorce took place, the law, as I laid it
down according to my light, was that the
consideration of this divorce should be
according to the law of the country where
the proceedings took place, and not the
law cf the matrimonial domicile where
the marriage took place. As regards
that, my hon. friend the leader of thE
House, and onel other gentleman, I
think, with him, were at issue with me

I am happy to say in that contention I
have been most triumphantly borne out
by the Minister of Justice who has
stated distinctly and clearly, as all the
lawyers in the House of Commons
stated, that it was not the matrimonial
domicile but the place where the pro-
ceedings were taken that governed the
question of divorce, and it is the law of
the country where the husband was
domiciled that governs the status of him
and his wife where a divorce is sought.
1 have that point stated in better
language than I can put it by the highest
authority that we recognize here. The
question is stated in this way by the
Minister of Justice:-

"I recognize it to he my duty to state to
the House, so far as I am able te Ibrm *n
opinion on the subject, hot,, far the applica-
tion would be regarded in ber 4avor if the
subject was one now for judicial enquiry.
For I understand the principie un which
Bills of this kind have proceeded ever
since this practice bas been established is
this, that they will be granted on the sanie
evidence and under the same circumstances
as applications would be granted before a
judicial tribunal in the mother country
which had jurisdiction over such a subject.'

And McQueen's House of Lords cases
fully hears out that opinion. Again he
says :-

< The question, I take it, which Parlia-
ment has to consider, before giving assent
to this Bill is whether it will recognize the
divorce obtained in the State of Massachu-
setts as a complete dissolution of the mar-
riage which had taken place in Canada.
Now, Sir, in the first place, I admit that it
is not a material element for consideration
that the mtarriage took place in Canada, be-
cause if the party subsequently became
domiciled in another country they submit-
ted themselves and their martial statue
altogether to the laws and tribunals of the
country in which they go to live ; and what
I contend is most important in this case is
this principle: that bfore any tribunal can
alter the marriage status and dissolve the
niarriage of persons who apply to that relief
-that in this case of Manton, who obtained
a divorce in the State of Massachusetts,
in order to entitle him to have relief, in or-
der to give validity to a divorce obtained in
Massachusetts, in order to entitle the di-
vorce obtained in Massachusetts to any
recognition here."

That is the only point of difference,
as I said just now, between the hon.
Minister of Justice and those gentlemen

HoN. MR. DICKEY.
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who, with me, contended that this di-
voice was right. The Minister of Jus-
tice, strange to say, states that there was
no evidence that this party had been
domiciled in Massachusetts, in the face
of the fact that it never was contradicted
before the Committee.

HON. MR. GOWAN-There was not
a particle of evidence that she had been
domiciled in the United States. On the
contrary the evidence was that she was
in Montreal.

HoN. MR. DICKEY-My hon. friend
still adheres to this narrow view of domi-
cile. If he refers to the opinion of the.
leader of this House he will find that he
treated the party as having been domi-
ciled in Massachusetts, and everybody
else did, but it is quite clear from another
incident which took place afterwards that
the Minister of Justice had not time, in
bis multifarious duties, to read over the
evidence, because when Mr. Davies was
discussing the question and referring to
something in the evidence, he is reported
as saying "Where do you find that ?"
Mr. Davies referred him to the passage.
We cannot blame him for that, because
he is only speaking generally of the prin-
ciple of law and he says that he cannot
see any evidence. The leader of the
Senate says that the wife was never domi-
ciled there but that the husband was and
he takes the ground that the domicile of
the wife is not always that of the hus-
band. I cannot understand that conten-
tion which is contrary to the ruling and
opinion of all the authorities. Then the
Hon. Mr. Thompson goes on to say:-

"Now the question arises as to whether
it appears in this case that there
was any jurisdiction, on the part of
the court in Massachusetts, to give
Manton a divorce against bis wife. As
I have said that ought to be decided in my
opinion by the question of whether he was,
when he applied for that divorce in Massa-
chusetts, domiciled there. If he went on a
temporary visit to the United States and if
-which is still worse-he went merely for
the purpose of appl ying for a divorce there,
in order to be released from the mar-
riage tie, I have no hesitation in giving my
humble opinion that when he came back
bis decree so obtained in the United States
would be nugatory, and would not be recog-
nised in any court under the British system
of jurisprudence "

In that opinion we all concur distinctly.
According to that opinion there is no
doubt that it is governed by the law of
the country there. Then again he
says:-

There must be a domicile in Massachu-
setts to make this divorce recognisible here,
or there must be evidence that the home,
the residence, as distinguished from the
mere presence of the person, was the State
of Massachusetts, at the time the divorce
was applied for by him. Against the case
of the petitioner, this principle is set up, that
the domicile of the wite is always the domi-
eile of the husband; and if we can find any-
thing in tliis case to show that the husband
was domiciled in the State of Massachusetts;
then we must conclude that the court bas
jurisdiction there, not only over him, but
overh

That is the point as to which I
apprehend the learned Minister of
Justice had not looked over the evidence
and it appeared afterwards that he
had not fully looked over it. It is not
necessary to multiply references, because
the point is stated clearly and emphatic-
ally by the hon. Minister, and in accord-
ance with the understanding that we all
have of the law, that the domicile of the
wife is that of the husband and that the
husband, if he obtained a bona fide
domicile in Massachusetts, became en-
titled to the protection of the laws of that
country and to make use of them for the
purpose of getting relief from his wife,
There is in the lucid and able argument
of Mr. Davies a citation from a judgment
by Lord Justice James in this celebrated
case of Harvey and Farney before the
Court of Appeals, and the Courts all
agree in the position taken on that case.
Chief Justice James says most emphatic-
ally :-

" A wife's home is ber husband's home;
a wife's country is ber husband's country;
a wife's domicile is her husband's domicile;
and any question arising with relerence to
the statua of those persons is, according to
my view, to be determined by the law of the
domicile of those persons ; assumingalways
that the domicile is a bona fide one, not a
domicile either ficticious or resorted to for
the sole purpose of altering the status. I am
not however prepared to say that an English
husband could, by going to a foreign country
for the sole purpose of domiciling himself in
a place where a marriage could be dissolved
at pleasure, be enabled to obtain a valid and
binding dissolution of bis own marriage.
That point it is not necessary for us to decide.
But where the domicile is the real bondftde
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domicile of the husband, and consequently
of the wife, the court, the forum of the
country of that domicile, is the forum which
bas to determine the statue; and lias to
determine whether the statue was originally
well created, and whether any circunstances
have occurred which justify that forum in
deciding that the statue has corne to an end."

In the the same case another learned
judge, Lord Justice Cotton says:-

" In my opinion it is not a question in any
way depending upon the rule that the lex
loci contractus governs. That applies, as I
bave already stated, to the forme and
solemnities by which the marriage is cele-
brated. When parties unite thernselves in
marriage, it is not part ofthis contract that,
according to the laws of the country where
that marriage takes place, they shall have
the power or not to dissolve that marriage.
Any act done in violation of the duties
incident to the statue is a matter which
concerns the country of the domicile, and,
in my opinion, the question of divorce is not
im, any way an incident of the contract so as
to be governed by the law of the country
where that takes place; but an incident of
the statue to be disposed of by the-law of the
domicile of the parties if they are subject to
the tribunals of that country.

THE SPEAKER-I would ask if there
is no exception to the case where the
husband's domicile is that of the wife.

HON. MR. DICICEY-It is subject
to exception. There is one case where
the domicile of the wife is not that of
the husband and it is this : Whenever
it becomes necessary for her to relieve
herself, if she can, from the obligations
of matrimony or its results, from the very
necessity, of the thing she shall be
entitled to take proceedings in the domi-
cile where she lives. Otherwise a woman
would be in this position : If she were
deserted by her husband-if he were to
move to the other end of the neighbor-
ing country, she would have to follow
him in order to take proceedings, Lut
the law steps in and says in such a case
she is entitled to her own domicile for
the purpose of instituting divorce pro-
ceedings against her husband. The
point is so plain that only that I am
quite aware that the majority of this
House are not of the same opinion as
myself, I should hesitate to take their
time up in discussing it. It was stated
here on a former occasion that the
position which I took was that they were

HON. MR. DICKEY.

sitting here as judges and that was repu-
diated altogether. It was contended
that we are only sitting here as legislators,
and one gentleman went so far as to say
that we are a law unto ourselves, and in
these cases of divorce we can do as we
like because we are acting as legislators.
I contend that we are acting in a judicial
character. I have already quoted what
the Minister of Justice says. Let me
quote from Chetty's digest, page 2818,
" Divorce Bills, though in form legisla-
tive, are essentially of a judicial charac-
ter." This was said of Bills in the House
of Lords before 1858, when the present
divorce court was established. I
hope that is plain enough. If it is
not there is a quotation that I can
make from Wheaton's International
Law to the same effect. That shows
that the objection which was made
in the first instance that the House
should take its own will in this matter
and decide cases without reference to
law was not valid. When I heard the
idea of our being governed by English
precedents scouted, I looked around to
see where I was. Hon. gentlemen will
look in vain for an expression on the
part of legal gentlemen in the House of
Commons that the exemplification of the
decree of divorce was defective. It has
been treated there as evidence through-
out. If the Minister of Justice had read
all the papers he could not have failed to
observe, with his acute niind, that there
was evidence of the domicile; but the
great point was this: that there was no
evidence to the contrary. The evidence
of the decree is nothing but primafacie
It is subject to be rebutted, but there
was no rebuttal evidence on that point,
and everything went upon the idea,
which was admitted on all hands, that
the man had been living all this time in
Massachusetts. Under those circun-
stances he became liable to the protec-
tion of the laws of the country. We
corne now to the question of the amend-
ments to this Bill. They are very imi-
portant. The one that I conceive most
important of all-not to speak of the
change to "alleged" instead of "pre-
tended" marriage, which is of itself sig-
nificant, and the four lines struck out-
is the one which strikes out the allega-
tion that those parties, who were married
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under the law of Massachusetts, after the
divorce there were living in a bigamous
state and that their children were quasi
illegitimate and that Manton and his
second wife were living in a state of
adultery. That allegation has been
struck out, and it is most important to
my mind that it should be struck out,
but how is that treated here? I give
my hon. friend from Barrie the oppgr-
tunity of explaining what was said here
in dpbate that on the committee he

* declared that if these words were not in
the Bill he would vote against the pre-
amble. I hope my hon. friend will not
now oppose these amendments.

HON, MR. GOWAN-1 did not say
so. My hon. friend is wrong in his state-
ment.' I said I would vote .against the
adoption of the;report..

HON. MR. DICKEY-It is the same
thing.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I do not con-
sider it the same thing.

HONý MR. DICKEY-With regard to
this matter, from the first I think it has
b-enthe general feeling of the gentlemen
who have taken the same view that I did,
that if this had been a bill merely for the
relief of Susan Ash and had not been
directed against the second wife and the
husband and their issue and if it had not
been .insisted upon that they should be
declared to be living in a state of adul-
tery, there was a disposition on the part
of all of us to give relief to this woman.
But these words were insisted upon.
The promoters of the Bill would nol
eliminate thern and the Bill was forced
through this House. Now this Bil
comes back to us shorn of those objec
tionable words, and is simply what il
ought to be-an allegation that this mar
is married to another woman in a foreigr
country and in that way he must be pre
sumed to have got relief and liberty to
marry, and this Bill is to give the wife th
same liberty. That is the aim, purpos
and object of the Bill, as it now stand
before us, without any reflection on thi
man William Manton and his secon
wife, and without the necessity of con
sidering whether the divorce obtained ii

Massachusetts was legal or not. Under
the circumstances, I am prepared to sec-
ond the motion of the hon. member who
has charge of this Bill.

HoN. MR. GOWAN-At the close of
the business of this Session, and when
the Governor General is almost at our
doors, I shall not presume to occupy the
attention of this House for more than a
few moments-perhaps I should not
have spoken at al], but given a silent vote
for the adoption of the amendment, if
the hon. member from Amherst had not
spoken at such length, not in respect to
the question before the House, but on
the merits of the general question. I
am not disposed to occupy the time of
the House in vindicating the position I
took, nor the views that I expressed. I
am, content to address myself merely to
the matter in hand, to vindicate as
far as I can, the position that this House
took, and to show that it is entirely jus-
tified, and that the position taken else-
where was not of that character that one
would desire from such a body. The
whole difficulty in this case arose, in my
opinion, from the draftsman who pre-
pared the Bill. He would have saved
all this trouble and saved an immense
deal of time had he not introduced into
the preamb'e matters of evidence, leav-
ing the ground on which the enactment
was to be passed a matter of inference,
instead of laying a solid foundation. In
that Bill, as originally introduced, there
was no allegation of adultery. At the
time the question was brought up I said
that I could not vote for the adoption of
this report except the allegation of adul-
tery was contained, and that I proposed
moving to have it referred back to the

l Committee to deal with it in that way, but
- it was assented to and it was introduced
t here and the House of Commons have
i in effect said that the Respondent was
i guilty of adultery. My hon. friend from
- Amherst has referred to the Bill as it

was introduced and that it did not con-
e tain the words "in a state of adultery. "

Very true it stated he cohabited with a
s woman not his wife, and certainly the
s words inserted by the Committee were
d even warranted, and stated the fact spe-
- cifically and expressly found that he
n "lived and çohabited with Mary Hatch
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in a state of adultery." That was the ftnd-
ing of the Committee and I for one
would not have voted for the adoption
of the report without them for they made
the statements in the preamble clear and
brought out expressly the ground on
which alone the House would sanction
divorce, namely adultery. Now as it
comes to us ftom the other House, I
find that these words are struck out " in
a state of adultery :" in other words, it
sets forth the grounds, argumentatively,
on whieh the Bill is based, and the action
of this House is really conrfrmed, that
the decree of divorce obtained in the
United States, was under the circumnstan-
ces, void -in this eountry, that adultery
was established, the Respondent having
cohabited with another women net his
wife. How my, hon. friend from Amberst
can get over that fact is something I can-
not comprehend. He was endeavoring
to prove that the expressions of the
Minister of Justice in the other House,
and the expressions of the Leader of this
House do not accord, and he has labored
very earnestly to show that by reading
from the report of the debate. It hap-
pened that my hon. friend in the former
debate quoted a case in the Supreme
Court and affirmed that it established a
principle that he contended for at the
time. On looking into it and speaking
to those who where particularly aware of
what that decision was-in fact speaking
to one of the hon. judges who gave the
decision-it turned out that my hon.
friend was entirely wrong, that he had
entitely misconceived the effect of that
decision, that the facts of the case were
not at all analagous, and that the deci-
sion was in no respect in point. It might
turn out also that, if an opportunity was
given to examine fully the debate which
took place in the Houseof Commons and
to examine what was said by the Minister
of Justice, and compare it with what was
said by the hon. leader of this House,
that there would be nu inconsistence,
and my hon. friend might prove to be
quite as wrong in this case as he was in
the other. The Bill comes back to us,
as I Was saying, shorn of the important
allegation "in a state of adultery." This
House spoke with no uncertain sound:
it did not hesitate to designate acts by
appropPigte names, but in the hyper-sen-

HON. MR. GOWAN.

sitive atmosphere of another place they
were led to drop words which were not
"fitted for ears polite." It is true the
plain implication from the facts stated in
the preamble remains, and without it
there would be ne sufficient foundation
for the enacting clause passed by the
Commons, and that body must have
found the first marPiage proved-and as
to the second marriage, held that it was
void and of no effect-and that he lived
with another woman as hts wifk. Hl not,
and the second nmiage was goed or
doubtful, what becomes of the propoeed
enactment -in th second ·ekuse, tIat tie
marriage beoween Susan Ash and Wiliam
Manton, her husband, is hereby dissolved
-he could not be the husband of two
women at the samne time-o that in
substance the Bill is as when it left us,
though not improved in form or dis-
tinctness of expression. It is not express-
ly alleged, but it is argumentatively-; it
is as plain as light at noonday that tihis
man has been living in adultery with
Mary Ford Hateh while his wife is still
living. But the Commons have sent
us a ratiocinative preamble on a mat-
ter in which it was all important Parlia-
ment should give a clear, logical
expression, a cogent anteeedent in the
preamble to the provisions of the Bill, a
logical antecedent to the provisions of
the Bill. I think it is to be greatly
regretted, for if the function of a preamble
to a law is to explain facts necessary to
an understanding and vindication of the
enactments, I venture to say that this-
preamble does not fully satisfy the
requirements. The utility of any.
preamble may be questioned, but as
Montesquieu said "when Parliament
condescends to give a reason for its
enactments 'we should look for one
worthy of its majesty." It certainly
ought to be clear and complete, and who
can say as much for that contained W
this Bill. Having regard to the principle
involved, embracing the morals and
domestic happiness of this couetry,
Parliament I tbink should have dedared
itself in language s, plain that he who
runs may read. I fear that some of
those who may look to Parliament for a
clear exposition of reaons aud principWs.
may, on read this B, be termpted
to enclaim in t words of tbe pet
Moore:-
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"The wise men of Egypt were secret as
dumnies

But even when they condescended to
teach

They wrapped up their meaning as they
did their mummies

In so many wrappers 'twas out of one's
reach."

Now the Bill is clearly an exposition
of facts that plainly imply that this man
committed adultery, and there would be
no justice in it without such a finding-
it would be manifestly unjust to say that
the marriage between Susan Ash and
William Manton would be dissolved-it
would be utterly unjust also to give
Susan Manton the right to marry again ;
but this ratiocinative preamble left here,
while it does not satisfy me, will I think
satisfy the ends of justice and enáble
the woman to obtair> that which she is
fully entitled to, a divorce. I repeat with
regard to what has been said by the
Leader of the House, that I fully accord
with every word he said. His statement
was so clear that I do not see how any
menber of this House could understand
it as the hon. serator fronm Amherst
did, and his view was certainly not op-
posed, so far as I am able to glance over
the remarks of the Minister of Justice,
to anything that was said by his col-
leagues in the Commons. The remarks
of the Minister of Justice are entirely in
keeping with his, and, I repeat, if one
had an opportunity of going over the
speech as carefully as the hon. member
from Amherst did, with a view to vindi-
cate his position and to vindicate his
opinions, I dare say it would be found
that as good an answer could be given
as I now give to him in saying that he
was utterly wrong and utterly miscon-
ceived the effect of the judgment of the
Supreme Court when he quoted that as
being apposite and fitting to this case.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-It is not
necessary for me to say much after the
remarks from the hon. member from
Amherst who bas shown, from what bas
occurred in another place, that the po-
sition we took in this case bas been fully
vindicated. If the Bill had' been re-
ported to us from the Committee in the
form in which it stands now the long
contention that we had and the stringent
opposition I gave to it individually,

37

would have been avoided. If my hon.
friend is right in his contention he should
vote against the Bill in its present form.

HON. MR. GOWAN--No.

HON. MR. KAULBACH-I am sat-
isfied to take it as it stands. 1 do not
know whether my hon. friend from Barrie
will vote for it or not. The hon. gen-
tleman is in error when he says the effect
of this Bill is still to charge the respond-
ent with adultery in marrying the second
time. The fact is that the amendment
is quite to the contrary. That charge is
taken out of the preamble, as is also the
charge that the marriage with Mary Ford
Hatch was a " pretended marriage. As
it is put is an " alleged marriage." My
point was that the decree obtained from
the Massachusetts Court was a perfect
divorce-that by all the allegations in
that divorce it was proved, and it was
not shown here that it was improperly so
decreed, that the petitioner in this case
had deserted her husband and that he
was domiciled in the Jnited States.
That being the decree of divorce, and no
evidence to the contrary having been
submitted to us, we had to accept the
exemplification of divorce. That was
not taken cognizance of by the Commit-
tee, but, in order to stigmatize this Res-
pondent, it was stated that he had im-
properly deserted his wife, when the
only evidence that we have is quite to
the contrary-that the wife had deserted
her husband. I feel quite satisfied to
give this woman the relief she seeks,
because the amendments relieve the res-
pondent and his wife and family from
the stigma cast upon them by the Bill
as it originally stood. I feel pleased that
the contention of my hon. friend from
Amherst, myself and others in this
House, bas been sustained in the other
branch of the Legislature, and am quite
willing to vote for the Bill as amended,
but at the same time the hon. member
frnm Barrie, if he wishes to be logical,
should vote against it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I do not think
I can permit this Bill to pass, though I
am in favor of it as it stands, without say-
ing a word, because I am unwilling that
an erroneous impression should go
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abroad as to the decision of the House
of Commons, compared with the decision
of the Senate. The decision of both
Houses is precisely the same. I had not
the advantage before of reading the
opinion of the Minister of Justice, but I
perceive that he is in favor of the Bill-
that he holds that the divorce obtained
in Massachusetts was not valid or bind-
mg on us ; or, in other words, as he
puts it, would not be binding on a Court
of Probate in England. He does not
deal with the distinction which I raise,
and which ail members of this: House, I
think, will regard as important, that we
have no Divorce Court in this country,
and that the rules as to comity, which
are contended for, as between courts,
cannot apply in the same way as if we
had a court. But the Minister of Justice
holds this - that the respondent
had no domicile in Massachu-
setts. He is' perfectly right there,
but he holds that if he had a
domicile, technically speaking, he had
not his matrimonial home there. The
Minister of Justice speaks exactly as I
did on the iipropriety of allowing a man
to go to a foreign country leaving his
wife behind him, and there obtain a
divorce from her withcut her being
brought within the jurisdiction of that
court, which was the main point of my
argument. He establishes this position
by numerous authorities, some of the
same authorities I quoted, to show that
the domicile of the wife might be different
from the domicile of the husband for
purposes of this kind. While he certainly
admits the principle as I did that the
domicile of the husband is the domicile
of the wife, he speaks of the exceptions
and quotes authorities to prove that
there are exceptions to the rule in cases
of this kind. What is the result of the
discussion in the Lower House? The
result is that it is alleged that the said
William Manton went through the form
of marriage with one Mary Ford Hatch;
that the said William Manton bas since
his alleged marriage lived with the said
Mary Ford Hatch. What is the
conclusion? My hon. friend says that
the Minister of Justice bas maintained
his contention that the divorce obtained
from the Court in Massachusetts was
binding on us.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT.

HON. MR. DICKEY-That if
domicile had been established
admitted the principle.

the
he

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I am speaking
of the decision of the House. After ail
this argument the Bill concludes as
follows:-

i The said marriage between Susan As
and William Manton, her husband,is hereby
dissolved and shall be henceforth null and
void to aIl intente and purposes."

If it is "hereby dissolved," or is to be
"null and void henceforth" only, how
was it dissolved by the decree of the
divorce court? The fact is, as I gather
from the debate in the other House, that
a -considerable number of members in
that Chamber were unwilling, in so
many words, to stigmatize the position
of the present wife and her children.
They were unwilling to do so, although
they recognized the fact that these cir-
cumstances were special grounds for
granting the petitioner divorce, and they
only omit those words out of a feeling of
delicacy to the wife and children of the
Respondent in Massachusetts. I should
have preferred to see the Bill introduced
in this form in the first place, because it
might have been as effectual to guide us
in our position as the direct assertion
that the Respondent had been guilty of
adultery would have been.

THE SPEAKER-Having taken a
very considerable part in the discussion
before, I do not intend to extend the
debate now, but merely to say that I
should be very sorry if it had gone forth
that the House of Commons had sus-
tained the contention which was made by
the hon. member from Amherst (fo
whose legal abihities, acumen and knowl-
edge we ail have the highest respect)-
a contention which I consider to be one
of the most mischevious that could be
made with regard to this question. My
hon. friend the Leader of the House
bas put the matter in a clear and con-
clusive form.

The motion was agreed to, and the
amendments were concurred in on a
division.
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ELECTORAL FRANCHISE BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was received from the
House of Commons with Bill (114) "An,
Act to amend the Revised Statutes, chap-
ter 5, rcspecting the Electoral Franchise."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
41st rule of the House be suspended and
that the Bill be read the second time
presently.

HON. MR.' HAYTHORNE-I hope
that this Bill will not be allowed to pass
without a sufficient explanation on the
part of the Leader of the Government
in this House. It is a very important
measure.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-I am only pre-
pared to say this much with regard to
this Bill, that the season is so far advan-
ced and the making of these lists has
been so recent, that for the fitst reason
it is too late in reality to make the lists
within the time fixed by the General Act
respecting the franchise, and with regard
to the second reason, that there is no
special necessity for making any new lists
this particular season. It is quite plain
that the revising officeus charged with the
making of this list cannot succeed in car-
rying it through within the dates and
times mentioned in the Act, so it will be
necessary to pass a bill either extending
these dates to another period or abandon
the hsts altogether, because they would
not be legal if they were not made withip
the time fixed by the Franchise Act.
There was, therefore, only the alternative
of altering the law or postponing the
making of new lists for another year.
The Government considered that it was
best to postpone the making of the lists
for another year, inasmuch as there will
be no great necessity, it is hoped, for lists
for another year. The expense will be
saved and there is really no special object
to be gained in taking steps to have the
lists made at a later period of the season.
1 fancy that is all that can be said with
regard to the Bill : it is proposed as a
matter of convehience and economy.

Hon. Mr. HAYTHORNE-It seems
then that quite a combination of reasons
induced the Government to adopt this
course, but I submit it is really a very
dangerous one. In the first place, some
of the objections which were taken to
the Act when it was passing through this
House, and when it formed p. rt of the
Revised Statutes, are now being fulfilled.
The Opposition urged that the system
adopted by the Government was exceed-
ingly cumbrous and expensive and quite
unnecessary; that the objects might be
obtained with much greater facility and'
far less expense. Those objections are
coming true, but in my opinion the plea
of economy ought not to be entertained.
It is a vcry good cry and one that is
always popular with the people, but such
thrift as that may prove in the long run
exceedingly disastrous. It seems to me
that the duty of this House is to keep a
close, vigilant watch on measures of this
description when they are alleged partly
on the ground of economy and partly on
the ground that elections are not antici-
pated within a few months to come.
We should listen to such an allegation
with the utmost caution. It is impossible
for any Minister to say that a general
election will not take place within the
next few months. It is quite true that
we have a Government which has only
recently been returned and is sustained
by a considerable majority, but are we
positive that the Government of to-day
will be the Government of Canada three
months hence ? It is possible that the
leader of the present Governnient may
within that time become the Earl of
Earnscliffe, of Ottawa, and remove his
residence from the banks of the Ottawa
to the banks of the Thames. That might
bring about a pflitical crisis in this
country and his successor might not be
a person in whom the public would place
entire reliance. A hundred events may
occur to make an election partially or
entirely necessary, and if we are to oper-
ate on the lists of last year, to which
such general exceptiott has been taken,
it is probable that the results would be
nearly the same. Another fatal objec-
tion to the course -which the Govern-
ment have seen fit to adopt is that
necessarily the constituencies are expand-
ing from day to day, and week to week,
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and year to year, and there is no pro-
vision or arrangement made, according
to the estimation of the hon. gentle-
man opposite, for that natural increase.
Young men are growing up and attain-
ing their majority, and other men who
are were not qualified when the last list
was made, may in the course of the rext
three months be qualified to vote, yet no
provision is made for them. The hon.
gentleman simply alleges that there is no
time to make the lists, and these men
may remain out in the cold. We invite
immigrants to come to our shores, and
one of the great attractions held out to
them is that they may become citizens
of Canada and speedily become com-
petent to take part in our affairs. But
such men arriving last year and investing
sufficient money in this country to justify
them in demanding that their names
should form part of the next registered
list, are to be left out in the cold for
another year. I regard this Bill as a
dangerous one which ought to be arrest-
ed, or at aIl events should not be allowed
to pass this Chamber without expostula-
tion. Not many days since I noticed
the sentiment fall from the hon. inember
from Halifax (Mr. Power) who is one of
the most useful men in this House, that
no Government is to be allowed tacitly
to be so sincere and honest and capable
that we are to admit ail they say and do
without question or cavil. I think that
sentiment has been quoted by myself
from the authority of one of our early
political writers, Teremy Bentham, who
said it is a fallacy to suppose that Minis-
ters are sometimes so honest, competent
and able that we are not to question
their doings in any form. I had in
my desk a citation on this point,
expecting the Bill to come up
sooner; it is one of the evils of hurrying
measures through at this stage of the
session that members are not given the
opportunity to see the inward evil of
those measures. It is not to be supposed
that the Government would lay a deli-
berate plan to abolish the franchises and
liberties of the people. But it is done
in an unperceived way, and I do think
that one of the most important duties of
a people such as ours, forming their poli-
tical history is that they should keep a
vigilant watch on all such matters. I re-

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE.

member referring to the question myself
when the Franchise Bill was before the
House and ponting out the evils which
had occurred in English history in this
way-how political franchises had been
frittered away simply through the inatten-
tion of the citizens themselves. It would
be easy to quote many such instances
during the Stuart regime but I know the
House is wearied, and I do not feel comn-
petent, in the absence of one's usual re-
sources on his desk, to go into this ques-
tion at any length, but I should have felt
myself guilty of a dereliction of duty had
I permitted this Bill to pass sub silentio.

HON. MR. DICKEY- should like
to ask the leader of the House how far
this Bill will effect a saving, in view of
the Order-in Council lately passed, that
these revising barristers are to be paid
annual salaries ? Of cours- that will not
cover the question of the number of
voters they are to be paid for at the rate of
five cents each, and which will come to
an amount about equal to their salaries
They are to be paid $300 per year. 1
understood their duties were to be sus-
pended until next year, and for my part
I have no sympathy with the views of rny
hon. friend below me in thinking that
this can do very great injury, because,
after ail, you have lists to go upon only
for twelve months, and if there are by-
elections, it cannot effect anybody very
seriously ; but if the matter is to be sus-
pended and they are to do no work this
year, I want to know why they should
be paid, and perhaps my hon. friend will
be able to assure us that their remunera-
tion will only commence from the timne
when they begin their work.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I suppose that
the rule will be as my hon. friend says,
but I have not seen the text of the
Order-in-Council. I dare say I shall be
able to get information on that point
before the House meets again, but that,.
of course, does not come up exactlY on
this Bill, and therefore the answer will
be in time. My impression is that they
receive this salary only for the period for
which they work. At the same time 1
should not be surprised to find that the
rule is in another direction, because
these men are permanent officers. Tbey
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would receive a much larger income if
they did the work than if they do not,
and the salary given them is very small.
I know from personal observation that
the labor of making up those lists is very
large and occupies a large amount of
time. I do not think, myself, that the
$300, with the five cents additional, is at
all large pay for the work they have to
do.

HON. MR. DICKEY-With regard to
the other question, I understood that the
Bill was advocated in the interest of
economy, and I want to know how the
economy is to come in if they are to be
paid annual salaries. If they do nothing
in 1887, I really do not see why their
salaries should commence before 1888.

HoN. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will see that the salary of the Revising Bar-
rister is a very small part of the cost of
making up the lists. There are other
persons employed besides the Revising
Barrister, and the printing entails a large
expense. Therefore there will be a con-
siderable saving.

HON. MR. GOWAN-I happen to
know something about this ques.ion. I
happen to know that the salary of the
Revising Barrister will form a very small
part of the aggregate expense. The
whole of the lists have to be printed.
They have to be arranged, and the clerk
who is employed is engaged for a very
long time in doing it. I speak advisedly
when I saw that the Revising Barrister's
salary forms but a small portion of the
g>st of producing a perfect revision of
the lists.

HON. MR. POWER-The speeches
to whicb we have listened from the
Leader of the House and the hon. mem-
ber from Barrie are the best evidence
that the hon. gentleman from Prince Ed-
ward Island was perfectly right in his
strictures on this Bill, and in the state-
ment that the Opposition in the Session
of 1885 were perfectly right when they
opposed the .Franchise Bill, on the
ground that it was going to be, in addi-
tion to everything else, very cumbersome
and expensive, because the Government,
having used the Act for the purpose for

which I presume it was made--of aiding
to carry the general election of
1887 - although they were not
very easily deterred from doing anything
on the ground of its being expensive-
now from their own work. They do not
care to face the expenditure involved in
carrying out the law for the present year.
The hon. gentleman who leads the
Government in this House has given
another reason, that the law has been so
badly and clumsily constructed that the
officers could not do their work this year
unless an act were passed to enable
them to accomplish it at a period later
than that assigned in the original Act.
I quite agree with the hon. gentleman
from Marshl-field (Mr. Haythorne) in
thinking that when the making up of the
voters' lists is a matter in the discretion
of the Government, things are in a very
bad way indeed. If the Government
can say " we think the lists are good
enough now, and you are not to have a
new list this yeir," that is a very serious
position of affairs. The uniform rule in
all English speaking countries so far as I
am aware, is that the voters' lists are
made up every year; but, if the Govern-
ment can step in and say "we think last
year's lists are good enough," they can
go further and say "the lists of five years
ago are good enough for us." I think
this is a grave and -very important
question ; and the hon, gentleman who
leads this House is too thoughtful a man
not to have realized that it is a very
serious matter, and he showed his usual
discretion in preferring that this measure
should pass sub silentio rather than it
should be discussed and reasons
given for it. The Franchise Act
is one that is quite unprecedented in
the history of Enghsh speakng peoples.
Ido not think there is any instance where
officers appointed by the Government,
and the rate of whose pay depends upon
the will of the Government, have been
allowed to make up the voters' lists. It
was alleged when the Bill was passing
through the other chamber that we were
following the English precedent. That
is not the case however, because in Eng-
land the revising barristers are not ap-
pointed by the Government, but are
appointed by the judges. It is under-
stood now that this Franchise Act was
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not a measure which was desired by the is in the secrets of the Privy Council or
Ccrservative party at all-it was not fot, but that is what they ought to do.
wished for by the Conservative members They took a wrong and mistaken step,
of either House of Parliament, but was as well as a bad one, and I think the
almost purely the measure of the Premier, fact of their suspending the law for this
and it is well known that whatever other year may be an indication that they pro-
ability that hon. gentleman may possess pose to repeal it next year and go back
he has not a particularly good head for to where we stood before, or go forward
finance ; and I do not think he realized to manhood suffrage. If that is the
at all when the measure was goingthrough meaning of this Bil, I for one shah be
Parliament what it was going to cost. sorewhat rsconcihed to its passage.
Now that he realizes the expenditure it
involves he is appalled by the result. We HoN. MR- KAULBACI-I-There is
have been told that the salaries of the something i what my hon. friend has
revising officers and their pay for the said as to this Franchise Act being very
names on the lists amount to a very small expensive, but it is worth the expenditure
item of the expense of this measure. to have the Franchise uniform ail over
Now the salaries of the revising officers the Dominion: and à should be borne
alone, at $3oo each will amount to some- in mmd that the expenses hereafter will
where between $6oooo and $7oooo. not be so heavy as the necessarily were
The hon. gentleman says that they are in prepaing the first lists. There are
paid so much per narne-which by the some twenty or thirty contested elections,
way is a vicious principle, makiag it the in many of which there may be by-elec-
interest of the revising officer to put asc tions, and I think it is only righ that the
many names on as he can. same voters should decide the second

contest in each case and that the chances
Ho.;. MR. McCALLUM-Surely thet of the two candidates shoud be the same

hon. gentleman does not suppose that a in both elections.
revising barrister would be induced to put
on a name improperly for five cents. HON. MR. McCALLUM-The senior

member for Hatifax has ftated that the
HON. MR. POWER-The hon. leader Franchise Act was not askei for by the

of the Government says that the amount Conservative party. That party, as we
received in this way exceeds the salary, ail know, has governed this country for

intrtho the~ revising offricer ton put as tonsi and ik it is orgt thatr wth

ceive about $15o,ooo a vear, and the to have a Dominion franchise established,
leader of the Government in this House wihh the hon. gentleman explain how the
has told us further, and the hon.member Act could have been passed? Now, the
from Barrie states that he has practical Bil before us simply postpones the mak-
knowledge of this matter, and has tohd ing of a list for anotýher year. Nobody
us that the pay of the revising barrister expects a general election between now
is only a small item in the expense of j and j 888, and is it righr or proper that
the Franchise Act. So now we have the by-elections should be decided on lists
statement from the Government side of !different from those on which the orig-
the House that $x 50,00 is onlv a smalh imal election was held? When the hon.
fraction of the yearly cost of this meas- member from Haifax makes out that

ore. The only good fature-if there is such a heavy expenditure wil be invov-
a good feature about itthat I see in ed in the payment of Revising Barristers,
the measure now before us is that it may he overlooks the fact that in very many
perhaps be taken as an indication that cases there is only one revising officet
the Government proposes next year to for two counties, while the salary in g-
repeal this obnoxious measure. case exceeds $300. TWnhe hon. mernber

from Prince Edwrd Island (Mr. Hay-
HON. M . CLEMOW-Hear, hear. i thorne) has aised quitre a storm about

this Bih: 1 beieve in Prince Edward
HON. MR. POWER-I do not know Island they have manhood suffrage; and

whether my hon. friend from Ottawa is I would hke to see it adopted, as far as

HON. MR. POWER.
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possible, all over the country, but how
were we before this Franchise Act was
passed ? We were at the mercy of the
Local Legislatures; they could fix any
franchise they pleased. Hon. members
forget that the preparation of the voter's
lists entailed expense before the Act
was adopted. The largest part of the
expense is the printing of the lists, and
we had all that expense before. I should
like to see the Local Legislatures adopt
our franchise, and in that way a great
deal of money would be saved to the
country. The Government deserve credit
for saving money as they do by this Bill.

HON. MR. POWER-Hear, hear.

HON. MR. McCALLUM-The hon.
gentleman says " hear, hear ": I beg to
say that the members at the other end
of the building who are opposed to the
Government would have complained
very much if the Government had not
brought this measure before Parliament.
I speak with some knowledge of the sub-
ject when I say that the candidate who
has to bear the expense of running an
election and the risk of defending or con-
testing an election case, has quite enough
expense without having to look after the
voters' list. The Bill can do no harm ;
it saves money to the people of this coun-
try, and I know that nine-tenths of the
meibers in another place are glad that
this Bill has been introduced.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Bill was read the second time at length
at the Table.

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

COUNCIL OF NORTH-WEST TER-
RITORIES BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was received from the
House of Commons with Bill (163) "An
Act respecting the Council of the North.
West Territories."

The Bill was read the first, second and
third times under a suspension of the
rules.

THREATS AND INTIMIDATION
THREATS AND INTIMIDATION

BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was received from the
House of Commons with Bill (162) "An
Act to amend the Revised Statutes,
chap. 173, respecting threats, intimida-
tions and other offences."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that 41st
rule be suspended and that the Bill be
read the second time at the table.

HON. MR. SCOTT-This Bill seems
to have been changed somewhat since
its first introduction in the other House.
It does not in àny way interfere with
legitimate combinations of laboring men.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-Not at all.

HON. MR. SCOTT-They may com-
bine and refuse to work at their lawful
calling, or strike as it is called. but if any
parties break away from such a combina-
tion and choose to go to work, this Bill
rerders it unlawful for the strikers to
interfere with them.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-The Bill con-
secrates what appears to the Government
to be the true principle which should
govern labor-that if people choose to
combine and say that they will not work,
except on certain terms and under cer-
tain conditions, they are perfectly free to
do so, but at that point their right stops.
They have no right to prevent other
people from working, if they choose to
do so, on conditions which they them-
selves reject. The Bill is really only an
expansion of the iith clause of the
Criminal Act, the portion which refers to
intimidation. That clause, as it stood,
only dealt with those who used force to
prevent men from working; this Bill ex-
tends it to threats and intimidations.

HON. MR. POWER-I see it is
limited to threats of violence now there
are other threats which would be just as
serious to the parties against whom they
are directed.
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HON. MR. DEBOUCHERVILLE-
Give us an example.

HON. MR. POWER-A boycott might
be threatened. In order to prevent a
man from working, he may be threatened
with a suspension of social intercourse.
I think threats of any evil to the worker
should be prevented as well as threats
of violence.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
can see that it would be very difficult to
deal with cases of that sort. It is a
question whether boycotting is illegal. I
do not see why people should not com-
bine against buying from a certain
tradesman, or working with a certain in-
dividual, if they choose. This Bill goes
as far as is necessary to meet the evil for
which a remedy is sought. At several of
our seaports we are losing our trade in
consequence of threats, and actual
violence sometimes, but certainly threats
which are directed against persons who
are willing to work by those who are not
willing to work.

HoN. MR. HAYTHORNE - No
doubt the hon. gentleman and his col-
leagues have considered the phase of
this question which occurred in England
some 20 years ago, when the interference
with labor was so great that the Govern-
ment had to send a commission down to
the laboring districts. The head of that
commission was authorized to hear evi-
dence and to assure persons giving it that
they would not incriminate themselves,
and in that way they got at the bottom
of a terrible state of things, but happily
the measuires they took at that time pre-
vented the further spread of terrorism in
that direction, and public opinion in
England being so opposed to combina.
tions of that kind, there has been no dif-
ficulty since in securing convictions. The
history of that period shows clearly the
absolute necessity of nipping such com-
binations against free labor in the bud,
and I do hope that, small apparently as
this Bill is, it may have its effect without
the necessity of having recourse to strong-
er measures, but it is quite clear that in
England at the time to which I have re-
ferred, a state of things which was quite
terrible to contemplate.

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

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES IN LAND
BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was received from the
House of Commons with Bill (164) "An
Act to authorize the granting of certain
subsidies in lands to the railways therein
mentioned."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
41st rule be suspended and that the Bill
be read the second time at length on the
table.

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

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
Bill be read the third time.

He said :-This Bill authorizes the
granting of lands on the principle recog-
nized long ago, that lands in the North-
West should be granted for the opening
up of roads in that country. It is ex-
tending the principle to the three rail-
ways mentioned in this Bill, each of
which will open up a very large amount
of territory.

The Bill %vas read the third time and
passed.

The House was adjourned during
pleasure.

At 7:30 p. m. the House was resumed.

RAILWAY SUBSIDIES IN
MONEY BILL

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was received from the
House of Commons with Bill (170) " An
Act to authorize the granting of subsidies
in aid of the construction of the lines of
railway therein mentioned."

The Bill was read the first time.
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HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
41st rule of the House be suspended and
that the Bill be now read the second
time.

HON. MR. POWER-I think I should
only be doing my duty to the country
and to this House also if I were to object
to the suspension of the 41st rule. We
have under this Bill to dispose of some-
thing like $2,5oo,ooo, and under the
Supply Bill, which his Honor has under
his hand we propose to dispose of
something like 44,ooo,ooo. To do all
that the Government allow us the space
of six minutes. Although we have had
a good deal to complain of in former
years in connection with this matter, we
have never had anything quite as bad as
this. There was a sort of understanding
when the Hoüse adjourned in the
afternoon that we should meet again at
7:30 p. m. at least. I think perhaps as
there are others besides ourselves who
are interested in proroguing now it might
not be well to object to the suspension
of the rule, but the Government have
something of the kind.

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

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
Bill be read the third time.

HON. MR. POWER-I do not pro.
pose to go into the items of this Bill, or
to discuss its general character, but I
wish to express my regret at not finding
in this Bill any appropriation for the
Musquodoboit Valley Railway in the
county of Halifax. It is a railway much
more important in its character than
many of those for which subsidies are
provided by this Bill, and it is a road the
promoters of which had a pledge from
the present Minister of Finance, both
before and subsequent to the late elec-
tions, that it would receive a subsidy of
$3,200 per mile. I regret that that
promise has not been kept, and that the
promoters of the road will, in conse-
quence, be prevented from building it.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I regret very
much that the Minister of Finance is
not in a position to speak for himself in

answer to the objection that the hon.
gentleman makes. Of course I am not
in a position to say that the Minister of
Finance did not promise this subsidy,
but I feel confident that whatever he
did promise he has done his best to
carry out. With regard to those subsi-
dies, the Government have done their
best to select amongst the enormous
number of applicants for subsidiès those
best entitled to assistance, and I am
only sorry that the one in which my hon.
friend takes such an interest is not
included.

HoN. MR. POWER-While nothing
has been done to aid this railway in the
County of Halifax, I observe that four
are selected in the County of Cumber-
land, which the Finance Minister himself
represents.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE-Are the
railways which are mentioned in the Bill
roads which are actually to be placed
under constructicn at once, or are they
only railways in prospective?

HON. MR. ABBOTT-My hon. friend
will see that the Government in granting
aid to a railway cannot undertake that it
will be constructed, but they have not
granted aid to any road which they have
not reason to believe will be built.

HON. MR. HAYTHORNE - Are
there not some ot them already built.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-I have not
seen the Bill, I must confess, and I am
.not able to answer that question posi-
tively, but I should imagine not.

The motion was agreed to and the
Bill was read the third time and passed.

THE SUPPLY BILL.

FIRST, SECOND AND THIRD READINGS.

A message was received from the
House of Commons with Bill (169) "An
Act for granting to Her Majesty certain
sums of money required for defraying
certain expense of the public service for
the financial years ending respectively
the 3oth June, 1887, and the 3oth June,
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1888, and for other purposes relating to
the public service."

The Bill was read the first time.

HON. MR. ABBOTT moved that the
41st rule be suspended and that the Bill
be read the second time.

HON. MR. POWER-Perhaps the
hon. Minister will be good enough to
tell us what the total ainount that we
are to spend is ? The Bill is not before
us and we have no time to examine it,
and there would be no object in doing
so if we had the the time to discuss it,
but I think at least the Minister might
inform us how much we are to vote
away.

HON. MR. ABBOTT-It is a little
over $27,000,000.

HoN. MR. POWER-It must be
$20,000,000 more than that at least.

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

The Bill was then read the third time
and passed.

The House adjourned during pleasure.

At EIGHT o'clock p.m., His EXCEL-
LENCY THE GOVERNOR GENERAL pro-
ceeded in state to the Senate Chamber,
and took his seat upon the Throne.
The Members of the Senate being
assembled, His Excellency was pleased
to command the attendance of the House
of Commons, and that House being
present, the following Éills were assented
to, in Her Majesty's name, by His Excel-
lency the Governor General, viz :-

An Act to amend the Act respecting
Public Officers.

An Act to anend the Act respecting
offences against Public Morals and Public
Convenience.

An Act respecting Public Stores.
An Act respecting the St. Catharines and

Niagara Central Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Ontario, Sault Ste

Marie Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Grand Trunk Rail-

way Company of Canada. I
An Act respecting the Rocky Mountains

Park of Canada.

An Act respecting the representation of
the North-West Territories in the Senate of
Canada.

An Act to incorporate the Manufacturere
Life Insurance Company.

An Act to amend the Penitentiary Act.
An Act to amend the Act to incorporate

the Hamilton, Guelph and Buffalo Railway
Company, and to change the name of the
Company to the " Hamilton Central Rail-
way Company."

An Act to incorporate the Collingwood
General and Marine Hospital.

An Act to amend the Act respecting Sick
and Distressed Mariners.

An Act to amend the law respecting Pro-
cedure in Criminal Cases.

An Act to amend the Act respecting Can-
ned Goods.

An Act respecting the Ontario & Quebec
Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Canadian So-
ciety of Civil Engineers.

Au Act to incorporate Jhe Halifax and
West India Steamship Company (Limited.)

An Act to incorporate the Equity Insur-.
ance Comipany.

An Act respecting the Richelieu and On-
tario Navigation Cotnpany.

An Act to authorize the Grange Trust
(Limited) to wind up its affairs.

An Act to incorporate the Canadian
Horse Insurauce Company.

An Act to enable the Freehold Loan and
Savinge Company to extend their business
and for other purposes.

An Act further to amend the Act incor-
porating the Western Assurance Company
and other Acts affecting the same.

An Act to incorporate the Guarantee and
Pension Fund Society of the Dominion Bank.

An Act to authorize and provide for the
winding up of the Pictou Bank.

An Act respecting the conveyance of
Liquors on board Her Majesty's Ships in
Canadian waters.

An Act to amend "The Dominion Con-
troverted Elections Act."

An Act respecting the Edmonton and Sas-
katchewan Land Company (Limited).

An Act to amend the North WeEt Terri-
tories Act.

An Act to incorporate the Bay of Quinté
Bridge Company.

An Act to incorporate the Kingston,
Smith's Falls and Ottawa Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Oshawa Rail-
wav and Navigation Company.

An Act respecting the Milland Railway
of Canada.

An Act respecting the Grand Trunk,
Georgian Bay and Lake Erie Railway Com-
pany.

An Act to incorporate the Prescott CountY
Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Niagara Falla
Bridge Company.

An Act to incorporate the Massawippi
Junction Railway Company.
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An Act to incorporate the Canada Acci-
dent Assurance Company.

An Act to incorporate the Upper Colum-
bia Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Londonderry
Iron Company.

An Act to amend the Act incorporating
the Alberta and Athabasca Railway Com-
pany.

An Act to incorporate the Kincardine and
Teeswater Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Goderich and
Canadian Pacifie Junction Railway Com-
pany.

An Act to revive and amend the Act to
incorporate "The Saint Gabriel Levee and
Railway Company."

An Act respecting the Defacing of Coun-
terteit Notes and the use of Imitations of
Notes.

.\n Act to amend the Act respecting the
1 partment of Finan::e and the Treasury
Board.

An Act to provide for the payment of a
yearly allowance to Godefroi Laviolette,
late Warden of the Penitentiary at St.
Vincent de Paul.

An Act to incorporate the Cobourg, Blair-
ton and Marmora Railway and Mining
Company.

An Act respecting the Ottawa and Gati-
neau Valley Railway Comnany.

An Act to incorporate the Dominion Oil
Pipe Line and Marufacturing Company.

An Act to reduce the Stock of the Ontario
and Qu'Appelle Land Company (Limited)
and for other purposes.

An Act respecting the Atlantic and North-
West Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Teeswater and
Inverhuron Railway Company.

An Act to enable the Western Canada
Loan and Savings Company to extend their
business and for other purposes.

An Act to incorporate the Berlin and Cati-
adian Pacific Junction Railway Company.

An Act to confirn and amend the charter
of incorporation of the Temiscouata Rai lway
Company.

An Act to incorporate the South Norfolk
Railway Comnpany.

An Act to incorporate the South Ontario
Pacific Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Empire Print-
ing and Publishing Company (Limited.)

An Act to incorporate the Eastern Canada
Savings and Loan Companv (Limited.)

An Act further to amend the Act respect-
ing the Canadian Pacific Railway Company.

An Act to revive and arne.id the charter
of the Quebec and James' Bay Railway Con-
pany, and to extend the time for commenc-
ing and completing the Railway ot the said
Company

An Act respecting the Departnient of
Trade and Commerce.

An Act to incorporate the Manufacturers'
Accident Insurance Company.

An Act respecting the Waterloo and
Magog Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Primitive Metho
dist Colonization Company (Limited).

An Act respecting the New Brunswick
Railway Company.

An Act to incorporate the Imperial Trusts
Company of Canada.

An Act to amend the Act to incorporate
the Brantford, Waterloo and Lake Erie
Railway Company.

An Act to amend "The Government Rail-
ways Act."

An Act to amend "The Railway Act."
An Act for the relief of Marie Louise Noel.
An Act for the relief ol Fanny Margaret

Riddell.
An Act for the relief of John Monteith.
An Act to incorporate the Canadian

Power Company.
An Act respecting the Ontario Pacifie

Railway Company.
An Act respecting the Guelph Junction

Railway Company.
An Act to amend an Act of the present

Session intituled "An Act to enable the
Freebold Loan and Savings Company to ex-
tend their business and for other purposes."

An Act to amend "The Speedy Trials
Act," chapter one hundred and seventy-five
of the Revised Statutes.

An Act to enable the Saint Martin's and
Upham Railway Company to sell its railway
and property.

An Act to amenl the Acts relating to the
Harbor Commissioners of Montreal.

An Act to anend the Dominion Elections
Act and to remove doubte as to the rights of
certain persons to vote at elections of mem-
bers of the House of Commons.

An Act to amend the Act respecting the
Department of Agriculture.

An Act to provide for an additional Sub-
sidy to the Provinue of Prince Edward
Island.

An Act respecting the Manitoba South
Western Colonization Railway Company.

An Act respecting the Department of
Customs and the Department of Inland.
Revenue.

An Act respecting the Oxford Junction
and New Glasgow Branch of the Inter-
colonial Railwav.

An Act to amend the Dominion Lands
Act.

An Act to provide for advances to be
made bv the Government of Canada to the
Fredericton and St. Mary's Railway Bridge
Company.

An Act to amend the General Inspection
Act.

An Act in addition to the Revised Statutes,
chapter six, respectiog Representation in
the House of Commons.

An Act to amend chapter two of the Re-
vised Statutes of Canada, intituled "An Act
respecting the publication of' the Statutes."

An Act to amend chapter one hundred
and thirty-eight of the Revised Statutes re-
specting the judges of Provincial Courts.

An Act to conter certain powers on Boards
of Trade as to the Licensing of Weighers.
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An Act to ainend the Revised Statutes,
Chapter thirty-nine, respecting the Expro-
priation of lands.

An Act to authorize the advance of further
sums for completing the Graving Dock
and the Improvements in the Harbor of
Quebec,

An Act respecting the Nova Scotia Perma-
nent Benefit building Society and Savings
Fund.

An Act respecting the Manitoba and
North-Western Railway Company of Can-
ada.

An Act to incorporate the Quebec Bridge
Company.

An Act to amend the Acts incorporating
and relating to the British Canadian Loan
and Investment Company (Limited).

An Act to amend the Act of the present
Session intituled "An Act to incorporate the
Kincardine and Teeswater Railway Com-
pany.

An Act to incorporate the Royal Victoria
Hospital.

An Act to incorporate the Hereford
Branch Railway Company.

An Act to revive and amend the Act in-
corporating the "Anglo-Canadian Bank."

An Act respecting the Western Counties
Railway Company.

An Act for the relief of William Arthur
Lavell.

An Act for granting certain powers to the
Canada Atlantic Steamship Company (Lim.
ited.)

An Act to make provision for the appoint-
ment of a Solicitor-General.•

An Act to confirm a certain agreement
between Her Majesty and the Western Coun-
ties Railway Company, and for other pur-
poses.

An Act relating to the improvement of the
River St. Lawrence.

An Act to amend "An Act to authorize
the Grant of certain Subsidies in land for
the construction of the Railways therein
mentioned. "

An Act to amend the Act incorporating
the Pontiac Pacifie Junction Railway Con-
pany.

An Act to amend the Indian Act.
An Act to amend the Act respecting the

Duties of Customs.
An Act to amend The Immigration Act.
An Act to further amend the Act incor-

porating the Canada Atlantic Railway Coin-
pany.

An Act to consolidate and amend the Acte
relating to the Winnipeg and Hudson's Bay
Railway and Steamship Company, and to
change the name thereof.

An Act to amend "The Supreme and Ex-
chequer Courts Act" and to make better
provision for the Trial of Claims against the
Crown.

An Act to amend the Revised Statutes,
chapter fifty-onz, respecting Real Property
in the Territories.

An Act to amnd " The Chinese Immi-
gration Act."

An Act to enable the Canada Permanent
Loan and Savings Company to extend their
business and other purposes.

An Act for the relief of Suisan Ash.
An Act to amend the Revised Statutes,

chapter five, respecting the Electoral
Franchise.

An Act respecting the Council of the
North-West Territories.

An Act to amend the Revised Statutes
chapter one hundred and seventy-three,
respecting Threats, Intimidation and other
offences.

An Act to authorize the grant of certain
Subsidies in Land for the construction of
the Railways therein named.

An Act to empower the employees of in-
corporated companies to establish Pension
Fund Societies.

An Act to amend " The Companies Act.'
An Act to authorize the grantirg of Sub-

sidies in aid of the construction of the lines
of railway therein mentioned.

Then the Honorable the Speaker of the
House of Commons addressed His Excel-
lency the Governor General as follows:-

"MAY IT PLEAsE YouR ExCELLENCY:

" The Commons of Canada have voted the
Supplies required to enable the Government
to defray the expenses of the Public Service.

" In the name of the Commons, I present
to Your Excellency the following Bill:-

"An Act for granting to Her Majesty cer-
tain sums of money required for defraying
certain expenses of the Public Service, for
the financial years ending respectively the
30th June, 1887, and the 30th June, 1888,
and for other purposes relating to the Public
Service.'
to which Bill I humbly request Your
Excellency's assent."

To this Bill the Royal assent was signified
in the following words:-

"In Her Majesty's name, His Excellency
the Governor General thanks Her Loyal
subjects, accepte their benevolence, and
assents to this Bill.

After which His Excellency the Governor
General was pleased to close the FIRST
SEssiox of the SIxTH PARLIMENT of the
DoMINIoN with the following

SPEECH;

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate:
Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

In relieving you from further attendance
in Parliament, I desire to convey to you my
appreciation of the dilligence and earnest-
nees which you have shown in the per'orm-
ance of your important duties.

I thank you in the Queen's name for the
cordial and affectionate congratulations you
have offered to Her Majesty on the com ple-
tion of the Fiftieth anniversary of Her
happy reign.
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I have taken care to transmit your loyal
address to be Jaid at the foot of the Throne.

The re-adjuetment of the Tariff for the
purpose of further developing our home
industries upon principles which have been
received with such marked acceptance by
the people of Canada, will, it is confidently
expected, in an especial manner encourage
the working of our vast mines of iron and
coal, and promote the production within our
own country of ail the more important iron
manuactures.

The establishment of a Department of
Trade and Commerce under the supervision
of a responsible Minister, and the measures
you have passed for the better organization
of other departments of Government, will,
I trust, tend to aid in the extension of
our home and foreign trade, as well as to
improve the efficiency of the public service.

The numerous Acts relating to railway
and other industrial enterprises to which I
have given Her Majesty's assent, indicate a
steady growth in the national progress of
the Dominion, and your liberal appropriation
for the construction of the Sault Ste. Marie
Canal ensures the completion of our great
system of inland navigation at an early
period.

Our agricultural population will, I am
sure, learn with muci pleasure of the pro-
vision you have made for the maintenance

of the Experimental Farm in this vicinity,
and tne establishment of auxiliary stations
in the several Provinces.

Gentlemen of the House of Commons:
In Her Majesty's name I thank you for

the provision you have made for the require-
mente ot the Public Service. I shall see
that it is applied with ail due regard to
economy.

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate:
Gentlemen of the House of Commons:

I trust that under the blessing of AImighty
God the present promise of an abundant
harvest may be fully realized, and thatwhen
we meet again I shall be able to congratu-
late you on a still further increase in the
general prosperity of the country. Mean-
while I bid you farewell

The SPEAKEa of the Senate then said:-

Honorable Gentlemen of the Senate and Gen-
tlemen of the House of Commons:

It is His EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR GEN-
ERAL's will and pleasure, that this Parlia-
ment be prorogued until Tuesday the second
day of August next, to be here held, and
this Parliament ie accordin gly prorogued
until Tuesday, the second day of August
next.
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, Without comment or discussion.





L-INDEX TO SENATORS.

ABBOTT, Hon. J. J. C.
Introduced and takes his seat.

64.

Address to Her Majesty,. Correction
in wording of.

In reply to Mr. Trudel, 246.

Adjournment (May 18-25).
On Mr. Ogilrie's M.,82

Adjournment (over May 19 th).
Motion, 86.

Agricultural College Pamphlet, Pub-
lication of, in French.

Reply to Mr. Bellerose's Inquiry, 241.

Agriculture Department Act Amt. B.
(r 16).

1st R.*, 449; 2nd and 3rd R'@., 512.

American Fishermen, Regulation of,
when within Canadian Waters.

On Mr. Power's M. 152

Ash Divorce B.
On M. for 3rd R., 196; on 3rd R., 223;

On Concurr. in Commons Aints.
577.

Atlantic & North-West Railway Co's
B.

On 3rd R., 411.

Banff National Park B. (16).
2nd R. m., 67; M. to go into Coin.,

106, 114; In Com., 114, 123; 3rd
R. m.,126.

Beveridge and Tibbets Claim, Re-
port of Com. upon.

Mr. Glasier's M. opposed, 362, 369

Boards of Trade and Weighers B.
(136).

1st and 2nd- R's., 543; Rep. from Com.
and 3rd R.', 549.

British Columbia and Japan, Mail
Service between.

Reply to Mr. Macdonald's Inquiry, 72.

British Columbia and Japan, Steam
Communication with.

Reply to Mr. Dever's Inquiry, 87.
38

British Columbia Fisheries, Arrange-
ments concerning, with the
United States.

Reply to Mr. Macdonald's Inquiry, 101.

British Columbia and Manitoba, Rep-
resentation of, in the Cabinet.

In Reply to Mr. Melnnes' inquiry, 205.

Canada Atlantic Railway Co's. B.
On 3rd R , 502.

Canadian Pacific
Further Amt.

On 2nd R., 250.

Canadian Pacific
Amt. B.

Railway Co's. Act
B.

Railway Co's. Act

On 3rd R., 345

Canada Permanent Loan and Saviigs
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 91.

Canned Goods Anit. B. (121).

lat R.', 278; 2nd R. i., 323; 3rd R.
(under suspension of Rule 41), 323.

Chinese Imigration Restriction Act,
Working of

On Mr. Meinnes' M., 86.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. Bill.
(54).

lt R.9, 207; 2nd R. m., 295; on M. to
go into Com , 346; in Com., Ant.
to Preamble, 353; in Coin., again
447 et seq., on Mr. Vidal's Amt. on
Consid. of Amtse., 492; in Com.
again m., of non-curr. in Amt.,
504, agreed to ou a Div., 507;
Concurr. on Amte. and 3rd R. m.,
508, agreed to on a Div., 512.

Chinese Immigration Act Repeal B.
(P).

On 2nd R. point of order raised as to
proprietv of B., 396.

Colonial Exhibition Hand.book, Prnt-
ing of French edition of.

Reply to Mr. Bellerose's Inquiry, 234.

Contingent Accounts Com.
Addition of Mr. Fortin, m., 86.
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Conveyance of liquor on Her Majesty's
Ships B. (122).

1st R.*, 278
2nd R. m., 321.
In Com. and 3rd R.«, 358.

Companies Act Amt. B. (30).
Ist and 2nd R's.', 559.
Ref. to Com. m., 560.
3rd R., 561.

Counterfeit and Imitation Notes B.
(123).

1st R.*, 278.
2nd R. m., 322.
In Con., 359.
3rd R., 360.

Criminal Procedure Law Amt. B. (19).
lot R.*,207.
2nd R. m., 254.
In Coin., 290.
3rd R.*, 291.

Customs and Inland Revenue Depart-
ments B. (41).

Tst R.*, 438.
2nd R.«, 512.
3rd R.', 543.

Customs Duties Act Anit. B. (107).
1st, 2nd and 3rd R's.', 571.

Debates Committee.

Addition of Mr. Fortin m., 86.

DeLisle River, Obstructions in, by
Mill Dam, Provision of Fishways,
&c.

In reply to Mr. McMillan, 437.

Departmental Building at Ottawa,
Construction of, Tenders for.

Reply to Mr. Trudel's Inquiry, 234.

Dominion Controverted Elections Act
Amt. B. (126).

lst R. 278.
2nd R. m., 321.
3rd R.', 359.

Dominion Elections Act Amt. B.
(115).

1st R.', 438.
2nd and 3rd R's. m., 512.

Dominion Lands Act Amt. B. (113).
Tht R.0, 461.
2nd R.', 517.
Rep. from Corn., 543,
3rd R.', 544,

Electoral Franchise Amt. B. (114).

1Tt R.«, and M. for 2nd R, 579.
3rd R., 583.

Expropriation of Lands Act Amt. B.
(141).

Ist and 2nd R's., 544.
Rep. fron Com. and 3rd R.*, 549.

Finance Department Act Amt. B. (93).
lst R.', 328.
2nd R. m., 396.
3rn R. (43rd Rule Suspended) m.,- 397.

Finance Department' and Treasury
Boards Act Amt. B. (P).

lst R.', 438.
2nd and 3rd R's., 512.

Fraser River, Winter Navigation of.
Reply to Mr. McInues' Inquiry, 125.

Fraser River, Improvement of Navi-
gation of.

Reply to Mr. McInnes' Inquiry, 126,

Free Conveyance of Judges and Leg-
lators over Railways B.

On Tht R., 87.
On M. to postpone 2nd R., 231.

Fredericton and St. Mary's Bridge
Co's B. (165).

1st and 2nd R's.,543.
3rd R.-, 544.

Freehold Loan and Savings Co's B.
(71).

1st R *, and 2nd R. (under Suspension
of Rule 41), 284.

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.', 327.

French Canadians in the United
States, Repatriation of

On Mr. Trudel's Inquiry, 434.

General Inspection Act Amt. B. (14o).

Tht and 2nd R's., 543
In Com., 544.
3rd R.», 545

Government Property at Charlotte-
town, Improvement of.

Reply to Mr. Haythorne, 452.

Government Railways Act Amt. B,
M. into Con. of W., 93.
In Com., 95.
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Government Railways Act Amt. B. (6).
M. to go into Con. of W., 93.
In Com., 95.
Anit. in Preamble m., 246.
3rd R. m., 247.

Immigration Act Amt. B. (2).

lst, 2nd and 3rd R's., 378.

Imperial Trust Cos's B.
On 3rd R., 406.

Indian Act Amt. B. (L).
lst R.1, 222.
2nd R. postponed, 236.
Bill withdrawn, m., 314.

Indian Act Ant. B. (O).
lot R.«, 315.
2nd R. m., 357.
lu Com. 399, et seq.
3rd R.m., 417.

Jubilee of Her Majesty, Address of
Congratulation.

M. and Remarks, 156.

Land Scrip in Manitoba, Issue of, by
Indian Dept.

Mr. Schultz's M. for Ret. agreed to, 328.

Land Subsidies to Railways B. (164).
lst R.*, 2nd and 3rd R's. m., 584.

Laviolette Pension B. (128).

Iat R *, 328.
2nd R. m., 397.
3rd R. (under Suspensiont of Rules), m.,

398.

Leeds and Grenville, Sale of Liquor
in, under Canada Temperance
Act.

Reply to Mr. Sullivan's Enquiry, 437.

Library Books, Mutilation of.
Remarks Concerning, 239.

Manitoba & North-Western Railway
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 401.

Model Farm for the Maritime Pro-
vinces.

Reply to Mr. Haythorne's Inquiry, 255.

Montreal Harbor Commissioners Act
Amt. B. (92).

lst R.0,437.
2nd R. m., 512.
3rd R.*, 512.

North-West Territories Act Amt. B.
(127).

1st R.*, 278.
2nd R. m., 322.
3rd R.', 359.

North-West Territories Council B.
(163).

1st, 2nd and 3rd R's., 583.

NGrth-West Territories, Natural Food
Products of.

On Mr. Schultz's M., 81.

North-West Territories,' Representa-
tion of, in Senate B.

2nd R. m., 89.
In Con., 127-136.
3rd R. m., 137.

Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Build-
ing Society's B.

On 2nd R., 89.

Order-As to Speaker's decision with
reference to Mr. Bellerose.

557.

Oxford Junction & New Glasgow
Branch Railway B. (77).

1st R.', 438.
Rep. from Com., 543.
3rd R.*, 544.

Pembroke Postoffice, Particulars con-
cerning.

Reply to Mr. Scott's Inquiry, 255.

Penitentiary Act Amt. B. (65).
Tht R.*, 207.
2nd R. m, 251.
In Com.; Rep. from Coni. and 3rd R.,

280.

Pension Fund Societies Establishment
B. (52).

Tht and 2nd R's., 554.
Concurr. in An'ts and 3rd R., 555.

Pontiac & Pacific Junction Railway
Co's. Incorp. Act Amt. B. (102).

lst and 2nd R's.*, 504.
Concurr. in Am'ts. and 3rd R. m., 518.

Port Moody Wharf, Disposition of iron
piles provided for.

Reply to Mr. McInnes, 65.

Prince Edward Island Additional Sub-
sidy B. (139).

Tht R.', 449.
2nd and 3rd R's., 512.
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Prince Edward Island, Tunnel com-
munication with, Provision by
Government for.

Reply to Mr. Howlan's Inquiiry, 273.

Printing Con.

On 3rd Rep. being presented, Ant.
(striking out 2nd clanse), m. 395.

On 4th Rep., 555.

Private Bills, Receiving reports on.

Extension of Tine to June 24th; m. 104.

Privilege-Question of, as to foot note
in Penitentiaries Report.

Reniarks, 286.

Privilege-Inspector of Penitentiaries
Breach of Privilege.

Reply to Mr. Mclnnes, 377.

Property Qualifications of certain Sen-
ators.

M. for reception, 88.

Provincial Courts Judges Act Amt. B.
(,66).

It and 2nd R's., 543.
In Con., 547.
3rd R.*, 549.

Public Buildings at Ottawa, Iron Work
for, construction of, etc.

Reply to Mr. Trudel's Enquiry, 88.

Public Stores Act B.

2nd R.-, 66.
In Con., 105.
3rd R.*, 105.

Pullman Car Conductors on the Inter.
colonial, Inadequate Remunera-
tion of.

Reply to Mr, Power's Inquiry, 245.

Qualification of Senator Trudel, Peti-
tion concerning.

Reception opposed, 325.

Quebec Graving Dock and Harbor B.
(158).

Ist and 2nd R's., 544.
In Con., 549.
3rd R.*, 553.

Railway Act Amt. B. (47).

Ref. to Railway Corn. m., 160.
Concurr. in Ami'ts. m., 222.
3rd R. m., 247.

Railway Subsidies in Land B. (161).

lst, 2nd and 3rd R's., 567.

Real Property in the Territories Act
Amt. B. (N).

lst R.*, 284.
2nd R., m., 346.
In Com. and 3rd R., 397.

Representation in House of Commons
Act Amt. B. (140).

In Coin. and 3rd R.', 545.

Riddell Divorce B.
On M. to adopt Rep. of Com., Ait. in

recital of B., m., 320.

Royal Victoria Hospital Incorp. B.
(M).

lst R.*, 235.
2nd R.', 279.
3rd R.*, 281.

Senators' Qualifications, Attacking of,
Deposit by applicants.

On Mr. Belleroee's M., 404.

Sick and Distressed Mariners
Amt. B. (76).

Act

lst R.», 207.
2nd R. postponed m., 236.
2nd R. postponed again, 252.
2nd R. m., 286.
3rd R. m., 290.

Solicitor General Appointment B. (42).

Tht and 2nd R's., 643.
In Com. 546.
3rd R. m., 559.

South Ontario Pacific Railway Co's. B.

On 3rd R., 329; Ant. as to 27th Sec. m.,
330.

Speedy Trials Act Amt. B. (146).
Itt R.', 449.
2nd and 3rd R's,, 812.

Statutes Publication Act Amt. B. (15 9).
let and 2nd R's., 543.
In Com., 645.
3rd R.', 546.

St. Gabriel Levee and Railway Co's.
Incorp. Act Amt. B.

On 3rd R., Amt. m., 235.

St. Lawrence River Improvement B.
(158).

lst, 2nd and 3rd R's., 566.
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St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, Cor-
respondence concerning.

Mr. Bellerose's M. agreed to, 137.

Subsidies in Moncy to
(170).

Iet R *, 584.
2nd R., m., 585.
3rd R., m., 584.

Supply Bill (169).

let R.*, 585.
2id and 3rd R's, 586.

Stpreme and Exchequer
Amt. B. (iii).

lst R.», 378.
2nd R. m., 424.
In Com., 444, et seq.
3rd R. n., 512.

Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Railway
Co's. B.

On 3rd R.., 504.

Railways B. 1 ALLAN, Hon. Geo. W.

Court Act

Threats and Intimidation Act Amt. B.
(162).

lst R.* and M. for 2nd R, 583.
3rd R.*, 581.

Trade and Commerce Dept. B. (7).
lst R.*, 328.
2nd R. m., 424.
In Com., 438.

Trudel, Hon. Mr., Qualification of,
Petition concerning.

A@ to Reception, 567.

Vancouver Island and English Bay
Foreshore, Grant of to Canadian
Pacific Railway Company.

Reply to Mr. MeInnes' Inquiry, 233.

Vancouver Harbor and English Bay
Foreshores, and the Canadian
Pacific Railway Company.

Reply to Mr. McInnes' Inquiry, 403.

Western Coast of the Dominion, De-
fences of.

Reply to Mr. Macdonald's Inquiry, 124.

Western Counties Railway Co's. B.
(157).

lst and 2nd R's., 544.
In Corn., 553.
3rd R. m., 559.

Winnipeg & Hudson's
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 459.

Bay Railway

Banff National Park B.
On 2nd R., 67.
On M. to go into Com., 107.
In Coin., 114.

Banking and Commerce Com mittee.
1st Rep. presented, 28.
Addition of'Mr. Abbott to Con., 72.

British Canadian Loan Co's. B.

Rep. frani Coin., 450.

Canada Permanent Loan and Savings
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 142

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
Cn Mr. Vidal's Amt. on Consid. of

A mts. of Coin., 481.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On Adoption of 4th Rep., 526.

Eastern Canada Savings and Loan
Co's B.

Rep. Îrom Coi., 327.

House of Commons Representation
Act Amt. B.

Rep. fron Coi., 515.
Imperial Trusts Co's. Incorp. B.

Rep. froin Com., 376.
On 3rd R., 405.

Library Committee, Report of.
Adoption m., 425.
2nd Rep. adoption m., 531.

Natural Food Products of North West
Territories.

On 2nd Rep. of Con., 515.
Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Build-

ing Society's B.
Rep. fron Coin., 162.

Trudel, Hon. Mr., Qualification of,
Petition concerning.

On reception of, 570.
Western Canada Loan and Savings

Co's. B. (C).
let R.*, 34.
2nd R. m., 52.
Concurr. in Ant. and 3rd R. m., 161.
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ALMON, Hon. William J.
Bermuda and Cuba Steamship Com-

pany.

Petition presented and received, 221.

Beveridge and Tibbzt's Claim against
the Government.

On Mr. Glasier's M, 367.

British Columbia and Manitoba, Rep-
resentation of in the Cabinet.

On Mr. McInnes' Inquiry, 202.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 297
In Coi. Ait. to lst Clause, rn., 353.
Adopted on a Div., 357.
In Con. again on in. not to Concur in

Amt., 505.
On 3rd R., 508.
Quest. of Order raised, 510.

Customs and Inland Revenue De~
partments B.

In Com., 513.

Free Conveyance of Legislators and
Judges over Railways B.

On M. to postpone 2nd R.
M. for three months hoist, 231.
On M. to withdraw B., 294.

Halifax and West India Steamship
Co's. Incorp. B. (72).

Ist R.«, and 2nd R. (under Suspension
of Rule 41), 283.

Rep from Corn. and 3rd 1., 327.

Intercolonial Railway, Delayed Trains
upon, cause of.

Inquiry, 28.
Renarks, 37.

Natural Food Products of North-
West Territories.

On 2nd Rep. of Com., 516.

Nova Scotia Permanent Building So-
ciety's B. (E).

Introduced, and 1st R.*, 40.
2nd R, m., 88.
Concurr. in Amts. and M. for 3rd R.,

162.
3rd R. m., 182.

Offences against Public Morals Act
Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 62.

Order-Question of, as to Mr. Mc-
Innes' remarks.

293.

Order-Question of, as to non-concur.
in Amt. to Chinese Immigration
Act Amt. B.

505

Order-Question of, as to Amt. of
Mr. Abbott on 3rd R. of Chinese
Immigration Act Amt. B.

510

Pilot Bernard Gallagher's Case, Cor-
respondence concerning.

On Mr. Power's M., 565.

Privilege-Question, as to Report of
Senate in Daily Papers.

Remarks, 375.

Pullman Car Conductors on the Intei-
colonial.

On Mr. Power's Inquiry, 244.

Quebec Harbor Improvement B.
In Com., 551.

ARMAND, Hon. Joseph F.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On 4th Rep., 529.

BELLEROSE, Hon. Joseph H.

Adjournment (April 21-May ii).

Motion and Remarks, 26.

Agricultural College Pamphlet, Publi-
cation of, in French.

Inquiry, 241.

Banff National Park B.
On 2nd R., 67.

Banff National Park B.
In Coi., 115.

Colonial Exhibition Hand-book, Print-
ing of French Edition of.

Inquiry, 234.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On Adoption of 4th Rep., 524.

French Canadians in the United States,
Repatriation of.

On Mr. Trudel's Inquiry, 435.

French Minister in the Senate, Absence
of.

In debate on the Addreas, 24.
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Indian Instructors in the North-West.
Remarks, 559.

Laviolette Pension B.
On 2nd R., 397.

Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Build-
ing Society's B.

On 3rd R., 162.

Printing Committee.
On 4th Rep., 556

Privilege-Question of, as to foot note
in Penitentiaries Report.

Remarks, 284.

Quebec Harbor Improvernent B.
lu Com., 550.

Quebec Penitentiaries, Return con-
cerning.

Inquiry, 37.

Senators' Qualifications, Attacking of,
Deposit by applicants before pro-
ceedings.

M. and Remarks, 403.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, Cor-
respondence concerning.

M. for Return, 137.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, Cor-
respondence concerning.

M. for Return, 159.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, Cor-
respondence concerning A. La-
faivré.

M. for Ret., 452.

Trudel, Hon. Mr., Qualification of,
Petition concerning.

Reception objected to, 567.

BOLDUC, Hon. Joseph.

Temiscouata Railway Co's. B. (81).
lot R.* and 2nd R. (under suspension

of 41st Rule), 283.
Concur. in Amt. and 3rd R. m., 326.

CARVELL, Hon. Jedediah S.

Adjournment (May 18-25)
O4 Mr. Ogilvie's M,, 83.

American Fishermen, Regulation of
when within Canadian Waters.

On Mr. Power's M., 149.

Ash Divorce B.
On M. to adopt Rep. of Coin., 193.

Banff National Park B.
On M. to go into Com., 109.
In Coin., 115.

Beveridge and Tibbet's Claim against
Government.

On Mr. Glazier's M., 365.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 308.

Edmonton and Saskatchewan Land
Co's B. (84).

lst R.' and 2nd R. (under suspension of
41st Rule), 282.

Rep. from Con. and 3rd R.«, 328.

Lavell Divorce B.

Postponement of 2nd R., 163.
On adoption of Rep. of Com., 393.

Natural Food Products of North-
West Territories.

On 2nd Rep of Comi., 517.

Prince Edward Island, Tunnel Com-
munication with.

On Mr. Howlan's Enquiry, 277.

Pullman Car Conductors on the In-
tercolonial.

On Mr. Power's Inquiry, 245.

Rule 41, Suspension of, on 2nd R. of
Edmonton and Saskatchewan Land

Co's. B.

M., 282.

Sick Mariners B.
On 2nd R., 252.

CASGRAIN, Hon. Chas, Eusebe.
Summoned to the Senate, introduced

and takes his seat.
3.

Address in reply to Speech from the
Throne.

Resolution seconded, 9.

Canada, Prosperous condition of.
In debate on Address, 9.
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Colonial and Indian Exhibition.

In debate on the Address, 9.

Commerce, Establishment of Depart-
ment of.

In debate on Address, 9.

Fisheries Question, Seulement of.

In debate on Address, 9

North-West Territories, Representa-
tion of, in Senate.

In debate on Address, 10.

Queen's Jubilee, Congratulations upon.
In debate on Address, 9.

Sault Ste. Marie Canal Canal, Con-
struction of.

In debate on the Address, 10.

CLEMOW, Hon. Francis.

Canada Atlantic Railway Co's. Incorp.
Act Amt. B. 132).

Ist and 2nd R's., 461.
On 3rd R. Anit. (striking out certain

words), m., 502.
3rd R. a8 aninded, m., 502.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On 4th Rep., 529.

Customs and Inland Revenue Dept. B.

In Coi., 534.

Kingston, Smith's Falls & Ottawa Rail-
way Co's. Incorp. B. (63).

1st R.1, 278.
2nd R. m., 324.
Rep. from Coin. and 3rd R., 326.

Lavell Divorce B.

On adoption of Rep. of Coin., 391.

Ottawa & Gatineau Valley Railroad
B. (99).

1st R.', and 2nd R., (Rules Suspended),
401.

3rd R.*, 402.

Prescott County Railway Co's. Incorp.
B. (57).

1st R.*, 235.
2nd R. m., 279.
Rep. fron Com. and 3rd R.*,'326.

COCHRANE, Hon. Matthew H.
Massawippi Junction Railway Co's.

Incorp. B. (67).
1st R.», 278.

DeBOUCHERVILLE, Hon.
Charles E. B.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.

In Coin., 448.
In Consid. of Ants.. 471.

Pension Fund Societies B.

Rep. fron Con., 554.

Public Officers Act Amt. B.

Rep. from Coin., 92.

Public Stores B.

Rep. from Coin., 105.

Qualification of Senator Trudel, Peti-
tion concerning.

Reception objected to, 325.

Real Property in North-West 'I errito-
ries Act Amt. B.

Rep. from Coin., 398.

Trudel, Hon. Mr., Qualification of,
Petition concerning.

As to Reception, 567.

DEPUTY GOVERNOR, (Sir Wm.
Ritchie).

Attends at Opening of Parliament, 4.

DEVER, Hon. James.
Banff National Park B.

In Con., (15.

Beveridge and Tibbet's Claim against
the Government.

On Mr. Glasier's M., 367.

British Columbia and Japan, Steam
Communication with, Date of
Opening of

Inquiry, 87.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 308.
In Com., 356.
On 3rd R., 509.
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Customs and Inland Revenue Dept. B.
In Con., 542.

Government Railways Act Amt. B.
In Con., 96.

Public Officers Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 60.

Pullman Car Conductors on the Inter-
colonial.

On Mr. Power's Inquiry, 244.

Quebec Harbor Improvement B.
In Com ., 550.

Railway Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 59.

DICKEY, Hon. Robert B.

Adjournment 2 1-May (April 11).

Objected to, 26.

Adjournment (May 18-25).

On Mr. Ogilvie's M., 82.

Alberta & Athabasca Ry. Co's. Incorp.
Act Amt. B.

Rep. from Con., 240.

Ash Divorce Case-As to service of
Application.

32.

Ash Divorce B.

Rep. from Con., 70.
On M. to ado pt Rep. of Con., 168.
On M. for 3rd R., 194-207.
On Concur. in Commons Ants., 671.

Banff National Park.

On M. to go into Com., 111.
In Com., 114.

Berlin & Canadian Pacific Junction
Ry. Co's. Incorp. B.

Rep. fron Con., 327.

Beveridge and Tibbet's Claim against
the Government.

On Mr. Glasiefs M., 374.

Brantford, Waterloo & Lake Erie Ry.
Co's Incorp. Act Amt. B.

Rep. from Com., 360,
39

British Columbia Defences.

On Mr. Macdonald's M., 48.

Canada Atlantic Ry. Co's. B. (132)'
Rep. from Con., 501.
3rd R. m., 502.

Canada Permanent Loan and Savings
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 90.

Canada Permanent Loan and Savings
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 142.

Canadian Paciic Railway Act Further
Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 250.
Rep. from Coin., 281.

ChinVse Immigration Act Amt. B.

On M. to go into Con., 348.
In Com., 353.
On Consid. of Aits., 477.
In Com again, 505.
On 3rd R., 509.

Companies Act Amt. B.

On Ref. to Coin., 561.

Contingent Accounts Committee.

On Adoption of 4th Rep., 520.

Criminal Procedure Law Anit. B.

On 2nd R., 254.

DeLisle River, Obstructions in, by
Mill Dam, &c.

On Mr. McMillan's Inquiry, 436.

Electoral Franchise Act Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 580.

Free Conveyance of Legislators and
Judges over Rys. B.

On M. to postpone 2nd R, 231.

Goderich & Canadian Pacific Junc-
tion Ry. Co's. Incorp. B.

Rep. from Coin., 241.

Government Railways Act Amt. B.

On Ref. to Com. of W., 63.
In Con., 94.
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Government Railways Act Amt. B.
On 3rd R., 247.

Hamilton CentrL 1 Railway Co's. B.
Rep. from Coin., 280.

Hereford Branch Railway Co. Incorp.
B. (105).

let R.* and 2nd R. (rule 41 being sus-

dended), 426.
3rd R. m., 426.

Imperial Trust Co's. Incorp. B.
,As to Amts., 377,
On 3rd R., 405.

Kincardine & Teesewater Ry. Co's.
Incorp. B.

Rep. from Com., 240.

Kincardine & Teesewater Ry. Co's.
Incorp. Act Amt. B. (149).

lst R.* and 2nd R. (rule 41 suspended),
426.

Rep. froin Con. and 3rd R., 426.

Liquor on board Her Majesty's ships,
in Canadian Waters B.

Rep. fron Coi., 359.

Manitoba and North-Western Railway
Co's. B.

Rep. from Com., 402.

Monteith Divorce B.
On M. to adopt Rep. of Com., 249.

New Brunswick Railway Co's. B.

Rep. from Com., 402.

North-West Territories, Natural Food
Products of.

On Mr. Schviltz's M., 80.

North-West Territories, Representa-
tion of, in Senate B.

In Com., 127.
On 3rd R., 137.

Nova Scotia Building Society's B. (E).
As to Adoption of Petition, 41.

Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Build-
ing Society's B.

On 3rd R., 163.

Ontario & Pacific Ry. Co's. B. (124).
Tht and 2nd R's.,'438.
3rd R.*, 450.

Ontario & Quebec Ry. Co's. B.

Rep. fron Com., 221.

Order-Question raised as to Mr.
Powers remarks on Mr. O'Dono-
hoe's Enquiry.

36.

Order-Question raised as to Rele-
vancy of Mr. Bellerose's Remarks
on 4 th Report of Printing Com

556.

Pension Fund Societies' B.

On lst R., 554.

Pontiac & Pacific Ry. Co's. B.

Rep. from Con., 518,

Privilege-As to Report of Senate
Proceedings in Daily Papers.

Remarks, 376.

Quebec & James' Bay Ry. Co's. B.
(87).

lst R.* and 2nd R. (rule 41 being sus-
pended), 426.

3rd R.*, 427.

Quebec Harbor Improvernent B.
In Coi., 551.

Quebec Ry. Bridge Co's. B.
Rep. fron Com., 451.

Railway Act Ant. B. (47).
On 2nd R., 58.
Rep. irom Com., 222.

Railways, Telegraphs and Harbors
Com.

lst Report presented, 28.
Addition of Mr. Abbott to Com,, 71.

Sick Mariners B.
On 2nd R., 252.

South Norfolk Ry. Co's. Incorp. B.
Rep. from Com., 326.

South Ontario Pacific Ry. Co's. B.
On 3rd R., 330.

St. Martin's & Upham Ry. Ço's. B.
(134).

2nd R. m., 450,
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Temiscouata Ry. Co's. B.
Rep. from Com., 326.

Teeswater & Inverhuron Ry.
B. (D).

O R.,52.
Rep. from Com. with Amts., 136.

Trade and Commerce Dept. B.
In Com., 440.

Co's.

Trudel, Hon. Mr., Qualification of,
Petition Concerning.

On Reception of, 568.
M. that it be not received, 571.

Western Counties Ry. Co's. B.
Rep. from Com., 451.

Winnipeg & Hudson Bay Ry. Co's.
Rep. from Com., 502.

B. [

Winnipeg & Hudson Bay Ry. Co's. B.
On 3rd R., 604.

FERRIER, Hon. James.

Grand Trunk, Georgian Bay & Lake
Erie Ry. Co's. B. (74).

lst R*., and 2nd R. (under suspension of
Rule 41), 283.

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 326.

Midland Railway Co's. B. (75).
lt R. and 2nd R. (under suspension of

41st Rule), 282.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.', 326.

Rule 41, Suspension of, on 2nd R. of
Midland Railway Co's. B.

M. 282.

FLINT, Hon. Billa.
Bay of Quinte Bridge Co's. Incorp. B.

(73).
lt R.', 246.
2nd R. m. 295.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 328

DeLisle River, Obstructions on, by
Mill Dams, etc.

On Mr. McMillan's Inquiry, 436.

Lavell Divorce B.
On 2nd R., 184.

Lavell Divorce B.
On Adoption of Rep. of Com., 387.

Murray Canal Accounts, Auditor of,
Remuneration paid to, etc.

M. for Ret., 281.

FORTIN, Hon. Joseph.
Introduced and takes his seat.

70

GIRARD, Hon. Marc A.
Adjournment (April 21-May i1).

Opposed, 27.

Banff National Park B.
On M. to go into Com., 108.
In Com., 115.

British Columbia and Manitoba, Rep-
resentation of, in the Cabinet.

On Mr. McInnes' Inquiry, 205.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On M. to go into Corn., 351.
Rep. from Com., 449.
On Consid. of Amts., 473.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On Adoption of 4th Rep., 527.

Frencb Canadians in the United States,
Repatriation of.

On Mr. Trudel's Inquiry, 431.

Indian Act Amt. B.
Rep. from Com., 400.

Manitoba & North-West Railway Co's.
B. (109).

lst R.*, and 2nd R.«, (Rule 41 suspend.
ed), m., 401.

Concurr. in Ants. and 3rd R. m., 403.

Natural Food Products of North-West
Territories.

2nd Rep. of Com. Adoption seconded
514.

North-West Territories, Natural Food
Products of

On Mr. Schultz's M. 78.

North-West Territories, Representa-
tion of in Senate B.

Rep from Com., 136.
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Printing Com.

On 4th Rep., 555.

Private Bills, Extension of Time for
Receiving Petitions for, to 13 th
May.

24.
Extension to 30trh May, 53.

Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Railway
and Steamship Co's. B. (79).

lat R., 453.
2nd R. m., 453.
Rep. to Com. m., 460.
Concurr. on Aits. and 3rd IL. m., 503.

GLASIER, Hon. John.

Beveridge and Tibbets Claim against
the Government, Com. upon.

Motion and Renarks, 30-34. .

Beveridge aud Tibbets Claim, Report
of Select Committee upon.

Motion and Remarks, 361.
M. withdrawn, 375.

GOWAN, Hon. Robert James.

Ash Divorce Case.

As to service of petition, 32.

Ash Divorce B.

On M. to Adopt Rep. of Com., 165.174
On M. for 3rd R., 213.
On Concurr. in Commons Aimt., 575.

Banff National Park B.

On M. to go into Coin., 110.
In Com., 115.

Canada Permanent Loan and
Co's. B.

Sivings J

lst R.*, 55.
2nd R. m. postponed, 90.
2nd R. m., 142.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 232.

Canadian Horse Insurance Co. (88).

lst R.*, and 2nd R. (under Suspension
of 41st Rule), 283.

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 327.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.

On Mr. Vidal's Ant. on Consid. of
Amts., 483.

On 3rd R., 509.

Collingwood General and Marine Hos-
pital Incorp. B. (14).

Tst R.*, 238.
2nd R.*, 255.
3rd R.*, 281.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On Adoption of 4th Rep., 527.

Criminal Law Statutes, Distribution of
to Justices of the Peace.

Inquiry, 39.

Electoral Franchise Act Ant. B.

On 2nd R., 581.

Empire Printing & Publishing
(Ic6).

Co.

lst R.», and 2nd R. (under suspension
of Rule 41), 283.

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 328.

French Canadians in the
States, Repatriation of.

On Mr. Trudel's Inquiry, 432.

United

Lavell Divorce B.

On Consid. of Rep. of Con., 380-387.
Mr. Vidal's M. seconded, 390.

Monteith Divorce Case.

As to Service of Application, 51.

Monteith Divorce B.

1st Rep. of Com. presented, 233.
Adoption of Rep. m. postponed, 249.
M. for Adoption carried, 279.

Natural Food Products of North-West
Territories.

On 2nd Rep. of Com., 517.

Noel Divorce B.

On Adoption of Report. 70.

North-West Territories, Representa-
tion of, in Senate B.

In Com., 130.

Nova Scotia Building Society's B. (E).
As to Petition, 40.

Provincial Courts Judges B.
In Com., 548.

Riddell Divorce B.
Rep. of Com. Adoption m., 315-318.

Senators' Qualifications, Attacking of,
Deposit by Applicants.

On Mr. Bellerose's K., 404.
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Standing Orders. and Private Bills
Com.

lt Rep. presented, 28.
2nd and 3rd Reps. presented. 34.
4th Rep., 40.
5th, 6th and 7th Rep. 53.
8th and 9th [Reps., 71.
10th Rep. presented. 86.

Statutes Publication Act Amt. B.

In Coin., 546.

Supreme and Exchequer Court Act
Amt. B.

In Com., 443.

Trade and Commerce Dept. B.

In Com., 441.

Western Assurance Co's. Incorp. Act
Amt. B. (6o).

lst R.*, and 2nd R. (under suspension
of C. 41), 284.

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 327.

dOVERNOR GENERAL, His
Excellency the.

Delivers the Speech From the Throne.
4.

GUEVERMENT, Hon. Jean B.
Richelieu & Ontario Navigation Co's.

B. (ioi).

lst R.*, and 2nd R. (under suspension
of 41st Rule), 283.

Rep. from Corn. and 3rd R.', 327.

HAYTHORNE, Hon. Robert P.

American Fishermen, Regulation of,
when in Canadian Waters.

On Mr. Power's M. 150.

Ash Divorce B.

Adjournment of Debate, m., 182.
Renarks on M. to adopt Rep. 185.

Banff National Park B.

On M. to go into Com., 109.
In Com., 119.

British Columbia and Manitoba, Rep-
resentation of, in the Cabinet.

On Mr. McInnes' Inquiry, 203.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 312.
On M. to go into Com., 853.
In Com., 449.

Electoral Franchise Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 579.

General Inspection Act Amt. B.
Rep. froi Com., 545.

Government Property at Charlotte-
town, Improvement of.

Inquiry, 452.

Lavell Divorce B.
Rep. from Con., 395.

Model Farm for the Maritime Prov-
inces.

Enquiry concerning, 255.

Prince Edward Island, Tunnel Com-
munication with.

On Mr. flowlan's Inquiry, 273.

Privilege-Newspaper Reports of Sen-
ate Debates.

Remarks, 377.

Threats and Intimidation Act Amt.B.
On 2nd R. 584.

Question of Order raised as to Mr.
Power making a second speech
on the Ash Divorce B.

182.

HOWLAN, Hon. George W.
Beveridge and Tibbets Claim against

the Government.
On Mr. Glaeier's M., 374.

British Columbia and Manitoba, Rep-
resentation of, in the Cabinet.

On Mr. McInnes' M., 199.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 302.
On Mr. Vidal's Amt. on Consid. of

of Amts., 485.

Contingent- Accounts Committee.
lst Rep. presented, 28.
Addition of Mr. Abbott to Com., 72.
4th Rep. Adoption m., 519.

Counterfeit and Imitation Notes B.
Rep. fron Com., 360.
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Customs arid Inland Revenue Depts.
B.

In Com., 539.

Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Build-
ing Society's B.

On 3rd R., 163.

Offences against Public Morals Act
Amt B.

On 2nd R, 61.

Prince Edward Island Sub-way, Copies
of Plans and Reports of Survey.

Motion, 35.

Prince Edward Island, Import Rev-
enue of.

Remarke thereon, 199.

Prince Edward Island, Tunnel Com-
munication with, Provision by
Government for.

Inquiry and Remarks, 255-273.

Provincial Courts Judges B.
Rep. from Corn., 549.

Railway Act Amt. B. (47.)
On 2nd R., 59.

Sick and Distressed Mariners'
Amt. B.

Act

On postponement of 2nd R., 237.
On 2nd R., 253-287.

Trudel, Hon. Mr., Qualification of,
Petition coftcerning.

On reception of, 569.

Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Railway
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 457.

KAULBACH, Hon. Henry A N.
Adjournment (April 2i-Mýy i 1).

Objected to, 27.

Adjournment (May 18-25).

On Mr. Ogilvie's M., 82.
On Mr. Ogilvies's M., 83.

American Fishermen, Regulation of,
when within Canadian Waters.

On Mr. Power's M, 148.

Ash Divorce Case, as to
plication.

service of ap-

Ash Divorce B. (B).
On M. to refer to Corn., 45.
On Rep. from Con., 71.
On M. to adopt Rep. of Com., 176.
On M. for 3rd R., 195-214.
On Concurr. in Commons Ants., 577.

Atlantic & North-West Ry. B.
On 3rd R, 411.

Banff National Park B.
On M. to go into Com., 109.
In Com. 119.

British Columbia Defences.
On Mr. Macdonald's M., 49

British Columbia Fisheries, Arrange-
ments Concerning, with the
United States.

On Mr. Macdonald's Inquiry, 101.

British Columbia and Manitoba, Rep-
resentation of in the Cabinet.

On Mr. MeInnes' Inquiry, 202.

Canada, Condition of.
In debate on Address, 19.

Canada Permanent Loan and Savings
Co's. B.

On 2nd R.,143.

Chinese Immigration Restriction Act.,
Wotking of.

On Mr. McInnes' M., 85.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R, 300

Colonial and Indian Exhibition, Suc-
cess of.

In Debate on AIdress, 21.

Customs and Inland Revenue De-
partment B.

In Com., 538.

DeLisle River, Obstructions in, by
Mill Dam, &c.

On Mr. McMillan's Inquiry, 437.
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Electoral Franchise Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 582.

Fraser River, improvement of Naviga-
tion.

On Mr. McInnes' Inquiry, 126.

Free Conveyance of Judges and Leg-
islators over Railways B.

On M. to withdraw B., 294.

French Canadians in the United States,
Repatriation of.

On Mr. Trudel's Inquiry,432.

Fisheries Question, Settlement of.
In Debate on Address, 21.

Indian Act Amt. B.
In Com., 399.

Lavell Divorce Case.

Reading of Petition M., 42.

Lavall Divorce B. (H).

1stR., 54.
2nd R., postponed, 163.
Proot of Service, 183.
2nd R.m., 184.
Exam. of Petitioner dispensed with n.,

185.
Rep. froi Com., 281.
Consid. of Rep., 378.
On Adoption of Rep. of Coi., 393.
Motion, 395.
3rd m., 395.

Monteith Divorce Case.
Reading of Petition, 50.

Monteith Divorce B.
On Ref. to Coin., 229.
On M. to adopt Rep. of Com., 249.

Noel Divorce B. (A).

• As to Proof of Service, 44.
Rece tion of Report of Com. postponed,

On Adoption of Report, 69.

North-West Territories, Representa-
tion of, in Senate B.

In Com., 131.

Offences Against Public Morals Act
Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 61.

Port Moody Pier, Iron Piles for.

On Mr. McInnes' Inquiry, 56.

Privilege-Newspaper Reports of Sen-
ate Debates.

Remarks, 377.

Public Officers Act Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 60.

Pullman Car Conductors on the In-
tercolonial.

On Mr. Power's Inquiry, 224.

Queen's Jubilee, Celebration of.

On Debate on Address, 20.

Riddell Divorce Case.
Proof of Service, 47.

Riddell Divorce B.

On Adoption of Rep. of Com., 315.

Sault Ste. Marie Canal, Construction
of.

In Debate on Address, 23.

Sick and Distressed Mariners Act
Amt. B.

On Postponement of 2nd R., 237.

Sick Mariners B.

On 2nd R., 252-289.

South Ontario Pacific Ry. Co's. B.

On 3rd R, 331.
339.

Trade and Commerce, Department of,
Establishment.

In Debate on the Address, 22.

Trudel, Hon. Mr., Qualification of,
Petition concerning.

On Reception of, 571.

Western Counties Ry. Co's. B. (117).
1st and 2nd R's., 438.
Concurr. on Amts. and 3rd R., 451.

Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Ry. Co's.
B.

On 2nd R., 455.

1 LEWIN, Hon. James. D.

New Brunswick Railway Co's. B. (120).

lst R. and 2nd R. (rules suspended),
401.

Concurr. in Amts. and 3rd R. m., 402.
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McCALLUM, Hon. Lachlan.

Summoned to the Senate, Introduced,
and takes his seat.

3.

Address in answer to the Speech from
the Throne.

Reply noved, 6.

Alberta & Athabaska Ry. Co's.
Act Amt. B. (59).

Ist R.«, 159.
2nd R. m., 231.

Incorp.

Brantford, Waterloo & Lake Erie Ry.
Co's. Incorp. Act. Amt. B. (25).

1st R.*, 238.
2nd R.*, 255.
Concurr. in Aits. and 3rd R. m., 360.

Canada, Prosperous Condition of.
lu debate on the Address, 6.

Canadian Powder Co's. Incorp. B.
(104).

let and 2nd R's., 438.
3rd R., 460.

Canadian Society of Civil Engineers
Incorp. B. (32).

1st R.» and 2nd R. (under suspension
of rule 41), 284.

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 328.

Colonial and Indian Exhibition.
In debate on the Address, 6.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On Adoption of 4th Rep., 526.

Departments of Justice, etc, Reorgan-
ization of

In debate on the Address, 7.

Dominion Bank Guarantee and Pen.
sion Fund Society (48).

Ist R.* and 2nd R (under suspension
of rule 41), 284.

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 327.

Electoral Franchise Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 582.

Fisheries Question, Negotiations con-
cerning.

In debate on the Address, 7.

Goderich & Canadian Pacific Junc-
tion Railway Co's. Incorp. B. (24).

lst R.«, 163.
2ud R. m.,232.
Concurr in Ants. and 3rd R. m,, 279.

Government Railways Act Amt B.
In Com., 97.

Niagara Falls Bridge Co's. Incorp. Act
(43).

1st R.', 235.
2nd R. m., 251.
Rep. from Coi. and 3rd R.«, 326.

North-West Territories, Representa-
tion of, in Senate.

In debate on the Address, 8.

Quebec Harbor Improvement B.
In Com., 553.

Queen's Jubilee, Congratulations upon.
In debate on the Address, 6.

South Norfolk Railway Co's. Incorp.
B. (66.)

lst R.*, 246.
2nd R.*, 279.
Concurr. in Amts. and 3rd R. m., 326.

South Ontario Pacific Railway Co's. B.
')n 3rd R., 338.

Trade and Commerce, Establishment
of Department of.

In debate on the Address, 7.

McCLELAN, Hon. Abner R.

Chinese Immigration Act Ait. B.
On 2nd R., 301.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On Adoption of 4th Rep., 626.

Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Railway
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 458.

MACDONALD, Hon. William J.
Banff National Park B.

On 2nd R., 67.
On M. to go into Com., 109.

British Columbia, Defences of,
respondence concerning.

M. for R. and Remarks, 48.

British Columbia and Japan,
Service between.

Inquiry, 72.

Cor-

Mail

British Columbia Fisheries, Arrange-
ments concerning,with the United
States.

Inquiry 101.

British *Columbia and Manitoba, Rep-
resentation of, in the Cabinet.

On Mr. Mclnnes' Inquiry, 202.
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Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 311.
Un M. to go into Coi., 352.
In Com., 353.

Chinese Immigration, Statistics of.
On Mr. MeInnes' M., 64.

Indian Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 358.

Indian Act Amt. B.
On 3rd R., 417-424.

Metlakathla Indian Troubles, Corres-
pondence, etc., concerning.

Motion and Remarks, 30.

North-West Territories, Natural Food
Products of.

On Mr. Schultz's M., 78.

Quebec Harbor Improvement B.
Rep. from Corn., 553.

Upper Columbia Railway Co's Incorp.
B. (49).

lst R.* and 2nd R. (under suspension of
rule 41), 284.·

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 326.

Western Coast of the Dominion, Defen-
ces of.

Inquiry, 123.

MACFARLANE, Hon. Alexander

Eastern Canada Savings and Loan
Co's. Incorp. B. (55).

lst R.1, 278.
2nd R. m., 324.
Concurr. in Ants. and 3rd R., 328.

McKAY, Hon. Thomas.

General Inspection Act Arnt B.
In Con., 545.

McINNES, Hon. Thomas R.

Adjournment (April 2 i-May i i).
Opposed, 27.

Adjournment (May 18-25).
On Mr. Ogilvie's M., 82.

Banff National Park B.
On M. to go into Com., 110.

40

British Columbia and Manitoba, Rep-
resentation of, in the Cabinet.

Inquiry and Remarks. 196-199.

British Columbia Fisheries, Arrange-
ments concerning, with the Unit-
ed States.

On Mr. Macdonald's Inquiry, 102.

Canada Atlantic Railway Co's. B.
On 3rd R., 502.

Canadian Pacific Ry. Co's. Act Fur-
ther Amt. B.

On 3rd R., 339.
Ant (expunging certain words) m., 344.
Ant. (postponig 3rd R.) m., 345.
Lost, 346.

Chinese Immigration, Return con-
cerning.

M. for Return, 64.

Chinese Immigration Restriction Act,
Working of, etc.

M. for Return, 83.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 296.
In Com., 449.
On 3rd R., ant. (three months hoist)

m., 510.
Lost on a Div., 511.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On 4th Rep., 527.

Fraser River, Improvement of Navi-
gation of

Inquiry, 125.

Fraser River, Winter Navigation of.
Inquiry, 124.

Free Conveyance of Legislators and
Judges over Railways B.

1st R.-, 86.
2nd R.* postponed, 231.
Bill withdrawn, 201.

Government Railways Act Amt. B
In Com., 98.

Order-Question of, as to Mr. Almon's
Allusions concerning himself.

295.

Order-Question of, Raised as to Mr.
McKindsey imputing motives.

34.
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Port Moody Pier, Iron Piles for, Dis-
position of.

Inquiry, 55.

Port Moody Wharf, Disposition of
Iron Piles provided for, etc.

Inquiry, 65.

Privilege-Question of, as to foot notd
in Penitentiaries Report.

Remarks, 284.

Privilege-Inspector of Penitentiatds
Breach of Privilege.

Inquiry, 377.

Vancouver Harbor and English ky
Foreshores, and the Canain
Pacific Railway. Co.

Inquiry, 403.

Vancouver Harbor and English bay
Foreshores, Grant of to Canadin
Pacific Railway Co.

Inquiry, 233.

McKINDSEY, Hon. George C
Atlantic & North-West Railway CW.

B. (44).
lot R.*, 278.
2nd R. m., 323.
3rd R. m., 406.

Canadian Pacific Ry. Co's. Act Fek
ther Amt. B. (45).

2nd R. m., 250.
Concurr. in Amts. of Com., m., 281.
3rd R. m., 339.
Quest. of Order as to Mr. O'Donohoe's

Amt., 344.

Government Railways Act Amt. B.
In Com., 98.

Guelph Junction Ry. Co's. B. (i 18).

lst and 2nd R'o., 438.
3rd R.*, 450.

Manufacturers Accident Insurance
Co's. Incorp. B. (125).

lst R. and 2nd R. (Rule 41 suopended),
426.

3rd R.*, 427.

Manufacturers Life Insurance Co's.
B. (29).

lut IL«, 163.
2nd R. m*, 232.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 232.

Monteith Divorce Case.
Reading of Petition and Proof of

Service, 50.
Monteith Divorce B. (I).

lot R.*, 71.
Certificate of Notice presented &c., 299.
2nd R. and Ret. to Com. m., 229.
3rd R. m., 280.

Ontario & Quebec Ry. Co's. B. (27).
lst R.*, 126.
2nd R. m., 159.
Rep. of Com. and 3rd R. m.. 221.

Order-Question raised as to Mr.
McInnes' Amt. on 3rd R. of
Canadian Pacific Ry. Co's. B.

344.

St. Catherines & Niagara Central Ry.
Co's. B. (i1).

lst R.', 64.
2nd R. m., 102.
3rd R.-, 136.

Teeswater & Inverhuron Ry. Co's. B.
(D).

lst R.*, 87.
2nd R. m., 52.
3rd R. m., 137.

McMASTER, Hon. Will1am.
Freehold Loan & Savings Co's. Act

Amt. B. (156).
lot and 2ud R's., 461.

McMILLAN, Hon. Donald.
DeLisle River, Obstructions in, by

Mill Dam, Provision of Fishways,
&c.

Inquiry, 435.

MÊRNER, Hon. Samuel.
Berlin & Canadian Pacific Junction

Ry. Co's, Incorp. B. (35).
1à R.', 235.
2nd R. m., 251.
OonOurr. on Aits and 3rd R., 327.

Canadian Pacific Ry. Co's. Act Fur-
ther Amt. B. (45).

lst R.', 235.

Summoned to the Senate.
3.

610



I.--INDEX TO SENRTORS.

Introduced and takes his seat.
4.

MILLER, Hon. William.

Adjournment (May 18-25).
On Mr. Ogilvie's M., 82.

Ash Divorce Case.
As to service of application, 32.

Canada Permanent Loan & Savings
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 92.

Canadian Pacific Ry. Co's. Act Fur-
ther Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 250.

Chinese Immigration, Statistics of.
On Mr. McInnes' M., 65.

Chinese Immigration Restriction Act,
Working of.

On Mr. McInnes' M. for Ret., 84.

Chinese Immigration Act Repeal B.
On 2nd R., 396.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On M. to go into Com., 351.
In Com., 356; 448.
On Consid. of Amts., 467.
On 3rd R., 508.

Contingent Accounts Con.
On Adoption of 4th Rep., 520.

Criminal Procedure Act Amt. B.
Rep. from Corn., 291.

Government Railways Act Amt. B.
In Com., 93.

Government Railways Act Amt. B.
On 3rd R., 247.

Library Books, Mutilation of.
Remarks, 239.

Liquor on Board Her Majesty's Ships
in Canadian Waters B.

In Com., 359.
North-West Territories, Natural Food

Products of.
On Mr. Schults's M., 80.

Nova Scotia Building Society's B. (E).
As to Adoption of Petition, 40.

Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Build-
ing Society's B.

On 2nd R., 89.

Ontario and Qu'Appelle Land Co's. B.
On 2nd R. m., 295.

Order-Remarks as to Point of Order
raised by Mr. Dickey against Mr.
Power.

36.

Public Officers Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 60.

Pullman Car Conductors on the Inter-
colonial, Inadequate Remunera-
tion of.

On Mr. Power's Inquiry, 244.

Railway Act Amt. B. (47).
On 2nd R., 58.

Rules 41 and 61, Suspension of, as
regards certain Bills.

Suggestion, 281.

Sick and Distressed Mariners Act
Amt. B.

On postponemeut of 2nd R., 236.

South Ontario Pacific Railway Co's. B.
On Question of Order as te Mr.

O'Donohoe's M., 336.

St. Martins & Upham Railway Co's. B.
ist R.0, 438.
3rd R.*, 501.

Supreme and Exchequer Court Act
Amt. B.

In Com., 445.

Trudel, Hon. Mr., Qualification of,
Petition concerning.

On Reception of, 567.

ODELL, Hon. William H.
Banff National Park B.

On M. te go into Corn., 110.
lu Com., 122.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On. Mr. Vidal's Arnt. on Consid. of

Arnts., 487.
On -3rd R., 509.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On Adoption of 4th Rep., 623.
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Sabbath Desecration, Petition from
Black River, N. B., Concerning.

Presented, 160.

O'DONOHOE, Hon. John.
Beveridge & Tibbetts Claim against

the Governnient.
On Mr. Glasier's M., 373

Cabinet, Catholic Representation in
the, Correspondence Concerning.

Inquiry, 35.

South Ontario Pacific Ry. Co's. B.
On 3rd R., 331.
Amt. to 3rd Clause (with reference to

St. Catherines and Niagara R. R.
Co.,) m, 333.

Ref. to Com. of W. m., 336.

Speeches in the Senate, Difficulty of
Hearing them.

Remarks, 278.

OGILVIE, Hon. Alexander W.
Adjournment (May 18-25).

Motion, 82.

Ash Divorce Case.

Petition &c., presented, and explana-
tions as to service of application,
31.

Reading of petition M., 34.

Ash Divorce B. (B).

lst R., 34.
2nd R. m., 45.
Ref. to a Com., 45.
Adoption of Rep. of Con. m., 164-175.
3rd R. m. postponed, 194 207.
3rd R.. 229.
Concurr. in Commons Aints. m., 571.

Banff National Park B.

On M. to go into Com., 111.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 300.

Equity Insurance Co's. B..(69).

lot R, and 2nd R. (under suspension
of 41st Rule), 283.

Equity Insurance Co's. Incorp. B. (69).
Rep. from Com.and 3rd R.*, 327.

Imperial Trust Co's. Incorp. B. (15).
lt R.*, 235.
2nd R.*, 279.
3rd R. m., 405.

Noel Divorce Case-Notice of Ser-
vice of Application Presented
and Petition read.

M. 31.

Noel Divorce B. (A).
lt R.*, 34.
As to service of proce8s, 42.
2nd R. m., 43.
Ref. to Com. m., 44.
Reception.of Report of Com. postponed,

62.
Adoption of Rep. m., 69.
3rd R. m., 70.

Order-Remarks as to Decision of
Speaker.

558.

Privilege-As to Report of Senate
Proceedings in Daily Papers.

Remarks, 376.

Quebec Harbor Improvement B.

In Com., 552.

Riddell Divorce Case.

Proof of Service &c., 47.

Riddell Divorce B. (G).

lot R.*, 54
Certificate of Notice presented, and

proof of service, 2nd R. m., 248.
On Adoption of Rep. of Con., 319.
3rd R. m, 321.

South Ontario Pacific Ry. Co's. B.

On Mr. O'Donohoe's Amt., on 3rd R.
335.

St. Gabriel Levee & Ry. Co's. Act
Revival B. (12).

lst R.«, 126.
3rd R. m., 235.

PELLETIER, Hon. Charles A. P
Banff National Park B.

Rep. f rom Com., 123.

Qualification of Senator Trudel, Pe-
tition Concerning.

Remarks upon, 325.

POIRIER, Hon. Pascal.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.

On Mr. Vidal's Amt. on Consid, of
Amta of Com., 482.
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POWER, Hon. Lawrence G.
Adjournment (May 18-25).

On Mr. Ogilvie's M., 82.

Alberta & Athabaska Railway Co's.
Ircorp. Act. Amt. B. (59).

Concurr. in Arnts. and 3rd R., 279.

American Fishermen, Regulation of,
when within Canadian waters.

M. and Remarks, 144-148, 155.

Ash Divorce B.
On M. to refer to Com., Remarke, 46.
On M. to Adopt Rep. of Com., 164.
On M. for 3rd R., 195.
Remarku and Adj. of Debate, 220.
Further Remarks, 222.

Atlantic & North-West Railway B.
On 3rd R., 40-411, 415.

Banff National Park B.
On 2nd R., 68.

Banff National Park B.
On M. to go into Com., 112.
In Com., 116

Beveridge and Tibbets claim against
the Government.

On Mr. Glasier's M., 30, 34.
Un Mr. Glaier's M., 373.

British Columbia and Manitoba, Rep
resentation of, in Cabinet.

On Mr. McInnes' Inquiry, 201.

British Columbia Fisheries, arrange-
ments concerning, with the Unit
ed States.

On Mr. Macdonald's Inquiry, 102.

Canada, Condition of.
In debate on the Addrese, 14.

Canada Atlantic Steamship Co's. In-
corp. B. (132).

Rep. from Com. and 2nd R., 450.

Canada Permanent Loan and Savings
Co's B.

On 2nd R., 143.

Canada Permanent Loan and Savings
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 91.

Canadian Pacific Railway Co's. Act
Further Amt. B.

On 3rd R., 344.

Catholic Representation in the Cabi-
net, Correspondence concerning.

On Mr. O'Donohoe's Inquiry, 36.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 309.
In Com., 356.
On Consid. of Amts., 478.

Chinese Immigration Restriction Act,
Workng of.

On Mr. McInnes' M. for Ret., 84.

Colonial and Indian Exhibition.
In debate on the Address, 15.

Companies Act Amt. B.
On Ref. to Con., 561.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On adoption of 4th Rep., 521.

Counterfeit and Imitation Notes B.
In Com., 359.

Criminal Procedure Act Amt. B.
In Com., 290.

Customs Duties Act Amt. B.
On 3rd R., 571.

Customs and Inland Revenue Depts. B
In Com., 536.

Departments of Justice, etc., Reorgan-
ization of.

In debate on Address, 18.

DeLisle River, Obstructions on, by
mill-dams, etc.

On Mr. McMillan's Inquiry, 436.

Dynamite, Importation of, into Halifax.
Inquiry a8 to Papers, 28.

Electoral Franchise Act Ant. B.
On 2nd R., 581.

Fisheries Question, Settlement of.
In debate on the Address, 16.

General Inspection Act Amt. B.
In Com., 544.

Government Railways Act Amt. B.
On Ref. to a Com., 63.
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Government Railways Act Amt. B.
In Com., 93.

Indian Act Amt B.
In Com., 398.

Lavell Divorce B.
Postponement of 2nd R., 163.

Laviolette Pension B.
On 2nd R., 397.

Liquors on Board Her Majesty's Ships
in Canadian waters B.

Tn Com., 359.

Library Committee.
On Adoption of 2nd Rep., 532.

Manitoba & North-Western Railway
Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 401.

Massawippi Junction Railway Co's.
Ihcorp. B.

On 2nd R., 323.

Nova Scotia Building Society's B. (E).
As to Adoption of Petition, 40.

Nova Scotia Permanent Benefit Build-
ing Society's B.

On 2nd R., 89.

North-West Territories, Representa-
tion of, in Senate.

In debate on Address, 18.

North-West Territories, Representa-
tion of, in Senate B.

In Com., 129.

Order-Question raised as to Speaker's
Decision.

557,

Order-Question raised as to Mr.
Almon's remarks.

566.

Penitentiaries Act Amt. B.
In Coin., 280.

Pension Fund Societies B.
In Com., 554.

Pictou Bank Winding up B. (85).
lit R.« and 2nd R. (under suspension

of Rule 41), 284.
Rep. froni Com. and 3rd R., 327.

Pilot Bernard Gallaghar's Case, Cor-
respondence concerning.

M. for Ret., 561.

Pontiac & Pacific Railway ço's. B.
On 3rd R,, 518.

Public Stores B.
In Com., 104.

Pullman Car Conductors on the Inter-
colonial Railway, Inadequate Re-
muneration of.

Inquiry, 242.

Printing Com.
On Adoption of 3rd Rep., 395.

Printing Committee.
On 4th Rep., 555.

Property Qualifications of Senators.
Inquiry, 88.

Provincial Courts Judges B.
In Coin., 548.

Public Officers Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 60.

Quebec Harbor Improvement B.
In Com., 549.

Queen's Jubilee, Congratulations upon.
In debate on the Addreus, 15.

Railway Act Amt B. (47).
On 2nd R., 59.

Riddell Divorce Case.
On Adoption of Rep. of Com., 315-319.

Sault Ste. Marie Canal, Construction
of.

In debate on Address, 19.

Senate Leadership, Arrangements con-
cerning.

Inquiry, 38.

Sick and Distressed Mariners Act
Amt B.

On Postponement of 2nd R., 237.

Sick Mariners Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 254-289.

Solicitor General's B.
In Coin., 547.
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South Ontario Pacific Railway Co's. B.
On 3rd R., 329-337.

Statutes Publication Act Amt. B.
In Com., 546.

St. Lawrence River Improvement B.
On 2nd R., 566.

Subsidies in Money to Railways B.
On 2nd and 3rd R'., 585.

Supply Bill;
On 2nd R., 586.

Supreme and Exchequer Court Act
Amt. B.

In Coin., 441.

Threats and Intimidations Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 583.

Trade and Commerce, Establishment
of Department of.

In debate on the Addres, 17.

Trade and Commerce Department B.
In Com., 438.

Western Counties Railway B.
Rep. from Com., 653.
On 3rd R., 560.

Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Railway
and Steamship Co's. B.

On 2nd R., 453.

READ, Hon. Robert.
Beveridge & Tibbett's Claim.

lot Rep. of Corn. presented, 232.
On Mr. Glasier's M., 36.

Coburg, Blairton & Marmora Iron &
Ry. Co's. Incorp. B. (103).

lot R.", and 2nd R.«, 378.
3rd R.*, 401.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On Adoption of 4th Rep. 521.

Government Railways Act Am. B.
In Com., 98.

Grange Trust Winding up B. (39).
lot R.', 235.
2nd R. m., 279.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 327.

Joint Committee on Printing.
3rd Rep. presented, 395.
4th Rep. 556.

Kincardine and Teeswater Ry. Co's.
Incorp. B.

lot R.0, 159.
2nd R. m., 183.
3rd R.-, 240.

Londonderry Iron Co,s Incorp. B.
(83).

lot R..*, and 2nd R. (under suspension
of Rule 41), 283.

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.', 327.

Monteith Divorce B.
On Ref. to Coin., 230.

Oshawa Ry. & Navigation Co's B (82).
lot R.*, and 2nd R. (under suspension

of Rule 41), 283.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.», 326.

Quebec Harbor Improvement B.
In Com., 550.

Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Ry. Co's.
B.

On 2nd R., 456.
On 3rd R. Amt. (striking out certain

words), m., 503.
Amt. withdrawn, 504.

ROSS, Hon. James G.

Chinese Immigration Act Am. B.

On Mr. Vidal's Amt. on Consid. of
Amte., 491.

Quebec Ry. Bridge Co's Act Amt. B.
(90).

lot and 2nd R's., 438.
Concurr. on Amte. and 3rd R. m., 452.

ROSS, Hon. John J.
Banff National Park B.

On M. to go into Com., 113.

SANFORD, Hon. William E.
Summoned to the Senate, Introduced

and Takes his Seat.
3

Hamilton Central Ry. Co's. B. (38).
lot R.', 235.
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South Ontario Pacific Ry. Co's. In-
corp. B. (89).

2nd R. m., 251.
3rd R. m., 328.

SCOTT, Hon. Richard W.
Address, Mover and Seconder of,

Congratulations offered to.
11

Ash Divorce B.
On M. to adopt Rep. of Coin.,172.
On M. for 3rd R., 211.

Banff National Park B.
On,2nd R., 67.

Beveridge & Tibbet's Claim against
the Government.

On Mr. Glasier's M., 372.

Campbell, Sir Alexander, Reference
to his Retirement.

Canada, Peaceful Condition of
In Debate on the Address, Il

Canadian Pacific Ry. Co's. Act Fur-
ther Amt. B.

On 3rd R., 341.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 302.
On M. to go into Coin., 349.
In Com. Amt. to 1st Clause, 354.
On Consid. of Amt&, 474.
In Com. again, 506.

Colonial and Indian Exhibition.
In Debate on the Address, 12.

Contingent Accounts Committee.
On adoption of 4th Rep., 523.

Customs and Inland Revenue B.

In Com., 532.

Fisheries Question, Treatment of.

In Debate on the Address, 12.

Government Railways Act Amt. B.

In Com. 96.

Indian Act Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 358.

Jubilee of Her Majesty, Address of
Congratulation.

M. seconded, 157.

North-West Territories, Representa-
tion of, in the Senate B.

In Corn., 132.
On 3rd R., 139

Offences Against Public Morals Act
Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 61

Pembroke Postoffice, Particulars Con-
cerning.

Inquiry, 255.

Provincial Courts Judges B.
In Com., 547.

Railway Act Amt. B. (41).
On 2nd R., 58.

Sault Ste. Marie Canal, Construction
of.

In debate on the Address, 13.
Solicitor General's B.

In Com., 546.

Speaker, Congratulations offerèd to,
on his Appointment.

10

South Ontario Pacific Ry. Co's. B.
On Zrd R., 329.
On Mr. O'Donohoe's amt,, 333.
Point of Order taken, 336.

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act
Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 425.

Supreme and Exchequer Courts Act
Amt. B.

In Corn., 441.

Threats and Intimidations Act Amt.
B. (162).

On 2nd R., 583.
Trade and Commerce Department B.

In Com., 438.
Trudel, Hon. Mr., Qualification of,

Petition Concerning.
On Reception of, 569.

Winnipeg and Hudsons Bay Ry. Co's.
B.

On 2nd R., 453.
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SCHULTZ, Hon. John C.
Land Scrip in Manitoba, Issue of, by

Department of Interior.
M. for Ret., 328.

Natural Food Products of North-West
Territories Com.

Ist Rep. presented, 87.
2nd Rep. adoption m., 512.

North-West Territories, Natural Food
Products of, Conmittee upon.

M. and Remarks,72-78.

SENECAL, Hon. Louis A.
Summoned to the Senate, Introduced

and Takes his Seat.
3.

SMITH, Hon. Frank.
Act Relating to Railways.

ist R.*, 5.

Adjournment (April 2 1.May i i).
Remarks, 27.

Banff National Park B. (16).
lst R.«, 42.

British Columbia Defences.
On Mr. Macdonald's M.,50.

Cabinet, Catholic Representation in
the, Correspondence Concerning.

Reply to Mr. O'Donohoe, 36.
Consideration of the Speech from the

Throne.
M., 5.

Contingent Accounts Com.
On Adoption of 4th Rep., 526.

Criminal Law Statutes, Distribution
of, to Justices of the Peace.

Reply to Mr. Smith's Enquiry, 39.
Dynamite. Importations of into Hali

fax.
Reply to Mr. Power's Inquiry, 28.

Government Railways Act Amt. B. (6).
lst R.«, 42.
2nd R. m., 53.
Ref. to Com. of W. postponed, 63.

Intercolonial Ry., Delayed Trains
upon, Cause of.

Reply to Mr. Almon's Inquiry, 29.

Metlakathla Indian Troubles, Corres-
pondence concerning.

Mr. Macdonald's M. agreed to, 31.

North-West Territories Representation
in Senate B. (17).

lt R.-, 42.
Orders and Customs of the Senate.

A ppointment of Con. upon, M., 5.
Petition for Private Bills, Time for

Receiving-extended to May 2oth.
24.
Extension to June 61th, 53.

Port Moody Pier, Iron Piles for, Dis-
position of,

Reply to Mr. McInnes, 57.
Private Bills, Extention of Time for

presenting, to May 2oth.
M., 24.

Public Officers Act Amt. B. (5).
lst R.*, 42.
2nd R. m., 60.
3rd R.0, 92.

Public Stores Act Amt. B. (20).

lot R.«, 42.
Railway Act Amt. B. (47).

lot R.«, 42.
2nd R. m., 58.

Senate, Leadership of.
Explanation, 26.

Senate Leadership, Arrangement Con-
cerning.

Reply to Mr. Power's Enquiry, 38.
Sessional Committees, on the Library,

Printing, Banking and Commerce,
Railways, Contingent Accounts,
Standing Orders and Private
Bills, and Debates.

M. 26.

SPEAKER, The (HoN. JoSIAH B.
PLUMB).

Announces that the Speech from the
Throne will not be delivered until
the House of Cômmons has
chosen a Speaker.

4.
Appointment of, Communicated to the

House by the Clerk.
3.
Mr. Plumb takes the Chair, 3.

Ash Divorce Case.
As to service of Application, 33.

Ash Divorce B.
On M. to refer to Com., 46.
As to adoption of Rep. of Com., 172.
On M. for 3rd R., 216.
On Concurr. in Commons Amts,, 578.
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Banff National Park B.
In Com., 114.

Canada Atlantic Railway Co's. B.
On 3rd R., 502.

Canadian Pacific Railway Co's.
Further Amt. B.

On 2nd R., 251.

Act,

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On M. to go into Coin., 352.

Chinese Immigration Act Repeal B.
On 2nd R, ruled out of order, 396,

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On consid. of Ants., Mr. Vidal's Amt.

(restoring Bill (P) to Orders of the
day) ruled out of order, 500.

Senators, new, Summoned-House
informed by the Speaker of Ap-
pointment of following new Sen-
ators.

Hon. Samuel Merner,
Hon, Charles Eusebeo Casgrain,
Hon, Louis Adelard Senecal,
Hon, Lauchlin McCallum,
Hon, William E. Sanford, 3.

Leave of Absence granted to
Boucher.

360.

Mr.

Library Books and Records, Mutila-
tion of.

Remarks concerning, 238.
Natural Food Products of North-West

Territories.
On 2nd Rep. of Com., 517.

Order-Mr. Bellerose ruled out of
order for irrelevant remarks.

557.
Order-Ruling as to Mr. Dickey's

point of order against Mr. Power.
36,

Order-Mr. McInnes' Amt. on 3rd R.
of Canadian Pacific Ry Co's. B.
ruled out of order.

34,.

Presents communication of Governor
General as to the Opening of
Parliament by the Deputy Gover-
nor.

3.

Privilege-Newspaper Reports of Sen-
ate Debates.

Remarke, 377.

Property Qualifications of certain Sen-
ators presented.

88.

Provincial Courts Judges B.
In Com., 548.

Qualification of Senator Trudel, Peti-
tion concerning.

Ruled out of order, 325.
Reports Speech from the Throne.

o,
South Ontario Pacific Railway Co's. B.

Mr. O'Donohoe's Anit. on 3rd R. ruled
out of order, 336.

Mr. O'Donoboe's M. to refer to Com.
of W. ruled out of order, 336.

Trudel, Hon. Mr., Qualification of,
Petition concerning.

On Reception of, 568.

STEVENS, Hon. Gardner G.
Massawippi Junction Ry. Incorp. B.

2nd R., m., 323.
Rep. fron Coin. and 3rd R*., 326.

Waterloo & Magog Ry. Co's. B. (oo).
lst R.«, 378.
2nd R*., 403.
3rd R.*, 427.

SULLIVAN,Hon. Michael.
Leeds and Grenville, Sale of Liquor

in, under Canada TemperEnce
Act.

Inquiry, 437.
Speeches in the Senate, Difficulty of

Hearing then.
Complaint, 278.

SUTHERLAND, Hon John.
Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Ry. Co's.

B.
On 2nd R., 454.

TRUDEL, Hon. Francois Xavier.
Address to Her Majesty, Correction

in Wording of.
Renarks, 246.

Beveridge and Tibbet's Clain Against
the Government.

On Mr. Glasier's M, 370.
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.

On Consid. of Amts., 471, 499.
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Contingent Accounts Com.
On 4th Rep., 529.

Departmental Buildings, Construction
of, at Ottawa, Tenders for.

Inquiry, 233.

French Canadians in the United
States, Repatriation of, Govern-
ment Action Concerning.

Inquiry and Remarks, 427-431.

Library Books, Mutilation of.
Remnarks, 239.

Public Buildings at Ottawa, Iron Work
for, Construction of, &c,

Enquiry, 87.

Supreme and Exchequer Court Act
Amendment B.

In Com., 444.

Western Canada Loan and Savings
Co's. B.

On 3rd R., 161.

TURNER, Hon. James.
Anglo-Canadian Bank Incorp. Act

Revival B. (98).
Ist R. and 2nd R. (rule suspended),401.
On 3rd R., 427.

North-West, Representation of in Sen-
ate, B.

In Coin., 130.
Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Ry. Co's.

B.
On 2nd R., 456.

VIDAL, Hon. Alexander.
Adjournment (May 18-25).

Amendment to Mr. Ogilvie's M., 82.

Ash Divorce B.
On M. to adopt Rep. of Com., 189.

Banff National Park B.
In Con., 116.

British Loan and Investment Co's.
Act Amt. B, (61).

1st R., and 2nd R., (Rules Suspended),
401.

Concurr. in Anits. and 3rd R. m., 451.

Canada Accident Insurance Co's. B.
(78).

1st R.* and 2nd R. (under suspension of
41st Rule), 283.

Rep. from Coni. and 3rd R.*, 327.

Chinese Immigration Restriction Act,
Working of.

On Mr. Mclnnes' M., 85.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt B.
On 2nd R., 306.
On M. togo into Com ,348.
In Con., 353,
On Consid. of Amts., (restoring B. (P)

to the Orders of the Day) m, and
Renarks, 461-466,

Anmt. withdrawn, 500,
In Com. again, 507,
3rd R. objected to, 50t,

Chinese Immigration Act Repeal B.
(P).

1st R.*, 328.
2nd R. m., 399.
Bill withdrawn, 396,

Customs and Inland Revenhe Depart-
ment B.

In Com., 543.

Dominion Oil Pipe Line Co's-B. (96).
1st and 2nd R's., (under suspension of

Rule 41), 328.
On 2nd R., 403.

Government Railways Act Amt. B.
On reference to Con. of W., 63:
On M. to go into Com., 94.
Rep. from Com., 101.

Grand Trunk Ry. B.

Tst R.*', 66.
2nd R. m., 103.
3rd R., 136.

Hamilton Central Ry. Co's. B. (38).
On M. for 3rd R., 235.
2nd R., m., 251.
3rd R., m., 281.

Lavell Divorce B.

On adoption of Rep. of Com., M, that it
be ref. back to Com,, 388.

M. withdrawn, 392.
Ref. to Con. of W. m,, 395.

Manitoba South-Western Colonization
Ry. Co's. B. (133).

lst R.*, 449.
Rep. from Con. and 2nd R., 450.
3R.', 517.

Nova Scotia Building Society's B. (E).
As to adoption of Petition, 40,

Offences Against Public Morals Act
Amt. B. (21).

Lst R.*, 42.
2nd R. m., 60.
3rd R.*, 93.
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Ontario & Qu'Appelle Land Co's. B.
(62).

lot R.-, 246.
3rd R. m., 403.

Ontario & Sault Ste. Marie Ry. Co.
lst R., 64.
2nd R. m., 103.
3rd R , 136.

Order-Remarks as to Point of Order
raised by Mr. Dickey against Mr.
Power.

36.

Primitive Methodist Colonization Co's.
B. (F).

lst R.1, 42.
2nd R. m., 67.
3rd R.', 136.

Printing Committee.
lstR. presented(in absence of M.r Read,)

34,

Public Officers Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 60.

Senate Debates Reporting Committee.
lst Rep. presented, 28.
2nd do 183.

Sick and Distressed Mariners
Amt. B.

On Postponement of 2nd R., 236.

Act

Solicitor General's Appointment B.
Rep. from Coi., 547.

South Ontario Pacific Ry. Co's. Incorp.
B. (89).

Ist R.*, 235.

Supreme and Exchequer Court Act
Amt. B.

In Com., 446.

Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Railway
Co's B.

On 3rd R., 504.

WARK, Hon. David.
American Fishermen, Regulation of,

when within Canadian waters.
On Mr. Power's M., 148.

British Columbia and Manitoba, Rep-
resentation of, in the Cabinet.

On Mr. MeInnes' Inquiry, 204.
Canada PermanentLoan and Savings

Co's. B.
On 2nd R., 90.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.
On 2nd R., 60.
On M. to go into Com., 351.
On Mr. Vidal's Ant. on Coneid. of

Amts., 482.
Library Books, Mutilation of.

Renarks, 240.
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Address in Reply to Speech from the
Throne.

Moved (Mr. McCallum), 6; seconded
(Mr. Casgrain), 9; renarks (Mr.
Scott), 10; (Mr. Power), 14; (Mr.
Kaulbach), 19; (Mr. Bellerose), 23.

Adjournments.
See "Senale".

Agriculture Department Act Amt.
B. (116), Mr. Abbott.

Ist R., 449.
2nd and 3rd R's ,512.

Agricultural Colleges and Experimental
Farm Stations, Saunders' Pamphlet
Upon, Publication of, in French.

Inquiry (Mr. Bellerose), Reply (Mr.
A bott), 241.

Alberta & Athabasca Ry. Co's.
Incorp. Act Amt. B. (59), Mr.
McCallum.

1st R.-, 159.
2nd R. m., 231.
Rep. fram Con., 240.
Concurr. in Amts. and 3rd R. m., 279.

American Fishermen in Canadian Wat-
ers, Subjection of, to Canadian Reg-
ulations.

Motion and Renarks, (Mr. Power), 144,
148; Discussion, (Mr. Kaulbach),
148; (Mr. Carveil), 149; (Mr.
Havthorne), 150. (Mr. Abbott),
152; (Mr. Power), 155; »Motion
agreed to 156.

Anglo-Canadian Bank Incorp Act
Amt. B. (98), Mr. Turner.

1st R. and 2nd R, 401.
3 rid R., 427.

Ash Divorce Case.
Proof of service and Reading ol petition,

31.

Ash Divorce B. (B), Mr. Ogilvie.
1st R.0, 34.
2nd R. m., 44
Ref. to Coin. m., 45; Rep. of Coin.

postponed, 70; Adoption of Rep.
m., 164; Discussion, 164-182; Adj.
of Debate, 182; Deb. continued,
185-194; M. carried, 194;
3rd R. m., 194; postponéd, 196;
3rd R. m., 207 ; ebate, 207-221 ;

Debate adjourned, 221 ; Resumed,
222; 3rd R. on a division, 229 ;
Concurr. on Aints. of H. of C. m.,
571; Debate 571.578; M. agreed to
on a division, 578.

Atlantic & North-West Ry. Co's.
B. (44), Mr. McKindsey.

18t R.», 278.
2nd R. m., 323.
3rd R. m., 406.

Banff National
Smith.)

Park B. (16, Mr.

lst R.-, 42.
2nd R. m., 67.
M to go into Coin. and Discnssion, 106-

114; in Com. on 2nd Claus-e At.
(changing naine to "Rocky Moun-
tain Park") m. Mr. Abbott, 114;
Carried, 117.

Banking and Commerce Commitee.

Appcintnient and constitutiou of, 25.
lt Rep. (Mr. Allan), 28.
Addition of Mr. Abbott to Con., 71.

Bay of Quinte Bridge Co. Incorp.
B. {73), Mr. Flint.

lst R.0, 246.
2nd R. m., 295.
Rep froin Com. and 3rd R.*, 328.

Berlin & Canadian Pacific Junc-
tion Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (35), Mr.
Mep ner.

1st R.*, 235.
2nd R, m., 251.
Rep. from Coin. Concur in Anit. and

3rd R. m., 327.

Beveridge and Tibbef s Claim against the
Dominion Government.

Motion for a Com. (Mr. Glasier), 29.
M. renewed and granted, 34.
Ist Rep. of Com. presented, 232.

Bermuda &• Cuba Steamship Co.
Petition for leave to present a petition

for a Bill, (Mr. Almon), 221.

ggLL.
( ) An Act relating to Railways.--Mfr.

Smith.

1st R.*,5.
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( ) An Act to amend the Act respect-
ing Public Holidays.

Ist R*, 101.

(A) An Act for the Relief of Marie
Louise Noel.-Mr. Ogilvrie.

lst R.*, 34.
2nd R. m., 42.
Reference to a Con. m., 44; Rep. of

Corn. postponed, 62; Adoption of
Rep. of Con., 69.

3rd R. 1n., 70.

(B) An Act for the Relief of Susan
Ash.-Mr. Ogi/vie.

1st R.*, 34.
2nd R. m., 44.
Ref. to Coin. m., 45.
Rep. of Con. postponed, 70; Adoption

of Rep. n., 164; Discussion, 164,
182; Adj. of Debate, 182; Deb.
conitinued. 185-194; M. carried, 194.

3rd R. m. 194; postponed, 196; 3rd R.
m., 207; debate, 207-221 ; debate
adjourned,221; debate resumiied,222.

3rd R. on a div., 229.
Concurr. on Ants. of H. of C. m., 571:

Debate 571-578; M. agreed to on a
div., 578.

(B) An Act to amend the Law respect-
ing Procedure in Criminal Cases.
-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.«.
2nd R. m., 254

(C) An Act to enable the Western
Canada Loan & Savings Co. to
extend their business, and for
other purposes.-Mr. Allan.

lt R'*, 34.
2nd R. m., 52.

(D) An Act to incorporate the Tees-
water & Inverhuron Railway Co.
-Mr. McKindsey.

let R.«, 37.
2nd R. m., 52.
Rep. from Com. with Ants., 136; Con-

curr. en Amts. and 3rd R., 137.

(E) An Act respecting the Nova Scotia
Permanent Building Society and
Savings Fund.-Mr. Almon.

Ist R. and Debate thereon, 40.
2nd R. m. and Debate, 88-89.
Rep. from Com. and Concurr. on Amits.,

162; 3rd R. postponed, 163; 3rd
R. m., 182.

(F) An Act respecting the Primitive
Methodist Colonization Co. (Ltd.)
-Mr. Vidal.

Ist R.*, 42.
2nd R. m., 57.
Rep. from Con. and 3rd R.', 136.

(G) An Act for the Relief of Fanny
Margaret Riddle.-Mr. Ogi/vie.

lst R.*, and M. for 2nd R., 54.
Certif as to Posting and Service of

Notice.
2nd R. and Ref. to Comn., 248; Adoption

of Rep. m., 315; Anit. on M. of
Mr. Abbott, 321.

3rd R. m., 321.

(H) An Act for the Relief of William
Arthur Lavell.-Mr. Kaulbach.

lst R.*, and M. for 2nd R., 54.
Certif. of Notice presented and M. for

2nd R. postponed, 163; Proof of
Service given, 183; 2nd R. m.,
184; Exam. of Petitioner dis-
rensed with m., 185; Rep. fron
Com., 281; Debate on Consid. of
Rep., 379-388; Ant. (Rep. re!erred
hack to Coin.) ; Mr. Vidal m, 388;
Withdrawn, 392; Adoption of Rep.
m. carried, 395; Ref. back to
Coin; Rep. from Con. Concurr.
on A mte. and 3rd R., 395.

(1) An Act to enable the Canada Per-
mianent Loan & Savings Co. to
extend their business, and for
other purposes.-Mr. Gowan.

eIt R.«, 55; 2nd R. m. postponed, 90,
92; 2nd R. m., 142; ziep. fron
Con. with Ant; Concurr. in Ant.
and 3rd R. ou m. of Mr. Allan,
161.

(J) An Act for the Relief of John
Monteith.-Mr. McKindsey.

lst R. and m. for 2nd R., 71.
Certif. of Posting of Notice and Proof of

Service, 2nd IL. and Ref. to Con.
m., 229; Rep. of Com. presented,
233, Consid. of Rep. postponed,
249; Adop. of Rep., 279; 3rd R.,
280.

(K) An Act to provide for the convey.
ance of Legislators and Judges
free of charge over railways.-Mr.
MeInnes.

It R.', 86.
2nd R. postponed, 231.
Withdrawn, 291.

(L) An Act to amend the Indian Act.
-Mr. Abbott.

ist R.l, 222.
2nd R. postponed, 236.
Bill withdrawn, 314.
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(M) An Act to incorporate the Royal
Victoria Hospital.-Mr. Abbott.

lst R.*, 235.
2nd R.-, 279.
Rep. froin Coin. and 3rd R., 281.

(N) An Act to amend the Revised
Statutes, Chap. 51, respecting
Real Property in the Territories.
-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.*, 284.
2nd R. m., 346.
In Com. Rep. from Com. and 3rd R *,

398.

(O) The Indian Act amendment B.-
Mr. Abbott.

1st R.', 315.
2nd R. m., 357.
In Coin., 398.
Rep. from Con., 406.
3rd R. m., 417.

(P) An Act to repeal the Chinese Im-
migration Act.-Mr. Vidal.

1st R.*, 328.
2nd R. m, 396.
Bill objected to (Mr. Abbott), and with-

drawn, 396.

(R) An Act further to amend the Act
respecting the Department of
Finance and the Treasury Board.
-3fr. Abbott.

let R.*, 438.
2nd and 3rd R'o., 512.

(2) An Act to amend the Immigration
,act.-Mr. Abbott.

lst R.', 378.
2nd and 3rd R's. (under Suspension of

Rules), 378.

(5) An Act to amend the Act respect-
ing Public Officers.--Mr. Snith.

lst R.*, 42 .
2nd R. m., 60.
in Com., Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.,

92.

(6) An Act to amend the Government
Railways Act.-Mr. ,Snith.

lst R.', 42.
2nd R. m., 53.
Consid. in Com. postponed, 63; M to

go into Com. 93; n Com. 95-101 ;
Amt.in Preamnble m. (Mr. A bbott).
100 ; Rep. from Com. and Concurr.
on Amts., 101; Ant. added, 246;
3rd R. m., 247.

(7) An Act respectir.g the Department

of Trade and Commerce.-Mr.
Abbott.

let R.*, 328.
2nd R. and in Com., 438.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 441.

(ro) An Act respecting the Ontario
Sault Ste. Marie Railway Co.-
Mr. Vidai.

lst R.*, 64.
2nd R. m., 103.
Rep. fron Con. and 3rd R , 136.

(i 1) An Act respecting the St. Cath-
erines & Niagara Central Railway
Co.-Mr. McKindsey.

lst R.-, 64.
2nd R. m., 102.
Rep. froin Con. and 3rd R., 136.

(12) An Act to revive and
Act to incorporate the
Levee and Railway
Ogilvie.

amend the
St. Gabriel
Co.-Mr.

lst R.', 126.
2nd R.-, 159.
3rd R. m., 235; Anmt. (to 6th Clause),

Mr. Abbott âccepted, m. agreed to,
236.

(r3) An Act respecting the Grand
Trunk Railway of Canada.-Mr.
Vidal.

lst R.', 66.
2nd R, m., 103.
Rep. from Con. and 3rd R., 136.

(14) An Act to incorporate the Col-
lingwood General and Marine
Hospital.-Mr. Gowan.

let R.*, 238.
2nd R.*, 255.
Rep. froin Com. and 3rd R.', 281.

(15) An Act to incorporate the Impe-
rial Trusts Co. of Canada.-Mr.
Ogilvie.

lst R.-, 235.
2nd R.*, 279.
Rep. from Com., 376.
Concurr. on Aimte., 377.
3rd R. m., 405.

(16) An Act respecting the Banff
National Park.-Mr. Smith.

1ot R.', 42.
2nd R. m., 67.
M. to go into Coma. and Discussion 106-

114; lu Com. on 2nd Clause Ant.
(changing naine to Rocky Mountain
Park), m. Mr. Abbott, 114; carried,
117; on 4th Clause, sub-sec. 2
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AMt. (striking out certain words),
m. (Mr. Abboit),) carried, 120;
Additional Clause added on m. of
Mr. Abbott, 121; Rep. from Corm.,
123; Ref. back to Com. and
auended, 126; Concurr. in Amts.
and 3rd R., 126.

(17) An Act respecting the Represen-
tation of the North-West Territo-
ries in the Senate of Canada.-
Mr. Smith.

1st R.», 42.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Abboit), 89.
In Con., 127; Ait. (as to qualifica-

tions of Setiator),m., (Mr. Abbott),
128; Discussed, 129.136; agreed
to, 136; Rep. froi Coin. and concur.
in Amts., 3.

3rd R. m., 137; Discussed, 142; Car-
ried 142.

(19) An Act to amend the Law re-
specting Procedure in Criminal
Cases.-Mr. Abbott.

lst R.*, 207.
2nd R. m.
In Com., 290.
Rep. from Coin. and 3rd R., 291.

(20) An Act respecting Public Stores.
-- Mr. Abbott.

lst R.*,
2nd R. m., 66.
In Coin., 104.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 105.

(21) An Act to amend the Act re-
specting offences against public
morals and public convenience -
Mr. Vidai.

Tht R *, 42.
2nid R. m., 60;
In Coin., Rep. from Con. and 3rd R.,

93.

(22) An Act to incorporate the Cana-
dian Society of Civil Engineers.
-Mr. McCallum.

lst R. and 2nd R., 284.
Rep. fron Com. and 3rd R.*, 328.

(24) An Act to incorporate the God-
erich & Canadian Pacific Junc-
tion Railway Co.-Mr. McCai-
Ium.

let R.*, 163.
2nd R. m., 232.
Rep. froin Com., 241.
Concurr. on Amts. and 3rd R. m., 279.

(25) An Act to amend the Act to in-
corporate the Brantford, Lake

Erie & Waterloo Railway Co.-
Mr. McCallum.

1st R.*, 238.
2nd R.', 255.
Rep. fron Coi., Concurr. on Amts.

and 3rd R.', 360.

(26) An Act to incorporate
cardine & Teeswater
Co.-Mr. Read.

the Kin-
Railway

1st R.*, 159.
2nd R. m., 183.
Rep. from Con. with A mts. Concurr.

in Aints. and 3rd R. 240.

(27) An Act respecting the Ontario &
Quebec Railway Co.-Mr. Mc-
Kindsey.

1st R.', 126.
2nd R. m., 159.
Rep. from Coi., Concurr. in Ant. of

Coin. and 3rd R.', 221.

(29) An Act to incorporate the Manu-
facturers Life Insurance Co.-
Mr. McKindsey.

1st R.', 163;
2nd R. m.,232.
Rep.f rom Coin. and 3rd R.«, 232.

(30) An Act to amend the Companies
Act.-Mr. Abbott.

1st and 2nd R's., 559.
Ref. to Con. m.,560.
3rd R., 561.

(35) An Act to incorporate the Berlin
& Canadian Pacific Junction
Railway Co.-Mr. Merner.

1st R.', 235. -
2nd R. m., 251
Rep. from Con., Concurr. in Aint.

and 3rd R. m., 327.

(38) An Act to amend the Act to in-
corporate the Hamilton, Guelph
& Buffalo Ry. Co., and to change
the name of the Hamilton Cen-
tral Ry. Co.-Mr. Sanford.

lot R.*, and M. for 2nd R., 235.
Rep, trom Com., 280.
3rd R., 281.

(39) An Act to authorize the Grange
Trust (limited) to wind up its
affairs.-Mr. Read.

Tst R.', 235.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.», 327.

(41) An Act respecting the Depart-
ment of Customs and the Depart-
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ment of Inland Revenue.-Mr.
Abbett.

lot R.*, 438.
2nd R.. 512.
In Com., 532-543.
Rep. from Coin. and 3rd R.*, 543.

(42) An Act to make provision for
the appointment of a Solicitor
General.-Mr. Abbott.

lot and 2nd R's., 543.
In Com., 546.
Rep. from Com., 547.
3r R. m., 559.

(43) An Act to incorporate the Niagara
Falls Bridge Co.-Mr. McCaltum.

lst R.0, 236.
2nd R. m., 251.
Rep. froin Com. and 3rd R.*, 326.

(44) An Act respecting the Atlantic
& North-West Railway Co.-Mr.
McKindsey.

lst R.*, 278.
2nd R. m., 323.
3rd R. m., 406.

(45) An Act further to amend the Act
respecting the Canadian Pacific
Railway.-Mr. Ierner.

let R.«, 235.
2nd R. m., 250.
Rep. from Coi. and Concurr.on Amto.,

281; 3rd R. m. (Mr. McKindsey),
339; Anit. (striking out certain
words on preamble), mn. Mr. Mc.
Ines', 340; Ruled out or order,
344; Amt. (postponing 3rd R.) m.
Mr. MoInnsW', 345; Lost, 346.

3rd R., 346.

(47) An Act to amend the Railway
Act.-Mr. Smith.

lst R.*, 42.
2nd R. m., 58.
Consid. in Com. postponed, 160; Rep.

fron Com. and Concurr. in Amts.,
222.

3rd R. m., 247.

(48) An Act to incorporate the Guar-
antee and Pension Fund Society
of the Dominion Bank.-Mr.
McCallum.

lst R. and 2nd R., 284.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.', 327.

(49) An Act to incorporate the Upper
Columbia Railway Co.-Mr. Mac-
donald.

lst R. and 2nd R., 284
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 326.

42

(52) An Act to empower the employees
of incorporated companies to
establish Pension Fund Societies.
-Mr. Abbott.

lot R.*, 2nd R. m; In Com. and Rep.
from Com., 554.

3rd R., 555.

(54) An Act to amend the Chinese
Immigration Act-Mr. Abbot.

lst R.*, 207.
2nd R. m., 295 ; Debate thereon, 295,

314; M. agreed to, 314; M. to go
into Com., 346; Debate thereon,
346.353; In Com., 353; On lst
Clause, Amt. (addingcertain words),
m. Mr. Almon, 353; Adopted on a
Div., 357; In Com. sgain, 446-449;
Amts. (striking out Sec. 3), and
(striking out words in Sec. 13), m,
(Mr. A bboit), agreed to 449; Rep.
fron Coi., 449; On Consid. of
Amts., Amt. (restoring Bill P. to
the orders of the day), m, 471;
Debate thereon, 461-500; M. with.
drawn, 501; In Com. again, 504;
M. of non-concurrence on Mr.
Almon's Amt. (Mr. Abboit), 504;
Agreed to on a Div., 501; 3rd R.
m.,508; Amt.(threexmonths hoist),
Mr. McInnes, m., 510; Lost on a
Div., 511; 3rd R. carried on a
Div., 512.

(55) An Act to incorporate the East-
ern Canada Savings and Loan
Co.-Mr. MFarlane.

lot R.*, 278.
2nd R. m. 324.
Rep. from Com., 327.
Concurr. in Amts. and 3rd R. m., 328.

(57) An Act to incorporate the Pres-
cott County Railway Co.-Mr.
Clemow.

lst R.*, 235.
2nd R. m., 279.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 326

(59) An Act to amend the Act incor-
porating the Alberta & Athabaska
Railway Co.-Mr. McCallum.

let R.*, 159.
2nd R. m., 231.
Rep. f-oin Com., 210.
Concurr in Amte. and 3rd R. m.,279.

(6o) An Act further to amend the -Act
to incorporate the Western As-
surance Co. and other Acte affect-
ing the same.-Mr. Gowan.

lst R. and 2nd R., 284.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 327.

1
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(61) An Act to amend the Act incor-
porating and relating to the
British Loan & Investment Co.
(limited).-Mr. Vidal.

lst R.* and 2nd R.*. 401.
Rep. from Com., Concurr.

and 3rd R.*, 450.
on Amts.

(62) An Act to reduce the stock of
the Ontario & Qu'Appelle Land
Co. (limited) and for other pur-
poses.-Mr. Vidal.

Tht R.*, 246.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Miller), 295.
3rd R.*, 403.

(63) An Act to incorporate the King-
ston, Srnith's Falls, & Ottawa
Railway Co.-Mr. Clemow.

lot R.', 278.
2nd R. m., 324.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.', 326.

(65) An Act to amend the Penitenti-
ary Act.-Mr. Abbott.

lot R.*, 207.
2nd R. m., 251.
In Com., Rep. from Coma. and 3rd R.*,

280.

(66) An Act to incorporate the South
Norfolk Railway Co.-Mr. Mc-
Callum.

lst R.*, 246.
2nd R.*, 279.
Rep. fron Com., Concurr. in Amts. and

3rd R. m., 326.

(67) An Act to incorporate the Mass-
awippi Junction Railway Co.-
Mr. Cochrane.

let R.', 278.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Stevens), 323.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.', 326.

(69) An Act to incorporate the Equity
Insurance Co.--Mr. Ogilvie.

lot R. and 2nd R. 283.
Rep. froin Com. and 3rd R.*, 327.

(7') An Act to enable the Freehold
Loan and Savings Co. to extend
their business and for other pur-
poses.-Mr. IcMaster.

lot R. and 2nd R., 284.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 327.

(72) An Act to incorporate the Hali-
fax & West Indies Steamship Co.
(limited).

lot R. and 2nd R., 283.
Rép. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 327.

(73) An Act to incorporate the Bay of
Quinte Bridge Co.-Mr. Flint.

1st R.*, 246.
2nd R. in., 295.
Rep. froni Com. and 3rd R.*, 328.

(74) An Act respecting the Grand
Trunk, Georgian Bay & Lake
Erie Railway Co.-Mr. Ferrier.

1st R. and 2nd R., 283.
Rep. from Com and 3rd R.«, 326.

(75) An Act respecting the Midland
Railway of Canada.-Mr. Ferrier.

lot R.*. 282; Suspension of Rule 41
and 2nd R., 282.

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 326

(76) An Act to arnend the Act respect-
ing Sick and Distressed Mariners.
-Mr. Abbott.

lst R.', 207.
2nd R. postponed, 236.
Further postponement, 252.
2nd R. m., 286.
3rd R. m.,290.

(77) An Act respecting the Oxford
Junction & New Glasgow Branch
of the Intercolonial Railway.-
& r. Abbotl.

lst R.*, 438.
2nd R.',
Rep. froin Com., 543.
3rd R.', 544.

(78) An Act to incorporate the Canada
Accident Insurance Co.-Mr.
Vidal.

lst R. and 2nd R., 283.
Rep. from Com and 3rd R.', 327.

(79) An Act to consolidate and anend
the Acts relating to the Winnipeg
& Hudson's Bay Railway and
Steamship Co.-Mr. Girard.

1st R., 453.
On M. for 2nd R. debate, 443-460; M.

agreed to, 460 ; Ref. to Com. m.,
460; Rep. from Com., 502; 3rd R.
m , 503; Amt. (striking out certain
words), Mr. Read m., 503; With-
drawn, 504; 3rd R., 504.

(81) An Act to confirm and amend
the charter of the Terniscouata
Railway Co.-Mr. Bolduc.

lt R. and 2nd R., 283.
Rep. from Coin., 326.
Concurr. in Aimt. and 3rd R., 327.

(82) An Act to incorporate the Oshawa
Railway and Navigation Co.-
Mr. Read,
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let R. and 2nd R., 283.
Rep. fron Com. and 3rd K.', 226.

(83) An Act to incorporate the Lon-
donderry Iron Co.-Mr. Read.

lst R.', 283.
2nd R., 283.
Rep. fron Com. and 3rd R., 327.

(84) An Act respecting the Edmonton
& Saskatchewan Land Co. (limit-
ed).--Mr. Carvell.

lst R.', 282.
Suspension of Rule 41 and 2nd R. m.,

282.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R ', 328

(85) An Act to authorize and provide
for the winding up of the Pictou
Bank.-Mr. Power.

lst R. and 2nd R., 284.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.', 327.

(87) An Act to revive and anend the
charter of the Quebec & James
Bay Railway Co., and to extend
the time for commencing and
completing the railway of the said
Co.-Mr. Dickey.

lst R. 2nd R.*, 426.
3rd R.*, 427.

(88) An Act to incorporate the Cana-
dian Horse Insurance Co.-Mr.
Gowan.

1st R. 283.
2nd R., 283.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 327.

(89) An Act to incorporate the South
Ontario Pacific Railway Co.-Ar.
Vidai.

jst R.', 236.
2nd R. mn., 251.
3rd R. m. (Mr. Sanford), 328; Amt.

(striking out certain in clause 27),
Mr. AbboUt, m., 330; carried, 331;
Debate on 3rd R., 331-339; Amt.
(addition to clause 3), m. Mr.
O'Donohoe, 333; ruled out of order,
336; Ref. to Com. m. Mr.
O'Donohoe, ruled out of order, 336.

3rd R., 389.

(90) An Act to revise and amend the
Act incorporating the Quebec
Railway Bridge Co.-Mr. Ross.

lst ar.d 2nd R's.*,-438.
Rep. from Com., 451.
Coucurr. in Amta. and'3rd R. n., 452.

(9i) An Act to amend the Acts relat-
ing to the Harbor Commissioners
of Montreal.-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.', 437.
2nd R. m., 512.
3rd R. (Rules Suspended), 612.

(96) An Act to incorporate the Dom-
inion Oil Pipe Line & Manufac-
turing Co.-Mr. Vidai.

lst R.', and 2nd R. (Rule 41 Suspend-
ed), 328.

3rd R.', 403.
(98) An Act to revive and amend the

Act incorporating the Anglo-Can-
adian Bank.-Mr. Turner.

lst R. and 2nd R., 401.
3rd R.', 427.

(98) An Act to amend the Act respect-
ing the Department of Finance
and the Treasury Board.-Mr.
Abbott.

lst R.', 328.
2nd R. m., 396.
3rd R. (43rd Rule Suspended), 397.

(99) An Act respecting the Ottawa &
Gatineau Valley Railway Co.-
Mr. Clemow.

lst R.', ond 2nd R.', 401.
Rep. [rom Com. and 3rd R.*, 402.

(2 oo) An Act respecting the Waterloo
& Magog Railway Co.-Mr.
Stevens.

1st R.', 378.
2nd R. m., 403.
3rd R.', 427.

(1i1) An Act respecting the Richelieu
& Ontario Navigation Co.-Mr.
Guevrement.

let R. and 2nd R., 283.
Rep. -from Com. and 3rd R', 327.

(102) An Act to amend the Act to
incorporate the Pacific Junction
Railway Co.-Mr. Ryan.

1st and 2nd R., 504.
Rep. fron Com., Concurr. in Amta. and

3rd R. m., 618.

(103) An Act to incorporate the Co-
burg, Blairton .& Marmora Iron
and Railway Co.-Mr. Read.

1st R. and 2nd R?', 378.
Rep. fron Com. and 3rd R.', 401.

(104) An Act to incorporate the Can-
adian Powder Co.-Nr. McCal-
lum.

lst and 2nd R.', 438.
3rd R.', 450.

(1a5) An Act to incorporate the Here-
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ford Branch Railway Co.-Mr.
Dickey.

lst R.* and 2nd R.», 426.
Rep. from Com., Concurr. in Amta. and

3rd R. m., 426.

(io6) An Act to incorporate the Em-
pire Printing & Publishing Co.-
Ar. Gowan.

lst R.* and 2nd R., 283.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 328.

(107) An Act to amend the Act re-
specting Duties of Customs.-
Mr. Abbott.

lt, 2nd and 3rd Rs., 571.
(109) An Act respecting the Manitoba

& North-Western Railway Co. of
Canada.-Mr. Girard.

lst R.* and 2nd R.«, 401.
Rep. from Com., 402.
Concurr. in Amts. m. and 3rd R.', 403.

(i i ) An Act to amend the Supreme
and Exchequer Courts Act, and
to make better provision for the
trial of claims against the Crown.
-Mr. Abbott.

lst R. *, 378.
2nd R. m., 424.
In Com., 441; Rept. from Com. and

. concurr. in Amts., 446.
3rd R. m. 612.

(113) An Act to amend the Dominion
Lands Act.-Mr. AbbotU.

lst R.*, 461.
2ud R.*, 617.
Rep. from Com. 543.
3rd R.', 644.

(1 14) An Act to amend the Revised
Statutes, chap. 5, respecting the
Electoral Franchise.-Mr. Abbott.

lt R.*, Susension of Rule 41, and 2nd
R. m., 579.

3rd R.*, 583.

(i 15) An Act to amend the Dominion
Elections Act, and to remove
doubts as to the right of certain
persons to vote at elections of
members of the House of Com-
mons.-Mr. Abbot.

lst R.*, 438.
2nd and 3rd Rs., 512.

(i 6) An Act to amend the Act re-
specting the Department of Agri-
culture.-r. Abbot.

lst R., 449.
2nd nd rd B., 612.

(117) An Act respecting the Western
Counties railway Co.-Mr. Kaul-
bach.

lst and 2nd R.', 438.
Rep. from Com , concurr. in Amta. and

3rd R.', 451.

(i18) An Act respecting the Guelph
Junction Railway Company.-
Mr. McKindsey.

lst and 2nd R's. 438.
3rd R.*, 450.

(120) An Act respecting the New
Brunswick Railway Co.-Mr.
Lewin.

lst R.* and 2nd R.«, 401.
Rep from Com., conourr. in Amta. m.,

and 3rd R. m., 402.

(121) An Act to amend the Act re-
specting Canned Goods.-Mr.
Abbott.

lst R.',
2nd R. m., 323.
3rd R. (Rule 41 suspended), 323.

(122) An Act -especting Conveyance
of Liquor on Board Her Majesty's
Ships in Canadian Waters.-Mr.
Abbott.

lut R.', 278.
2nd R. m., 321.
In Com., 358.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R. 359.

(123) An Act respecting the defacing
of Counterfeit Notes and the use
of Imitation Notes.-Mr. Abbott.

lt R.', 278.
2nd R. m., 322.
In Com., 359; Rep. from Com., 360.

(124) An Act respecting the Ontario
& Pacific Railway Co.-Mr.
Dickey.

lut and 2nd Ru., 438.
3rd B.', 450. .

(125) An Act to incorporate the Man-
ufacturers Accident Insurance Co.
-Mr. MKindsey.

lut R.* and 2nd R.', 426.
3rd R.*, 427.

(126) An Act to amend the Dominion
Controverted Elections Act.-
Mr. Abbett.

lut R.', 278.
2nd R. m., 321.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 369.

(127) An Act to amend the North-
West Teraitories Act.-Mr.Abbott
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lut R.', 278.
2ud R. m., 322.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.«, 359.

(132) An Act to further amend the
Act to incorporate the Canada
Atlantic Railway Co.-Mr. Ch-
mow.

lt and 2nd Re., 461.
Rep. froin Com., 501.
-On 3rd R., Amt. (striking out Amt. of

Com.) m., aged to, concurr. in
A mt. and 3rd R. m., 602.

(132) An Act to incorporate the Can-
ada Atlantic Steamship Co.-Mr.
Power.

lt R.*,
2nd R.', 450.
Rep. from Coin., 501.

(r 33) An Act respecting the Manitoba
South-Western Colonization Co.
-Mr. Vidai.

lst R.0, 449.
2nd R.*, 450.
Rep. from Com., 517.
Srd 2.*, 518.

(134) An Act to enable the St. Mar-
tins & Upham Railway Co. to
sell its railway and other property.
-Mr. Miller.

lst R.', 438.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Dickey), 450.
3rd R.., 601.

(136) An Act toconfer certain powers
on Boards of Trade as to the
licensingofweighers.-Mr.Abbott

lt and 2nd Re.*, 543.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 849.

(138) An Act to provide for the pay-
ment of a yearly allowance to
Godefroi Laviolette, late Warden
of the Penitentiary of the St.
Vincent de Paul.-Mr. Abbott.

lit R.*, 328.
2nd R. m., 397.
3rd R. (suspension of rule), 398.

(139) An Act to provide for an ad-
ditional subsidy to the Province
of Prince Edward Island.-Mr.
Abbott.

lstR." 449
2nd anà 3rd Ra., 512.

(140) An Act in addition to the Revis-
ed Statutes, chap. 6, respecting
Representation in the House of
Commons.-Mr. Abbott.

lst and 2nd .*, 4.

In Com., Rep. froin Coin. and 3rd R.',
545.

(141) An Act to amend the Revised
Statutes, chap. 39, respecting the
Expropriation of Lands,-Mr.
Abbott.

lst and 2nd Re.*, 544.
Rep. from Coin. and 3rd R.», 549.

(146) An Act to amend the Speedy
Trials Act, chap. 175 of the Re-
vised Statutes.-Mr. Abbott.

let R.', 449.
2nd and 3rd Ru., 612.

(149) An Act to amend the Act of the
present session entitled "An Act
to amend the Kincardine & Tees-
water Railway Co."-Mr. Dickey.

lut R.« and 2nd R, 426.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R. m., 426,

(151) An Act for granting certain pow-
ers to the Canada Atlantic Steam-
ship Co.-Mr. Power.

lst, 2nd and 3rd Re., 555.
(152) An Act to amend the General

Inspection Act.--Mr. Abbott.
lst and 2nd R.', 543.
In Com. 644.
Rep. from Coin. and 3rd R., 545.

(156) An Act to amend the Act of the
present session entitled "An Act
to enable the Freehold Loan &
Savings Co. to extend their busi-
ness, and for other purposes.-
Mr. McMaster.

lit and 2nd Ra., 461.
(157) An Act to confirm a certain

agreement between Her Majesty
and the Western Counties Rail-
way, and for other purposes.-
Mr. Abbott.

lut and 2nd R., 544.
In Com. and Rep. from Com., 568.
3rd R. m., 559.

(158) An Act relating to the improve-
ment of the River St. Lawrence.
-Mr. Abbott.

lIt R.*, suspension of rules and 2nd and
3rd Re. M., 566.

(158) An Act to authorize the advance
of further sums for completing
the Graving Dock, and the Im-
provements in the Harbor of
Quebec.-Mr. Abbott.

lst and 2nd R.*, 544.
In Com., 649; Rep. from Com. and 3rd

R.0. 453.
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(159) An Act to amend chap. 2 of the
Revised Statutes of Canada en-
titled " An Act respecting the
Publication of the Statutes.-
Mr. Abbott.

let and 2nd Rs., 543.
In Com., 545.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 546.

(161) An Act to amend an Act to
authorize the granting of certain
subsidies in land for the construc-
tion of railways therein mentioned.
-Mr. Abbott.

1st, 2nd and 3rd Re , 567.

(162) An Act to amend the Revised
Statutes, chap. 173, respecting
Threats, Intimidations and other
offences.-Mr Abbott.

lst R. and M. for 2nd R., 583.
3rd R. m., 584.

(163) An Act respecting the Council
of the North-West Territories.-
Mr. Abbott.

1st, 2nd and 3rd R's., 583.
(164) An Act to authorize the granting

of certain subsidies in Land to
the Railways therein mentioned.
-Mr. Abbott.

1tl, 2nd and 3rd R's., 584.
(165) An Act to provide for advance

to be made by the Government
of Canada to the Fredericton &
St. Mary's Railway Bridge Co.-
Mr. Abbott.

lst and 2nd R'.*, 543.
3rd R.', 544.

(166) An Act to amend chap. 138 of
the Revised Statutes respecting
the Judges of Provincial Courts.
-Mr. Abbott.

lst and 2nd R's., 543.
In Com., 547.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 549.

(169) An Act for granting to Her
Majesty certain sums of money
required for defraying certain ex-
penses of the Public Service for
the financial years ending 3oth
June, 1887, and 3oth June, 1888,
and other purposes relating to the
Public Service.-Mr. Abbott.

lst, 2nd and 3rd R., 586.

(170) An Act to authorize the granting
of subsidies in. aid of the con-

struction of the lines of Railways
therein mentioned.-Mr. Abbott.

let R.*, 584.
2nd and 3rd R's. m., 585.

Bills, Private.
Extension of time for receiving Petitions

for, m., (to May 10th, ffr. Smith)
24; extension of time for receiving
the Bills (to May 20th, Air. Smith)
24; extension of tirne for Petitions
(to May 30th) and for Bille (to June
6th), 53.

Boards of Trade and Weighers B.
(136).-Mr. Abbott.
st and 2nd R.*, 543.

Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 549.
Books, Mutilation of, in the Library.

See Library.
Boucher-Second Clerk of Procedings.

Leave of absence granted., 360.

Brantford, Lake Erie & Waterloo
Ry. Co. Incorp. Act Ant. B.
(25).-Mr. MacCallum.

1st R.*, 238.
2nd R.', 255.
Rep. from Coni., concurr. in amte. and

3rd R.*, 360.
British Columbia andjapan, Mail Ser-

vice between, arrangementsfor.
Inquiry (Mr. Macdonald), reply (Mr.

Abboti), 72.
British Columbia and Japan, Steam

Communication between, Commence-
ment of

Enquiry (Mr. Dever) and reply (Mr.
Abbott, 87.

Britith Columbia and Manitoba, Repre-
sentation of, in the Cabinet.

Inquiry and remarks (Mr. McInnes)
196; (Mr. Howlan) 199; (Mr. Pow.
er) 201; (Mr. Almon) (Mr. Kaut-
bach (Air. Xacdonald) 202; (Mr.
Haythorne) 203; (Mr. Wark) 204;
(Mr. Girard) (Air. Abbot) 205.

British Columbia, Defences of, Corres-
pondence between the Imperial and
Dominion Governments concerning.

M. for Return and remarks (Air. Mac-
donald), 48 *

British Columbia, Inclusion of in arrang-
ments respecting the Fisheries Ques-
tion.

Enqu (Zr. Macdonald) and reply
(r. Abbott),:101.
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British Columbia, Indians in.
See Mr. Macdonald's remarks on 2nd R.

of Indian Act .Amt. B., 417-424.
British Columbia and the Canadian Pa-

cfic Ry. CO.
See Bnglish Bay.

British Columbia, Population and Re-
sources of

Seepp. 197 et seq.

British Loan & Investment Co.
(Limited) Incorp. Act Amt B.
(61).-Mr. Vidal.

lst R.* and 2nd R.», 401.
Rep. fron Com., concurr. in ants. and

3rd R.*, 450.

Canada Accident Insurance Co.
Incorp. B. (78).-Mr. Vidai.

lst R. and 2nd R.*, 283.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.0, 327.

Canada Atlantic Ry. Co's Incorp.
Act Further Amt. B. (132).-
Mr. Clemow.

lst and 2nd Re., 461.
Rep. from Com., 501.
On 3rd R., amt. striking out ait. of

Com. m., 502; agreed to, concurr.
in amt. and 3rd R. m., 502.

Canada Atlantic Steamship Co's.
Incorp. B. (132).-Mr. Power.

let R *.
2nd R., 450.
Rep. irom Com., 501.

Canada Atlantic Steamship Co's.
Incorp. B. (15').-Mr. Power.

lst, 2nd and 3rd Rs., 555.

Canada Permanent Loan & Sav-
ings Co's. B. (I).--Mr. Gowan.

1st R.-,55.
2nd R. m., postponed, 90-92; 2nd R. m.,

142.
Rep. from Con. with Amt., concurr. in

Amt. and 3rd, R. on M. of Mr.
Allan, 161.

Canada Temperance Act in Leeds and
Grenville, Sale of Liquors under,
&-c.

M. for return (Mr. Sullivan), 437.

Canadian Horse Insurance Co's.
Incorp. B. (88).-Mr. Gowan.

lst R.1, 238.
2nd R., 283.
Rep. from Com..and 3rd R.«, 327.

Canadian Pacific Ry. Act Amt. B.
(45).-Mr. Merner.

1st R.«, 235.
2nd R. m., 250.
Rep. from Com. and concurr. in Amts.,

281.
3rd R. m. (Mr. McKindsey), 339.
Aint. (striking out certain words in

preamble) m. Mr. Mclnnes, 340;
ruled out of order, 344.

Amt. (postponing 3rd K.) m., Mr.
McInnes, 345; lost, 346..

3rd R., 346.

Canadian Pacifi Ry. Terminus in Brit-
ish Columbia.

See English Bay.

Canadian Powder Co. Incorp. B.
(1o4).-Mr. McCallum.

1st and 2nd R's., 438.
3rd R., 450.

Canned Goods Act Amt
-Mr. Abbott.

B. (121.)

let R.*
2nd R. m., 323.
3rd R. (Rule 41 suspended), 323.

Catholic Representation in the Cabinet.
Inquiry (Mr. O'Donohoe).
Reply (Mr Smith), 35.

Charlottetown Public Buildings, Grounds
Surrounding, Ipiovements in.

Inquiwy (Mr. Hayikorne).
Reply (Ar. AbboUt), 452.

Chinese Immigration-Numbers Enter-
ing and Leaving each Port-Rev-
enue, &-c.

M. for return (Mr. McInnes), 83; Dis
cussed (Mr. Power), (Mr. Miller),
84; (Mr. Kaulbach), ( Mr. Vidal),
85; (Mr. A4bbott), 86; M. agreed to,
86.

Chinese 'Immigration Restriction Bill,
Return Showing Results of.

M. for return (Mr. McInnes), 65.

Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B
(54)--Mr. Abbott.

lst R.0, 207.
2nd R. m., 295; debate thereon, 295-314;

M. agreed to 314.
M. to go into Com., 3461 debate thereon,

346-353; in Com., 353; on lst
clause Amt. (adding certain words)
m. Mr. Almon, 353; adoptod on a
division, 357.

In Com. again, 446-449; Amts. (strik-
ing out Sec. 3) and (striking out
words in Sec. 13) m. (Mr. A4bbo)
agreed to, 449.
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Rep. from Com., 449; on consid. of
AMt. Anit. (restoring Bill P to
the Orders of the Day) m., 461;
debate thereon, 461-500; M. with-
drawn, 501.

In Com. again, 504; M. of non-concur-
rence in Mr. Almon's Ant. (1r.
Abboit), 504; agreed to on a Div.,
507.

3rd R. m., 508; Amt. (3 monthe' hoist)
Mr. McInnea m., 510; lost on a
Div., 511; 3rd R. carried on a Div.,
512.

Chinese Immigration Act Repeal
B.-Mr. Vidal.

lst R.«, 328.
2nd R. m., 396; Bill objected to by Mr.

Abbott and withdrawn, 396.

Chinese in British Columbia.
See Debate on 2nd R. of Cineue Im-

migration B., 295-314.

Civil Engineer Society Incorp. B.
(22).-Mr. McCallum.

lst R. and 2nd R., 284,
Rep froi Coin. and 3rd R.», 328.

Cobourg, Blairton & Marmora
Iron & Ry. Co. (1o3).-Mr. Reid.

lst and 2nd R's., 378.
Rep. fron Coin. and 3rd R., 401.

Collingwood General
Hospital Incorp.
Gowan.

and Marine
B. (14).-Mr.

lut R.9, 238.
2nd R.», 255.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.', 281.

Colonial Exhibition Hand-Book, French
Edition of.

Inquiry (Mr. Bellerose), 234.
Reply (Mr. Abbot), 234.

Colonial and Indian Exhibition.
-In debate on the Address, (Mr. McCai-

lum), 6; (1fr. Casgrain), 9; (Mr.
Scoti), 12; (Mr. Power), 15; (Mr.
Kaulbach), 21.

Committees, Sessional.
Appointment and constitution of, 25.

Companies Act Amt. B. (3o).-Mr.
Abbott.

lst and 2nd R's., 559; ref. to Com. m.,
560.

3rd, R.,561.

Contipngnt Acounts Commi#ee.
Appointient and çonstitutios of, 26.

let Rep. (Mr. Bowlan), 28.
Addition of Mr. Abbott to Con.,72;

addition of Mr. Fortin, 86.
4th Rep. presented (Mr. Rowlan), 519;

on M. for adoption, debate, (Mr.
Dickey), (Mr. Miller), 520; (Mr.
Read), (Mr. Power), 521; (Mr.
Scott), (Mr. Odel), 523; (Mr.
Allan), (Mr. Smith), (Mr. McCal-
lum), (Mr. cClelan), 526; (Mr.
Girard), (1Mr. Gowan), (Mr.
McInnea), 527; (Mr. Armand), (Mr.
CLmow), (Mr. Trudeo), 529; M.
lost on a Div., 531.

Counterfeit Notes B. (123).-Mr.
Abbott.

lst R.*, 278.
2nd R. m., 322.
In Coin., 359.
Rep. from Com., 360.

Criminal Cases Procedure Act
Amt. B. (B).-Mr. Abbott.

lst R.*
2nd R. m., 254.

Criminal Cases Procedure Act
Amt B. (19).-Ar. Abbott.

let R.*, 207.
2nd R. m.
In Com., 290.
Rep. from Coin. and 3rd R.», 291.

Criminal Statutes, Distribution of,
Inquiry, (Mr. Gowan).
Reply (Mr. Smith), 39.

Customs and Inland Revenue De-
partments B. (41).-Mr. Abbott.

lst R.', 438.
2nd R., 512.
In Com., 532-643.
Rep. froin Com. and 3rd R.*, 543.

Customs Dues Act Amt. B: (107).
-Mr. Abbott.

lst, 2nd and 3rd R's., 571.

Debates Committee.
Appointment and constitution of, 26.
lt Rep. (Mr. Vidal), 28.

"Addition of Mr. Fortin, 86.
2nd Hep., 183.

DeLisle River, Obstructions in by Mill
Dams, Provision of Fsh-ways, &c.

Inquiry (Mr. MeMillan), 435.
Remarks (Mr. Flint), (Mr. Power),

(Mr. Dicky), 436; (Mr.Kaulbac),
(Mr. Abbot), 437.

Departmental Reorganizatin.
l debate on the Addreus, (M*. McOu-

4»m),(*r.Jper), 8
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Diailty of Harg Debatesfrer Ba«,
Bec ;es. .

Rem.rks, (Mr. Sullivan), (fr. O'Dono-
Aoe) and (1 Ciemow), 278.

Divisions.
On Mr. Ogilvie's M. for Adjournfnent

.(May 18-25).
Amt. (Mr. VidaZ); carried (C. 27, N.C.

25), 83.

In Com. on' Banff National Park B.
Amt. to 2d clause, changing Dame to
Rockv Mountain Park, carried on a

Div. (C. 25, N-C. 13). 117.

Ash Divorce B.
M. that ühe Rep. of Com. be rèeceived

and ad , carried on a division;
(C. 35, -0. 13), 194.

In Com. on Chinese Immigration Act
Amt. B.

Mr. Almon's Amt. "'(adding certain
words to Cla'ne 1) adopted on a
division ; (0.-16, 1N-C. .14), 357!

On M. of non-concurrence in Amt. to
Chinese Immigration Act Amt. B.

Mr. Abbott's M. carried on a division;
(C. 29, X-C. 21), 507.

On 3rd R. of Chinese Inimigration
Act Amt. .B

Mr. MeInnes' Apit. (three months hoist)
lost on, çk division; (0. 14, N-C. 30),
511.

On M. to adopt 4 th Rep. of Com. on
Contingent Accounts.

Amt. (three months hoist) carried- on a
division; (C. 25, N-..:I9), 531.

Divor«e 4qiws -of
Canada.

United 5tets ana

Dominion Bank Guaratee and
Pension Fund Sodety Iicorp.

letH E. and 26d R., 284.
Rep. fromn Com. and 3rd.R PRT,

DominIoznCunfroverted:EIections
.Act Argt*,. (26).Mr. Abbatt

lst R., 278.
2nd R. m., 321:.
Rep. from Coni. and SR4 îý .

43

Dominion Elections. Act Amt.
(11i5 ).-Mr. Abbott.

let R.*, 438.
2nd and 3rd R', 512.

Dominion Lands Act Amt B.(1 13.
-Mr. Abbot.

lstR.', 461,
2nd R.*, 517.
Rep. fron Com., 543.
3rd R.*, 544.

Dominion Oil Pipe'Line and Mani.
Co. Incorp. B. (96).-Mr. VidaL.

lst and 2nd R'. (rules suspended), 328.
3rd R., 403.

Dynamite, Importa¢ion.of, into Haliax.

Inquiry as to return (Mr. Power), 28.
Further inquiry, 35.

Eastern Canada Savings and Loan
Co's B. (55).-Mr. McFarlane.

lst R.*, 278.
2nd R. m. 324.
Rep. from Com., 327.
Concurr. in Anits. and 3rd R. m.. 328.

Edmonton & Saskatchewan Land
Co's'B. (84).-Mr. Carvdi.

lst R.*, 282.
Suspension of Rule 41 and 2nd R. m-.,

282.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 328.

Electoral Franchise Act Amt. B.
(114) -Mr. Abbott.

1st R.*
Suapesion of Rule 41 and 2nd,B.m,

579..
3rd R.', 583.

Empire Peinting and Publishing
Co. Incorp. B. (146).-fr.
Gowan.

1st-R.*, 283.
2nd R.,28.
Rep. fromn £<ôm: and 3rd B., 328.

BEglish- Bq and Vaneouvir Harbori
B.C., -bŽreshores o, and ihe Can-
adian Paa>ic Ry. Co.

Enquiry (Mr. Melnn).
Reply (Mr. Aôboti).' 43. .

* Insurance Co. InçoQrp. l.

let R. and 2nd R., 283.
Rpdrom: ai4d Zrd R.", 327.
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Expropriation of Lands Act Amt.
B. (141).-Mr. Abbott.

lst and 2nd R's., 544.
Rep. from Coni. and 3rd R.1, 549.

Finance Department and Treasury
Board Act Amt. B. (198).-Mr.
Abbott.

lst R.», 328.
2nd R. m., 396.
3rd R. (43rd Rule suspended), 397.

Finance Department and Treasury
Board Amt. B.(R).-Mr. Abbot.

lst R.*, 438.
2nd and 3rd R's., 512.

Fisheries Question,.History of; &c.
See American Fiahermen.

Fisheries Question.
See also British Columbia.

Fisheries Question.
in debate on the Address, (Mr. McCal-

lum), 7; (Mr. Cagrain), 9; (Mr.
Scott), 12; (Mr. Power), 15; (Mr.
Kaulbach), 21.

Fishermen, American and Canadiao, Reg-,
ulations Concerning.

See Anmerican >sermeen.

Fortune Bay Dificulty.
See Discussion p. 145 et seq.

.braser-River, Improvemeet of Navigrtion
at the mouth by Dominion Govern-
ernment.

Inquiry (Mr. McInnes), 125.
Reply (Mr. Abbott), 126.

Fraser River, Winter Navigation of.
Inquiry (Mr. McInnes), 124.
Reply (4r. Abboit), 125.

Fredericton
Bridge
Abbott.

& St. Mary's Ry.
Co's. B. (164).-Mr.

let and 2nd R's., 543.
3rd R.*, 544.

Preeliold Loau and Savîigs Co's.
B. (71 ).-Mr. McMaster.
lst R. apd 2nd R. i284.
«ep: fromi Coi. and Sf-d R., 327-..-

Freehold Loan and Savings Co's.
Act Amt. B. (156).-Mr. Mc-
Master.

lt -and 2nd R's., 461.

French Canadians in
Repairiation o'
towards.

the United &ates
Government aid

Remarks, (Mr. Trudel), 427; (Mr.
Girard), 431.; (Mr. Kaulbach), (Mr.
Gowan), 432; (Mr. Abboit), 434;
(Mr. Bellerose), 435.

General Inspection Act Amt. B.
(152).-Mr. Abboit.

lst and 2nd R's., 543.
In Com., 544.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 545.

Goderich & Canadian Pacific
Junction Ry. Co. (24).-Mr. Mc-
Callum.

1st R.0, 163.
2nd R. m., 232.
Rep. from Com., 241.
Concurr. in Amte. and 3rd R. m., 279.

Government Railways Act Amt. B.
(6).-Mr. Smith.

lui R.', 42.
2nd R. m., 53.
Consid. in Com. pootponed, 63.
M. to go into Com., 93; in Coni.,95-101;

Amt. in Preamble m. (Mr. Abbott),
100.

Rep. fron Com. and concurr. in Amto.,
101; Anit. added, 246.

3rd R. m., 247.

Grand Trun& Railway of Canada
B (13,)-Mr. Vidal.

Tht R.*, 66.
2nd R. m., 103.
Rep. fron Com. and 3rd R., 136.

Grand -Trunk, Georgian Bay &
Lake Erie Co's. B. (74).-Mr.
Ferrier.

lot R. and 2nd R., 283.
Rep. from Corn. and Brd Re, 326&

Grange Trust.WindingupB. (39.
lot R', 235.
2nd R.
Rep. froni Com, and îrd I.*, 327.

Guelph Junction Ry,' Co. <t s)-
Mr.. McKinstry.
lst and 2nd R'6., 438.
3rd R., *450.
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Halifax & West India Steamship
Cq's. (Limited) B. (72).-Mr.
Ahnoud.

Ist R. and 2nd R., 283.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 327.

Hamilton, Guelph & Buffalo Ry.
Co's. Incorp. Act Amt. B. (38.)
-Mr. Sanford.)

1st R.* and M. for 2nd R., 235.
Rep. fron Comi., 280.
3rd .,. 281.

Her Majesty'sJubilee.

.ee Jubilec.

Herford Branch Ry. Co's. Incorp.
B. (ro5). -Mr. Dickey.

let and 2nd R's., 426.
Rep. fron Con., Voncurr. in Amts. and

3rd R. m., 426.

Hudson's Bay, Practliability of as a Com-
mercial Highuay.

See Debate on Winnipeg and Hudson's
Bay R.R. Co's. B:, 453-460.

Immigration Act Amt. B. (2.)Y-Mr.

lst R.*, 378.
2nd and 3rd R's. (under

rules), 378
suspension of

Immigration into Cana4.

Remarks concerning (Mr. Power), 15.

Imperial Government and the Fisheries
Question.

8ee A4merican Fishermen, &c.

Imperial Trust Co. of Canada
Incorp. B. (r5).--r Ogi/vie.

1st R.*. 235.
2nd R.«, 279.
Rep. from Coin., 376.
Concurr. in àntts., 377.
3rd B; m., 405.

Indian Act Amt B.
Abbott.

lat R., 222.
2nl R. postponed, 296.
Withdrawn, 324.

Indian Act Ant. B.
Àbbott.

lst R.*,315.
2nd Ilà.,5L

In Com., 398.
Rep. fron Com., 400.
3rd R. m., 417.

Indian Instructors in the North- West
Territories.

See North- West Territories.

Inland Revenue Department, R
Concerning.

See Customs.

Inspedor of Penitentiaries, Foot-note in
Report of.

See under Privilege.

Interolonial Ry., Delayed Trains upon.
Inquiry (Mr. Almon), 28.
Repi (Mr. Smith), 29.
Furt er remarks, 37-38.

Intercolonial Ry., Pullman Car Conduc-
tors, Remuneratiou of'

See Pullman Car Conductort.

Japan and British Columbia, Mail Ser-
vice between.

See British (olumbia.

Japan and British Columbia, Steam Com-
wunication between, commencement of.

8ee British Columbia.

Jubilee Address to Her Majesty, Correc-
tion in Wording of.

Renarks (Mr. Trudel).
Reply (Mr. Abbott), 246.

Jubilee of Her Majesty, Address of Con,
gratulation upon.

Moved (Mr. A bbott), 156.
Seconded (Mr. Sco<t), 157.
Remarks (ir. Powoer), 159.

Jubilée o Her Majesty.

In debate on the Address, (Mr. McCal-
lum), (Mr. Power), 15; (Mr. Kaul-
bach), 20.

Kincardine & Teeswater Ry.
corp. B. (26).-Mr. Read.

l. t R.-, 159.
2nd R. m., 183.
Rep. frum Côm. with'Amts.
Contcurr. in Anits. and 3rd R.,240.

(O).-Mr.

In-

Kincardine:& Teeswater Ry. Act
Amt B- (194).-Mr. Dickey.

let R. and 2nd R., 426.
Riep. from Com. and 3rd R. m., 426.
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B. (H).-Mr.

1st R.*, and M. for 2nd R., 54; Certif.
of notice presentad, and M. for 2nd
R. postponed, 163; Prrof of service
given, 183; 2nd R. m., 184; Exama.
of petitloner dispensed with m.,
185; Rep. from Coin., 381 ; Debate
oi (onDid. of Report, 377-388;
Arat. (Report referred back to
Coin.) Mr. Vidal), m., 388; With.
drawn, 392; Adoption of Rep. m.
carried,395; Ret. back to Coin.,
Rep. from Coin., Concurr. on
Amte. and 3rd R., 395.

Laviolette Pension B. (138).-Mr.
Abbott.

Tht R.', 328.
2nd R. m., 397.
3rd R. (Suspension of Rule), 398.

Legislators and Judges, Free Con-
veyance of, over Railways B.
(K).-Mr. Mclnnes.

Tht R.', 86.
2nd R. postponed, 231;

2ý91.
Withdrawn,

Library Committee.
lst Rep. of Coin. adopted, 425.
2nd Rep. presented (Mr. Allant), 531;

Adopted, 532.

Library, Mutilation of Books in.
Communication from Speaker and dis-

-cusion therein, 238.

Liquors on Board Her Majesty's
Ships in Canadian Waters B.
(122).-Mr. Abbott.

.1t R., 278.
2nd R. m., 321.
In Coin., B58.
Rep. frpm Coin. and 3rd R., 359.

Londonderry Iron -Co's. Incorp.
B. (83).-Mr. Read.:

Kingston, Smith's Falls & Ottawa
Ry. Co. Incorp. B. (63).-Mr.
Clemow.

let R.*, 278.
2nd R. m.,324.
Rep. fromm Com. and 3rd R.*, 326.

Land Scrip in Manitoba.

See/Manitoba.

Lavell Divorce Case.

Petition read and received, 42.

636 [e8ion

Ist R., 283.
2ud R., 283.
Rep. froi Coin. and 3rd R., 827.

Manitoba & North-Western Ry.
Co's. B. (1o9).-Mr. Girard.

lst R. and 2nd R's.*, 401.
Rep. froi Com., 402.
Concurr. in Amts. m. and 3rd R.*, 403.

Manitoba, Issue of Land.Scripfor certain
jortions of.

M. for Ret. (Mr. Schultz), agreed to,
328.

Manitoba, Representation of in the Sen-
ate.

See British Columbia.

Manitoba & South-Western Col-
onization Co's. B. (133).--Mr.
Vidal.

let R.*, 449.
2nd R.*, 450.
Rep. from Coin., 517.
3rd R.*, 618.

Manufacturers Accident Insur-
ance Co's. Incorp. B.(125).-Mr.
McKindsey.

lst and 2nd R.*, 426.
3rd R., 427.

Manufacturers Life Insurance
Co's. Incorp. B. (29).-Mr. M-
Kindsey.

let R.', 163.
2nd kt.m., 232.
Rep. froin Com. and 3rd R.', 232.

Maritime Provinces, Establishment qf
Moael Farm in.

Enquirv (Mr. Haythorne) and Reply
(Jfr. Abbott), 265.

Marriage and Divorce Laws in the
United States and Canada.

See Debate on Ash Divorce B., 164 and
et seq.

Massachusetts, Divorce Laws of.
See Debate onAsh Divorce B.. 164 and

et seq.

Massawippi Junction Railway Co.
Incorp. -B. (67).-M.-Coffrane,ý

let R.», 278.
2nd R.m. (Mr. Steven), 323
Rep. from Coin. and 3rdL', 326.

Lavel1 Divorce
Kaulbach.
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Me/lakahtla Indian 2roubles.
M. for Return (Mr. Macdonald), 30.

Metlakahtia Indians, Their irouble with
the Government, &•c.
See Mr. Macdonald's remarks on 2nd R.

of Indian Act Ami. B., 417-424.

Midland Railway of Canada B.
(75).-Mr. Ferrier.

let R.*, 282.
Suspension of Rule 41 and 2nd R., 282.
Rep. from. Com. and 3rd R.*, 326.

.Model Farm, Establishment of, in Mari-
time Provinces,

See Maritime Provinces, 255.

Monteith Divorce Case.
Petition read and received, 50.

Monteith Divorce B. (J).-Mr.Mc-
Kindsey.

lst R * and M. for 2nd R., 71.
Certif. of notice and proof of service,

2nd R. and Ref. to Com. m, 229;
Rep. of Coin. presented, 233, Con-
sid. of rep. of Com. postponed, 249;
Adoption of rep., 249.

3rd R., 280.

Montreal Harbor Commissioners
Act Amt. B. (92).-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R.«, 437.
2nd R. m., 512.
3rd R (rules suspended), 512.

Murray Canal Accovnts, Auditor of,
documents concerning.

M. for Return (Mr. Plint), 281.

-Mutilation of Books in the Library.
See Library.

New Brunswick Ry, Co's. B. (120).
-Mr. Lewin.

let R.* and 2nd R.*, 401. -
Rep. from Com., concurr. in Amte. m.

and 3rd R. m., 402.

Nia gara Falls Bridge Co's Incorp.
B.-Mr. MCallum.

lst R.*, 235.
2nd R. m., 251.
Rep. from Com. and Srd R.0, 326.

NoI.Divorce Case.

Proof ofservice of a lication, and read-
ing of petition, 31.

Noel Divorce B. (A.).
lst R.', 34.
2nd R. m., 42.
Ref. to Com., 44; Rep. of Com. post-

poned, 62; Adoption of Rep. of
Com., 69.

3rd R. m., 70.

North-West Territories Act Amt.
B (127).-Mr. Abbott.

lst R.*, 278.
2nd R. m., 322.
Rep. from Con. and 3rd R.', 359.

North-West Territories
B. (163 ).-Mr. Abbott.

Council

lst, 2nd and 3rd Re., 583.

North- West Territories, Indian Instruc.
tors in.

Remarks (Mr. Bellerose), 559.
Noi th-West Territories, Natural Food

Products, Best Methods of Conserv-
ing and Increasing.

M. for Com. and remarks (Mr. Schultz),
72-78; seconded (Mr. Girard), 78;
discussion (Mr. Macdonald), 79;
(Mr. Dickey), 80;. (Mr. Schultz),
(Mr. AbboUt), 81.

North- West Territories, Natural Food
Produc/s of, Committee upon.-

1st Rep. presented (Mr. Schultz), 87.
2nd Rep. presented (Mr. Schultz), 512;

seconded (Mr. Girard), 514; re-
marks (Mr. Allan), 515; (Mr.
.4lmon), 516; (Mr. Carvell), (Mr.
Gowan), (The Speaker), 517.

North- West Territories, Representation
of, in the Senate.

In debate on the Address (Mr. McCal-
lum), 7; (Mr. Casgrain), 10; (Mr.
Scott), 12; (Mr. Power), 18; (Mr.
Kaulbach), 22.

North-West Territories Repre-
sentation in Senate B. (19).-
Mr. Smith.

let R?', 42.
2nd R. m., (1r. Abbott), 89.
In Com., 172; (Amt. (as to qualifie.-

tions ot Senators) m. (Mr. Abbott),
128; discussed, 129-136; agreed to,
Rep. fron Com. and concurr. in
Ant"., 136.

3td R. *., 137; discuaed and carried,
143.
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Nova Scotia Permanent Building
and Saving Fund B. (E.)-Mr.
Almon.

1pt R., 40,
2nd R. m., 88.
Rep. from Con. and concurr. in Amts.

m., 162.
3rd R. postponed, 163; agreed to, 182.

Ontario & Pacific Ry. Co's.B. (124).
-Mr. Dikey.

1st and 2nd Re., 438.
3rd R., 450.

Ontario & Qu'Appelle Land Co.
(Limited) B. (62).-Mr. Vidal.

let R.-, 246.
2nd R. m. .(r. AiiUer), 295.
3rd R.*, V3.

Ontario and Quebec Ry..Co.B.(27),
Mr. McKindsey.

lst R.*. 221.
2nd R. m., 169.
Rep. from Com.; concurr. in Amt. of

tom. and- 3rd R.*, 221.

Ontario & Sault Ste. Marie Ry.
Co. B. (1o).-Mr. Vidal.

l- t R.*, 64.
2nd R. m., 103.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R,, 136.

Order, Question of.
As to Mr. McInnes' remarks on B.

(K), raised by Mr. Almon.
293.

As to Mr. Alnon's references to Mr.
McInnes.

295.

Mr. O'Donohoe's.Amts. to 3rd R. of
South Ontario Pacific Ry. B, ob-
jected to by Mr Scott, and ruled
out of order.

336.

Mr. McKindsey raises point of order
as to Mr. Mclnnes' Amt. to Canri
adian Pacific Ry. Co's. B.

34.

Mr. McInnes calls Mr. Mckindsey to
order for imputing , motives to
hima.

845.
Mr. Abbott on 2nd R. of.i to Repeal

-Chinese Immigration Act ôb3ects
to it as being out of otder.

p

The Speaker sustains the objection and
the Bill is withdrawn, 306.

Mr. Almon objects to Mr. Abbott's
M. of non-concurrence in Mr.
Almon's Ant. to Chinese Immi-
gration Act Amt. B.

505.
Mr. Almon raises question of order as

to passing an Amt. to Chinese
Immigration Act Amt, B. with-
out going into Con.

510.

Mr. Dickey calls Mr. Belleroe to orddr
for irrelevant remarks.

The Speaker rules him out of order.
Debate follows on Speaker's de-
cision, 566-559.

Mr. Paver calls Mr. Almon to order
for not speaking to the M.

566.

Oshawa Ry. & Navigation Co's
Incorp. B. (92).-Ar. Read.

1st R. and 2nd R., 283.
Rep. trom Com. and 3rd R., 326.

Ottawa and Gatineau Valley Ry.
Co's. B. (99).

loi R, and 2nd R., 401.
Rep. from Coin. and 3rd R., 402.

Oxford Junction & New Glasgow
Branch ofthe Intercolonial Ry.
B; (77).-Mr. Abbott.

lst R.*, 438.
2nd R.*, ....
Rep: from Com., 543.
3rd. R.*, 544.

Pacific Junction Ry. Co's. Incorp.
* Acti Amt. B. (1o2).-Mr. Ryan,
lst and 2nd R's., 504.
Rep. from Com., concurr. in amts., and

3rd- R. .m., 518.

Pacifc •Ocean . Fisheres, Pretences of
American Government Concerning.

See Disc8sion, 102-103.

Peaceful Condition of Canada.
In debate on tbe. Xddreïs (Mr. Mott),

Penitentiary Act Amt. B. (65).-M
· Ar. Abbott.
1 lt R.1, 207. •

................
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2nd R. m., 251.
In Com., Rep. from Corn., and 3rd. R.,

280.

Pembroke Postoßfice, Particulars Con-
cerning.

Enquiry (gr. Scott) and Reply (Mr.
Abboit), 255.

Pension Fund Societies' B. (52)..-
Mr. Abbott.

lt R., 2nd R. m., in Com. and Rep.
Irom Com., 554.

3rd R., 56.

Fun0c~~~G /rcG~1~fl~ç. I
M. for Ret. and Remarks (M. Power),

561, (Mr. Almon) 565, (Mr.
Abboit), 566.

.Pilotage Commissioners, Board of at Hali
fax.
See Discussion, 561-565.

Pictou Bank Winding up B. (85).
-Mr. Power.

lot and 2nd R., 284.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 327.

Port Moody Wharf, Cost and Disposition
of Iron Piles inported by the Go-
ernmentfor.

Inquiry (Mr. McInnea), 55 ; Discission
.57; (Mr. Kaulbach) 56, (Mr. XWr)

Reply (Mr. Smith), 57; Furtber reply
(Mr. Abboit), 65.

Prescott County Ry. Co's. Incorp.
B. (5 7).-Mr. Clemow.

lst RI., 235.
2nd R. m., 279.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd ., 326.

Primitive Methodist
Co's.. B. (F).

Colonization

lt R.', 42.
2nd B. m., 57.
Rep, from Com. and 3rd R.*, 136.

.Princ.e Edward Island Additional
Subsidy B..(139)-Mr Abbott.

jet R.', 449.
2nd and 3rd R's., 512.

Prince Edward Island, Revenue &c.,.
derived fron.

See Mr. Howlar's reet 199

Privilege, Questions of.
As to foot note'in Inspector of Peni-

tentiaries' Report reflecting on
Senator Bellerose.

R.emarkk(Mr. McInnes), (Mr. Belle-
rose), 284.

Mr. A bbott, 286.

Newspaper reports of Senate debates,
inaccuracy of.

Renarks (Mr. Almon), 375; (Mr.
Ogilvie), (Mr. Dickey), 376 (The

eaker), (Mr. Kaulbach), (Mr.
aythorne), 377.

conterning.
M. for return (3fr. Howlan), 35.

Prince Edward Island, Tunnel Commu-
nication with, Government surveys
for.
Inquiry and renarks (Mr. Howgan),

255-273; ?Mr. Abbott), (Mr. Hay.
thorne), 273; (Mr. Carvell), 276.

Printing Commitee.
Appointment and constitution of, 25.
lst Rep. (Xr. Vidal), 34,
3rd Rep. (Mr. Read), 395.
4th Rep. (3fr. Iead), m., 555.
Debate. Mr. Potber), (Mr. Girard), (Mr.

Abboti), 555 ; (Mr. Bellerose), 556.
M. aggreed toi 559.

Private Bills, Receiving Reports on, time
of, extended.

M. (Ir. A bbott), 104.

Property Qualifcation, Declaraton of, by
Senators.

88.

Prorogation of Parliament.
BUis asoented toi 586.
Speech from the Throne, 588.

Prosperity of Canada.

In debate on the address, (3fr. McCaL.
Zurh), 6; (3r. Cosgrain), 9 ; (3r.
Power), 14; (Mr. Kqulbach), 19.

Provincial Court Judges Act Amt.
B. (166)-Mfr. Abbot.

In Com., 547.
Rep.:fron Com. and 3rd R., 549.

([Public Buildings at Ottawa, Construction
1 of particulars concerning.

Pilot Gallagher, Dismissal of, Corres-P
, ,. Prince Edward Island Subway, Survey
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II.-"MnX TO SUBJES.

Inquiry (Mr. Trudel), 87.
Rep]y (Mr. Abbott), 88.

Public Buildings at Ottawa, Tenders for
&'c.

Enquiry (Mr. Trudel), 233.
Reply (Mr. Abbott), 234.

Public Holidays Act Amt. B.
1st R.*, 101.

Public Morals Act Amt.
Mr. Vidal.

B. (21).-

let R.', 42.
2nd R. m., 60.
In Com.
Rep. from Corn. and 3rd R., 93.

Public Officers Act
Mr. Smith.

Amt. B. (5).-l

Ist R.', 42.
2nd R. m., 60.
,n Coi.
Rep. frorm Com. and 3rd R., 92.

Public Stores B. (2o).-Mr. Abbott.
lit it*,
2nd R. m., 66.
In Coin., 104.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 105.

Pullman Condudors on the Intercolonial
Railway, ncreased Remuneration of.

Inquiry (Mr. Power), 243. Remarke
(A21r. M& iller), (Mr. Dewer), (Mfr.
Almon), (Mr. Kaulbach), 244.

Reply (Mr. Abbott), 245.

Quebec & James Bay Ry. Co's.
B. (87).-Mr. Dickey.

lit and 2nd R's., 426.
3rd R., 427.

Quebec Graving Dock and Har-
bor Improvements B. (158).-
Mr. Abbott.

lit and 2nd R's., 544.
In Com., 549.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R.*, 553.

Quebec Ry. Bridge Co. Incorp.
Act Amt. B. (9o).-Mr. Ross.

lit and 2nd R's., 438.
Rep, from Coin., 451.
Concurr. in Ants. and 3rd R., 452.

Railways, Act Relating to ( ),-
Mr. Smith.

lt R.0, 5.

Railway Act Amt. B. (47).-Mr.
Smith.

1st R.-, 42.
2nd R. m., 58.
Consid. in Com. postponed, 169.
Rep. rom Com. and Concurr. in Amts.,

222.
3rd R. m., 247.

Railways and Telegraphs Com.
Appointnent and constitution of, 25,.
let Rep. (Mr. Dickey), 28.
Addition of Mr. Abboit to Com., 71.

Railway Subsidies B. (17o).--Mr.
Abbott.

lit R *, 584.
2nd and 3rd R's., 585.

Railway Subsidies in Land B.(161).
-Mr. Abbott.

lst, 2nd and 3rd R's., 567.

Real Property in the Territories
Act Amt B. (N).-Mr. Abbott.

lt R.', 284.
2nd R. m., 346.
In Com.
Rep. from Con. and 3rd R.«, 398.

Repatriation of French Canadians.

See .French Canadians.

Representation in House of Com-
mons B. (140).-Mr. Abbott.

lst and 2nd R's.*, 543.
In CoC.
Rep. fromf Coin. and 3rdR.*, 545.

Richelieu & Ontario Navigation
Co's. B. (1oi).-Atr. Guévremont.

liet and 2nd R's., 283.
Rep. from Coi. and 3rd R., 327.

Riddle Divorce Case,
Petition read and received, 47.

Riddle Divorce B. (G).-Mr. Ogilvie.
let R.' and M. for 2nd R., 54; Certif.

as to posting and service of Certif.
2nd R. and Rp. to Com., 248;
Adoption of Rep. m., 315; Amt.
on M. of Mr. Abbott, 321.

3rd R. m., 321.

River St. Lawrence Improvement
B. (15 8).-Mr. Abbott.

lit R.* suspension of Rules, and 2nd,
and 3rd R's. m., 566.
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8l.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

Royal Victoria Hospital Incorpo-
ration B. (M.)-Mr. Abbo/t.

let R.0 235.
2nd R.*, 279.
Rep. from Coin. and 3rd R., 281.

Rules.
Rule 41 suspended on 2nd R. of sun-

dry Bills.
282-83.

5ist Rule, suspension of, 'as regards
petition of Donald McInnes et
all. •

M. (Mr.:Almon), 54.

St Catherines & Niagara Central
Ry Co. B. (11).-Mr. Mc-
Kindsey.

lst R.*, 64.
2nd R. m., 102.
Rep. froni Coin. and 3rd Et., 1'6.

St. Gabriel Levee & Ry. Co. B. (12).
-- Mr. Ogilvie.

lst R.*, 126.
2nd R.*, 159.
rd R. m., 235.

Amt.(to 6th Clause) Mr. A.bbott accepted
m. agreed to, 236.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, Corres-
pondence concerning.
M. for Return agreel to (Mr. Belleros e)

137.

St. Vincent de Paul Penitentiary, Corres-
pondence concerning.
M. for Return (Mr. Bellerose), agreed

to, 159.
St. Vincent de Paul Penitèentiary, Corres-

pondence concerning A. Lefaivre.
M. for Return (Mr. Bellerose), 452.

St. Martins & Upham Ry.
,- i 3 4 )-Mr. Miller.

let R.*,,438.
2nd R. m. (Mr. Dickey), 450.
3rd 'R.,501.

Co. B.

Sault Ste. Marie Canal.
Ii del bfeon the address,(Mr. Cosgrain),

10; (Mr. Scott), 13; (Mr. Kaul-
bach), 23.

Second Readings of Bills, Expediting of.
Suggestion concerning (.Mr. Bellerose),

281.

Senate.
Session, the opening of.

Annòuncement ofpro forma opening by
De puty Governor, 3.

Proocedings thereupon, 4.
44

Senators, New.
Appointment announced by Speaker of

the following : Hon. Samuel Merner,
Hon. Charles E. Casgrain, Hon.
Louis A. Senecal, Hon. Lachlin
McCallum, Hon. William E. San-
ford, 3.

Orders and Customs of the Senate,
Committee upon.

Motion (Mr. Smith), agreed to, 5.

The Speakership.
Appointment of aon. J. B. Plumb, an.

nounced by the Clerk, and Mr.
Plumb conducted to the chair, 3.

Reference to by Mr. Scott, 10.
Campbell, Sir Alexander.

Reference to his retirement, &c., Mr
Scott 11.

French Minister, Absence of, frorn
Senate.

In debate on tþe address (Mr. Belle-
rose), 24.

Adjournment (April 21-May 11).

M. "Mr. Bellerose), 26.
Debate and M. cariied, 28.

Senate Leadership.
Announcement as to (Mr. Scott), 26.
Inquiry (Mr. Power), and reply (Mr.

Smith), 38.

Senators, new.
Hon. J. J. C. Abbott, introduced and

takes hie seat, 64.
Hon. Mr. Fortin introduced and takes

hie seat, 70.

Adjournment (May 18-25).

Motion (Mr. Ogilvie), 82; Amt. .(Mr.
Vidal), 82; Discussion, Mr. Miller,
Kaulbach, Dickey, Power, Abbott,
McInnes, Carveli, 82-83; Amt.
carried on a Div., 83,

Adjournment (May 18-20).

Motion (Mr. Abbott), 86.
Qualification of Senator Trudel, Pe-

tition concerning, presented.
Remarks (Mr. DeBoucherville), (Mr.

Pelletier), (Mr. Abbott), Ruled out
of order (Ithe Speaker), 325.

Qualification of Senators, Attacks
upon, Applicant to make deposit
of one thousand dollars.

Resolution and remarks (Mr. Bellerose),
403; (Mr. Abbott), (Mr. Gowan),
404.

Senators, Qualification of, Petitions
concerning, procedure upon.

See discupsion, 567.571.

64.
1887.]
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Short Line Railway between Montreai
and Halifax and St. John.

Remarks upon (Mr. Power), 406; (Mr.
Kailbach), (Mr. Abbott), 411 ; (Mr.
Power), 415.

Standing Orders and Private Bills Con.

lst Rep. (Mr. Gowan), 28; 2nd and 3rd
reps., 34; 4th rep., 40; 5th, 6th
and 7th reps., 53; 8th and 9th reps.,
71; lth rep., 86.

Sick and Distressed Mariners Statutes Publication Act
Act Amt. B. ( 7 6).-Mr. Abbott. (159).-Mr. Abbott.

lst R.*, 207.
2nd R. postponed, 236; further post-

ponement, 252; 2nd R m., 286.
3rd R. n., 290.

Solicitor General's Appointment
B. (42).-Mr. A bbott.

lst and 2nd Rs., 543.
In Con., 546; Rep. fron Coin., 547.
3rd R. m., 559.

South Norfolk Ry. Co. Incorp. B.
(66).-Mr. MAcCa/tum.

lst R.*, 246.
2nd R.', 279.
Rep. fron Coin., concurr. in Ants. and

3rd R. m., 326,

South Ontario Pacific Ry. Co's.
Incorp. B. (89).-Mr. Vidai.

Ist R.*, 235.
2nd R. n., 251.
3rd R. m., (Mr. Sanford), 328; Anit.

(striking out certain words in clause
27) Mr. Abbott m., 330; carried,
331 ; debate on 3rd R, 331-339;
Amt. (addition to clause 3) m., Mr.
O'Donohoe, 333; ruled out of order,
336; Ref. to Com. m., Mr. O'Dono-
hoe, ruled out of order, 336.

3rd R., 339.

Supreme and Exchequer Courts
Act Am. B. (i i).-Mr. Abbott.

1st R.-, 378.
2nd R. m., 424.
In Coni., 441; Rep. froni Coi. and con-

curr. in Anits., 446.
3rd R. m., 512.

Speechfrom the 7/irone.

Delivered by His Excellency the Gov-
ernor-General, 4.

Reported and Motion for consideration
( kr. Smith), 5

Speedy Trials Act Amt. B. (146).-
4fr. Abbott.

lst R.*, 449.
2nd and 3rd R's., 512.
Appointinent and constitution of, 26.

1st and 2nd R's., 543.
In Com., 545.
Rep. fron Coin. and 3rd R., 546.

Subsidies in Land to Rys. B. (164).
-Mr. Abbott.

Ist, 2nd and 3rd R's., 584.

Sunday Desecration by Railway and
Steamboat Taffic.

Petition presented (Mr. Odell), 160.

Supply Bill, the. (169).-Mr. Abbot.
1st, 2nd and 3rd R's., 586.

Temiscouta Ry. Co's. B. (81)-Mr.
Bolduc.

1st and 2nd R., 283.
Rep. from Con., 326.
Coý curr. in Amt. and 3rd R., 327.

Teeswater & Inverhuron Ry.
Co's. Incorp. B. (D).-Mr. Al-
Kindsey.

1st R.*, 37.
2nd R. ni., 52.
Rep. from Coin. with Amts., 136.
Concurr. in Amits. and 3rd R., 137.

Threats, Intimidations, etc., Act.
Amt. B. ( 162).-Mr. Abbott.
1st R. and M. for 2nd R., 583.
3rd R. m., 584.

Tibbets, Beveridge and others, Clain of,
against the Dominion Government,
extension of reference to Com.

M. and remarks (Mr. Glasier), 361;
Debate (Mr. Abboit), 362; (Mr.
Read), (Mr. Carvel), 365; (Mr.
Dever), (Mr. Almon), 367; (Mr.
Abbott), 369; (Mr. Trudel), 370;
(Mr. Scott), 372; (Mr. Carvell),
(Mr. Power), 373; (Mr.O'Donohoe),
373; (Mr. Dickey), (Mr. Read), (Mr.
Dever), (Mr. Howlan), 374.

M. withdrawn, 356.

Trade and Commerce Department.

Iu debate on the Address, (Mr. McCal-
lum), 7; (Mr. Casgrain), 9; (Mr.
Power), 17; (Mr. Kaulbach), 22.

642

Amt. B.

[Sessionî



Il.-INDEX TO SUBJECTS.

Trade and Commerce Depart- Western Assurance Co's Incorp.
ment B. (7.)-Mr. Abbott. Act Amt. B. (6o).-Mr. Gowean.

1st R.*, 328.
2nd R. and in Co-n., 438.
Rep. fron Con. and 3rd R.*, 441.

Irudel, Hon. Mr. Qualifcation of, pe-
tition concerning.

Debate upon, (Air. Bellerose), (Mr.
DeBoucherville), Mr. Miller), 567;
('The Speaker), (Mr. Dickey), 568;
(Mr. Scott), (Mr. Howlan), 569;
(AfMr. Allan), 570.

M. that petition be not received until
next day (Mr. Dickey); carried (Mr.
Kaulbach opposing), 571.

lst and 2nd R., 284.
Rep. from Com. and 3rd R., 327.

Western Canada Loan and Sav-
ings Co's. B. (C).-Mr. Allan.

1st R *, 34.
2nd R. n., 52.

Western Counties Ry.
(117)-Mr. Kaulbach..

Co's. B.

1st and 2nd R's., 438.
Rep. from Com., Concurr. in Amts.

and 3rd R.*, 451.

Upper Columbia Ry. Co. Incorp. Western Counties Ry.
B. (4 9 ).-Mr.Macdonald. (157)-Mr. Abbott.

Ist R. and 2nd R., 284.
Rep. from Coii. an i 3rd R., 326.

United States, number of French Cana-
dians in.

See French Canadians.

United States, 2'reaties with.

See Discussion pp. 144 et seq.

Laws

Waterloo & Magog Ry. Co's.
(ioo).-Mr. Stevens.

lat R.*, 378.
2nd R. m., 403.
3rd R.*, 427.

Co's. B

Ist and 2nd R's., 544.
In Com., 553.
Rep. froi Com., 553.
3rd R. m., 559.

Western Coast of Dominion, Defence of,
Aaid by Imperial Govi. towards.

Inquiry (Mr. Macdonald), 124.
Reply (Mr. Abbott), 125.

Winnipeg & Hudson's Bay Ry. &
Steamship Co. Acts Consoli-
dation B. (79 ).-Mr. Girard.

1st R., 453.
On M. for 2nd R. debate, 452-460.
M. agreed to, 460.
Ref. to Rom. m., 460.
Rep. from Rom., 502.
3rd R. m., 503.
Amt. (striking out certain words) (Mr.

Read) rn., 503; withdrawn, 504.
3r.I R., 504.

Violation of Canadian Fisheries
by American Fishermen.

See American Fishermen.
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